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STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 


CONVKNED  AT  THE  CITY  OF  SACRAMENTO,  SATURDAY,  SEPTEl 


E.  B.  WILLIS  AND  P.  K.   STOCKTON, 

OFFICIAL.   STElTOaRAFHEIiS. 


Volume   II. 


SACRAMENTO: 

STATE   OFFICE,      :      :      :      ;      :     J.   D.  YOUNG,  SUPT.  STATE  PKINTIh 


//>y 


'       LIBRARY       ^ 

or  THI 

LEUNO  STANFORD  JUNIOR 
.        UNIVERSITY.      , 


OP  THE  CONSTITDTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


IS  may  be  required  of  the 
M>.  WHITE.  All  .that  I  wished  to  do  was  to  show  tbat  I  fcave  the m 
absolute  powers  and  that  they  ivere  to  arraneo  the  farea  and  freighta  as 
in  their  judgment  abould  be  foir  and  juat.  I^w,  is  it  oonimon  sen  je  for 
this  scribbler  to  write  dovrn  that  Lefaod  SUnford  wuuld  be  willing  to 
put  that  power  into  the  bands  of  any  three  men  in  this  State?  I  regard 
U  —  ii-.^iiT—t -"-""— sndtbe  moat  malicioUB  Wirt  of  lying  that  could 

re  tbat  the  Conveotion  reaolTe  itself  inki  Com- 


it  aa  the  ailliest  m 


Ma.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Tresident:  I  rise  lo  a  question  of  privilege. 
Tbia  is  a  matter  of  no  very  great  importance,  perhaps,  but  I  takr  '  — 
eiceptiona  to  this  publication.  The  firat  ie,  that  it  inainuatea  tha 
whole  Conimiltee  on  Corporationa,  in  advocating  thia  scheme,  have  been 
in  the  interest  of  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company.  Now,  i 
•eema  to  me  that  the  daily  denunciations  of  the  pre«B  in  the  inleresi 

ey  of  tha  curponitiona,  notorioualy  >o  of  the  Centrsl  Pacitic  Rai 
miiany,  should  have  protected  ua  from  any  such  imputation, 
principal  organ  here  has  denouDced  ua  aa  Commuoiata,  and  has  | 
virus  to  it  by  saying  that  we  are  Communists  aa  bad  aa  Jesua  Chrisi 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Btates.  [Lan^bter.]  Well,  no 
seems  to  me  that  that  should  have  been  sufBcient  to  have  demonatreted 
to  the  wriler  of  this  article  that  none  of  ua  had  been  »(oto«d  away  in  thi 
pigeon-boles  of  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company. 

Again,  sir,  the  writer  is  entirely  mistaken  when  he  asaumes  to  aay  that 
the  magnates  of  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company  desire  thia  ^ 
mission,  because  they  believe  they  can  control  it.  Now,  sir,  tbat  iaa 
take,  because  they  made  an  experiment  on  three  Commissioners  v 
proved  disialrous.  I  have  it  from  authority  which  I  believe,  tl 
(sriain  rsilroad  agent,  or  assumed  railroad  agent,  aiiproached  one  of  the 
Inrmer  threo  Commissionera  with  a  proposition.  He  happened  to  be  a 
[nan  of  honor,  who  had  borne  hia  country's  Sag  on  manj  a  field.  He 
was  indignant  to  an  extent  amounting  lo  a  towering  paasioD,  and  he 
made  an  appeal  to  the  code — not  lo  the  Civil  Code,  not  lo  the  Penal  Code, 
not  to  the  code  that  obtains  among  railroada— but  lo  the  code  which 
did  obtain  among  gentlemen  once.  The  officers  of  the  railroad  at  once 
declared  that  the  jurly  who  had  approached  this  gentleman  had  done  il 
without  their  anthority,  and  they  disowned  him.  Of  course  that  stopped 
it.  But  the  railroad  took  its  revenge.  When  the  Legislature 
through  its  conduit  pipe  it  run  into  tUe  Legislature  the  Hart  bill 
repealed  the  law  under  which  the  Ihen  eiisting  Commission  had  been 
carried  on,  and  of  course  wiped  out  the  Commission.  And  thev  substi- 
tuted for  it,  and  carried  through  the  Legislature,  by  means  which  I  need 
not  reiterate,  a  proposition  lo  have  cue  Commissioner.  It  seems  that 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  while  they  could  not  manage  three, 
(hat  one,  as  the  Irishmen  say,  mi^ht  be  very  convenient,  and,  therefore, 
Ihey  dispfaced  the  three  Oimmissioners  and  took  the  one.  It  was  given 
out  that  the  Governor  would  veto  the  Hart  hill,  and  it  was  believed  by 
•  great  many  people,  but  when  he  came  lo  acton  the  matter  his  pB' 
ism  got  the  Mttcr  of  him,  and  he  signed  it.    That  waa  the  end  ol 


letter  i 


That  iE 


ing  und 


ind  the  ai 

Nor  f 


mplished  a 
t  all,     " 


.   if   il 


of'thh 


.  Bible  for  them  to  buy  up  the  three  Commissioners — which  they  havi 
unt  been  able  to  do  yet — or  experiment,  the  people  could  fall  back  and 
elect  three  others  who  have  been  under  fire  and  come  out  unscathed 

of  the  three  Uomraissionera.  There  ia  another  thing  in  this  matt«r- 
■nd  I  asiy  here,  that  if  the  writer  of  this  loiter  was  not  alioveauapicion—l 
would  believe  tbat  he  bud  been  ttoaed,  and  that  this  attack  waa  a  weali 

aincethey  haveseen  proper  to  provoke  thia  attack  upon  ua,  which  I  may 
aa  wall  mention.     Two  or  three  years  ago,  the  Norlb  American  Review 
published  an  article  which  stated  tbat  tha  railroads  no  longer  purchased 
voles  in  detail,  but  that  when  thev  wauled  a  Senator,  tbev  elected  hi" 
advanced  cash  enough  to  elect  him— and  tbat  then  tbey  owned 
during  hia  term.    The  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company  seems  to  I 
profiled  by  that  suggestion.    They  aeam  of  late  to  have  elected  the 
"—  ■or,  andlo_^VB  put  a  collar  itn  him,  with  "Central  Pacific  Bail- 

>m  told  here 
I]  was  be 
^  r  ,  ^  >d  did  bis  best  to  carry  the  Hart 

udl  through.  Therefore,  il  is,  I  aay,  that  the  learned  auf  '  '  ' 
leUer  ie  barking  up  the  wrong  tree.  He  doea  not  understand 
fully,  and  whatever  may  have  been  hia  purpose,  he  is  mi  . 
gelher  in  his  facls — if  he  has  any  facts — or  in  his  coujecturesi  and  he 
floes  not  pretend  that  they  are  anything  more  than  conjectures.  It 
.  ..    f^^  that  he  had  been  dreaming,  and  it  waa  nothing 

ibuliam  which  dictated  this  letter. 


Ma.  0-DONNELL.  It  won't  take  two  n 
Mh.  HUESTI8.  If  the  house  desires  to 
Thb  CHAIR.    Doctor,  go  on. 


le  State  and  National  Legji 

eir  awom  duty  as  memU 
department  of  the  government,  they  will  be  defei 
In  the  discharge  of  my  duty  as  a  delegate  t  gave  < 
agers  of  a  vulgar  newspaper  called  the  Chronielt. 
newspaper  on  the  law  of^ihel.  1  voted  for  a  measi 
essential  lo  .the  protection  of  aociety  from  the  all 
ibelem.  In  Ibis  step  I  aclrd  in  concert  with  some  c 
nembers  of  this  body,  and  for  the  exercise  of  my  ri 
lave  been  vilified  by  the  paper  which  I  confess  o 
imong  honorable  men.  I  shall  at  the  proper  time 
ind  endeavor  to  aid  the  aulhori ties  in  their  endeavo 
ojnatice.     I  do  not  think  them  worthy  of  the  notio 

dered  aak  the  paaaage  of  any  resolution,  nor  do  thej 
cation.  All  1  ask  now  ie  the  privilege  of  assurii 
this  body  that  the  charges  publialied  against  me  in 
are  utterly  false  and  without  foundation,  and  1  pi 
due  time  I  will  cram  the  libel  down  the  throats  ot  i 
I  thank  you  kindly  for  your  aUention. 


resolve  itself  into  Committea  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  La 
the  question  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Chii 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHO 

Ths  chairman.     The  SecraUry  will  nai  the  ■ 

Thk  secretary  read: 

SicTioN  1.  The  Legislature  shall  bave  and  aha 
to  enact  all  needful  lawa,  and  presoribe  necessary 
protection  of  the  State,  and  the  counties,  cities,  and 
the  burdens  and  evils  arising  from  the  presence  i 
who  may  become  vagrants,  paupers,  mendicants,  c 
afllicled  with  contagious  or  infectious  diseases,  a 
dangerous  or  detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peaot 
impose  conditions  upon  which  auch  persona  may  rei 
to  provide  the  mcana  and  mode  of  their  removal 
failure  or  refusal  to  comply  with  such  conditions; 
ing  contained  in  the  foregoing  shall  be  construed  t( 
power  of  the  Legialatura  lo  pass  such  other  police  li 
It  may  deem  necessary. 

Ma.  BROWN.    I  move  itsadoplion. 

Ma.AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  believe  it  was 
debate  should  exhaust  itself.  The  debate  has  tali 
entire  article. 

Thk  chairman.    If  there  be  no  objection  to  si 

Ma.  GRACE,  It  seems  to  me  that  the  debate  ba: 
don't  see  as  there  are  any  speakers  here.    The  aectii 

Tax  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  are  no  amendmenl 
Secretary  will  read  section  two. 


with  I 


nittee  would  be  here  this  ever 
m  uiwn  that  point.     It  is  in 
irt,  and  I  hope  I 


lines  of  the  1 

passed  so  that  it  canuot  be  la 
amendment,  hut  I  suggest  that  the  words,  "  invali 
lagiouB  or  infectioua  oiseases,"  means  altogether  I 
mora,  I  believe,  than  the  committee  themselves 
because  they  may  mean  such  diseases  aa  are  conlagi 
ma^  inflict  any  people,  and  they  certainly  do  n< 
police  power  of  thia  Stale  invoked  for  the  purpos 
simply  upon  that  ground.  Now,  the  section  ahoul 
ified  so  as  lo  reach  only  the  point  aimed  at.  It  is  n 
person  have  the  smallpox,  ur  anything  of  that  kii 
tagioue,  that  for  that  reason  we  would  send  them  o 
this  is  broad  enough  to  cover  that.  Now,  th< 
amended  so  that  it  would  mean  exactly  what  thi 
had  in  their  minds  when  the  section  was  framed. 

■,but 


rill  b 


a  Uken 


)ehad,e 


but  II 


tore  than  a  feat  of  sc 
i.  HUEt 


In 


Pfmyn; 


Mb.  O'DONNELL.     I   rise  to  a  question  of  privilege.      1    rise 
question  of  privilege.    '  I  have  a  right  here  on  Una  floor. 
Tax  CHAIR.     Does  the  gentleman  withdraw  hia  motion? 
Ma.  HUE3T18.    No,  I  will  take  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 
Tux  CHAIR.    You  are  not  in  order,  Mr.  O'Donnell. 

81 


t  abould  be  had  n< 


temporarily  passed, 

Ma.  PRELID.    Mr.  Chai 
adopted.     The  Chairman  v 


ill  have  an  opportuni 
aa  ho  may  deem  fit. 
usual  business  with  propriety. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Mr.  AYERS.    I  Kud  up  an  amendment  to  section  ooe. 

TnKeECBETABVread: 

"  Strike  out  all  after  the  word  '  ahall,'  in  the  first  line,  Ui  and  iuclud- 
iae  the  ward  '  and,'  in  the  second  tine." 

Mr.  AYER3.  The  object  of  that  amendment  ii  to  make  Ibe  enaa- 
ment  of  Buch  ^w<  and  tbe  exercise  or  Bucb  powers  mandatory. 

Mb.  STIURT.    I  lupuose  the  whole  article  is  open  lo  discusaion. 

Tee  chairman.     It  is  all  under  consideration. 


Mr.  &T0ART.  I  have  been  apatient  listener  in  tbisCan' 
have  not  been  on  the  Soor  since  its  first  organizatinn — over 
ago.  I  have  heard  what  was  said  with  a  great  dea 
sometimesi  and  sometimes  with  disgust  and  disappointment.  I  have 
been,  during  my  life,  in  Califamia  nesrl;  tbirt;  yean  During  the 
tbirt;  years  that  I  have  been  here  I  have  .been  a  cultivator  of  the  soil. 
I  have  made  my  living,  raised  and  educated  a  large  family  through  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil.  1  have  employed  hundreds  and  hundreds  ol 
men.  I  have  never  been  in  the  political  arena  ;  it  is  distasteful  Ui  me, 
and  COIls«)Uently  I  know  little  of  the  polilicsl  movements,  and  of  the 
management,  and  the  plans  that  are  used  in  the  State  for  jelf- preference. 
1  do  not  know  whether  1  shall  get  through  lo-night  with  what  I  want 
to  say,  or  not.  I  am  somewhat  unprepared  and  unaccustomed  to  publir 
speaking.  I  wit]  only  make  a  few  remarks,  and  then  prepare  myself 
for  some  future  day  on  this  article  a  little  better. 

Sir,  I  am  opposed  In  all  these  sections  from  number  one  to  number 
eight.  Tbey  are  not  proper  to  be  placed  in  any  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  let  alone  ours.  It  is  in  direct  conQict  with  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  and  the  treaty-making  power.  It  is  a  boyish 
action  for  us  to  admit  either  one  orthe  whole  of  these  articles  lo  be 
engrafted  in  our  organic  law.  It  would  be  the  laughing-stock  of  the 
world,  a  disgrace  to  the  State,  a  movement  toward  secession,  and  a  disre- 
gard of  the  constitutional  latrs  of  the  United  States.  1  am  not  pre- 
pared to  be  one  of  the  advocates  of,  or  one  of  the  silent  listeners  here 
and  have  it  pass.  I  believe,  sir,  it  is  in  conflict  with  article  six  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which  says: 

"TbisConstitulion,  and  the  laws  of  the  United  SUtcs  which  shall  be 
made  in  pursuance  thereof,  and  all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall  ' 
made,  under  the  authority  of  the  United  Stales,  shall  be  the  suprei... 
law  of  the  land ;  and  the  Judges  in  every  Slate  shall  be  bound  thereby, 
anything  in  the  CoDstitutiou  or  laws  of  any  State  to  the  contrary  nol 
withstanding." 

That  is  sufficient  for  me,  sir.  That  is  sufficient  for  any  intelligent 
gentleman  in  this  body  to  reflect  upon  before  he  will  take  up  a  holcb 
potch,  you  may  call  it,  or  a  set  of  articles  of  that  ehoracler,  that  is 
neither  one  act  or  another,  that  belongs  to  a  Constitution.     It  looks  to  me 


Mr.  O'DONNELL.  You  soy  you  have  employed  hundreds  of  men ; 
have  you  not  employed  hundreds  of  Chinamen  T 

Ma.  STUART.  I  have,  sir,  thousands  of  them,  and  hundreds  of  while 
men  and  thousands  of  white  men,  too. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL.     I  thought  so. 

Mr.  BTUART.  That  is  what  I  am  coming  lo  now.  There  is  not  a 
man  in  California  in  my  profession,  that  of  farming,  but  what  employs, 
directly  or  indirectly,  the  Chinaman,  The  Chinaman  becomes  your 
cook,  the  Chinaman  becomes-your  servant,  he  becomes  your  hewer  of 
wood  and  drawer  of  water,  even  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  The 
Chinaman  bus  been,  for  the  last  twelve  or  fourteen  years,  a  hobby,  hoise 
for  all  political  parties  to  pass  their  resolutions  on  and  mske  their  plat- 
forms. Before  that,  it  was  the  honest  contraband  in  the  fence.  The 
honest  contraband  and  the  Democratic  party  came  bond  and  hand  into 
every  campaign  until,  flaally,  the  question  was  ended  in  blood  and  war. 
The  honest  contraband  now  is  never  heard  of,  but  the  Chinaman  is  in 
the  fence  in  his  stead.  The  Chinaman  is  now  used  by  both  parties,  or 
by  all  the  parties,  if  there  be  more  than  two — I  believe  there  are  three 
parties  now.  One  party,  which  is  probably  like  otlier  eruptions  of  that 
character^  may  throw  something  upon  the  surface  that  may  remain 
there,  'There  are  a  good  many  elected  by  this  Workingmen's  party, 
young  men  that  I  delight  to  know,  men  of  talent,  of  character,  of 
responsibility,  and  I  hope  they  will  succeed  as  politicians,  1  hope  tlie^ 
will  succeed  as  men,  but  I  hope  they  wilt  not  lay  themselves  up  in  this 
Convention  for  the  purpose  of  future  promotion,  for  future  renown. 
Here  ia  the  place  io  make  it  without  regard  to  their  political  party, 
without  regard  to  who  will  be  Governor,  or  who  will  be  the  Judges,  or 
who  will  be  the  next  repreacntatives  in  our  Legislature  and  in  our  Con- 
gress. Jhesa  things,  sir,  are  what  I  am  aitouished  at.  This  thing  is 
whot  I  have  listened  to  for  months  with  a  great  deal  of  calmness  and  a 
great  deal  of  interest.  These  are  matters  which  the  gentlemen  who  are 
foremost  in  their  aspirations  probably  know  better  than  I  do  what  their 
motives  are,     I  do  not  intenif  to  impugn  them. 

But  let  me  go  back  a  little  further.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty,  1 
believe  it  was,  in  San  Francisco,  there  was  a  celebration  of  the  admission 
of  California  into  the  Union.  I  think  it  was  Ocmber  fourteenth;  the 
Stale  was  admitted  on  September  ninth.  At  that  time,  sir,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken,  the  Chinamen,  few  as  they  were,  were  admitted  to  a  post  of 
honor,  and  they  followed  the  officers  of  the  Stale  and  city  in  the  parade. 
Prom  that  time  down  to  the  war,  every  movement  of  our  government 

here  and  to  capture  the  oriental  trade.  There  were  treaties  made,  first 
by  force,  by  Porter,  for  he  went  with  the  navy,  ncit  by  peace,  and  next 
by  Mr.  Burlitigime,  who  was  at  one  time  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  The  Burlingame  treaty  admitted,  and  has  since  admitted,  the 
Chinaman  to  our  country  as  free  probably  as  any  other  treaty  that  bos 


3  been  the  laborers  of  Ihi 
we  have  plenty  of  here;  a 
«r  of  a  Constitutional  Coc 


lilmods  built  since.  The 
for  al most  twenty  years. 
I  will  go  fnrther.  If  I 
Qsi  -.onvemion  of  the  United  BUtes,  I 
Im  sn  article  there  to  repeal  the  Qll- 
fr  forty  million  of  inhabilania  now,  of 
born.    We  have  too  many.    We  h«va 

nr  thousands     -      ■    ■  "■    ■ 

the  United  States, 
of  so-called  white  laborers"  that  never  have  worked,  never  intend  Io 
work,  and  never  will  work.  I  do  not  desire  Io  go  into  details  on  that 
subject  DOW,  I  desire  more  especially  to  have  this  article  paseed  over 
until  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  comes  in  here  so  tliat  be  can 
eiplaiu  them  to  me.  Looking  at  it  as  a  juror,  it  looks  like  a  perfect 
botch  polch — nothing  in  it.  There  ia  not  a  section  in  the  report  thai 
should  be  put  into  ai)^  school  t>ook,  let  alone  the  Constitution  of  the 
Slate,  It  is  all  very  pretty  Io  talk  about,  and  the  speech  of  my  friend, 
the  Colonel  from  Los  Angeles,  Colonel  Ayers,  was  all  very  heauUrol, 
handsomely  arranged,  beautifully  delivered,  and  it  almost,  as  Agripp* 
^id  to  Paul,  converted  me.     Also,  my  young  friend  to  the  right,  Mr. 


FrBud,  j 


It  « 


averted  me.     Also,  my  y< 
n  his  college  days.     lien 


t  there 


i  quoted  all  his  authorities  from  the  mluority 


was  pmeect 
our  Mend  I 
report  of  the  different  Judges. 

Mil  ayers.     Not  all  of  them. 

Mr.  STUABT.  Well,  most  of  them,  I  took  notice.  He  also  quoled 
very  lengthily  from  Roger  Taney.  1  remember  when  Taney  m«de 
another  decision.  Do  vou  know  what  become  of  it?  I  remember  his 
Dred  Scott  decision.  I'think  that  was  the  first  political  case  that  was 
ever  decided  in  the  United  States,  and  I  rvmember  what  that  led  lo, 
end  I  think  you  do.  I  want  to  steer  clear  of  all  that  kind  of  Conal- 
tution  making  here;  I  want  noife  of  those  things  to  be  thrown  up  to  us 
when  we  are  out,  by  the  Courts,  or  by  the  United  Stales  Courts  and 
these  attorneys—that  we  are  a  set  of  school  boys,  here  as  a  debtling 
society,  getting  in  things  not  competent  to  a  Constitution,  and  things 
that  would  not  be  fit  to  put  into  a  common  school  book.  I  will  say,  lor 
one  on  this  floor,  thai  I  am  in  favor  of  hplding  Ai 
that  Americans  shall  rule  America,  I  have  no  confidence  in  th 
of  discontent,  as  you  call  it;  I  have  no  confidence  in  anything  tl 

top.     It  Is  only  intollect  that  will  tell  in  the  Un  ited  Slates'; 


Iwenly— (what  I  mean  by  fanners  is,  men  that  have  cultivated  the 
land  for  years,  men  connected  with  farming  pursuits,  men  who,  live 
upon  farms  and  support  themselves  and  farollles  there) — 1  believe  that 
a  vote  among  them  to-night,  sir,  would  thmw  that  report  into  the  waste 
basket.  They  would  say  :  "  We  want  labor;  let  the  Chinamen  alone." 
I.et  the  Government  of  the  United  States  control  the  matter;  place  It 
in  the  hands  where  it  belongs,  and  have  none  of  this  senseless  tinkering 
here,  as  you  would  tinker  an  old  tin  keltle  if  It  was  leaking.  1  bavs 
not  inflicted  vou  before,  and  I  do  not  Intend  to  now,  I  am  somewhat 
unaocuetomed  to  this  kind  of  buBluess,  consequently  I  am  goingTo  leave 
that  to  others  who  are  better  jiosled  than  myself— after  awhile.  Chi- 
nese immigration  is  injurious  to  the  counlrv,  is  ItT  Chinese  immigra- 
tion to  the  coiiDtrv  has  made  it  what  it  is.  ^Derisive  laughter.]  Labor 
has  made  it  what 'it  Is.  The  labor  that  has  been  done  for  the  last  fifleen 
years  has  been  the  progre.'ulve  labor  of  the  Stato  of  California.  It  has 
been  labor  that  has  cleared  up  farms,  that  has  planted  fruit  trees,  that 
has  built  cilies,  that  has  done  every  thing  except  the  mining,  and  even 
then,  the  tailinis  we  always  used  lo  rent  to  Chinamen  in  earty  days. 
Everything  has  been  done  by  this  labor.     There  is  only  one  class  of  men 

you  can  get  for  si         '      '  

wanted  to  do.    I 
one  Chini 


,s  that  will  do  what  they  on 
s  worth  two  Chinamen;  thst 

[laughter  and  hisses]— that  is,  for  labor.      It  is  a  well  known 

Eici  [uut  in  ai)  nature,  both  animate  nnd  inanimate,  both  animal  sad 

every  other  kind,  that  the  weak  fail  under  the  march  of  the  stronf. 

That  is  a  well  settled  fact  in  all  governmental  philosophy— that  the 

weak  fall  under  the  strong.     The  black  man  has  faded  away,  and  the 

Chinaman  Ukes  his  place  as  a  laborer.     He  is  for  a  day,  and  gone.    The 

idea  of  the  Chinaman,  or  the  Chinese  Empire,  overthrowing  the  Anglo- 

^xon  race  is  preposterous.      A  hundred  thousand  a  month  scattered 

through  the  Unite!  States  would  not  affect  it  in  o  hundred  yeara.    The 

growili  of  the  United  Slates  is  something,  and  their  energy  is  a  pat 

deal;  and  it  has  surprised  me  that  the  laboring  portion  of  the  people  of 

"fornia  have  not  captured  all  this  floating  capital  of  labor  and  rented 

it  to  us  at  increased  rates.     That  is  what  has  been  astonishing  to  me. 

It  has  not  been  astonishing.    Almost  every  gentleman  that  ever  ^t 

has  been  perfectly  astonished  at  something,    I  have  never  been 

astonished.     Nothing  astonishes  me. 

One  of  the  gentlemen  from  San  Francisco  said  money  never  made  the 

an.     Well,  that  might  be  so,  but  1  would  like  to  see  the  man  that  ever 

made  money  and  became  very  wealthy  but  what  isabigman.     I  would 

like  to  see  the  nation  that  has  large  amounts  of  money  and  has  become 

very  rich,  but  baa  been  great.    That  ia  a  mistake.     It  fills  in  very  well 

n  speech  ;  it  Is  beautiful  to  the  ear,  and  It  is  very  well  for  those  wbo 

Lre   satisfled    with  declamation  only,      1  will  not  say  anything  more 


one  half  of  the  population  of  the  United  Sutes— over  twenty  mill- 
of  men  who  feed  the  world.     Two  years  of  the  stopping  of  farm- 
ing—yes, one  year— would  starve  one  half  of  the  nation  to  death.    The 
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farmers  have  made  the  coffntry  wealthy ;  the  farmers  and  the  producers 
have  covered  every  sea  with  the  white  sails  of  our  commerce,  and  have 
gridironed  the  land  with  railroads.  They  have  controlled  the  lightning 
and  sent  it  over  the  world.  The  farmers  and  cultivators  have  done 
this.  Kot  the  consumers  that  my  young  friend  thinks  so  necessary. 
They  are  necessary  if  they  will  labor;  but  the  consumer  should  eat  the 
bread  from  the  sweat  of  his  brow,  like  all  of  us  have  done  who  lived 
here  long,  like  myself.  For  three  score  years  I  have  worked  all  the 
time;  I  have  been  laborious  all  my  life;  I  have  done  hard  manual 
labor;  I  have  succeeded  in  doing  that  which  I  laid  out  to  do,  and  con- 
sequently I  have  no  regrets  if  I  am  not  called  a  workingman.  But  I 
tell  you  that  I  am  not  speaking  for  any  party.  I  do  not  belong  to  any 
party.  I  was  elected  by  a  nondescript  party,  Kon-partisan.  You  can 
call  me  Independent,  Republican,  Union,  American  man.  What  I  was 
speaking  about  was  not  my  own  nomination.  What  I  say  in  regard  to 
repealing  the  laws  of  naturalization  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as 
saying  for  any  party.  It  is  mv  own  doctrine;  it  is  not  the  doctrine  of 
any  party  I  am  acting  with.  I  have  got  my  own  ideas  upon  the  subject, 
and  I  have  got  them  from  reading  the  monthly  review,  not  from  my 
neighbors,  and  not  from  any  political  friends.  Now,  I  would  like  to 
hear  some  gentleman  from  among  the  farmers  say  something  in  regard 
to  this  question. 

REMARKS  OF  MB.  KORL. 

Mr.  NOEL.    Mr.  Chairman 

•  Mb.  LARUE.    I  would  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  is  a  farmer? 

Mr.  NOEL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  desire  to  make  a  speech  on 
the  Chinese.  I  simply  wish  to  express  my  satisfaction  with  section  one, 
and  my  entire  dissatisfaction  with  all  the  remainder  of  this  report.  I 
am  pcepared  to  go  in  this  matter,  that  is,  to  rid  the  State  of  the  curse  of 
the  Chmese,  Just  as  far  as  we  can  go  consistently,  and  I  am  not  willing 
to  go  any  farther. 

fCriesof  "louder."] 

My  lunes  are  weak.  This  section  one  seems  to  me  to  be  justified,  if  I 
understand  it,  by  the  exercise  of  the  police  power  of  the  State. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  believe  the  gentleman  is  an  attorney  at 
law.  I  would  ask  him  whether  section  one  confers  any  new  powers  at 
all ;  whether  there  is  anything  in  section  one,  as  presented  to  us  for 
adoption,  that  confers  any  additional  powers  upon  the  Legislature,  or  in 
any  way  changes  or  alters  the  condition  of  things  as  they  exist  to-day. 
In  other  words,  whether  section  one  amounCs  to  anything  at  all  ? 

Mr.  NOEL.  I  will  answer  the  gentleman.  I  believe  it  confers  no 
additional  power  on  the  Legislature.  I  believe  to-day  that  the  Legisla- 
ture has  this  power.  But  it  seems  to  be  deemed  necessary  that  the  Con- 
vention should  give  expressicAi  to  something  upon  this  subject,  and  it 
seemed  to  me  to  be  about  as  harmless  an  expression  as  we  can  have, 
thereA>re  I  shall  support  it.  [Laughter.]  There  is  one  other  section,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  I  do  not  know  but  I  might  support — section  three. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  That  secures  the  unanimous  support  of  the 
Independent  party*. 

Mr.  NOEL.  Yes.  The  Independent  party  is  entirely  sound  upon 
the  Chinese  (question.  Section  tnree  provides:  "No  alien  ineligible  to 
become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  ever  be  employed  on  any 
State,  county,  municipal,  or  other  public  work  in  this  State  after  the 
adoption  of  this  Constitution."  I  see  no  objection  to  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned.  I  will  support  that  and  section  one,  but  no  more  of  this 
report. 

BBMARKS  OF  MR.  WHITE. 

^  Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  a  farmer  who,  like  Mr.  Stuart,  has 
lived  on  a  farm  and  raised  his  family  and  supported  them  out  of  the 
produce  of  the  soil,  I  wish  just  to  state  at  this  time  that  I  entirely  dis- 
sent from  his  views  in  every  particular  that  he  has  expressed  them ;  and 
I  will  state,  with  regard  to  the  farming  community  with  which  I  am 
connected,  that  of  the  Pajaro  Valley,  the  facts  of  the  case.  In  eighteen 
hundred  and  fifty,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-one,  eighteen  hundred 
and  fifty-two,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-three,  and  eighteen  hundred 
and  fifty-four  we  had  plenty  of  white  labor.  There  was  not  a  Chinaman 
in  our  neighborhood.  We  neither  had  them  as  cooks,  servants,  or  in 
workhouses.  We  never  employed  them  in  the  harvest  field,  or  in  any 
other  capacity  whatever.  So  it  run  on  for  some  years,  and  finally  the 
Chinamen  began  to  come  in  and  settle  in  our  center,  in  Watsonville. 
The^  crowded  in  there,  and  as  they  crowded  in  the  white  labor  seemed 
to  disappear.  I  will  sajr  for  the  farmers  of  that  valley,  that  they  univer- 
sally had  a  great  objection  to  employing  them  at  all,  but  at  the  time  of 
the  harvest  they  would  employ  them  to  bind;  and  they  gave  them  out 
the  jobs  of  binding  in  the  neld  because  they  could  not  find  white  men. 
Now,  as  to  this  great  army  of  tramps  which  is  talked  about  as  some  con- 
tagious sort  of  people  that  come  around,  I  will  toll  you  that  my  house 
is  on  the  trail  that  was  the  shortest  trail  from  the  County  of  Santa  Clara 
to  Santa  Cruz,  consequently  a  great  many  white  laborers  came  with 
their  blankets,  and  I  will  say  that  I  never  wanted  a  man  that  these  men 
would  not  turn  in  and  work  when  I  asked  them. 

In  the  twenty-five  years  I  lived  on  that  trail  I  never  was  refused  by 
a  single  man,  and  I  never  even,  in  any  way,  was  troubled  b^  the  tramps. 
When  I  offered  them  work  they  invariably  took  it.  That  is  my  experi- 
ence. Even  the  religious  papers  talk  about  tramps,  and  some  of  tnem 
even  say  they  ought  to  be  seized  and  put  into  prison,  at  the  time  when 
the  Chinamen  were  housed  around  these  men's  houses.  They  have  no 
sympathy  at  alt  with  the  men  going  around,  and  say  the^  do  not  want 
work.  I  do  not  know  of  any  such  men  traveling  in  this  State,  and  I 
have  hdd  some  experience  about  it.  Now,  sir,  oflato  years  they  have 
been  determined  to  get  rid  of  these  Chinamen,  and  they  have  worked  in 
every  way  to  prevent  even  their  binding.  For  years  I  have  not  employed 
them.  My  sou  runs  the  farm,  and  he  does  not  employ  one  of  them ;  and 
he  finds  it  more  profitable  not  to  employ  them.  Twenty-five  cents  an 
acre  is  saved  by  using  white  men  to  bind  the  grain,  and  that  is  about  the 


difference  in  the  wages.  That  is  the  tendency  among  the  farmers  as  to 
being  rid  of  these  Chinamen.  Let  the  white  men  come;  the  men  that 
will  bring  their  families  and  deal  with  the  stores  and  give  the  store- 
keepers some  sort  of  show.  The  storekeepers  and  ranchers  are  joining 
in  this  cry  against  the  Chinese,  because  they  do  not  get  any  trade  from 
them.  They  have  no  wives  and  children.  They  live  upon  a  little  rice, 
and  they  go  to  their  own  little  stores  to  get  that  Now  that  is  the  state  of 
this  case. 

Can  a  country  possibly  prosper  under  the  doctrine  of  Mr.  Stuart? 
Here  is  a  large  laboring  class.  They  can  scarcely  do  anything  else  but 
labor  for  others.  They  are  all  thrown  out  of  employment  and  looked 
upon  with  contempt,  and  a  gentleman  says  a  n^gro  or  Indian  is  worth 
two  of  them.  If  these  Chinese  were  out  of  the  country,  these  men 
would  have  a  chance  of  working;  they  would  settle  down;  they  would 
take  a  few  acres  of  ground.  I  wish  I  had  at  least  five  or  six  families 
of  that  kind  settled  on  my  pktce;  let  them  have  a  few  acres  of  land, 
and  have  them  work  for  me  m  the  harvest  and  in  the  Spring,  and  they 
live  on  the  few  acres  of  land  in  the  meantime.  We  are  trying  to  get 
rid  of  the  Chinese  in  any  possible  way  we  can.  We  do  not  mistreat 
them.  I  cannot  have  any  sympathy  with  the  ideas  expressed  by  my 
fellow  farmer,  because  I  know  and  see  that  the  country  is  held  back 
by  these  people. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not  intend  to  speak  on  this  question  at  all,  but 
Mr.  Stuart  appealed  to  the  farmers,  and  I  was  astonished  at  the  doctrine 
entirely  in  favor  of  these  men  running  over  the  country.  A  short 
time  ago  some  men  proposed  to  buy  four  or  five  ranches  down  towards 
Santa  Barbara  or  Los  Angeles  somewhere.  They  had  it  all  planned 
out  to  put  a  couple  of  hundred  Chinamen  on  there  with  cattle.  They 
had  it  all  planned  out  on  paper,  and  it  made  a  splendid  speculation. 
They  were  getting  a  large  capital  subscribed  in  San  Francisco,  and  they 
were  going  to  do  this  until,  upon  consulting  with  some  friends,  the^ 
were  told :  "  Do  not  do  it;  the  people  will  go  down  there  and  clean  it 
out,  if  it  costs  every  one  of  them  their  lives.  They  will  rise  up."  And 
through  very  fear  these  men  did  not  do  this  thing.  Now,  if  we  are  to 
preach  that  kind  of  doctrine,  there  would  be  no  fear,  and  California 
would  be  absorbed  by  these  men.  It  is  all  nonsense  to  say  that  that 
kind  of  vassals  can  come  here  and  do  not  drive  men  out  of  the  country. 
There  was  no  difiiculty  in  getting  white  hired  girls  some  ten  years  ago. 
These  men  in  San  Francisco  tell  us  that  white  girls  do  not  come  here  at 
all  now  because  they  know  that  these  Chinamen  are  in  every  house. 
Is  this  a  wholesome  state  of  affairs?  These  laboring  girls  used  to  come 
here  and  finally  became  the  wives  of  good  men.  Now  they  do  not 
come  here  at  all;  they  go  west,  or  somewhere  where  there  are  no 
Chinamen.  I  trust  that  there  are  very  few  farmers  that  hold  the  views 
of  Mr.  Stuart.  I  hope  so,  for  the  honor  of  that  glorious  profession  of 
farming,  which  I  have  always  gloried  in.  When  I  left  it  for  a  time,  I 
could  not  keep  away  from  it,  and  there  I  am  still.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Orderl    Order! 

Mr.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman :  A  year  ago  last  Summer  about  twenty 
or  thirty  white  men  came  up  near  my  place.  I  went  down  with  others 
to  employ  them.  I  wanted  fifteen,  I  think;  another  wanted  ten  or 
twelve,  and  so  on ;  and  We  took  them  all.  After  a  little  they  inquired : 
"How  much  will  you  give?"  "A  dollar  a  day  and  board."  They 
wanted  a  dollar  and  a  half.  We  gave  them  until  Monday  morning  to 
make  up  their  minds,  otherwise  we  would  get  other  help.  Nobody 
came.  They  did  not  want  work.  They  would  sooner  go  to  San  Fran- 
cisco afoot;  sooner  go  back  to  their  beer.  It  is  always  my  rule  to  buy 
an  extra  amount  of  beef  and  deal  it  out  piece  by  piece  to  these^tramps 
that  come  along.  We  have  got  to  feed  them.  I  would  employihem  if 
the^  would  work  for  me.  But  I  have  always  found  myself  the  loser. 
It  IS  not  necessary  for  me  to  tell  the  gentleman  this.  If  he  has  been  a 
farmer  twenty-five  years  ho  knows  it.  Speaking  of  the  girls;  it  has  not 
been  the  case  for  ten  years  that  you  could  get  a  good  one  that  would 
stey  and  work.  I  have  paid  high  prices.  I  have  paid  them  as  high  as 
eighty  dollars  a  month,  and  found  them ;  sixty  dollars  a  month,  and 
found  them,  when  I  lived  in  San  Francisco.  I  have  paid  forty  dollars 
a  month— nothing  less  than  that.  Take  them  up  to  the  ranch,  where 
they  could  not  bear  the  bell  ring  along  the  railroad  line^  and  they  get 
sick  in  a  week  or  ten-  days  and  go  away. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  considers 
one  dollar  a  day  and  board  fair  wages? 

Mr.  STUART.  It  is  fair  wages.  You  can  get  them  East  for  twelve 
and  fifteen  dollars  a  month— that  is  half  a  dollar  a  day. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  don't  wonder  that  they  do  not  work  for 
you. 

Mr.  white.  Wages  in  the  Pajaro  Valley  are  two  dollars  a  day,  and 
always  have  been,  so  far  as  I  know. 

[Applause  and  confusion.] 

The  chairman.    The  house  will  keep  order. 

Mr.  INM  an.    I  would  like  to  know  if  this  is  a  political  meeting? 

The  chairman.  The  Sergeant-at-Arms  will  keep  order  in  the 
lobby. 

REMARKS  OF    MR.   O'SULLIVAN. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  must  confess  that  I  have  lis- 
tened to  this  general  tirade  with  indignation.  Who  are  tramps?  There 
are  just  as  good  men  as  any  on  this  floor  tramps  in  California.  We  were 
all  tramps  in  forty-nine,  will  the  gentleman  remember  that?  Many 
^ntlemen  here,  forty-niners — I  am  a  forty-niner  myself,  have  tramped 
in  this  State,  in  the  mines.  We  were  all  tramps  then  and  carried  our 
blankets  on  our  backs,  and  have  seen  an  honorable  and  honest  work- 
ingmen  as  there  are  in  Qoc^^'s  world  tramping  in  this  State  in  search  of 
work  and  could  not  find  it.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  gentleman  is  an 
employer  of  Chinese. 

Mr.  STUART.    Yes. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  Yes;  I  knew  it  the  first  words  that  fell  from 
his  lips;  that  he  bad  such  a  hatred  of  his  white  fellow  man  —^» 


CEEMNG3  TiiEsDAT, 

aiij  aame  other  time.    Somebodj  else  will  spring  up  bo  Boon  u 


VACQCEREL.  Mr.  ChaimiSD :  Assertioai  have  been  made  here 
ns  ■  IbreiEa-barn  citiieu,  protest  against.  I  will  cbellenee  anj 
I  diecuBa  that  qucBtiou  u|-aD  the  great  principles  of  republicsn- 
bich  are  liberty,  equelitj,  and  fraternitv,  od  the  principles  nr 
inity  and  the  principles  uf  humanity.  'Soil,  sir,  on  the  pHnci- 
liberty.  The  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Califomia.sectioii  one 
^jon  two,  declare  that  we  hare  an  ioatienable  right  to  defeivl  oar 
id  liberty;  consequently  if  our  life  is  in  danger  our  liberty  is  also. 
er  our  life  is  at  stake  by  a  tiger,  or  whether  it  is  at  stake  by  etar- 

it  is  alWBvt  at  stake,  and  wUl  not  be  any  safer  for  it.  We  poaseis 
ht  lo  defend  our  life,  and  if  wc  do  not,  our  liberty  is  speedily 
Certainly  a  man  is  free  to  do  good  or  evil,  but  whether  he  does 
'  evil  he  has  to  meet  the  consequences  of  his  acts.  The  very 
it  he  does  an  evil  he  destroys  his  libertv.  All  these  thini^  aie 
ry.  Then  follows  the  puniafament  which  is  to  bring  him  back  lo 
hs  of  virtue,  justice,  and  truth.  Therefore,  as  Chinese  inimign- 
tn  evil  it  tends  to  destroy  liberty;  and  in  the  pure  nsjne  of  liberty 
•e  Chinese  imniigralion.  Mow,  sir,  on  the  principle  of  equal- 
rill  oppose  it.  When  I  say  equality,  1  do  not  mean  the  siie  of  the 
I  do  not  speak  of  his  eiwnamy,  or  his  religion,  but  the  rccipnidly 
isu  well  as  rights.  Now,  gentlemen,  can  any  gnveniment  exist — 
y  society  or  nation  exist,  in  which  every  citiien  has  not  aom* 
t  of  duties  lo  perform  T  So  duties  without  rights,  no  righls 
t  duties,  is  the  great  maxim  upon  which  repose  all  humsii 
.  Equality  of  rights,  equality  of  duties.  But  do  the  Chinese 
1  the  same  duties  as  anj  other  foreiener— as  it  ia  always 
I  in  the  face  of  foreignersT  Does  the  Chinaman  nerform  thai 
uly  that  these  other  foreigners  do?  1  deny  the  i 
g  the  same  duties  they  cannot  claim  the  satne  rignui,  ana  inere- 

the  ground  of  equality  I  oppose  Chinese  immigration, 
itianily,  fraternity,  and  humanity;  these  three  great  walls  which 
een  thrown  often  at  the  face  of  the  opponentauf  Chinese  immi- 
.  It  is  for  bumsnity'g  sake,  and  the  sake  of  the  Christian  Giith, 
say  to  these  men,  and  to  all  those  who  bring  them  here,  and 
»ho  employ  them,  do  not  tramp  upon  our  libertiea,  u|ion  our 

Let  Bs  be  men.  Lei  us  be  women.  Do  no*  try  lo  bring'us  ■« 
'■  Respect  us,  if  you  want  us  to  respect  you.  Do  not  try  to  stans 
'ou  do  not  want  to  be  starved.  Listen  to  the  voice  of  reason, 
lie  people's  cry.  Watch  the  popular  wave  which  is  rising  every 
it.  Bead  tha  history  of  the  past,  and  learn  from  it  lessons  oi 
ce  and  wisdom.  Bome  rcvulutioa  ^11  teach  us  charity  and  far- 
ce. Yes,  Lwould  be  charitable,  and  I  am,  but  when  I  took  about 
i  see  my  comrades  in  misery  and  their  families  destitute,  can' my 
jr  a  moment  forget  that  this  misery  has  been  brought  upon  them 
presence  of  these  Mongolians.  I  ask  myself,  whether,  in  order  to 
liable  to  the  Chinese,  1  must  let  my  neighbor  starve  and  die  of 
■T    Nol     There   is  a  reason  that  forces  every  man  to  Uke  Ihii 

It  is  a  stern  fact  sad  we  have  to  meet  It  boldly ;  it  moves  slowly 
rely, but  it  has  already  produced  and  shown  its  effect  last  Winter, 
ing  to  the  laws  of  nature  there  is  no  effect  without  a  Okuse.  We 
a  the  cause— the  Chinese— and  the  effect  will  soon  produce  itself. 
,ion  stares  us  in  the  face,  and  with  it  degradation  and  crime.  Wby, 
airman,  did  our  forefathers  give  their  lives  so  freely  for  this  land 
they  have  sprinkled  with  their  bloodT  And  are  we,  in  this  very 
'      "'  aristocracy  of  blood  t     To  men  who  have 

of  ChriEtiaDity,and  all  sense  of  humaniljT 
or  the  sake  of  furthering  their  own  views,  sre  willing  to  starve 
silow  men.  Blind  they  must  be  if  they  cannot  we  that  their 
Till  bring  its  punishmenL  Do  they  not  tlynk  that  one  day  Ihey 
e  called  lo  answer  to  these  very  people  for  their  crime  T  Tber 
heir  time  will  come,  but  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  too  late.    Let  ui 

is  question  fairly  and  honestly.     Let  us  take  the  responi 

"or  what  we  have  done. 

irkMD 
WICRES.     I  will  be  brief  in  the  remarks  I  shall 
e  best  part  of  our  time  baa  already  been  diasiputod.     I  now  moTi 
e  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

IN  CONVENTION. 
CHAIR.     Gentlemen:    The   Committee  of  the  Whole   havi 
ted  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  thi 
)f  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leavi 

BEBR8TECHER.    Mr.  President :  1  move  we  adjourn. 


upon  us;   and,  after  having  done  what  is  right,  then  let  the 
ty  be  responsible  for  what  we  have  done.     [Applause.] 
CHAIRMAN.    The  Sergeant-at-Arms  will  keep  order. 


SEVENTY-FOURTH    DAY. 

SicRAUENTO,  Tuesday,  December  10th,  IBTS. 
convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
I.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair.  . 

■oil  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  aafollowsi 


Bar.7,' 

Belcher, 

BeU, 

-^^, 
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Blackmer, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Campbell, 

Caplea, 

Chapman, 

Charles, 

Cowden, 

Crouch,  • 

Davis, 

Dean, 

Dowlihg, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Bolano, 

Dunlap, 

Edgerton, 

Estee, 

Estey, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Filcher, 

Finney, 

Freeman, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Gla.scock, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Graves, 

Gregg, 

Hale, 

Hal!. 

Harrison, 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 

Herold, 

Herrington, 

Hilborn, 

Hitchcock, 


Holmes, 

Howard, 

Huestis, 

Hughey, 

Hunter, 

Inman, 

Johnson, 

Jones, 

Joyce, 

Kelley, 

Keyes", 

Kleine, 

Laine, 

Lampson, 

Larkin, 

Larue, 

Lavigne, 

Lewis, 

Lindow, 

Mansfield, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

McCallum, 

McComas, 

McCoy, 

McNutt, 

Miller, 

Mills, 

Moffat, 

Moreland, 

Morse, 

Nason, 

Nelson, 

Neunaber, 

Noel, 

O'Donnell, 

Ohleyer, 

Overton, 

Porter, 

Proutv, 

Pulliam, 

Reddy, 


Reed, 

Rhodes, 

Ringgold, 

Rolfe, 

Schell, 

Schomp, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Stedman, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Stuart, 

Swenson, 

Swing, 

Terry, 

Thompson, 

Tinnin, 

Townsend, 

Tully, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Dyke,  ^ 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Marin* 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Waters, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 

West, 

Wickes, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Winans, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President. 


O'SuUivan, 

Reynolds, 

Shafter, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Sweasey. 


ABSKNT. 

Berry,  Fawcett, 

Biggs,  Hager, 

Casserly,  Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Cross,  McConnell,     . 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  McFarland, 

Eagon, 

LKAVK  OF   ABSKNCK. 

Leave  of  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  Mr.  O'Sullivan. 
Leave  of  absence  for  two  days  was  granted  Mr.  McConnell. 

'  THR   JOURNAL. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    Mr.  President:   I  move  that  the  reading  of 
the  Journal  be  dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

PETITION    FOR   LIKN   LAW. 

Mr.  CONDON  presented  the  following  petition,  signed  by  a  large 
number  of  mechanics  and  other  citizens  of  California,  asking  that  a  pro- 
vision be  made  in  the  Constitution  for  a  lien  law : 

To  the  Pn-tident  and  members  of  the  Constitutional  Convention : 

Gbmti.kmbn:  The  undersigned  respectfully  represent  that  the  practical  working 
of  the  present  legislation,  and  decisions  of  Supreme  Court  baaed  thereon,  regarding 
the  lights  of  mechanicii,  material-men,  and  laborers  to  a  lien  for  their  labor  and 
material  fnrnished,  is  such  that  those  who  in  a  measure  depend  upon  such  law  for 
Just  protection  fail  in  nearly  all  cases  to  obtain  it,  because  of  the  inefBcient  working 
of  said  law. 

Wherefore,  we  pray  you  tu  declare,  in  our  organic  law,  the  right  of  every 
mechanic,  material-man,  and  laborer  to  a  perfect  lien  on  the  thing  whereon  his 
latwr  has  been  expended,  or  for  which  his  materials  have  been  furnished. 

Moreover,  we  would  state  that  we  would  be  satisfled  with  amendment  number  one 
hundred  and  sixty-seven,  introduced  by  Mr.  Van  Dyke,  on  October  tenth,  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-eight,  and  read  and  referred  to  Committee  on  Miscellaneous 
Sul^ecta,  as  follows : 

'^Skc. — .  Mechanics,  material-men,  artisans,  and  laborers  of  every  claes  shall 
have  a  lien  upon  the  property  nn  which  they  have  bestowed  labor  or  furnished  mate* 
rials,  for  the  value  of  such  labor  dune  and  materials  furnished,  and  the  Legislature 
shall  provide  by  law  for  the  speedy  and  elBcient  enforcement  of  said  liens.** 

And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray. 

Referred  to  Committee  on  Miscellaneous  Subjects. 
Mr.  wellin  presented  a  similar  petition. 
Referred  to  Committee  on  Miscellaneous  Subjects. 

THB   BURLINOAlfR   TRKATY. 

^R.  DOWLING  offered  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  of  three  be  chosen  by  the  Convention,  whoee  duty  it 
shall  be  to  proceed  to  Washington  at  unce  and  present  a  memorial  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  the  Senate,  and  the  House  of  Kepresentativee,  requesting  an 
immediate  modification  of  th<*  Burlingame  trt«ty,  so  that  Congreas  will  be  enabled 
to  enact  a  law  prohibiting  the  further  immigration  of  Chinese  to  the  United  States 
of  America. 

Resolved^  That  the  said  committee  place  the  Chinese  question  in  its.  true  light 
before  'Congress,  and  make  the  necessary  arguments  reganliiig  this  Mongolian 
plague,  setting  forth  the  grievances  of  the  Pacific  States  and  Territories  on  this 
subject. 

BesUved,  That  this  Convention  provide  in  the  Constitution  so  that  the  expenses 
incident  tu  the  occasion  be  paid  by  the  State. 

Mr.  brown.  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole.  * 


Thb  president.    There  is  a  resolution  before  the  Convention. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.     I  second  the  resolution. 

Mr.  DOWLING.  My  object  in  offering  that  resolution  is  th^t  a 
committee  going  from  this  body  and  interviewing  the  President  and 
Senate,  and  laying  the  case  as  it  is,  in  its  true  light,  before  them,  would 
have  more  effect  with  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the  Senate 
than  any  memorial  sent  them.  I  think  the  resolution  is  worthy  the  con- 
sideration of  this  body. 

Mr.  crouch.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the 
table. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

PUBLIC   LANDS. 

Mr.  WYATT  offered  the  following  resolution  :^ 

Retolvtd^  ^f rt^— That  we,  the  delegates  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  California, 
in  Convention  assembled,  do  most  respectfnlly  instruct  our  Senators  and  request  our 
Representatives  in  Congreas  to  use  their  influence  to  haite  passed  a  law  reducing  the 
price  of  the  public  lands  in  this  State,  within  the  limits  of  any  railraad  grants,  to 
one  dollar  and  twenty-five  ccnt«  per  acre,  and  to  enable  bona  fide  settlers  upon  nid 
lands  to  homestead  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  thereof— the  lands  belonging  to  the 
United  States  Government  being  the  refuse  or  third  rate  lands,  and  mostly  embraced 
within  the  foothills  or  mountains,  and  in  most  instances  much  subject  to  drought  and 
*tocarcity  of  water,  making  it  neccssaril}*  expensive  to  improve  and  utilize  said  lands. 

Resolved,  Second — That  we  respectfully  in8tnict<our  Senators  and  request  our  Rep- 
resentatives to  use  their  influence  to  have  passed  a  law  restoring  to  preilmptiun  and 
homestead  all  the  lands  within  the  limits  of  forleited  milniad  grants  in  this  State 
upon  the  same  terms  and  conditions  as  liefore  said  grants  were  made. 

Resolved^  Third — That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  be  sent  to  each  of  our  Senators 
and  Representatives  in  Congress. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    I  move  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Just  one  word.  The  railroad  ^ants  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  the  various  railroads  within  the  limits  of  the 
State  of  California  have  been  made  from  ten  to  fifteen  and  eighteen  ' 
vears.  ,  Where  the  railroads  have  been  completed  and  the  grants  have 
been  made  effective  to  the  railroad  companies,  all  the  better  portion  of 
the  even  sections  within  these  railroad  limits  have  of  course  been  either 
appropriated  or  purchased  by  settlers  upon  the  grounds.  There  is,  how- 
ever, a  third  class  land  included  in  these  grants  that  is  yet  open  to 
preemption  and  homestead  settlement  at  the  double  minimum  price. 
That  is  to  say,  that  a  party  can  preempt  or  homestead  eighty  acres,  or  ^ 
buy  eighty  acres,  at  two  dollars  and  fiflv  centa  per  acre.  These  lands,  in 
consequence  of  the  length  of  time  they  have  been  in  the  market, 
have  been  picked  and  culled  until  those  now  remaining  in  the 
market  are  not  worth  the  double  minimum  at  which  they  are  holden. 
It  is,  then,  with  a  view  of  putting  them  within  the  reach  of  any  and  all 
settlers  who  may  desire  to  take  them  up  that  it  is  asked  that  the  double 
minimum  be  taken  off,  and  that  they  oe  restored  to  the  market  at  the 
old  rate  of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre.  The  second  reso- 
lution refers  to  another  class  of  lands.  Many  grants  have  been  made  to 
railroads  in  this  State  which  have  been  forfeited  upon  non-user  of  the 
charter  of  the  railroad  company.  They  stand  blocked,  both  in  the  even 
and  odd  sections,  against  settlement.  For  this  reason  I  ask  that  this 
resolution  pass,  and  that  our  Senators  and  Representatives  be  instructed 
to  take  the  double  minimum  from  these  lands. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  President :  I  think  the  resolution  probably  is 
a  very  good  one,  but  the  delegates  cannot  understand  it  from  hearing  it 
read  at  the  desk,  and  it  should  be  either  printed  or  referred.  I  move 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead  Exempfions. 
They  can  examine  it,  report  it,  and  have  it  adopted.  We  cannot  con- 
sider it  this  morning,  because  the  delegates  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  examine  it.  • 

Mr,  WYATT.  Mr.  President:  I  suppose  it  would  be  well  to  have  the 
resolution  lay  over  until  to-morrow,  or  next  daj.  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
passage  of  the  resolution  at  the  earliest  day  possible.  Congress  is  now  in 
session,  and  unless  the  resolution  is  forwarded  at  a  very  early  day  it  will 
do  no  good  at  the  present  session  of  Congress.  It  is  simply  to  take  off 
the  double  minimum  and  restore  the  lands  to  the  original  government 
price  of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  and  the  right  of  pre- 
emption and  homestead  to  one  hundred  and  sixtv  acres,  instead  of  eighty 
acres.  I  am  willing  that  the  resolution  should  lie  over,  and  be  printed 
in  the  Journal,  to  be  taken  up  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.     I  make  that  motion. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  President:  I  would  call  the  gentleman's 
attention  to  the  phraseology  of  the  resolution.  I  see  that  he  uses  the 
expression  **  instruct  our  Senators  and  request  our  Representatives." 
Now,  I  think  that  we  have  no  right  to  instruct  the  Senators  of  this  State. 
It  should  be  in  the  form  of  a  request.  I  suggest  that  it  should  be  fixed 
before  it  is  printed.  ^ 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  am  willing  to  conform  to  the  phraseology  suggested 
by  the  gentleman. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

COMMITTEE  CLERK. 

Mr.  OVERTON  offered  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolctd,  That  the  sum  of  ten  dollars  be  and  is  hereby  ordered  to  be  paid  oat  of 
the  funds  of  this  Convention  to  J.  J.  Flynn,  for  services  rendered  as  Clerk  of  the 
Committee  on  State  Institutions  and  Public  Buildings. 

The  president.    It  will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mileage 

and  Contingent  Expenses. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    The  committee  kept  their  own  minutes,  but  this 

The  president.     It  will  have  to  go  to  the  committee  under  the 

rules. 

CHINESE   IMMIGRATION. 

Mr.  miller.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  Convention  now  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  Oi  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese. 

Carried. 


T 

-4 

.5 


■( 

.  i 

■  'J 

■  4 

1 
J 


646 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Tuesday, 


IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  section 
one. 

SPEKCH  OF  MR.   BSERSTBCHEE. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Con- 
vention :  It  is  not  my  desire  or  object  to  enter  into  a  general  discussion 
of  the  evils  of  Chinese  immigration,  or  the  Chinese  presence  in  this 
State.  But  I  deem  it  necessary,  in  order  to  controvert  and,  if  possible, 
to  meet  some  of  the  claims  and  the  assertions  of  gentlemen  upon  this 
floor  in  relation  to  the  right  of  the  State  to  regulate  the  Chinese  res- 
idents and  the  Chinese  action  in  this  State,  to  say  a  few  words  in  refer- 
ence to  the  law  applicable  to  this  case,  as  I  understand  the  law  to  be.  It 
seems  to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  there  has  been  too  much  scope,  too 
wide  a  latitude  allowed  to  the  decisions  that  have  been  renderea  upon 
the  subjects  touching  Chinese  residents  and  Chinese  immigration  in  this 
State.  With  due  deference  to  the  opinions  and  the  assertions  of  gentle- 
men upon  this  floor  as  to  the  power  of  the  State  to  regulate  this  matter, 
I  believe  that  the  State  has  the  power,  that  the  State  has  the  full  power, 
to  deal  with  and  solve  the  Chinese  question.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  Congress.  I  believe,  to-day,  that  there  is  a 
reserve  power  inherent  in  the^tate  of  California,  and  inherent  in  ever? 
sovereign  State  in  this  American  Union,  that  has  never  been  delegated, 
that  has  never  been  surrendered,  that  has  never  been  robbed  from  the 
States,  because,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe,  sir,  that  in  these  latter  days 
there  has  been  a  tendency  to  rob  the  States  of  their  rights,  and  the  time 
has  come  when  persons  who  desire  to  see  American  institutions  perpet- 
uated, who  desire  to  see  the  spirit  that  actuated  the  founders  of  this 
couutrv  carried  out  in  its  true  intent  and  purposes,  that  they  should  rise 
up  and  see  to  the  centralizing  efibrts  at  Washmgton. 

It  is  conceded  by  all  jurists,  and  it  has  been  repeatedly  decided,  that 
the  Federal  Government  was  a  government  of  delegated  powers.  That 
there  were  no  original  powers  lodged  in  the  Federal  Grovemment,  but 
that  all  of  the  powers  possessed  by  the  General  Government  were  those 
that  were  expressly  delegated  and  given  to  it  by  the  charter  of  its  cre- 
ation— the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Now,  in  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  there  are  just  two  powers  Io<lgcd  in  the  General 
Government,  which  it  is  claimed  inhibit  the  State  from  acting  upon  the 
Chinese  question,  as  te  their  immigration,  or  as  te  their  residence.  The 
first  is  the  power  of  Congress  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations, 
and  among  the  several  States,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes.  This  is 
found  in  article  one,  section  eight,  paragraph  three.  It  is  claimed  that 
Congress  has  the  exclusive  right  te  regulate  commerce  with  foreign 
nations,  and  upon  this  it  is  claimed  that  the  State  would  have  no  power 
te  prevent  the  lauding  of  immigrants,  whether  they  be  Mongolians,  or 
whether  they  be  of  any  other  race,  upon  the  shores  of  a  particular 
State.  The  second  power  is  the  treaty-making  power,  which  is  vested 
also  absolutely  and  exclusively  in  Congress.  Therefore  it  is  claimed, 
that,  first,  under  the  right  te  regulate  commerce;  and,  second,  under 
the  treaty -making  power,  we  are  debarred  from  acting  in  this 
matter. 

I  call  attention  to  the  record  of  Story  on  the  Constitution,  page  three 
hundred  and  seventy-five,  in  which  Mr.  Story  discusses  the  power,  the 
scope,  and  the  force  of  a  treaty.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
have  given  too  much  sanctity  to  the  Burlingame  treaty.  The  people 
at  Mrge  believe  a  treaty  to  be  a  component  of  the  Constitution.  They 
believe  a  treaty  to  be  a  firm  law  of  the  land.;  but  a  treaty  is  neither  a 
component  part  of  the  Constitution,  nor  is  a  treaty  a  firm  law  of  the 
land  in  any  constitutional  sense  of  supremacv.  A  treaty  is  a  mere  Act 
of  Congress.  It  has  no  further  .force,  and  it  has  no  further  effect  than 
an  Act  of  Congress  has.  And  whenever  an  Act  of  Congress  is  unconsti- 
tutional, if  the  treaty  endeavors  to  enact  the  same  thing,  the  treaty 
itself  is  unconstitutional.  If  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  endeavor 
to  encroach  upon  the  reserved  powera  of  the  Stete;  if  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  endeavor  to  legislate  in  relation  to  the  internal  concerns 
of  the  State;  if  they  endeavor  te  pass  upon  the  police  regulations  of  a 
State  by  a  mere  Act  of  Congress,  that  would  be  unconstitutional  and  void. 
If  Congress  by  a  treaty  endeavor  te  do  the  same  thing,  that  treaty  is 
unconstitutional  and  void,  because  a  treaty  has  no  more  sanctity,  no 
more  force,  and  no  more  effect  than  a  local  Act  of  Congress  that  has  only 
force  and  nfiect  in  this  country.  Mr.  Stor^  says,  paragraph  1508 :  "  The 
power  *  te  make  treaties '  is,  by  the  Constitution,  general;  and  of  course 
it  embraces  all  sorte  of  treaties,  for  peace  or  war;  for  commerce  or  terri- 
tory ;  for  alliance  or  succors;  for  indemnity,  for  injuries,  or  payment  of 
debts;  for  the  recognition  and  enforcement  of  the  principles  of  public 
law ;  and  for  any  other  purposes  which  the  policy  or  interests  of  inde- 
pendent sovereigns  may  dictete  in  their  intercourse  with  each  other. 
But,  though  the  power  is  thus  general  and  unrestricted,  it  is  notte  be  so 
construed  as  te  destroy  the  fundamentel  laws  of  the  Stete.  A  power 
given  by  the  Constitution  cannot  be  construed  to  authorize  a  destruction 
of  other  powers  given  in  the  same  instrument.'  It  must  be  construed, 
therefore,  in  subordination  to  it;  it  cannot  supersede  or  interfere  with 
any  other  of  its  fundamental  provisions.  Each  is  equally  obligatory, 
and  of  paramount  authority  within  its  scope;  and  no  one  embraces  a 
right  to  annihilate  any  other.  A  treaty  to  change  the  or^^anization  of 
the  government,  or  annihilate  its  sovereignty,  to  overturn  its  republican 
form,  or  to  deprive  it  of  its  constitutional  powers,  would  be  void;  because 
it  would  destroy  what  it  was  designed  merely  to  fulfill,  the  will  of  the 
people." 

In  a  note  to  section  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-two  of  the  same 
work,  it  is  said  that  though  a  treaty  is  a  law  of  the  land,  it  is  as  much  sub- 
ject to  repeal  as  any  legislative  act,  and  that  any  subsequent  Act  of  Con- 
gresa  conflicting  with  it  has  the  effect  of  repealing  it  pro  tanto.  And, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  brings  me  to  the  fact  that  when  it  is  spoken  of 
appointing  an  International  Commission  for  the  purpose  of  abrogating 
or  modifying  the  existing  Burlingame  treaty,  it  is  mierely  for  the  pur- 


pose of  delay.  Such  a  Commission  is  unnecessary,  because  Congi 
can  by  one  Act  wipe  out  the  existing  Burlingame  treatv,  and  it  is  not 
necessary  to  appoint  a  Commission  at  all,  because  it  has  been  repeatedly 
held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Stetes  that  even  where  the 
treaty  was  n'>t  directly  repealed,  yet  if  any  Act  of  Congress  was  passed, 
which  was  in  conflict  with  an  existing  treaty,  that  Act  of  Congress 
vitiated  the  existing  treaty.  It  being  conceded,  therefore,  that  the  Gen- 
eral Government's  agreement  of  delegated  powers,  and  that  whatever 
is  not  expressly  given  to  it  yet  remains  witn  the  Stetes,  and  as  a  part 
of  the  reserved  powers  of  the  Stetes,  I  call  attention  to  the  opinion  of 
Mr.  Justice  Woodbury  in  the  License  Oases,  as  repoited  in  the  fifth 
Howard,  page  six  hundred  and  twentjjr-nine;  and  I  would  here  say  to 
my  friend,  Mr.  Stuart,  that  these  opinions  are  not  the  opinions  of  what 
he  said  were  minority  Judges,  but  tney  are  the  opinions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  Stetes,  renderea  in  eighteen  hundred  and  forty - 
seven,  and  have  never  been  reversed,  changed,  or  altered.  Mr.  Justice 
Woodbury  says : 

'^  It  is  the  undoubted  and  reserved  power  of  every  Stete  here,  as  a 
political  body,  to  decide,  independent  of  any  provisions  made  by  Con- 
gress, though  subject  not  to  conflict  with  any  or  them  when  rightful,  who 
shall  compose  ite  population,  who  become  its  residents,  who  ite  citizens, 
who  enjoy  the  privileges  of  ite  laws  and  be  entitled  to  their  protection 
and  favor,  and  what  kind  of  business  it  will  tolerate  and  protect,  and 
no  one  government,  or  ite  agent  or  navigators,  possess  any  right  to  make 
another  Stete,  against  ite  consent,  a  penitentiary,  or  hospital,  or  poor- 
house^arm  for  ite  wretehed  outcaste,  or  a  receptacle  for  ite  poisons  to 
health  and  instrumente  for  gambling  and  debauchery.  Indeed,  this 
Couif  has  deliberately  said:  'We  enterteln  no  doubt  whatsoever 
that  the  Stetes,  in  virtue  of  their  general  police  power,  possess  full  juris- 
diction to  arrest  and  restrain  runawav  staves,  and  remove  them  from 
their  borders,  and  otherwise  to  secure  themselves  against  their  depreda- 
tions and  evil  example,  as  they  certeinly  may  do  in  cases  of  idlers,  vaga- 
bonds, and  paupers.'"    (Prigg  vs.  Penn.,  16  Peters,  625.) 

In  the  same  case  Mr.  Justice  Grier  used  the  following  language: 

"  It  has  been  frequently  decided  by  this  Court, '  that  ihe  powers  which 
relate  to  merely  municipal  reflations,  or  what  may  more  properly  be 
called  internal  police,  are  not  surrendered  by  the  otetes,  or  restrained 
by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Stetes,  and  that  consequently,  in  rela- 
tion to  these,  the  authority  of  the  Stete  is  complete,  unqualified,  and 
conclusive.'  Without  attempting  to  define  what  are  the  peculiar  subjecte 
or  limite  of  this  power,  it  may  suely  be  afiSrmed,  that  every  law  for  the 
restraint  and  punishment  of  crime,  for  the  preservation  of  the  public 
peace,  health,  and  morals,  must  come  within  this  category.  As  subjecte 
of  legislation,  they  are  from  their  very  nature  of  primary  importeuoe. 
Thev  lie  at  the  foundation  of  social  existence ;  they  are  for  the  protection 
of  life  and  liberty,  and  necessarily  compel  all  laws  on  the  subjecte  of 
secondary  importance,  which  niates  only  to  property,  convenience,  or 
luxury,  to  recede,  when  they  come  in  contact  or  collision,  *  saluspopuli 
suprema  lex,* "  • 

A  Stete  forming  part  of  the  American  Union  is  nothing  less  than  a 
family  forming  a  part  of  a  community,  and  as  well  might  the  municipal 
government — as  w6ll  might  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of*San  Francisco — 
dictete  what  sort  of  men  should  dwell  in  the  families  of  that  city  as  for 
the  Congress  of  the  United  Stetes  to  dictete  to  the  Stete  of  California,  or 
to  anv  other  Stete  of  this  American  Union,*  what  sort  of  people  should 
dwell  within  ite  boundaries,  providing  the  inhabitente  or  citizens  of  that 
Stete  did  not  desire  these  people  to  remain  there.  The  whole  social 
fabric  is  founded  upon  the  family,  and  our  government  is  founded  upon 
the  Stetes. .  If  you  destroy  the  family  you  destroy  the  social  fabric — 
you  undermine  and  destroy  civilization — and  if  you  deny  the  power  of 
the  Stetes  you  destroy  the  American  Union,  and  you  are  drifting  into 
absolutism,  and  you  ar^  drifting  into  monarchy — and  I  think  we  are 
going  there  rapidly. 

"  If  the  right  to  control  those  subjecte  be  '  complete,  unqualified,  and 
conclusive,'  in  the  Stete  Legislatures,  no  regulations  of  secondary 
importenoe  can  supersede  or  restrain  their  operations  on  any  ground  of 
prerogative  or  supremacy.  The  exigencies  of  the  social  compact  require 
that  such  laws  be  executed  before  and  above  all  others.^ 

Speaking  of  police  regulations  and  internal  regulations,  he  says: 

''  It  is  for  this  reason  that  laws  which  protect  public  health,  com- 
pel mere  commercial  relations  to  submit  to  their  control.  They  restrain 
the  liberty  of  the  passengers,  they  operate  on  the  ship  which  is  the 
instrument  of  commerce,  and  ite  officers,  and  even  the  agente  of  naviga- 
tion. They  seize  the  infected  cargo  and  cast  it  overboard.  The  soldier 
and  the  sailor,  though  in  the  service  of  the  government,  are  arrested, 
imprisoned,  and  punished  for  their  offenses  against  society.  Paupers 
and  convicts  are  refused  admission  into  the  country.  All  these  things 
are  done,  not  from  any  power  which  the  Stetes  assume  to  regulate  com- 
merce or  to  interfere  with  the  regulations  of  Congress,  but  because  police 
laws  for  the  preservation  of  health,  prevention  of  crime,  and  protection 
of  the  public  welfare,  must  of  necessity  have  a  full  and  free  operation 
according  to  the  exigency  which  requires  their  interference." 

I  also  call  attention  to  the  words  of  Mr.  Justice  McLean  in  the  same 


case: 


id 


The  Stetes,  resting  upon  their  original  basis  of  sovereignty,  subject 
only  to  the  exceptions  steted,  exercise  their  powers  over  everything 
connected  with  their  social  and  internal  condition.  A  Stete  regulates  ite 
domestic  commerce,  contracte,  the  transmission  of  estetes,  real  and  per- 
sonal, and  acte  upon  all  internal  matters  which  relate  to  its  moral  and 
political  ^welfare.  Over  these  subjecta  the  Federal  Government  has  no 
power.  They  appertein  to  the  Stete  sovereignty  as  exclusively  as  powers 
exclusively  delegated  appertein  to  the  General  Government." 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  decisions  which  are  pointed  out,  and  upon  the 
authority  of  which  it  is  steted  we  cannot  prohibit  the  immigration  of 
Chinese,  and  that  we  cannot  regulate  their  presence  among  us,  have  never 
attempted  to  go  to  that  extent.    The  trouble  is  this:  it  has  been  steted 
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that  these  decisions  went  entirely  beyond  their  intent,  entirely  beyond 
their  8co|)e,  and  entirely  beyond  the  authority  that  was  given  to  them 
by  the  Courts  that  rendered  them.  The  Legislature  of  this  State  hajs 
attempted  to  meet  and  to  solve  this  problem,  but  in  their  legislation 
they  have  gone  too  far;  they  have  met  the  Chinese  immigrants  while 
the^  were  yet  within  the  protection  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States; 
while  they  were  yet  part  and  parcel  of  the  subjects  protected  by  that 
exclusive  regulation  of  foreign  commerce  vested  in  Congress.  These 
laws  at^mpted  to  levy  a  tax,  attempted  to  put  a  restraint  upon  Chinese 
immigration » while  Chinese  ifnmigration  was  protected  by  that  exclusive 

gower  vested  in  Congress.  But  neither  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Unite<i 
tates  nor  any  other  Court,  State  or  Federal,  have  ever  decided  that  the 
StatCf  after  the  Chinese  have  landed  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
State,  do  not  have  the  right  to  control  them.  The  distinction  is  very 
clearly  pointed  out  by  Mr.  Justice  McLean  in  his  opinion,  on  page  five 
hundred  and  ninety-two.    He  says: 

"  The  police  power  of  a  State  and  the  foreign  commercial  power  of 
Congress  must  stand  together."  There  is  no  conflict  between  the  two. 
The  foreign  commercial  power  of  Congress  brings  the  goods  or  persons 
into  the  harbor.  It  brings  the  goods  or  persons  up  to  the  dock,  up  to 
the  wharf;  but  when  the  Chinaman  leaves  the  ship,  and  when  the  goods 
leave  the  ship;  when  the  Chinaman  walks  upon  Qur  streets  and  goes 
into  our  houses;  when  the  goods  are  taken  from  the  ship  and  placed 
into  our  warehouses  and  become  the  property  of  citizens  of  this  State ; 
when  the  Chinaman  desires  to  become  an  inhabitant  of  this  State  and 
to  dwell  here,  then  the  power  of  Congress  ceases  the  moment  he  places 
his  foot  upon  the  wharf.  The  moment  the  goods  are  carried  over  the 
gang-plank  of  the  ship,  then  the  police  power  of  the  State  attaches.  The 
trouble  with  the  legislation  of  this  State  heretofore  has  been  that  they 
always  attempted  to  go  on  board  the  ships.  They  attempted  to  cross  the 
gang-planks,  and  we  cannot  do  it,  because  the  United  States  law  is  around 
and  about  that  ship  as  a  wall,  and  keeps  us  from  it.  We  dare  not  go  on 
the  gang-plank;  we  dare  not  enter  the  ship,  because  there  the  powers  of 
Congress  are  preeminent  and  exclusive.  But  when  the  Mongolian 
leaves  the  ship,  when  he  comes  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  State, 
then  he  is  within  the  iurisdiction  of  the  State,  and  the  State  has  got  the 
exclusive  power  over  him,  and  Congress  has  got  no  further  power  at  all. 
Mr.  Justice  McLean  says: 

"  The  police  power  of  a  State  and  the  foreign  commercial  power  of 
Congress  must  stand  together."  Because  they  can  stand  together.  There 
is  no  conflict  between  the  two.  There  is  an  end  of  the  one  and  a  com- 
mencement of  the  other.    They  do  not  overlap  each  other;  and  where 

e  have  erred  every  time  in  the  State  legislation,  haa  been  that  we  have 
e  beyond  our  power.  "  Neither  of  them  can  be  so  exercised  as  mate- 
to  affect  the  other.  The  sources  and  objects  of  these  powers  are 
ive,  distinct,  and  independent,  and  are  essential  to  both  govern- 
.  The  one  operates  on  ouf  foreign  commerce,  the  other  uj)on  the 
al  concerns  of  a  State.    The  former  ceases  where  the  foreign  pro- 

ct  becomes  commingled  with  the  other  property  in  the  State.  At#his 
point  the  local  law  attaches,  and  regulates  it  as  it  does  other  property." 

That  decision  has  never  been  reversed.  It  stands  unreversed  to-day, 
and  none  of  the  cases  that  have  been  carried  to  the  Supreme  Court  at 
Washington  have  ever  reversed  that  decision,  and  it  is  the  supreme 
law  to-day.  It  is  clear,  and  the  wayfaring  man,  though  a  fool,  can 
read  it.  It  says,  again :  "  The  one  operated  upon  foreign  intercourse, 
the  other  upon  the  internal  concerns  of  a  State.  The  former  ceases  when 
the  foreign  product" — be  it  a  Chinaman  or  be  it  a  bale  of  cotton  (it 
makes  no  difference  at  all  as  regards  the  decision) — ''  becomes  commin- 
gled with  the  other  property  of  the  State.  At  this  point  the  local  law 
attaches,  and  regulates  it  as  it  does  other  property" — or  other  people 
within  the  confines  of  the  State. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  examined  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Chi- 
nese. I  have  examined  the  first  section,  and  after  the  examination  of 
that  section  I  was  not  at  all  surprised  that  the  Chairman  of  the  conl- 
mittee  could  defend  the  section,  and  could  state  to  the  Convention  that 
he  was  in  favor  of  section  one.  Section  one  is  not  obbjectionable  in  any 
sense.  Section  one  would  not  be  objectionable  to  Colonel  Bee.  Section 
one  would  not  be  objectionable  to  the  Chinese  residents  of  the  State  of 
California,  because  section  one  simply  means  nothing  at  all.  Section 
one  is  a  mere  declaration  of  the  powers  that  exist  and  are  inherent  in  the 
State,  and  always  have  existed,  and  always  have  been  inherent  in  the 
State.  The  trouble  seems  to  be  that  there  is  a  belief  that  we  can  confer 
power  u(K>n  ourselves;  that  by  making  a  Constitution,  and  by  having 
certain  sentences  printed  in  that  Constitution,  that  we  can  delegate  and 
vest  powers  in  ourselves.  Now,  the  Constitution  is  no  charter  of  lib- 
erties at  all.  A  Constitution,  in  the  American  sense,  is  a  mere  restric- 
tion of  powers?  and  is  no  delegation,  and  never  can  be  a  delegation  of 
powers.  All  these  powers  are  inherent  in  the  people,  whether  they  be 
expressed  or  unexpressed,  and  the  Legislature  can  act  without  any 
declaration  of  this  character. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  propose  to  vote  for  section  one,  because,  at  all 
events  it  will  express  wnat  is  the  will  and  the  wish  and  the  opinion 
of  the  people  and  of  the  Convention.  I  am  in  favor  of  every  section  of 
the  report,  even  the  most  ultra  section.  If  these  sections,  all  of  them — 
and  perhaps  there  are  some  of  them  that  would  not  be  constitutional — at 
all  events,  the  Chinese  of  this  State  will  be  obliged  to  take  these  sec- 
tions into  the  Courts  and  have  their  rights  decided ;  and  in  that  way 
the  people  of  the  State  can  only  gain,  and  they  will  never  lose,  by  the 
adoption  of  this  report.  That  the  absolute  power  to  regulate  the 
Chinese  resldenta  within  the  confines  of  this  State  rests  with  the  State 
is  inherent  in  the  people  to-day,  and  can  be  expressed  by  their  repre- 
sentatives in  Legislature  assembled,  I  have  no  doubt;  not  the  least. 
We  can  drive  them  from  the  confines  of  this  State  to-day,  but,  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  serious  doubts  whether  we  can  say  to  them  that  they 
cannot  come  here.  We  can  say  to  them,  "  You  s^all  not  stay  here." 
We  have  attempted  to  say,  '*  You  cannot  come  here;"  and  we  have  been 


told  that  we  were  exceeding  our  powers.  We  have  never  attempted  to 
say,  "You  cannot  stay  here;"  and  we  have  never  been  told  that  if  we 
did  say  that  we  would  be  exceeding  our  powers.  I  believe  that  we  can 
say  to  the  Chinese,  "You  cannot  stay  nere;"  and  I  believe  we  can 
say,  "  We  propose  to  regulate  you,  even  the  short  time  we  do  allow  you 
to  stay  here." 

As  I  said  in  the  commencement,  I  do  not  desire  to  speak  in  relation 
to  the  damaging  and  blighting  influence  of  the  presence  of  the  Chinese. 
I  merelv  desire  to  state  Upon  this  subject,  that  unless  the  Chinaman  is 
driven  from  the  State  the  white  man  will  be  obliged  to  leave  the  State. 
I  speak  for  the  young  men.^  I  speak  for  the  rising  generation.  I  speak 
for  the  men  that  stand  here  to-day  and  expect  to  stand  here  after  many 
of  this  Convention  have  passed  away.  I  ask,  on  behalf  of  the  young 
men  of  this  State,  that  they  be  not  obliged  to  compete  with  Mongolian 
slave  labor.  A  voung  man  has  no  chance  in  this  State  to-day  if  he  is  a 
workingman.  ft  does  not  matter  for  the  opulent.  It  does  not  matter 
for  the  people  that  live  in  palaces,  that  wear  silk  dresses  and  diamond 
rin^s.  It  makes  no  difference  to  them  whether  their  laborers  be  Mon- 
golian serfs,  or  white  free  men,  or  white  free  women.  But  it  does  matter 
to  the  white  free  man  and  to  the  white  free  woman  that  are  obliged  to 
labor  for  their  daily  sustenance.  There  is  not  a  man  upon  this  floor 
to-day,  Mr.  Chairman,  an|^  J  challenge  contradiction  by  any  gentleman 
here,  who  will  say  that  a  white  man  or  a  white  woman  can  compete 
against  Chinese  serf  labor.  I  do  not  desire,  as  I  said,  to  enter  into  the 
minutiae  and  into  the  details  of  the  subject,  but  it  is  a  well  known  fact, 
as  has  before  been  said  upon  this  floor,  that  if  the  white  man  works  for 
a  dollar  a  day,  the  Chinaman  can  work  for  fifty  cents;  if  the  white  man 
can  work  for  fifty  cents,  the  Chinaman  will  work  for  ten  cents.  We  can- 
not compete  witji  them.  This  is  what  has  driven  the  boys  of  San  Fran- 
cisco into  hoodlumism  and  the  girls  into  houses  of  prostitution.  It  is 
because  labor  has  become  degraded,  and  labor  ought  not  to  be  degraded. 
I^bor  ought  to  be  ennobled.  Wherever  a  mongrel  and  servile  class  are 
the  laborers  of  a  countrv,  in  that  country  labor  heoomes  degraded  in  the 
eyes  of  the  people;  an(f  labor  to-day  is  looked  upon  bv  a  lar^e  class  of 
people  in  the  State  of  California  as  being  degrading  and  debasing.  It  is 
for  the  rising  generation  that  we  ask  that  a  provision  be  inserted  in  this 
Constitution  forever  saying  to  the  Chinaman,  "Haiti  Thus  far  and  no 
farther!  You  must  leave  this  country  1  You  must  go  out  I  You  must 
surrender  it  to  the  people  to  whom  it  belongs."  You  must  give  it  to  the 
young  man  and  the  young  woman  for  their  heritage  if  you  expect  to 
wipe  out  hoodlumism.  If  you  expect  to  wipe  out  crime  you  must  wipe 
out  the  presence  of  the  Mongolian  in  our  midst.  I  desire,  at  the  proper 
time,  to  offer,  as  an  additional  section,  the  following : 

"Section  — .  All  persons  of  foreign  birth,  before  engaging  in  any 
manner  of  employment  on  their  own  account,  or  for  others,  within  this 
State,  shall  first  procure  a  certificate  of  authority;  such  certificate  shall 
be  issued  to  any  applicant  of  a  race  eligible  to  citizenship  under  the 
laws  of  the  State,  without  cost,  by  any  Court  of  record  of  the  State. 
No  person  of  foreign  birth  shall  engage  or  continue  in  any  manner  of 
employment  in  this  State  unless  possessed  of  such  certificate;  nor  shall 
any  person,  copartnership,  company,  or  corporation,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, employ  any  person  of  foreign  birth  within  this  State,  unless  such 
person  possess  such  certificate.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  pun- 
ishment of  violations  of  this  section.  Prosecutions  shall  be  maintain- 
able against  both  employer»  and  employes.  Each  day's  violation  shall 
constitute  a  distinct  offense." 

SPBECH   OP   MR.   KLKINE. 

Mr.  ELEINE.  Mr.  President,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Convention  : 
What  would  you  think  of  a  man  that  would  ridicule  and  that  would 
trifle  at  the  death  bed  of  his  father,  or  mother,  or  sister?  What  would 
you  think  of  him?  You  would  say  he  is  a  villain,  or  a  knave,  or  a 
fool.  Any  man  of  feeling  would  forbear  to  do  so,  and  yet,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, yesterday  I  had  to  witness  such  an  outrage.  Mr.  President,  and 
gentlemen  of  this  Convention,  we  have  fifty  delegates  on  this  floor  who 
would  not  be  here  to-day  if  it  was  not  for  the  Chinese  question,  and 
they  dare  not  denv  this.  They  would  not  be  here — perhaps  some  of 
them  would  be  atdav's  work  for  one  dollar  and  fifty  cents  per  day ;  and 
yet  when  this  Question  came  up  yesterday  thev  went  out  in  the  lobby, 
and  treated  it  with  utter  contempt.  If  this  is  the  conduct  of  gentlemen 
I  ask  you  to  inform  me  of  the  meaning  of  a  gentleman.  I  do  not  read 
it  so  in  Webster's  Dictionary.  I  acknowledge  that  I  was  elected  as  a 
delegate  to  this  Convention  on  the  Chinese  question,  and,  gentlemen, 
this  question  is  to  me  as  solemn  as  the  grave.  I  cannot  trifle  with  it. 
Why?  Because  I  see  the  future  before  me.  I  see  this  country  will  be 
overflowed  by  a  lot  of  de^^raded  Mongolian  serfs.  Gentlemen  of  the 
Convention,  I  used  to  live  m  the  Southern  States  when  the  slave-owners 
looked  upon  the  white  man  that  worked  as  "  common  white  trash."  A 
feeling  of  superiority  is  manifested  among  these  coolie  employers 
towards  their  white  brother  that  has  to  work  for  a  living.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  tell  you  this  is  a  question  to  me  as  solemn  as  the  grave.  I  have 
no  heart  to  trifle  with  it.  Why,  I  can  see  as  plain  as  I  see  my  hand 
before  me,  that  this  State  is  doomed  for  the  white  man  who  has  to  earn 
his  bread  by  the  sweat  of  his  brow.  Already  we  see  that  our  white 
brothers  and  sisters  have  to  go  and  look  round  for  a  job  to  work  for  a 
dollar  a  day. 

U,  Gentlemen,  any  nation  that  will  look  upon  labor  as  degrading,  that 
nation  cannot  stand.  And  you  talk  about  the  Burlingame  treaty  1  The 
Burlingame  treaty  is  a  fraud  from  the  beginning.  .  lean  prove  this  to 
you.  When  Mr.  Burlingame  made  the  treaty,  the  Government  of  China 
didn't  h^ily  know  nothing  about  it.  And  Mr.  President,  and  gentle- 
men of  tms  Convention, you  remember  that  when  Mr.  Burlin^me  came 
back  he  lived  only  a  few  years.    He  died.    He  died  almost  m  despair. 

Now  we  look  a  great  deal  to  Congress.  Now,  gentlemen,  I  tell  you 
Congress  will  never  do  anything  for  us.  This  Mongolian  invasion 
is  a  combination  between  capital  and  the  churehes,  and  you  know  it. 
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I  will  lell  you  how.  I  will  prove  this  to  you.  The  churches,  both 
ProtestftDt  And  Catholics — Protestants  more  than  Catholics,  I  am  Borry 
to  say— thay  tell  you  that  we  will  bring  the  Chinese  coolies  to  this 
Pociflc  Coast  and  convert  them  to  Christianity.  Now,  Mr.  President,  I 
will  prove  lo  you  now,  and  tn  the  gentlemen  of  this  Convention,  and 
those  that  hear  my  voice,  how  they  have  succeeded.  For  the  last 
twen  tjr- seven  yeara — I,  myself,  am  a  resident  of  the  State  over  a  quarter 
of  a  century,  and  I  know  whereof  I  speak— fur  the  last  twentj-five 

fifty  out  of  Iwo  hundred  and  filly  thousand  hfts  been  converted  to  Chris- 
tianity, according  to  the  testimony  of  about  fifteen  miaistenof  the  StAte 
of  Califomia.  I  can  read  about  this.  Mi;.  Blnkeslee,  a  Cungregalioual 
minister,  says  that  dnrlng  his  miiaion  onlv  about  forty  or  fitly  has  been 
converted,  and  out  of  these  fifty  half  of  tbein  have  been  instructed  in 
China,  and  not  a  single  one  of  these  converts  who  have  made  a  profes- 
sion of  Christianity  has  ever  assimilated  and  adopted  our  manners  in 
any  shape  or  form,  but  they  have  remained  the  same  coolies.  The 
aaine  degraded  coolies  that  they  were  before. 

What  has  these  !ocg-faeed  preachers  done!  They  have  driven  our 
poor  while  men,  our  white  boys,  and  white  girls  into  hoodlnmism. 
They  have  made  our  poor  white  girls  whatT     ProetilutesI     It  is  almost 

family.  Nol  The  mistress  of  the  bouse , wants  a  Chinaman.  She 
wanbj  a  Chinaman,  why  T  He  is  very  liandy.  She  can  say,  "John,  do 
this,"  and  John  does  it,  and  John  never  savs  a  word.  He  keeps  quiet ; 
only  when  be  goes  home  to  bis  shantv  in  C'biaalown,  and  then  he  tells 
all  about  it— what  he  has  seen,  end  what  be  has  heard.  There  you  see 
what  the  missionaries  have  done  by  importing  Chinese  here.  Rev.  Mr. 
Gibson  went  to  China  for  the  purpose  of  converting  Chinamen.  He 
remained  there  several  years,  but  the  work  was  so  self-denying  he  did 
not  remain,  hut  came  back  right  in  the  midst  of  Chinatown,  where  be 
gets  a  fine,  fat  salary.     Christian  charity  always  begins  at  home. 

It  is  almost  impossible  for  a  white  man  lo  get  woA,  and  I  assure  you, 
Mr.  Frcsideut,  and  geritlemeu  of  this  Convention,  there  is  not  a  place  in 
the  civiliied  world—listen  I—tbere  is  not  a  place  in  the  civiliied  world 
that  would  submit  to  such  an  outrage  as  the  people  of  the  Pacific  Coast. 
Tliere  was  never  a  government  in  the  civilized  wortd  that  would  degrade 
its  citizens  to  the  level  of  the  slave,  only  this  government.  And  let 
me  tell  you,  I  am  not  a  prophet,  nor  the  son  of  a  prophet,  but  I  believe, 
as  God  is  my  witness,  that  the  working  classes  will  rise  in  a  mass,  they 
will  not  submit  to  such  an  outrage.  These  men  that  have  fought  your 
battles  through  the  late  war — you  have  stripped  their  children,  you  have  1 
You  take  away  their  rights,  and  now  what  are  you  doingT  You  take 
their  children  and  start  theni  otf  for  low,  coolie,  servile  laborers.  But 
would  these  coolies  defend  you  when  your  country  is  in  dangerT    Will 

No  t  They  will  laugh  at  you ;  and  then  you  may  call  upon  (he  tramps 
that  you  now  say  one  dollar  a  day  is  enough  for;  then  you  will  call 
upon  these  men  to  defend  you;  but  these  men,  remember,  will  not 
defend  you.  They  will  do  their  best  against  you,  and  they  would  do 
right!  Wow,  gentlemen,  perhaps  some  of  you  remember — I  don't  know, 
perhaps  some  of  you  were  slave-holders  in  the  8outh— they  drove 
negroes,  they  bought  and  sold  negroes.  1  know  a  few  of  them  here. 
I  lived  in  Ibc  Boulhern  States,  and  I  tell  you  the  slare-holden  always 
looked  upon  the  white  people  that  had  to  work  for  a  living — it  was  a 
common  expression—"  the  poor  while  trash."  The  poor  white  trash! 
Tblit  is  the  expression  the  slave-holders  used  to  make  of  the  white  people, 
and  (hat  is  certainly  the  cose  now  with  those  that  employ  coolies.  They 
do  not  core  for  the  whii«  man,  for  the  poor  white  man,  only  when  they 
are  in  trouble. 

Now,  gentlemen,  let  us  look  at  it  now — at  the  coolie  question.  Are 
theya  benefit  to  us?  I  tell  you  they  have  extracted  one  hundredand 
eighty  million  dollars  from  the  State  of  California  in  the  last  twenty 
years.  Every  dollar  a  Chinaman  receives,  ninety  eenta  goes  hack  to 
China.  Now,  we  have  forty  thousand  of  these  coolies,  servile  laborers, 
in  San  Francisco.  That  is  an  average  of  forty  thousand  dollars  ■  day 
they  draw  out  of  cireulation.  Now,  what  would  be  the  benefit  sup- 
posing our  white  fellow  citizens  would  be  therv.  Wouldn't  that  remain 
intheSlate?  Wouldn't  our  city  be  piosperousT  But  no  1  The  white 
rich  arlstocrats'and  the  moneyed  aristocrats  they  want  the  Chinaman,  and 
the  whitegirls  and  tbewbito  boysthey  canguto  perdition.    Iftheyonly 

Now,  let  ua  look  at  it  in  another  light.  Are  the  property  holders 
benefited  by  itf  Every  China  quarter  in  Chinatown — every  property 
is  depreciated.  Chinatown  to-day,  in  San  Francisco,  would  be  the  best 
and  healthiest  part  of  San  Francisco  if  it  was  not  for  these  coolie  slaves. 
All  the  neighborhood  around  there  is  depreciated — the  property  is 
depreciated.  The  Chinaman  is  very  shrewd  in  one  sense.  He  is  wil- 
ling to  pay.     He  never  fights  against  big  rent  at  first ;  hut  as  soon  as  he 

it  for  his  own  price  all  the  time,  for  John  kniws  that  wherever  he 
occupiiM  a  place  it  cannot  he  occupied  by  any  intelligent  race,  and  there- 
fore John  has  in  one  senso  a  little  more  shrewdness  than  some  of  our 
white  people. 

Now,  let  us  look  at  it  in  another  light,  gentlemen.  Sir,  I  have  listened 
to  my  young  friend  here  who  made  a  remark  yesterday  that  California 
was  a  prosperous  State  in  spite  of  the  Chinese.     Now,  I  differ  with  him, 

most  degraded  and  impoverished  Stale  in  the  Union!  And  t  will  show 
you  why.  California,  I  admit,  is  a  prosperous  State  for  the  railroad 
kings.  1  admit  Califomia  is  a  nroaperous  State  for  the  bank^^bers.  I 
admit  this;  but  Califomia  and  the  Pacific  C^oast  is  the  mosPllcgr^ed 
j-lace  for  anoor  white  working  man  to  come  to.  If  a  white  man  has  to 
come  here  let  him  come,  and  let  him  be  on  an  equality  with  the  Cbiua- 
uian.    I  know  some  of  tbeae  aristocists.    They  were  poor  here  once, 


hut  they  remember  not  the  day  Then  they  were  poor,  and  Ihei 
for  their  fellow  white  citiieus.  Gentlemen,  I  must  say,  with  a 
to  mv  adap(ed  country,  the  Americans — some  of  our  America 
are  the  meanest  men  on  the  face  of  the  earth  1  They  do  not  ci 
tinenUi  for  their  fellow  man  as  long  as  their  pockets  are  filled. 
Now,  again,  I  have  heard  men  wy,  "  Have  the  Chinamen  not 
right  as  a  European?"  Now  to  compare  the  coolie  importal 
European  immigration  is  absurd;  and  no  man  that  is  possesses 

the  Caucasian — you  who  have  been  raise^  where  we  all  came 
compare  them  with  the  low  Chinese  coolies!  Ncninebutan  In. 
could  make  such  an  assertion.  The  European  comee  here,  gentle 
does  something  (o  improve  our  country.  He  comes  here  with 
religion,  with  the  same  feelings,  with  the  same  principles  wbie 
sess;  and  we  shake  hands  with  him,  and  we  do  right.  He  imp 
country,  and  he  fights  for  the  country.  Over  one  hundred 
thousand  souls  fought  under  the  stars  and  stripes  that  were  nt 
citiiens.  Would  one  hundred  and  filty  thousand  cnotie  stavei 
you?  Not  much  1  Will  (hey  fight  for  you?  If  you  think  so,  yoi 
Very  far  back,  sure.  Now  the  coolie — 1  a^ipeal  to  the  old  pii 
appeal  (o  you,  gentlemen,  who  have  been  pioneers  of  Califomia 
will  bear  witness  with  me  that  since  the  last  Iwantv-eight  years 
ever  known  any  Chinaman  that  assimilated  with  us?  If  I 
"yes,"  I  would  tell  you  a  lie.  I  have  never  known  not  or 
have  known  some  of  them  since  filty-four,  and  1  know  thei: 
and  they  are  the  same  to-day  as  they  were  iu  fifty-four.     Are 


i^p; 


iw  you  are  talking  about  (he  Burtingami 

thing  about  the  Burii      ' 

fraud.     Why?     Because  it 


will 


something  aboutthe  Burliiigame  treaty.    As  I  lold  y 

_  .  ;  is  a  one-sided  lleaty.    How  can  wi 

?  I/ook  here,  what  we  done  by  an  Ad  of  Congress,  appro 
seventh,  seventeen  hundred  and  ninety-eight;  "All  treaties 
France  and  the  United  States  are  declared  null  and  void,  and  i 
obligatory  on  the  United  States."  The  United  Stdtca  could 
treaty  null  and  void  with  the  French  Government,  but  you  (el 
we  could  not  do  it  with  China.  And  something  elsp.  The  J 
citizens  are  not  subject  (o  the  laws  of  China,  while  Chinese  ai 
to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  Enghind  has  a  treaty  wit 
What  does  England  doT  Whst  do  the  colonies  in  Australia  dt 
manage  these  affairs,  and  to-da)i  Australia  is  a  very  hot  plac 
Chinese.  Thev  cannot  remain  (here  because  the  govemmi 
want  them  the're.  But  then  you  say,  if  we  break  the  treaty 
get  tea.  Gentlemen,  we  got  (ea  before  we  made  the  treatv  wit 
We  will  get  all  the  (ea  we  want.  No  nation  upou  earth  e) 
would  allow  it.  For  three  thousand  American  merchants  oui 
is  to  be  ovrrfiowed  with -slave  Isbor.  The  Pacific  8(esmsh[p  ( 
doingT    They  have 


paniei 


E  here 


certificate.     He 
The  negro  in  the  Southern  States  could  never  abse 
permit  from  his  master  or  mistress,  and  this  steam 
allowed  (o  take  any  Chiuaman  bock  (o  China  witl 
from  the  Six  Chinese  Companies. 

that  ninety-nine  out  of  one  hundred  Chinawomen  are  prostitv 
have  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Toland.  We  have  (he  testimony  of 
Gibson.      He   himself  testifies  that  ninety-nine  out  of  one 

know  it;  and  our  fine  Bute'  government  in  California  know 
yet,  in  the  fiice  of  all  these  witnesses,  thev  say:  '-Oh,  we  can  di 
with  it ;  we  can  do  nothing  with  it  1"  Why  can't  they  do  notl 
it?  Because  they  are  owned,  body  and  soul,  by  the  Six  Chin 
panics.  And  if  gentlemen  oould  see  to-dav  the  influence  wh 
Six  Chinese  Companies  have  upon  our  Federal.  State,  city,  an 
ofiicers,  you  would  be  aurprised.  Is  it  possible  for  human  not: 
90  low?     And  yet,  this  is  a  fact.     All  the  wilneseea  have  declan 

And  now,  I  tell  you  I  have  no  hope  whatever  in  Congress, 
will  do  nothing  for  us,  let  me  tell  you.  We  have  pleaded  (o 
for  the  last  ten  years,  and  they  have  said :  "  Wait ;  wait  a  little 
And  that  is  all  the  comfort  we  get ;  and  our  poor  and  the  risin: 
tion  are  condemned  to  an  everlasting  servitude.  That  is  just  i 
connected  with  this  China  question.  This  coolie  importation  n 
be  stopped  except  the  hardy  sons  of  toil  slop  it.  If  they  don 
they  have  to  work  like  the  Chinaman.  Don't  look  (o  Congre 
look  to  the  aristocrats,  they  don't  care  nothing  for  you.  They 
their  four  million  of  slaves  ond  tliey  want  theSe  serfs  in  tin 
Remember  that!  They  want  these  serfs  in  their  place'  The 
satisfied,  and  the  Chinese  are  the  only  nation  that  can  furnish  « 

Therefore,  gentlemen,  remember  I  om  not  a  prophet,  nor  the 
prophet;  but  one  fact  I  know,  that  the  Chinese  curse  will  i 
cured  except  the  people  rise  iu  a  moss;  and  you  know  setf-pre 
is  the  first  law  ol^  nature,  and  also  the  first  law  of  nations.  . 
emment  that  will  allow  a  degraded  race  to  come  and  degrade  ib 
such  a  government  is  not  worthy  of  respect.  Such  a  governmi 
worthy  of  respect,  and  such  s  government  is  not  with  the  people, 
fore,  I  say  the  only  remedy  will  be,  the  sons  of  toil  must  rise  ar 

only  one  thing  to  be  done;  either  you  must  leave  or  the  co< 
leave  1     [Applause.] 

Ml.  BARBODR.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  temper  of  this  Cont 
probably  against  the  further  discussion  of  the  social,  econom 
political  aspect  of  this  queitioD.    Id  that  sense  I  suppose  i( 
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Bafelj  said  that  the  subject  is  exhausted.  Better  speeches  and  better 
arguments  have  been  made  by  men  of  greater  philosophical  capacity 
upon  the  subject  of  race  dissimilarities  and  the  race  conflicts  which  have 
gone  on  from  the  earliest  of  times.  The  nature  of  race  growth  and 
national  growth,  in  connection  with  this  question,  I  think  I  may  safely 
say,  has  been  fully  considered,  and  the  judgment  of  the  people  of  tUe 
Pacific  Coast  has  settled,  undoubtedly,  upon  the  conviction  that  the  best 
of  the  argument  is  altogether  in  favor  of  the  proposition  that  the  pres- 
ence of  the  Chinese  on  the  Pacific  Coast,  in  our  social  life,  in  our  indus- 
trial life,  and  even  in  our  political  life,  is  detrimental.  We  cannot  add 
to  or  strengthen  that  argument  in  this  Convention,  and  the  point  now  is 
to  furnish  a  practical  solution  to  the  question ;  and  the  man  who  can 
now  bring  forward  a  plan  which  will  remove  one  single  Chinaman — 
yea,  sir,  even  a  sick  Chinese  baby — may  be  said  to  have  accomplished 
more  in  the  right  direction  than  all  the  great  mass  of  speeches  and  all 
the  literature  upon  this  Chinese  question  put  together.  We  should 
endeavor  here  to  deal  with  it  as  practical  men ;  we  should  endeavor  to 
bring  out  of  the  chaos  of  ideas,  out  of  the  vast  amount  of  dissimilarity 
in  execution,  or  in  the  method  of  reaching  the  evil,  some  point  upon 
which  we  can  all  harmonize  and  agree — some  point  on  which  we  can 
determine  what  power  the  State  possesses,  ana  in  what  manner  that 
power  shall  be  exercised  for  the  purpose  which  all  pretend  to  have  in 
view,  and  that  is,  to  relieve  this  State,  and  to  relieve  posterity  on  the 
Pacific  Coast,  of  what  is  deemed  to  be  a  curse. 

We  pro&ss  to  have  at  heart  the  future  welfare  as  well  as  the  present 
good  of  the  people  of  the  coast ;  and,  therefore,  sir,  the  discussion  now 
ought  to  be  restricted  to  the  legal  aspects  of  the  Questions  involved.  I 
assume  that  gentlemen  are  sincere  when  they  admit  that  the  presence 
of  an  alien  race,  with  whom  we  cannot  deal  in  accordance  with  Ameri- 
can ideas,  and  in  accordance  with  our  free  institutions — I  assume,  I  say, 
that  they  are  sincere  when  they  tell  us  that  they  wish  to  rid  the  State 
of  the  curse;  that  they  wish  to  do  it  in  accordance  with  constitutional 
principles.  Now,  our  forefathers,  back  to  the  time  of  the  revolution, 
and  back  beyond  the  revolution,  whenever  the  subject  of  the  presence 
of  the  black  man  in  America  was  brought  up,  and  the  institution  of 
slavery  was  discasscd,  declared  that  it  was  an  evil,  declared  that  it  could 
but  have  an  evil  effect  upon  the  destiny  of  the  country.  Thomas  Jef- 
ferson said  that  slavery  was  the  sum  of  all  evils.  George  Washington 
said  that  all  his  compatriota  were  anti-slavery  men,  and  their  idea  and 
the  idea  of  the  fathers  was  that  this  was  a  white  man's  government. 
That,  sir,  is  the  cry  of  the  party  to  which  I  belong  to-day,  and  I  was 
^lad  to  see  the  Chairman  of  our  committee  reiterating  that  cry,  which, 
liffttue,  fell  into  derision  after  Stephen  A.  Douglas  proclaimed  it ;  fell 
inft  certain  4l>ri8ion  on  account  of  the  sentimental  view  taken  by  many 
goM'people  of  the  United  States  of  the  African  and  his  deplorable  con- 
dition. Bat  it  is  none  the  less  true.  It  is  none  the  less  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  American  idea  that  this  is  a  white  man's  goveni- 
ment;  a  government  of  Caucasians,  ebtablished  by  white  men,' and  for 
white  men.  Whenever  we  talk  about  treaties;  whenever  we  talk  about 
the  comity  of  nations,  it  is  understood  and  comprehended  within  that 
term  that  we  mean  the  comity,  the  international  law  which  exists 
among  civilized  and  Christian  nations. 

When  we  talk  about  the  rights  enjoyed  by  an  American  citizen  any- 
where on  the  Cimtinent  of  Europe,  and  the  rights  of  the  citizen  of  any 
of  the  nations  of  Europe  upon  American  soil — which  I  am  glad  to  know 
are  respected — which  I  am  gla^  to  know  are  treated  with  greater  liber- 
ality as  time  rolls  on;  it  means  the  people  of  white  races,  and  the  people 
of  a  Christian  country.  There  is  no  doubt  of  that.  That  was  the  kmd 
of  a  government  that  our  forefathers  established.  And  all  the  inter- 
national law  and  comity  of  nations,  and  the  intercourse  of  nations  which 
has  grown  up,  and  upon  which  the  principles  that  are  now  recognized 
among  civilized  nations  have  been  establisned,  and  recognized  univers- 
ally, has  been  in  accordance  with  this  theory  —that  a  government  was 
Bou|^ht  to  be  established  upon  these  shores,  and  upon  this  continent,  of 
white  men — Anglo-Saxons,  and  those  who  could  be  brought  within  the 
great  political  fold,  and  incorporated  into  the  great  plan  of  our  govern- 
ment, and  merged  as  good  citizens,  and  as  contributors  to  the  prosperity 
and  the  elevation  of  the  nation.  That  was  their  idea,  sir,  ana  it  never 
has  been  doubted — or  never  would  have  been  except  for  certain  compli- 
cations that  have  arisen  in  this  country  in  consequence  of  the  existence 
of  African  slavery,  and  the  enfranchisement  of  the  slave,  and  the  legis- 
lation which  has  arisen  for  the  protection  and  the  regulation  of  the 
rights  of  that  people.  It  is  sought  now  to  be  made  use  of  here  in  Cali- 
fornia, and  in  Congress,  for  the  protection  of  a  people  that  Congress  and 
the  fathers  never  dreamed  of,  nor  thought  of,  or  expected  upon  this 
coast,  and  thai  is  the  Mongolian  race.  Now,  we  hear  allusions  made  to 
the  Fourteenth  Amendment,  the  last  amendments  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  Civil  Rights  bill,  by  those  who  profess  to  be 
anti-Chinese  in  sentiment,  and  yet  who  are  continually  deploring  the 
want  of  any  power  outside  of  Congress.  I  will  not  trouble  tne  Conven- 
tion with  authorities,  but  I  think  I  may  safely  say  that  the  view  which 
I  have  here  presented  is  the  view  taken  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  and  established  in  the  Slaughter  House  cases — that  the 
legislation  known  as  the  Fourteenth  Amendment,  and  the  laws  of  Con- 
gress passed  in^pursuanoe  of  that  amendment,  had  reference  to  the 
enfranchised  slaves  of  the  South;  that  their  eye  was  upon  that  people; 
that  they  were  seeking  to  protect  them,  in  all  that  legislation;  ana  to 
confer  upon  them  the  right  of  suffrage  in  what  was  called  the  anti-Ku- 
klux  legislation,  and  in  the  Civil  Rights  bill.  And  the  direct  intent  of 
the  law-making- power  was  to  protect  the  people  lately  enfranchised  in 
the  Southern- States;  and  it  is  so  distinctly  affirmed  in  the  Slaughter 
House  cases  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

Congres  is  three  thousand  miles  away  from  the  Pacific  Coast.  Ignor- 
ant, as  raav  be  safely  said,  or  almost  entirely  ignorant  of  the  true  situ- 
ation of  affairs  here,  knowing  little  or  nothing  of  that  which  we  know 
from  day  to  day  by  sight,  by  sound,  yea,  sir,  by  smell  1  of  the  effect  of 
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this  alien  race;  knowing  little  or  nothing  about  them — it  never  aimed 
any  of  this  legislation  at  all  at  the  relations  which  have  sprung  up  on 
the  Pacific  Coast,  and  which  are,  suigtneriSf  without  precedent. 

The  Burlingame  treaty  is  another  stumbling  block,  constantly  thrust 
in  the  way  or  those  who  sincerely  and  honestly  feel  that  this  subject  is 
of  over-shadowing  importance,  and  that  by  Congress  and  by  State  power 
it  must  be  regulated,  and  the  people  must  be  relieved.  The  Burlingame 
treaty — abundant  authority  can  be  brought  in  here,  and  books  piled  up 
here,  covering  every  table  m  this  room,  to  show  that  a  treaty,  or  the 
provisions  of  a  treaty,  do  not  override  a  constitutional  enactment  by 
Congress,  or  by  the  States  of  the  Union  in  their  Constitutions,  when  it 
does  not  conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  am 
stating,  sir,  nearly  the  exact  language  of  the  great  constitutional  law- 
yer, Jeremiah  Black.  That,  sir,  has  summed  up  the  whole  controversy 
in  a  nutshell.  Otherwise  what  would  be  the  condition  of  this  people? 
What  would  be  the  condition  of  American  government?  What  would 
become  of  the  sovereignty,  which  we  declare  to  reside  in*  the  people,  if 
the  King  or  Emperor  of  Germany  and  the  President  of  the  United  States 
mi^ht  meet  together,  and  by  a  convention  among  themselves,  establish 
an  internal  law  of  the  State,  or  the  laws  that  should  govern  the  people  of 
the  United  States?  A  most  extraordinary  and  monstrous  doctrine  that 
would  be!  The  Burlingame  treaty,  therefore,  is  but  in  the  nature  of  a 
law,  subject  to  repeal  the  moo^nt  it  comes  in  conflict  with  the  sovereign 
power  of  the  States,  acting  within  their  legitimate  spheres,  to  legislate 
upon  a  subject  over  which  they  have  control.  The  treaty  goes  down, 
and  there  is  no  question  about  it.  An  independent  and  free  minded 
people,  living  upon  their  own  soil,  within  their  own  jurisdiction,  mak- 
ing their  own  laws,  canno^be  tied  hand  and  foot  in  that  way,  and  it  is 
idle  to  seek  to  bring  to  bear  upon  them  such  a  monstrous  doctrine  as 
that  is. 

Now  I  come  to  the  subject  directly  in  hand.  I  do  not  maintain  that 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  jOhinese  Immigration  has  furnished  an^ 
solution  of  the  question,  or  a  practical  solution  of  the  question.  It  is 
undoubtedly  crude.  It  is  undoubtedly  very  crude.  Much  of  it  looks 
undoubtedly  like  what  would  be  called  the  legislation  of  the  dark  ages; 
or  as  some  one  has  expressed  it,  Hottentot  legislation.  That  is  true.  It 
bears  that  appearance.  But  the  line  of  demarcation  between  those  who 
say  that  the  State  can  do  nothing,  the  wfiole  resting  within  the  control 
of  Congress,  and  those  who  maintain  that  the  State  does  have  some 
power,  that  the  State  does  have  some  control  in  the  premises,  must  exist 
somewhere,  and  therefore  all  this  matter  has  been  brought  before  the 
Convention  by  that  report.  Every  single  party  that  has  put  forward 
candidates  an3  platforms  in  this  State,  has  aeclared  in  general  terms  in 
favor  of  the  exclusion  of  the  Chinese,  or  fh  favor  of  a  prohibition  of 
their  further  immigration.  They  have  declared  it  constantly  in  their 
platforms.  It  has  oeen  the  hobby-horse  on  which,  undoubtedly,  they 
nave  ridden  into  ofBce.  In  the  last  election,  for  members  in  this  Con- 
vention, generally  speaking,  it  was  declared  strongly  by  all,  and  the 
Workingmen  adoptea  as  their  battle-cry,  '*  The  Chinese  must  go." 

The  non-partisan  platform,  upon  which,  Mr.  President,  you  were 
elected,  uses  language  like  this,  declaring  it  to  be  an  evil,  and  pledging 
themselves  to  go  to  the  verge  of  constitutional  power.  I  do  not  know 
but  that  they  were  going  to  go  out  on  the  ragged  edge  a  little  beyond,  to 
rid  the  State  of  the  curse.  What  was  done  by  the  members  from  the 
country,  or  how  they  were  pledged,  I  know  not;  but  I  assume  that  a 
majority  who  came  up  to  this  Convention,  came  up  here  with  pledges  in 
their  mouths,  made  to  their  constituents  and  to  the  people  of  the  State, 
that  they  would  do  something;  that  they  would  do  whatever  they 
could  after  consultation  and  discussion  had  developed  a  proper  concep- 
tion of  the  power  of  the  State;  they  would  do  what  they  could  to  relieve 
the  people  of  this  infernal  curse.  Now,  as  practical  men,  the  Question 
is,  first,  are  the  members  willing  to  keep  that  pledge  in  letter  ana  spirit? 
Are  they  willing,  if  they  can  be  oonvincea  of  the  existence  of  the 
power,  to  go  ahead  and  make  use  of  that  power?  The  first  (question 
that  presents  itself,  sir,  is  this:  Can  anything  be  done  in  this  direction 
by  any  proper  amendments  to  the  Constitution?  The  question  is  not 
now  what  view  will  be  taken  of  this  action  east  of  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains; the  question  is  not  what  view  will  be  taken  of  it  in  Europe, 
or  what  view  will  be  taken  of  it  in  the  Empire  of  China;  not  at  all,  sir. 
We  are  acting  for  the  sovereign  whose  territorial  lines  are  bounded  and 
defined,  and  we  must  act  up  to  our  pledges  without  reference  to  their 
extraneous  considerations  at  all.  Nob(My  has  to  review  this  action 
which  we  perform  here  but  the  people  of  the  State  of  California.  No 
one  has  aught  to  say  with  regard  to  ttie  Constitution,  or  the  character  of 
the  Constitution  we  make  here,  except  the  sovereign  people  of  the  State 
of  California,  unless  we  make  an  anti-republican  Constitution,  and 
then  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  under  the  Constitution,  will  be 
authorized  to  interfere.    But  outside  of  that,  there  is  no  limit. 

Then,  sir,  what  power  has  the  State,  by  amendments  to  tlie  Consti- 
tution, to  reach  this  question?  There  is  the  great  question.  There  is 
a  question  which  this  Convention  must  solve.  I  take  up  section  one, 
and  I  comment  upon  that.  There  is  no  objection  to  it,  except  simply 
that  there  is  nothing  in  it.  It  is  a  perfectly  harmless  thing,  and  I 
assented  to  its  being  incorporated  in  the  report  as  a  member  of  the 
committee.  A  general  declaration  of  the  po>ver  which  resides  inherently 
in  the  State  is  contained  in  that  section,  but  unfortunately  it  is  followed 
up  with  some  qualifications  tc  which  I  object.  I  offered  a  section  to  be 
incorporated  into  the  Preamble  and  Bill  of  Rights,  which  I  understood 
to  be  satisfactory  to  a  majority  of  the  members,  but  it  failed  to  be  incor- 
porated in  there,  because  thei|r  doubted  the  propriety  of  inserting  it  in 
the  place  where  I  proposed  it.  A  general  aeclaration  of  the  power  of 
the  state — that  is,  that  the  people  of  the  State  have  the  inherent  sole 
and  exclusive  right  of  regulating  their  internal  affairs,  and  the  whole 
thereof;  that  they  are  the  judges  of  whatever  is  detrimental  or  danger- 
ous to  the  well-being  of  the  State,  and  have  the  right  to  use  the  power 
of  the  State  to  prohibit  and  prevent  it.    That  is  a  better  statement,  in 
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my  opinion,  of  the  power,  than  this  which  is  contained  in  this  first 
section  of  the  report  of  the  committee.    It  is  a  fair  statement  of  the 

Sower.  In  my  judgment  it  comprehends  the  whole  of  the  general 
edaration  of  the  power  that  resides  in  the  people  of  a  sovereign  State. 
Some  objection  may  be  made  to  it,  because  it  is  going  toward  State's 
rights  too  strong.  I  think  not  so.  I  think  it  is  clearly  within  the 
decisions — all  the  decisions  upon  the  subject — and  the  line  of  demarca- 
tion between  Federal  and  State  authority;  no  restrictions  upon  the 
judgment  of  the  people  of  the  State.  There,  sir,  rests  the  kmg-pin. 
There  rests  the  keystone  of  the  whole  arch,  and  that  is  its  ultimate 
resort.  Who  is  to  decide?  In  whom  is  the  power  of  judgment  lodged? 
That,  sir,  is  the  question.  Who  is  to  decide  this  question?  Is  it  the 
(Congress  of  the  United  States,  three  thousand  miles  away,  ignorant  of 
our  situation  here,  that  is  to  decide  upon  the  internal  aspects  of  this 
question — and  the  infernal  aspects — or  is  it  the  people  of  the  State,  those 
who  are  directly  affected  by  it?  That,  sir,  is  the  great  question ;  and  I 
insist  upon  that  ri^ht  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  the 
StAte  oyer  this  subject-matter,  and  I  say  that  it  has  neyer  been  denied 
before  in  Christendom.  It  never  has  been  held  anywhere  that  any 
free-minded  and  intelligent  peopl^  could  be  compelled  to  tolerate  a 
nuisance,  they  themselves  knowing  it  to  be  a  nuisance,  eating  out  their 
civilization,  demoralizing  their  youth,  and  sapping  the  foundations  of 
their  political  and  civil  liberty,  and  threatening  its  very  existence; 
that  people  could  have  that  nuisance  inflicted  upon  them,  and  main- 
tained among  them,  without  the  power  of  judgment,  and  the  power  of 
dealing  with  it  themselves,  it  never  was  heard  of  before;  and  if  the 
doctrine  was  sought  to  be  promulgated,  and«ought  to  be  enforced  in  any 
manufacturing  community  in  Europe,  in  London,  in  Manchester,  in 
Sheffield,  that  a -body  of  foreign  alien  laborers  were  to  be  thrown  upon 
that  people,  in  less  than  twenty-four  hours  the  Trades  Union  would 
pour  two  million  of  people  into  Hyde  Park,  protestinz  in  tones  of 
thunder  at  the  very  foot  of  the  throne,  kgainst  the  damnal>te  outrage.  ' 
We  are  limited  by  the  terms  of  the  first  section  of  this  report  in  the 
exercise  of  that  judgment  to  the  proofs  that  the  obnoxious  parties  are 
paupers,  are  vagabonds,  or  are  afflicted  with  contagious  or  infectious 
diseases — a  matter  which  no  man  can  prove.  We  know  that  the  labor- 
ing class  comiug  from  China  are  brougtit  here  under  contracts  for  terms 
of  service  and  labor  for  years.  We  are  morally  convinced  of  it,  but  we 
have  no  proof.  It  cannot  be  established  in  any  Court  of  justice.  These 
laborers  now  in  all  the  fair  fields  of  industry  on  the  Pacific  Coast,  scat- 
tered over  your  agricultural  lands,  and  in  your  mines,  and  in  domestic 
service,  are  healthy  people,  in  the  general  sense  of  the  word,  and  can 
strip  down  as  clean  men  as.the  majority  of  this  Convention,  and  let  Dr. 
O'Donnell  examine  them.  They  are  inferior  in  muscular  deyelopment, 
in  brawn  and  brain,  to  the  white  man,  but  healthy  people  in  the  main. 
Here  and  there  in  the  large  cities  of  course  are  prostitutes,  and  of  course 
there  are  diseases,  perhaps.  Maybe  there  are  lepers.  I  think  most  of  it  is 
venereal  disease;  but  it  is  not  that  we  object  to.  That  is  not  what  the 
people  of  the  Pacific  Coast  and  the  laboring  and  working  men  complain 
of.  There  never  has  been  a  time  that  it  was  not  competent  for  the 
authorities,  by  the  exercise  of  the  powers  which  they  enjoy,  to  have 
rid  the  State  or  the  cities  from  that  part  of  the  curse.  I  suppose  the 
reason  why  it  has  not  been  done  is  that  there  is  metallic  argument 
against  it,  arawn  from  the  cofiers  of  the  Chinese  Six  Companies.  I  sup- 
pose that  without  any  constitutional  provisions  at  all,  if  one  half,  yea, 
one  quarter  of  the  truth  be  told,  or  has  been  told,  with  regard  to  the 
Chinese  quarters  in  San  Francisco,  the  municipal  authorities  of  that  city 
have  bad  power  to  expel  them  without  the  city  limits.  I  do  not  think 
there  has  been  any  question  about  that,  sir.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Burlingame  treaty,  the  Fourteenth  Amendment,  or  the  Civil  Kights 
bill  would  have- been  considered  infracted  by  any  municipal  regulation 
for  the  abatement  of  that  nuisance.  I  have  seen  it.  I  have  seen  a  quiet 
community  up  in  the  mountains  here  in  which  this  foreign  alien  peo- 
ple have  settled,  and  wherever  they  settle  they  imm^iately  draw 
together  in  some  little  quarter.  They  are  like  a  small  or  a  large 
devil  fish,  according  to  their  members,  wherever  they  plant  themselves 
down  everything  else  begins  to  get  away,  moves  off,  gets  out  of  there. 
That  devif  fish  has  planted  itself  in  San  Francisco,  and  it  throws  out 
its  arms  and  takes  m  one  block  at  a  time.  There  seems  to  be  some 
sort  of  poisonous  exhalation  from  it  which  makes  everything  else 
get  out  of  there.  Even  the  hoodlums,  thieves,  robbers,  and  low  pros- 
titutes among  the  whites  get  away  from  there.  They  cannot  stand  it. 
They  evacuate,  absquatulate,  and  leave  the  octopus  there  all  alone.  Then 
it  reaches  out  and  takes  in  another  pai-t  of  a  block,  and  again  everything 
disappears  before  them  as  if  from  some  deadly  blight.  It  is  lilce  the 
feeding  upon  pasture  lands  of  a  flock  of  sheep.  I  do  not  wish  to  injure 
the  business  of  the  sheep  herders  in  the  Convention,  or  the  sheep  raisers, 
but  they  do  say  that  when  they  take  a  flock  of  sheep  into  a  certain  sec- 
tion, and  they  feed  over  that  section,  that  thereafter  cattle  and  horses  and 
all  the  more  nobler  sex  of  domestic  animals  refuse  to  go  there.  They  will 
not  feed  there  after  the  sheep  have  tramf)ed  over  it  and  fed  there.  And 
that  is  the  way  with  the  Chinese.  Whenever  they  set  themselves  down 
they  are  masters  of  the  situation ;  everything  else  seems  to  want  to  leave. 
As  I  have  said  before,  they  start  a  Chinese  quarter.  They  establish  a 
wash  house,  gambling  house*,  and  a  house  of  prostitution.  They  are  a 
noisy  people,  and  they  are  a  nuisance  to  quiet  people.  People  living 
around  cannot  sleep  at  night,  and  are  disturbed  by  the  noise  and  the 
lewd  women,  etc.  Finally,  in  some  places,  they  are  invited  to  go  away. 
I  know  of  a  case,  only  a  short  time  ago,  over  in  the  mountains.  They 
were  there,  and  they  troubled  the  neighborhood.  The  people  told  them 
to  leave  and  go  away.  They  talked  about  their  civil  rights.  The  citizens 
gave  them  a  few  days  to  go,  and  they  did  not  go.  Then  they  went  there 
with  their  wagons,  loaded  up  their  plunder,  and  moved  off  all  they  had 
there.  They  told  them  about  the  situation,  and  not  to  come  back  there. 
No  one  has  raised  anything  about  the  Burlingame  treaty,  and  no  con- 
stitutional provision  nas  been  infracted.    It  seems  to  be  the  right  of  a 


civilized  community  to  protect  itself.  Nor  is  that  confined  to  the  Chinese. 
I  know  that  a  nuisance  of  any  kind  is  compelled  to  vacate  by  the  strength 
of  public  opinion  alone  where  there  is  an  absence  of  the  machinery  of 
Courts  and  civil  law  to  enforce  the  remedies.  There  is  a  fundamental 
right  inherent  in  the  people  to  protect  themselves  from  that  which  is 
destructive  of  their  peace,  their  comfort,  and  their  well-being.  And  so 
I  maintain  that  the  section  which  I  offered  to  be  inserted  in  the  Preamble 
and  Bill  of  Rights  is  a  broader,  and  a  fuller,  and  a  better  declaration  of 
the  power  than  that  which  is  contained  in  section  one  of  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Chinese.  There  is  nothing  asserted  there  which  does 
not  already  exist  as  a  part  of  the  sovereign  power  without  the  declaration^ 
and  I  object  to  it  because  the  qualifications  therein  stated  do  not  reach 
the  evil.  We  do  not  object  to  the  Chinese  population  particularly,  or 
individually,  or  even  collectively  because  they  are  vagrants,  beoetase 
they  are  paupers,  because  they  are  infected  with  contagious  diseases,  but 
we  object  to  them  because  they  belong  to  an  alien  civilization.  That  is 
the  reason. 

What  is  the  population  of  this  country?  What  is  the  unwritten  idea 
of  the  growth  and  building  up  of  this  State?  It  is,  sir,  that  we  plajit 
houses ;  it  is  that  we  create  cities ;  it  is  that  we  contribute  to  the  general 
prosperity  and  enter  into  the  great  mass  of  useful  material  to  the  build- 
ing up  of  the  State.  These  do  not.  They  cannot  in  any  sense  of  the 
word  be  said  to  contribute  anything  to  American  civilization,  but  they 
constantly  draw  from  it.  That  is  what  is  the  matter.  In  our  fathers' 
times — I  must  go  back  to  them,  though  ]^want  to  keep  to  the  question 
as  near  as  I  can,  and  I  have  not  the  voice  to  go  fully  into  the  question 
now — our  fathers  understood  this  matter.  Our  fathers  found,  when 
they  struck  the  shores  of  the  Atlantic,  a  people  already  there  with  prior 
rights.  A  people,  sir,  who  are  still  said  and  still  described  by  those  who 
have  made  a  study  of  peoples,  to  be  derived  from  the  same  stock  aa  the 
Chinese.  The  Asiatics  probably  are  an  Indian  race — are  understood  bj 
the  best  scholars  to  be.  They  are  the  sort  of  people  our  ancestors  found 
upon  the  shores  of  the  Atlantic  when  they  came  there.  European  civil- 
ization and  Christian  civilization  obtained  a  foothold  on  a  strip  alone 
the  shores  of  the  Atlantic,  whilst  these  people  were  there,  by  assumed 
treaties,  by  assumed  fair  dealing,  and  not  by  conquest  exactly.  They 
have  driven  that  people  silently,  slowly,  and  constantly  before  them, 
from  the  shores  of  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  until  they  have  almost 
disappeared  from  the  face  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  De  Toqueville,  the  most  able  writer,  perhaps,  who  has  discussed 
American  institutions,  characterizes  the  treatment  of  the  Indian  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States  as  barbarous.  So  it  was  in  many  iMKs. 
It  was,  in  point  of  fact,  to  strip  it  of  all  disguise,  from  fidl^  t^^jM^  i|^p- 
stant  war  of  extermination,  ^at  is  all  yon  can  say  abo«l  M,  *  JKolBy 
was  it,  sir?  I  suppose  if  there  is  a  Providence  overruling  alI,tiialWwaa 
because  the  demands  of  that  Providence  and  His  overruling  designs 
intended  the  continent  for  European  civilization,  and  for  a  white  man's 
government.  And  ooir  forefathers,  when  in  the  light  of  their  blazing 
homes  they  puaued  the  fleeing  savage  and  shot  him  down,  never  stop- 
ped to  discuss  the  morality  of  the  method,  or  the  causes  of  that  blazing 
home.  He  hunted  him  away  because  he  had  no  other  means  of  dealing 
with  him.  He  drove  him  before  the  white  man's  civilization  because 
he  could  not  civilize  him — because  he  could  not  Christianize  him,  and 
there  were,  all  over  that  broad  land  where  prosperity  has  built  the 
happy  homes  that  dot  the  Mississippi  Valley,  ana  all  of  the  great  Atlantic 
Coast,  the  lands  are  all  wrenched  from  tHe  people  that  were  there  before 
them — wrenched  by  the  hand  of  power  from  a  people  driven  at  the 
point  of  the  bayonet,  and  by  the  bullet,  from  before  tne  advancing  tide 
of  civilization — because,  in  the  Providence  of  God,  the  way  had  to  be 
opened  for  the  white  man's  civilization.  And  that  is  the  best  argument 
that  is  possible  against  those  who  object  to  saying  that  we  must  reserve 
part  of  it  from  the  refluent  wave  of  that  same  kind  of  hostile  civiliza- 
tion that  comes  from  the  Orient  back  to  the  West.  We  stand  at  the 
very  gate  of  the  reservoir  that  hangs  like  spme  high  cloud  over  the 
people^  not  only  of  the  Pacific  Coast,  but  of  the  United  States — a 
great  reservoir  with  five  hundred  million  hungry  souls  to  draw  from, 
which  may  burst  at  any  time  and  inundate  no^  only  this  shore, 
but  flow  across  the  Rocky  Mountains  and  overwhelm  the  people  of  the 
whole  United  States.  I  say  we  must  stop  the  crevasse,  we  must  prevent 
the  inundation  anyway,  barbarous  though  it  may  be,  it  is  our  duty  to 
do  it;  and  while  the  sentimentalists  of  the  East  talk  about  the  brother- 
hood  of  man  and  the  fatherhood  of  God,  we  caa  tell  them  that  we  are 
trying  to  preserve  them  in  their  homes,  in  their  temples  of  worship, 
and  in  their  schools,  where  they  teach  the  brotherhood  of  man  and  the 
fatherhood  of  God;  for  if  they  do  overrun  them,  as  it  is  possible  for 
them  to  do,  and  it  is  possible  in  the  inscrutable  designs  of  Providence 
that  they  should,  we  labored  to  prevent  it.  Bo  not  talk  to  us  about  the 
severity  or  barbarity  of  our  proceedings. 

The  American  Indian  and  the  Chinaman  possess  different  kinds  of 
civilization  to  our  civilization.  They  differ  in  the  methods  in  which 
they  resist  it,  but  it  is  none  the  less  resistance.  The  American  Indian 
is  opposed  to  it.  He  opposed  it  b^  savage  war;  he  opposed  it  by  direct 
and  open  onslaught  upon  that  civilization  which  he  saw  coming.  In 
his  ignorance,  in  his  barbarity,  and  in  his  vice  he  had  none  the  less  a 
steady,  stern,  inflexible  will  which  resisted  any  advanci  of  civilization, 
and  consequently  there  could  be  no  other  result  except  the  conflict 
which  came.  But  the  Chinese  oppose  a  different  kind  of  warfare  to  our 
civilization,  and  in  my  judgment  it  is  a  more  dangerous  warfare,  for  it 
is  an  insidious,  slow-eating  kind  of  warfare  on  our  civilization,  against 
which  you  cannot  raise  an  arm  as  you  could  against  that  sort  of  civiliza- 
tion which  attacked  you  openly,  and  which  you  could  crush  by  means 
of  your  power. 

The  police  power  of  the  State  has  no  specific  or  legal  definition,  but 
the  line  of  demarcation  has  to  be  found,  not  in  what  is  expressed,  not 
in  what  has  been  decided  particularly  by  the  Courts,  but  it  is  to  be  found 
in  an  examination  of  the  powers  that  have  been  granted  to  the  Federal 
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Government.  Before  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  was  adopted,  and  the 
other  amendments,  the  power  of  the  people  over  this  subject,  and  over 
the  admission  of  what,  in  their  opinion — tneir  iudgment  exercised  upon 
the  subject  for  themselves— determined  to  be  obnoxious  persons,  was  not 
questioned.  The  power  was  not  questioned.  The  decisions  in  the  Pas- 
senger cases,  which  have  been  quoted  extensively  already,  fully  and 
explicitly  affirm  the  right  of  the  people  in  the  exercise  of  their  jurisdic- 
tion over  their  internal  affairs,  and  tne  regulations  affecting  the  morals, 
the  health,  and  the  general  welfare  of  the  State  was  not  denied.  Now, 
so  far  as  we  are  dealing  with  the  question  is  concerned,  the  only  effect 
of  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  and  all  the  legislation  of  Congress  there- 
under, if  any  at  all,  as  I  claim,  was  to  regulate  the  relations  of  the  black 
people  of  the  Southern  States  with  the  whites.  That  was  the  effect  of 
that.  Now,  it  is  true  that  language  is  made  use  of  in  that  amendment, 
and  that  language  is  made  use  of  in  the  Civil  Rights  bill,  which  seems 
to  imply  that  all  persons  found  upon  American  soil,  wherever  the  Con- 
stitution has  swav,  are  entitled  to  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws, 
and  not  to  be  abridged  of  any  of  their  rights,  or  of  the  rights  that  are 
granted  to  any  other  person.  On  the  face  of  it,  I  say,  that  seems  to  be 
the  inference  and  necessary  implication  to  be  drawn  from  that  Four- 
teenth Amendment  and  the  Civil  Rights  bill.  But  the  peculiarity  of 
them  is  this:  it  is  well  expounded  in  the  views  of  Judge  Black,  and  in 
the  views  of  General  Butler,  that  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  was 
intended  to  operate  upon  citizens — intended  to  operate  upon  citizens  of 
the  United  States.  In  the  first  part  of  the  article  it  makes  use  of  the 
word  "citizen."  It  savs:  "No  State  shall  make  or  enforce  any  law 
which  shall  abridge  the  privileges  or  immunities  of  citizens  of  the 
United  Stales." 

Now,  following  after  that,  comes  language  which  seems  to  be  plain  to 
the  understanding  of  all  persons : 

"  Nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any  person  of  life,  liberty,  or  property, 
without  due  process  of  law,  nor  deny  to  any  person  within  its  jurisdic- 
tion the  equal  protection  of  the  laws.''  Eoual,  how  ?  Equal  protection, 
in  what  manner?  It  is  not  to  be  construea  or  understood  that  the  rights 
and  privileges  enjoyed  by  the  citizen  must  necessarily  be  cnioyed  by 
every  person  who  comes  within  the  jurisdiction.  Not  at  all,  sir.  And 
therefore  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  that  the  effect  of  the  amendments,  and 
the  intent  of  the  amendments,  and  all  the  legislation  thereunder,  is 
to  affect  the  citizens  whose  rights  and  privileges  can  be  abridged,  whilst 
aliens  and  those  who  have  not  become  citizens,  and  who  cannot  be 
clothed  with  the  rights  of  citizenship,  shall  not  be  permitted  to  enjoy 
those  rights.  Now,  what  are  the  powers  of  the  State?  (I  must  hurry 
through,  for  I  am  getting  very  tired.)  What  are  the  powers  of  the  State 
over  its  internal  affairs?  And  what  are  the  internal  matters  over  which 
the  State  has  power?  I  wish,  gentlemen,  to  come  right  square  up  now 
to  the  question.  Has  the  State  got  any  power?  And  if  we  point  out  to 
you  the  powers  which  the  State  has  got,  are  you  willing  to  exercise  those 
powers?  Are  we  going  to  confine  ourselves  down  to  the  simple  regu- 
lation of  paupers,  vagrants,  and  criminals ;  or  shall  we  say  the  State  has 
power  to  determine  for  itself  that  the  whole  class  of  people  are  obnoxious 
and  dangerous  to  its  well-being,  and  to  bring  that  power  to  bear  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  and  prohibiting  that  evil.  Let  us  take  the  sub- 
ject of  the  internal  matters  of  the  State,  and  of  the  right  to  catch  fish, 
as  an  illustration.  Does  any  man  deny  that  the  regulation  and  the 
exercise  of  that  power  is  not  proper  to  the  State  ?  Over  the  waters  of 
the  State,  tide  waters  and  all,  except  for  the  purposes  of  navigation  and 
commerce,  does  any  man  deny  that  the  State  ims  absolute  control  ?  That 
it  can  admit  to  the  privileges,  for  instance,  of  fishing  in  these  waters,  none 
but  citizens  and  deny  it  to  all  others?  If  he  does,  I  should  like  to  see 
that  man.  Seven,  five,  or  nine  thousand  Chinese  live  by  fishing.  Are 
gentlemen  willing  to  say  that  the  State,  having  this  power,  shall  pro- 
hibit five,  seven,  or  nine  thousand  Chinamen  from  exercising  the  right 
to  catch  fish  in  the  inland  waters  of  the  State?  The  question  is  not 
new.  Is  that  barbarous  ?  The  question  is  not  new.  Do  you  want  to 
starve  them  out  ?  The  (question  is,  will  you  exercise  the  power  ?  You  say 
you  are  willing  to  exercise  anv  power  of  State.  I  tell  you  of  a  power, 
are  you  willing  to  bring  it  to  bear?  And  I  have  a  wonl  to  say  on  this 
Question  of  starving  them  out.  I  do  not  know  but  it  might  be  made  to 
nt  in  with  this  first  section.  If  we  have  got  to  find  them  out  to  be  paupers, 
the  best  thing  we  can  do  is  to  make  them  paupers,  and  then  we  nave  got 
the  power  to  send  them  out.  That  would  be  a  natural  and  logical  con- 
clusion of  this  method  of  dealing  with  the  question.  We  do  not  pro- 
pose to  let  them  starve,  but  if  they  are  paupers,  we  propose  to  send 
them  out  to  starve  somewhere  else.  Why  not  say  they  shall  not  fish 
in  the  watere  of  the  State,  make  them  paupers,  and  then  exercise  the 
power  which  we  have  to  send  them  out  of  the  country. 

Take  the  other  question ;  take  the  subject  of  the  right  to  carry  on  a 
business,  trade,  or  occupation.  It  is  a  re^rulation  over  which  the  State 
has  undoubted  power.  It  cannot  deny  to  its  citizens,  but  it  can  deny  to 
every  one  else  the  right  to  a  license.  Are  gentlemen  willing  to  exercise 
th«t  power  and  take  from  the  Chinese  the  right  to  do  business?  If 
they  cannot  do  business,  then  of  course  they  become  paujiers;  and  they 
are  immediately  put  upon  the  same  footing  with  the  fisherman,  and  we 
can  send  them  out. 

Take  for  an  instance,  the  subject  of  forbidding  corporations  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  from  giving  employment  to  this  class  of  peo- 
ple. Is  there  any  question  about  the  powers  of  the  State  to  impose  that 
sort  of  a  condition  upon  corporations?  They  hold  their  franchises  sub- 
ject to  the  condition  that  the  State  may  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  them, 
and  if  no  one  denies  the  power,  it  cuts  them  off  from  another  great 
source  of  employment.  Are  gentlemen  willing  to  go  in  for  that?  True, 
it  will  starve  them  out,  but  they  become  paupers,  and  then  we  take  them 
as  paupers  and  send  them  away. 

Take  again  the  subject  of  excluding  them  from  employment  upon  any 
public  work.  I  suppose  there  is  no  man  who  will  object  to  the  exercise 
of  that  power.     I  do  not  think  nowadays  that  any  man  engaged  in 


any  public  work  would  employ  them,  but,  on  the  suggestion  of  my 
fHena  from  Los  Angeles,  Colonel  Ayers,  I  have  no  objection  to  its  going 
in.  The  Supreme  Court  can  set  it  aside  if  it  wants  to.  We  are  not 
worse  off.    So  as  to  section  five : 

"  No  person  who  is  not  eligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
Btatea  shall  be  permitted  to  settle  in  this  State  after  the  adoption  of 
this  Constitution." 

I  have  this  remark  to  make  in  regaul  to  that,  alid  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  gentlemen  to  the  posture  T»f  this  question.  We  can  make 
these  declarations;  we  can  insert  them  in  the  Constitution  that  we 
make;  we  can  take  the  Chinese  to  the  Courts,  and  wherever  there  is  a 
doubt  upon  the  question,  I  am  in  favor  of  taking  the  decision  of  a  Court 
in  this  way — the  only  way  in  which  I  know  it  can  be  done;  but  I  want 
something  to  fall  back  on.  I  insist  that  we  shall  not  be  left  helplera 
and  stranded  after  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  declared 
that  these  provisions  conffict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

We  have  had,  sir,  for  years  and  years,  the  same  old  thing.  We  have 
had  platform  declarations.  We  have  had  efforts  in  Congress  to  bring 
the  subject  before  their  attention  ignored;  so  much  so  that,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  there  has  never  yet  been  a  vote  taken  upon  it  in  Congi^ss.  The 
ayes  and  noes,  or  any  kind  of  a  vote,  has  never  been  taken  in  Congress 
upon  the  question  in  any  shape  whatever.  So  little  attention  has  been 
paid  to  our  constant  and  reiterated  demands  for  relief  that  I  do  not 
know  that  even  a  committee  has  ever  reported  upon  the  subject  at  all. 

Now,  sir,  we  are  proposed  to  be  remanded  to  the  Courts  on  every 
(questionable  and  doubtful  proposition  declaratory  of  extremely  ques- 
tionable and  doubtful  purposes.  And  shall  we  be  left  there?  No  sir! 
I  insist  that  we  shall  reserve  still  the  power  in  the  Constitution  consti- 
tuting the  basis  and  framework  for  a  legislative  superstructure  in  the 
State  of  California  upon  the  subject.  I  insist  that  we  shall  declare — ^pos- 
itively and  strongly  declare — these  rights,  and  these  powers,  police 
powers  of  the  State,  and  direct  the  Legislature  to  erect  upon  it  a  system 
of  laws  by  which  the  Chinese  that  are  here  will  be  excluded,  and  by 
which  they  can  be  driven  out  faster  than  they  can  be  brought  in.  I  say 
it  can  be  done !  I  say  it  must  be  done.  And  I  say  I  want  to  see  it 
done,  for  the  reason  that  Congress  must  be  awakened,  the  great  American 
people  must  be  aroused.  Men  are  there  constantly  at  the  doors  of  Con- 
grera,  and  in  the  President's  chambers,  insisting  it  is  not  the  actual  and 
^nuine  sentiment  of  thepeople  of  the  Pacific  Coast  that  this  immigra- 
tion must  be  stopped.  We  must  demonstrate  to  them  that  we  are  in 
earnest.  Yea,  sir,  we  must  startle  them.  I  am  in  favor  of  shocking 
their  sensibilities,  and  then  they  will  know,  sir,  that  we  are  in  real 
earnest.    What  will  be  the  consequence  ? 

Mb.  ayers.  Do  you  think  that  there  is  anything  that  oould  shock 
the  sensibilities  of  the  East  on  this  subject  more  than  to  adopt  a  section 
in  the  Constitution  declaring  the  power  of  exclusion  to  exist  in  the  State  ? 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  Yes,  sir,  I  do.  I  think  thev  would  be  more  shocked 
by  saying  that  if  the  worst  comes  to  the  worst  that  we  are  willing  to  use 
the  public  power  of  the  State  to  starve  them  out.  I  do,  because  they 
might  say  we  are  trying  to  bully  when  we  say  that  they  shall  not  land 
here;  but  they  know  we  have  got  the  other  kind  of  power,  and  seeing 
us  propose  to  use  it,  they  may  say,  "  These  people  are  in  earnest  They 
are  going  for  blood !" 

Why  is  it  that  Chinamen  come  here?  What  is  it  that  draws  them 
to  these  shores?  Demand  for  labor.  If  nobody  employs  them  they  will 
not  oome,  will  they?  If  they  cannot  get  employment  they  will  not 
come.  That  you  may  say  is  a  maxim  of  political  science.  Men  move 
from  the  love  of  food  more  than  for  mere  conquest,  and  if  they  come 
here,  they  come  here  for  food  and  employment.  Destroy  the  demand 
and  ^ou  destroy  the  immigration.  If  thev  see  in  the  East  that  we  are 
striking  at  the  very  demand  for  labor  itself,  they  can  but  say,  "  These 
people  are  in  earnest,  if  they  are  barbarous  and  cruel." 

I  am  in  favor  of  startling  them.  I  am  in  favor  of  doing  it  so  because 
I  am  willing  to  have  either  one  of  the  consequences  to  happen.  We  try 
to  reach  them  bv  saying,  "  Aliens  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the 
United  States,"  because  we  do  not  want  to  affect  foreieners  of  other 
countries.  We  can  say  that  and  take  our  chances.  We  ao  not  actually 
know,  by  the  decision  of  the  highest  tribunal,  that  they  are  ineligible  to 
become  citizens.  The  best  decision  that  we  have  ever  got,  of  course, 
declares  them  ineligible;  but  it  is  that  sort  of  a  decision  that  may  be 
reversed  to-morrow,  and  the  highest  tribunal  may  declare  them  to  be 
citizens  of  the  United  States.  Other  Courts  of  record  in  the  United 
States  have  admitted  them,  and  are  admitting  them  to  citizenship. 
Congress  might,  at  this  session,  amend  the  naturalization  laws  so  that 
they  could,  unquestionably,  become  citizens. 

Perhaps  we  will  drive  Congress  into  doing  that,  who  knows  1  We 
had  batter  drive  Congress  into  doing  something  than  to  have  this  eter- 
nal contempt  of  the  demands  of  the  people  of  the  Pacific  Coast,  for  then, 
sir,  we  would  be  compelled  to  fall  back  on  our  own  resoaroes,  knowing 
that  there  was  no  hope  there.     But  it  might  have  the  other  effect. 

Gentlemen  are  always  claiming  and  contending  here  that  it  would 
be  a  shame  and  a  stain  that  would  bring  the  blush  to  the  cheek  of  a 
Californian  to  have  such  provisions  in  the  Constitution,  or  our  statute 
books,  as  apparently  in  defiance  of  our  American  civilization.  I  say, 
~'~    that  if^  undpr  the  spur  of  our  resolute  determination  and  our 


sir 

earnestness  Congress  shoufd  act,  it  is  not  difficult  to  remove  them  from 
the  Constitution  and  from  the  statutes.  It  can  be  done  simply  and 
absolutely.  It  need  not  remain  there  when  the  effect  intended  has  been 
produced  in  any  other  way.  But  the  country  must  be  awakened.  It 
must  be  awakened  as  by  an  earthquake  shock  to  the  determination  of 
the  people  of  the  Pacific  Coast  that  something  must  bo  done,  and  some 
relief  must  be  granted.  And  if  it  is  possible  to  cut  them  off  from  every 
avenue  of  employment,  and  within  the  power  of  the  State  to  do  so,  and 
it  can  be  demonstrated  on  this  floor  that  such  would  be  the  effect, 
where  is  the  gentleman  who  opposes  such  measures,  can  reconcile  it 
with  his  declarations  to  his  constituents  that  he  was  willing  to  go  to  the 


652 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Tuesday, 


-very  verge  of  constitutional  power  for  the  purpose  of  doing  so.  It 
docs  not  need,  sir,  that  it  be  done  instantly  and  at  once.  It  does  not 
need  that  the  vast  army  of  Chinese  laboring  on  this  coant  shall  be  sud- 
denly, at  one  fell  swoop,  cut  off  from  all  employment,  but  that  they 
shall  be  worked  out.  That  is  the  plan,  and  the  idea;  we  all  hope,  we 
all  desire,  we  all  prefer,  that  Congress  should  close  the  Golden  Gate 
against  their  further  immigration,  but  the  question  has  resolved  itself 
simply  into  this :  If  Congress  will  not  act,  are  you  willing  to  do  so  here  in 
the  Slate  of  California?  We  ai^  placed  in  this  predicament  that  we 
cannot  ascertain  the  action  of  Congress  before  this  Convention  shall 
adjourn.  If  we  could,  we  might  malce  a  last  appeal  to  them  to  step  in 
now  and  forbid  Chinese  immigration,  and  we  could  attend  to  those  that 
are  here.  But  we  have  no  such  opportunity.  We  must  act  then  as  if 
we  had  no  other  resource.  We  must  act  as  if  the  question  was  upon  us 
to  decide  for  ourselves,  to  regulate  for  ourselves,  and  to  regulate  it  in 
the  best  and  most  efficacious  manner.  Now,  sir,  what  is  that  manner? 
With  every  disposition  on  earth  to  conform  as  nearly  as  may  be  to  the 
ideas  of  civilized  mankind,  and  the  ideas  of  justice,  and  of  humanity, 
I  do  ray  and  I  do  insist  that  promptitude  of  action  is  imperatively 
demau^jed  by  the  exigencies  of  tne  case — promptitude  of  action,  sir,  in 
order  to  save  the  fair  cities  and  the  fair  fields  of  California  from  being 
the  scenes  of  carnage,  of  riot,  and  of  blood ;  I  speak  whereof  I  know.  1 
speak  whereof  I  know  when  I  assure  gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  and 
every  one  within  the  sound  of  my  voice,  that  an  uprising  is  hard  to  be 
restrained  to-day.  I  have  been,  sir,  upon  the  inside.  The  reverence  for 
American  institutions,  the  reverence  tor  law  and  order,  appealed  to,  has 
produced  its  effect.  There  does  exist  yet  in  the  minds  or  our  people  an 
earnest  and  prayerful  desire  that  they  may  not  be  driven,  as  they  believe 
it  will  become  imperatively  necessary  for  them  yet  to  be  driven,  to  resort 
to  tliat  course  taken  by  the  revolutionary  fathers  when  they  went  upon 
that  ship  in  Boston  harbor  and  flung  overboard  the  contraband  tea. 
God  spare  us  that  sort  of  a  revolution,  sir. 

We  should  avert  it  if  possible.  We  should  give  them  some  gleam  of 
hope  that  something  will  be  done  at  home,  by  peaceable  and  constitutional 
means.  They  are  not  anxious  to  rush  into  these  things,  but  they  do 
know  their  power  and  it  cannot  be  denied.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  a 
great  majority  having  within  their  control  the  destinies  of  this  State, 
having  expressed  time  and  time  again  the  determination,  find  them- 
selves continually  denied  the  rights  they  ought  to  have,  continually 
forestalled  in  the  occupation  of  the  avenues  of  labor  by  this  alien  race, 
are  discontented.  It  is  for  that  reason,  sir,  that  here  and  now  I  call  upon 
this  Convention  for  some  promptitude  of  action,  whatever  that  may  be, 
which  shall  be  an  effectual,  startling,  and  convincing  awakener  of  the 
people  of  the  Eastern  States,  of  Congress,  and  the  ruling  powers,  to  the 
fact  that  we  are  in  earnest,  resolute. 

The  last  biennial  message  of  his  Excellency  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  supposed  to  present  for  the  consideration  of  Congress  all 
matters  affecting  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  has  not 
one  single  syllable  touching  a  question  which  is  the  overshadowing  and 
paramount  subject  of  discussion  at  ever}r fireside  on  the  Pacific  Coast; 
not  one  syllable;  not  one  Hue  I  Deaf,  indeed,  to  all  prayers  seems  to  be 
the  ears  of  those  that  are  now  in  power. 

I  see  the  hour  for  recess  has  arrived,  and  I  will  give  way  for  a  motion 
that  the  committee  rise. 

Ms«  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Mb.  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

The  hour  having  arrived,  the  Convention  will  take  a  recess  until  two 
o'clock  p.  M. 

AFTERNOON    SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m..  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

CHINSSK   IMMIGRATION. 

Mr.  miller.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Qpnvention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Chinese. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  section 
seven. 

SPIKCH  OF  MR.  BARBOUR — CONCLUDKD. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  was  presenting  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Convention  the  conflict,  the  irrepressible  conflict,  which  is 
impending  over  the  people  of  the  Pacific  Coast  by  reason  of  the  pres- 
ence of  a  Mongolian  population.  I  maintain  that  the  conflict,  in  the 
very  nature  of  things,  unless  a  feasible  remedy  can  be  found,  is  inevita- 
ble. It  is,  sir,  an  irrepressible  conflict  between  two  entirely  dissimilar 
civilizations — aye,  sir,  between  two  different  systems  of  labor,  as  was 
the  old  irrepressible  conflict  between  the  free  white  labor  of  the  North 
and  the  slave  labor  of  the  South.  The  manifestations  of  the  conflict 
and  the  opposition  existing  may  be  different  from  the  manifestations  of 
the  old  conflict,  but  it  is  none  the  less  true  that  the  signs  for  a  future 
conflict  exist  as  certain  and  as  inevitable  as  ever  did  exist  the  signs  of 
the  old  conflict,  and  it  is  the  part  of  statesmen — of  true  and  wise  states- 
manship— to  avoid  the  revolutionary  part  of  the  conflict,  if  it  is  possi- 
ble to  ao  so.  Had  our  forefathers  been  guided  by  the  experience  of 
nations,  as  they  might  have  been,  this  country  would  have  been  relieved 


from  the  conflict  which  impended  over  it  so  long,  and  which  finally 
burst  with  such  terrible  effect  upon  it.  But  they  were  not  guided  by 
experience.  They  temporised.  They  felt  thev  could  not  yield  up  the 
kind  of  labor  which  in  their  dav  they  contended  was  the  only  kind  of 
labor  with  which  they  could  develop  the  resources  of  their  section  of 
the  country. 

And  that  same  argument  has  been  made  on  the  floor  of  this  Conven- 
tion. We  have  been  told  here  that  Chinese  labor  is  developing  the 
resources  of  this  country;  and  we  are  told  now  that  Chinese  labor  is 
necessary  to  the  further  development  of  the  country.  Members  did  not 
proclaim  these  sentiments  in  tne  nominating  conventions;  they  did  not 
proclaim  it  on  the  stump.  If  they  held  any  such  opinions  they  failed 
to  make  it  known  before  the  election.  They  admitted  the  impending 
conflict;  they  admitted  the  evils  resulting  from  the  presence  of  the  Chi- 
nese, and  yet  they  now  tell  us  they  cannot  work  their  mines  at  the 
present  rates  of  labor,  and  that  the  present  wages  for  white  labor  are 
too  high. 

I  admire  the  honesty  and  candor  of  the  gcmtleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr. 
Stuart,  who  makes  ho  secret  in  this  Convention  as  to  what  his  opinion 
is.  He  believes  that  a  great  many  of  the  landholders  of  the  land  can 
not  work  their  land  with  white  labor,  at  the  present  rates  of  production. 
I  would  rather  hear  men  come  out  souarely  and  oppose  these  measures, 
for  some  cause,  than  to  see  them  innifferent — assenting  to  the  doctrine 
of  the  evils  of  Chinese  immigration  in  the  abstract,  but  unwilling  to  do 
anything  practical  to  abate  the  evil.  I  contend,  however,  that  the  gen- 
tleman m>m  Sonoma  is  mistaken  in  his  premises.  I  contend  that  if  the 
labor  market  of  California  could  be  instantly  deprived  of  this  great 
source  of  supply,  there  would  be  an  influx  of  white  labor  to  fill  the 
vacancy.  It  will  be  governed  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand.  Cre- 
ate a  demand  for  lalx)r,  and  inform  the  white  laborers  of  the  country 
that  they  will  not  be  compelled  to  come  in  competition  with  Chinese 
labor,  and  thev  will  come.  You  have  but  to  call  for  white  labor  and  it 
will  come.  Tnere  is  no  doubt  about  it  in  the  world.  It  has  been  here, 
sir.  It  has  looked  over  the  fields,  it  has  sought  to  obtain  this  employ- 
ment, but  it  was  forestalled,  and  it  did  not  stay,  because  the  ground  was 
occupied — because  free  labor  would  not  volunteer  to  place  itself  in  com- 
petition with  slave  labor^or  that  which  is  similar  in  almost  every 
respect  to  slave  labor. 

I'here  might  be  present  hardship  to  the  industries  of  the  country  by 
the  cessation  of  a  hundred  thousana  laborers,  if  that  is  a  correct  estimate 
of  the  number.  I  admit  that  there  would  be  a  depression  produced  by 
the  sudden  withdrawal  of  this  number  of  laborers.  But  is  it  not  iun- 
nitely  better  for  the  interests  of  the  entire  community,  for  the  interests 
of  our  future  industries,  and  for  the  people  of  California  and  of  the 
Pacific  Coast,  than  that  so  much  suffering,  so  much  hardship  be  entailed 
upon  them? 

Now,  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  an  elaborate  discussion  of  this  section, 
or  of  the  various  sections  of  this  report,  but  with  regard  to  the  method 
of  regulation  I  have  this  to  say :  I  do  not  desire  to  be  left  helpless  and 
powerless  by  what  I  fear  will  be  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
ihe  United  States.  I  do  not  say  that  these  provisions  cover  the  case,  or 
are  exactly  such  as  this  Convention  ought  to  adopL  But  I  do  say,  and 
I  insist,  that  it  is  demanded  of  us  here  in  this  Convention  that  we  do 
make  some  use  of  the  internal  police  power  of  the  State,  in  the  event 
of  the  restraint  being  denied  by  Congress,  or  in  the  event  that  these 
other  provisions  be  aeclared  null  and  void.  When  we  enter  into  the 
State,  which  is  called  a  political  community,  we  make  a  contract  with 
all  the  other  members  of  that  community,  and  to  that  extent  surrender 
certain  of  our  rights.  A  given  number  of  the  members  of  this  Conven- 
tion may  enter  into  an  agreement  among  themselves,  by  which  they 
bind  themselves,  by  certain  forfeitures,  not  to  employ  Chinese  labor. 
They  are  legitimate  agreements.  They  may  be  enforced.  I  maintain 
that  the  State,  having  the  power  to  make  these  regulations,  is  empowered 
and  authorized  to  do  the  very  same  thing.  I  maintain  that  tne  State 
may  impose  upon  its  citizens  certain  disabilities,  in  the  event  of  their 
employing  that  kind  of  labor,  because  it  comes  within  the  police  power 
of  the  State.  It  has  the  right  to  determine  what  kind  of  labor,  in  its 
judgment,  and  the  presence  of  what  kind  of  laborers  are  detrimental  to 
the  welfare  of  the  State;  and  whoever  employs  it,  whoever  is  instru- 
mental in  bringing  that  kind  of  labor  into  the  State,  to  that  extent  is 
instrumental  in  maintaining  a  nuisance;  and,  therefore, it  is  competent 
for  the  State  to  impose  that  condition  upon  its  citizens,  at  least  those  who 
come  within  its  jurisdiction  with  regara  to  subject-matters  of  that  kind. 
With  all  that  class  of  persons  who  hold  public  offices,  and  exercise  rights 
and  privileges  granted  by  the  State,  the  State  has  a  right  to  impose  that 
kind  of  conditions  upon  them — the  State  may  name  the  obligation 
clause — to  nominee.  They  may  say  that  the  Chinese — putting  the  ques- 
tion squarely — may  not  be  ineligible  to  citizenship,  no  matter  what  the 
Courts  may  decide;  and  it  is  within  that  power,  and  within  that  gen- 
eral authority  of  the  State,  to  impose  these  conditions  upon  the  citizens — 
the  conditions  upon  which  they  may  exercise  these  rights  and  privileges. 

But  I  go  beyond  all  that,  sir,  and  I  say  that  it  comes  within  ana  it 
ought  to  be  placed  upon  the  ground  of  the  great  sovereign  power  of  the 
State.  Here  is  what  is  confessed  to  be  the  greatest  nuisance  ever 
imposed  upon  a  free  and  enlighted  people,  drawn  here  by  the  circum- 
stances, the  result  of  the  growth  of  the  State  under  the  laws  of  supply 
and  demand,  which  was  in  the  beginning  considered  unworthy  of  par- 
ticular attention,  but  which  has  grown  to  such  proportions  that  it  has 
become  a  mighty  nuisance.  Now,  where  is  the  community,  where  is 
the  individual,  where  is  the  city,  where  is  the  county,  where  is  the 
State  on  the  face  of  the  globe  which  does  not  possess  as  one  of  its  chief 
attributes  the  power  to  abate  nuisances?  Simply  a  nuisance,  and  a  great 
nuisance.  And  the  judgment  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  California 
has  already  proclaimed  to  the  world  that  here  in  our  midst  is  the  crown- 
ing nuisance,  which  calls  for  the  exercise  of  the  sovereign  power  of  the 
State  for  its  abatement.     I  maintain,  sir,  that  the  State  does  have  the 
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power  to  Bend  them  without  our  limits.  And  it  is  our  duty  to  impose 
this  dut^  upon  the  Legislature,  which  has  control  of  the  machinery.  I 
am  willing  to  take  section  one  upon  that  ground.  I  am  willing  to  take 
section  two,  which  forbids  the  employment  of  Chinese  by  corporations. 
I  am  willing  to  take  section  three,  which  forbids  their  employment  upon 

fmblic  works.  I  am  willing  to  take  section  four,  because  it  will  hold  at 
east  until  overturned  bv  the  SuprAne  Court  of  the  United  States.  I  am 
willing  to  take  section  nve  upon  the  same  ground.  Now,  I  understand 
the  majority  of  this  Convention  are  content  to  take  this  section,  but  desire 
to  stop  there.  Now,  sir,  I  can  very  readily  perceive,  under  certain  con- 
structions put  upon  this  section,  how  it  will  result;  that  we  will  deserve 
at  the  hands  of  the  people  the  charge  that  we  have  done  nothing.  I  can 
see  how  every  single  one  of  these  sections  may  be  rendered  nugatory, 
because  they  do  not— not  one  single  one  of  them — come  squarely  down  to 
a  declaration  of  the  duty  of  the  State,  to  bring  the  arm  of  sovereignty,  to 
bring  its  police  power  to  bear  directly  upon  this  question.  That  is  exactly 
where  we  differ.  The  Legislature,  and  the  municipalities  will  have  no 
power.  We  not  only  want  to  give  them  power  to  do  it,  but  we  ought  to 
impose  the  duty  upon  them.  And  it  is  for  that  reason  that  the  suc- 
ceeding sections,  six,  seven,  eight,  and  nine,  or  somethiii^  similar  to 
those  sections,  ought  to  be  incorporated  in  the  Constitution,  or  submit- 
ted in  separate  seMions.    These  sections  are  as  follows : 

Sec.  6.  Foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States 
shall  not  have  the  right  to  sue  or  be  sued  in  any  of  the  Courts  of  this 
State,  and  any  lawyer  appearing  for  or  against  them,  or  any  of  them,  in 
a  civil  proceeding,  shall  forfeit  his  license  to  practice  law.  No  such 
foreigner  shall  be  granted  license  to  carry  on  any  business,  trade,  or 
occupation  in  this  State,  nor  shall  such  license  be  granted  to  any  person 
or  corporation  employing  them.  No  such  foreigner  shall  have  the  right 
to  catch  fish  in  any  of  the  waters  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State: 
nor  to  purchase,  own,  or  lease  real  property  in  this  State;  and  all  con- 
tracts of  conveyance  or  lease  of  real  estate  to  any  such  foreigner  shall  be 
void. 

Sec.  7.  The  presence  of  foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the 
United  States  is  declared  hereby  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-being  of 
the  State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  discourage  their  immigration  by  all 
the  means  within  its  power.  It  shall  provide  for  their  exclusion  from 
residence  or  settlement  in  any  portion  of  the  State  it  may  see  fit,  or  from 
the  State,  and  provide  suitable  methods,  by  their  taxation  or  otherwise, 
for  the  expense  of  such  exclusion.  It  shall  prescribe  suitable  penalties 
for  the  punishment  of  persons  convicted  of  introducing  them  within 
forbidden  limits.  It  shall  delegate  all  neceesary  power  to  the  incorporated 
cities  and  towns  of  this  State  for  their  removal  without  the  limits  of  such 
cities  and  towns. 

Bkc.  8.  Public  officers  within  this  State  are  forbidden  to  employ 
Chinese  in  any  capacity  whatever.  Violation  of  this  provision  shall  be 
ground  for  removal  from  office;  and  no  person  shall  be  eligible  to  any 
office  in  this  State  who,  at  the  time  of  election,  and  for  three  months 
before,  employed  Chinese. 

Sec.  9.  The  exercise  of  the  right  of  suffrage  shall  be  denied  to  any 
person  employing  Chinese  in  this  State,  and  it  snail  be  sufficient  challenge 
that  the  person  offering  to  vote  is  employing  Chinese,  or  has  employed 
them  within  three  months  next  preceaing  the  election. 

I  introduced  into  this  Convention  a  proposition  to  instruct  the  Judiciary 
Committee  to  report  to  this  body  the  legality  of  submitting  separate 
articles  to  the  people,  to  be  ratified  or  rejected,  and  I  was  in  hopes  they 
would  have  done  so  before  we  reached  this  article.  I  am  informed  they 
have  made  up  their  minds,  and  I  suppose  the  probabilities  are  that  we 
will  be  advised  that  it  is  not  competent  for  us  to  submit  separate  articles 
for  the  jpeople  to  vote  upon.  They  may  be  right,  and  they  may  be  wrong. 
I  am  of^the  opinion  that  it  will  be  satisfactory  to  a  large  portion  of  the 
people  to  be  allowed  to  vote  directly  and. squarely  upon  this  Chinese 
question;  and  if  the  outcome  shall  be  that  a  majority  are  iiffavor  of,  or 
opposed  to  restrictive  legislation,  then  it  will  have  no  validity;  but 
on  the  contrary,  if  a  majority  do  decide  in  favor  of  this  legislation,  it 
will  be  a  direct  and  positive  announcement:  first,  of  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  the  State  of  California;  and  second,  that  it  will  leave  the 
Legislature  power  to  do  something  for  the  accomplishment  of  this  result. 
I  have  taken  the  opinions,  as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  do  so,  upon  this 
question,  and  I  believe  they  are  willing  to  submit — outside  of  tne  Con- 
imtution — to  the  electors  of  the  State  of  California,  directly  and  squarely, 
the  proposition  whether  this  State  shall  bring  to  bear  her  police  and 
internal  power  for  the  purpose  of  expelling  the  Chinese  from  our  midst. 

Many  tell  us  that  the  question  of  Chinese  commerce  and  the  Chinese 
here  are  so  mixed  up  with  the  laboring  interests,  bound  up  witR  it,  that 
if  you  take  the  honest  sentiment  of  the  people  of  California,  it  will  be 
found  to  be  against  restrictive  legislation.  Sir,  I  am  perfectly  content  to 
risk  it  to  the  people,  though  I  Icnow  that  many  who  pretend  to  be  anti- 
Chinese  reformers  secretly  employ  Chinese,  and  are  secretly  in  favor  of 
Chinese  labor.  I  know  that  to  be  true,  sir.  I  am  willing  to  take  the 
chances  on  that.  I  am  not  afraid  but  the  honest  sentiment  of  a  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  California  will  be  found  to  be  on  the  right  side, 
if  taken  in  a  fair  and  square  election.  ^ 

Now,  sir,  I  have  spoken  long  enough,  I  suppose,  both  for  my  own  good 
and  the  comfort  of  the  Convention,  biit  I  have  endeavored  to  plead  the 
cause  of  the  workingmen  of  this  State  before  this  body.  I  have  endeav- 
ored to  present  the  claims  of  that  numerous  class,  but  whether  rightfully 
or  wrongfully  I  know  not.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion,  from  the 
character  of  the  legislation  that  has  taken  place ;  from  the  character  of 
the  events  constituting  the  history  of  this  coast  for  the  past  ten  years — I 
say  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  have  no  friends  among  the 
powers  that  be.  Whether  rightfully  or  wrongfully,  sir,  I  say  that  the 
workingmen  of  the  State  of  California  have  lost  confidence  entirely  in 
those  who  shape  the  legislation  of  the  country,  and  they  have  done  so 
because,  notwitnstanding  the  loud  professions — the  reiterated  professions 
of  friendship  and  devotion  to  the  cause  of  labor  and  to  the  rights  of 


laboring  men — they  have  seen  year  afler  year  roll  away  and  nothing 
done — no,  not  one  single  step  taken  in  the  direction  of  reform — and  I 
come  before  this  Convention  pleading  their  cause;  and  we  would  plead 
it  in  a  sincere  way.  And  I  say  to  this  Convention  now,  I  demand,  sirs, 
in  the  name  of  the  workingmen  of  the  State  of  California,  that  some- 
thing more  than  mere  obstructions,  and  humbug,  and  pretense,  be  dealt 
out  to  them  hereafter.  They  want  some  practical  work,  something  that 
will  produce  practical  results.  Nay,  more,  sir.  Not  alone  for  them  do 
I  appHeal;  I  do  so  in  the  interests  of  the  rising  generation;  I  do  so  in  the 
interests  of  humanity;  I  do  so  in  the  interest  of  the  future  prosperity  of 
the  Pacific  Coast,  and  of  California,  which  is  my  home,  which  has  held 
me  so  far,  and  which  will  probably  be  my  home  so  long  as  I  live,  and 
my  resting  place  when  I  die.     [Applause.] 

Ma.  JOYCE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  like  to  offer  a  substitute  for 
section  one,  as  it  at  present  stands. 

I'hb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  JOYCE.    I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  whole  business. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    Send  it  up. 

Thi  secretary  read: 

''  Skction  1 .  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  Mayors  of  incorporated  cities,  and 
the  Supervisors  of  counties,  after  the  first  day  of  May,  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty,  to  see  that  no  Mongolians  be  allowed  to  reside  within  the 
limits  of  their  respective  cities  and  counties;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
the  Governor  of  this  State,  in  c^se  of  the  inability  of  such  l^yor,  or 
such  Supervisors,  to  use  all  the  power  of  the  State  in  assisting  such 
Mayors  and  such  Supervisors  in  enforcing  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

"  Sec.  2.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  make  all  the  neces- 
sary laws  for  the  enforcement  of  the  above  section." 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  substitute. 

SPEECH  OF  ME.  JOYCE. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  that  substitute  for  this  reason : 
it  seems  to  be  unanimous,  or  very  near  unanimous,  in  this  Convention, 
that  they  are  all  in  favor  of  adopting  some  measure  that  will  rid  the 
country  of  the  Chinese.  Now,  sir,  it  strikes  me  that  being  adopted, 
there  is  no  possible  means  of  labor  being  brought  inte  competition  with 
the  Chinese  after  the  enforcement  of  this.  There  is  no  neceseiity  of 
dealing  with  the  increase  of  the  Chinamen  in  future,  because,  if  they 
cannot  reside  here,  they  will  have  no  anxiety  of  coming  here.  I  believe 
that  before  the  rebellion  a  majority  of  the  border  States  had  provisions 
preventing  free  negroes  coming  into  their  States.  I  believe,  in  a  great 
many  cases,  these  laws  were  executed;  and  I  believe  if  this  provision  be 
embodied  into  the  Constitution  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  the  future 
in  dealing  with  this  thing.  In  the  next  place  there  is  another  principle 
back  of  it.  If  there  are  any  counties  in  the  State  that  desire  to  have 
Chinese,  they  can  use  the  local  option  means.  If  the  people  desire  to 
get  rid  of  the  Chinese  in  good  faitn,  the  sovereign  will  or  the  people  can 
instruct  their  officers  to  do  so.  I  do  not  see  why  this  will  not  solve  this 
Chinese  question  in  a  very  simple  way. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    BARTON. 

Mr.  BARTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  Upon  this  subject,  sir,  I  desire  to 
say  a  few  words,  if  I  can  have  the  attention  of  the  committee  for  a  few 
moments.  This  is  a  subject,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee, more  vital  to  the  State  of  California  and  the  whole  Pacific  Coast 
than  any  or  all  other  questions  that  have  ever  been  presented  to  the 
people  of  this  coast.  Year  after  year  we  have  remainea  with  our  hands 
tied;  year  after  year  have  we  seen  the  Democratic  party,  and  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Republican  party,  assembled  in  this  hall,  and 
announce  to  the  people  of  this  State  that  they  were  positively  opposed 
to  the  further  importation  of  Chinese,  and  engrafting  m  their  platforms, 
and  upon  their  banners,  in  glowing  colors,  that  infernal  deception,  cal- 
culated and  designed  for  the  purpose  of  creating  sympathy  and  political 
prestige.  Year  afler  year  have  they  inscribea  upon  their  banners  in 
every  campaign  this  deception.  Year  after  year  we  have  heard  these 
Caliiornia  demagogues  (some  of  whom  we  find  in  this  Convention 
to-day,  sent  here  by  the  people  to  represent  the  people's  interests),  afraid 
to  raise  their  voices  on  this  floor  on  behalf  of  the  people.  Sir,  I  have 
been  waiting  for  some  of  these  great  men  who  occupy  seats  here  to  rise 
up,  statesman-like,  and  let  me  near  them  place  themselves  either  in 
favor  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  California  and  her  institutions,  or  in 
favor  of  continuing  this  Mongolian  curse. 

I  perhaps  feel  more  deeply  than  many  of  you.  I  have  been  a  citizen 
of  tnis  State  long  enough  to  rear  a  family  to  manhood^  and  I  find 
myself  and  my  children  brought  down  by  force  of  circumstances  and 
misfortune  to  a  level  with  these  slaves,  and  yet  I  maintain  my  dignity. 
I  stand  here  to-day  to  defend  my  dignity  and  my  manhood ;  to  defend 
the  principles  of  our  government  and  of  the  people  of  the  country,  and 
that  is  what  I  am  here  for  to-day.  The  representatives  of  the  working 
people  of  this  State,  in  the  Le^slature  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
six  and  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -seven,  asked  to  have  engrafted  upon 
the  st4tute  books  that  where  the  State  granted  aid  to  corporations,  the 
parties  receiving  such  aid  shall  not  be  permitted  to  employ  Chinese 
labor  thereon,  and  I  am  sorry  to  know  that  my  Democratic  friends  and 
my  Republican  friends,  in  both  branches  of  the  Legislature,  almost 
solidly  voted  against  the  proposition.  That  is  a  matter  of  record,  and 
gentlemen  need  not  take  my  word  for  it.  Three  several  times  when 
that  measure  was  broueht  up,  our  Democratic  friends  and  our  Republi- 
can friends  voted  vAia  against  it.  The  people  asked  that  when  the 
State  was  giving  aid  that  the  work  should  be  done  by  white  labor,  and 
on  these  three  several  occasions  the  friends  of  labor,  so  called,  turned 
their  backs  upon  the  people  and  voted  against  the  proposition. 

As  to  the  evils  of  Chinese  immigration,  allow  me  to  say  right  here 
that  I  do  not  believe,  when  you  come  right  down  to  the  real  sober 
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thought,  that  there  is  any  great  need  for  this  argument.  On  this  sub- 
ject, I  believe  that  the  voice  of  humanity  dictates  that  it  is  a  vice;  that 
it  is  the  sentiment  of  the  people  of  this  state  that  it  is  a  curse;  therefore 
I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  that  proposition  at  any  length.  We  find  our- 
selves in  a  very  peculiar  condition.  We  have  the  slaves  of  Asia,  the 
penal  scum  of  Europe  pouring  in  upon  us  for  the  last  twenty-five  years, 
and  in  addition  to  that  we  find  England  closing  Hell  Gate  and  all  her 
colonial  ports  against  all  of  such  scum,  and  we  ask,  in  behalf  of  the 
people  or  this  State  and  of  humanity,  that  the  Golden  Gate  shall  be 
closed  against  them  likewise.  We  ask  this  as  a  matter  of  self-protec- 
tion. And  I  claim  we  have  the  righi,  notwithstanding  the  Burlingame 
treaty,  to  incorporate  a  clause  in  this  Constitution,  to  drive  out,  if  you 
please,  from  the  incorporated  cities  of  this  State,  and  from  the  counties, 
this  Chinese  curse,  l^ow,  you  may  think  that  this  is  an  extreme  view, 
but  if  there  is  one  thing  above  all  others  that  I  am  in  favor  of,  it  is  of 
protecting  my  Caucasian  brothers  in  the  State  of  California.  I  say 
England  has  closed  Hell  Gate,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  closing  the  Golden 
Gate  also.  When  we  talk  about  the  Burlingame  treaty  we  are  informed 
by  these  shoddy  demagogues,  hypocrites,  and  false  philanthropists  that 
we  are  powerless.  You  cannot  abrogate  the  treaty  because  England  is  a 
party  to  that  treaty.  They  hold  a  part  of  China,  and  she  has  become  a 
party  to  the  contract. 

It  is  a  lamentable  fact,  Mr.  President,  that  we  find  ourselves  so  thor- 
oughly controlled,  both  in  our  Sttate  and  national  halls  of  legislation, by 
the  money  bags  of  Europe,  that  our  liberties  are  almost  ffone.  And  if 
we  are  to  be  compelled  to  submit  to  this  thing,  what  will  be  the  result? 
When  we  find  that  our  statesmen  have  betrayed  us;  when  we  find  that 
the  combined  powers  of  Europe  are  controlline  the  National  Legislature 
against  us,  why,  there  is  but  one  sequel  to  tnis  question,  and  that  is, 
that  this  country  will  be  reyoKitionized,  because,  sir,  Mongolian  slavery 
can  never  predominate  in  this  free  country.  I  hope  my  eyes  may  never 
behold  the  spectacle.  Again,  I  ask,  where  are  our  statesmen  ?  Will 
some  great  mmd  come  to  the  rescue  and  stay  the  impending  conflict,  and 
prevent,  if  possible,  the  deluging  again  this  glorious  coimtry  with  blood ; 
and  it  was  to  prevent  this  state  oT  things  that  the  workingmen  have  been 
called  into  existence  to  bare  their  breasts  to  the  fight  to  maintain  the 
constitutional  law  of  this  government. 

The  farmers  ought  to  be  as  deeply  interested  in  this  matter  as  any  of 
us,  but  I  am  sorry  t<?  say  such  is  not  the  fact.  The  Grangers  are  false  to 
their  professions  in  this.  They  declare  in  their  declaration  of  principles 
to  foster  and  to  elevate  labor.  Do  they  practice  what  they  preach  ?  No; 
they  turn  my  boy  and  yours  from  their  door  to  become  a  tramp — in  most 
cases  unwillingly,  why,  sir,  I  have  been  cautioned  by  my  brother 
Grangers  not  to  oppose  Chinese  labor;  if  you  do,  you  will  sink  the  insti- 
tution. I  am  tola  that  many  of  our  most  influential  Grangers  are  the 
advocates  of  Chinese  cheap  labor,  and  the  Grange  cannot  afford  to 
antagonize  such  an  influence  in  the  Granges.  I  am  sick  and  disgusted 
with  all  such  ideas  and  men ;  they  are  our  very  worst  enemies.  Instead 
of  elevating  labor,  they  are  dragging  labor  down  to  the  level  of  the 
Mongolian  serf.  Let  the  producmg  classes  come  down  from  their  false 
position  of  high  life  in  low  circumstances,  drive  the  Mongolian  from 
the  kitchen,  from  the  wash-house,  and  place  therein  a  Caucasian  boy  or 
girl.  Stop  before  it  is  too  late.  No  longer  assist  in  dragging  down  our 
daughters  to  degradation  and  disgrace.  You  cannot  deny  it.  The  result 
of  this  Chinese  labor  is  the  filling  of  our  land  with  hoodlum  boys  and 
girls,  and  you  may  talk  as  you  like,  but  this  is  the  subject  of  all  others. 
The  people  are  calling  upon  you,  and  you  should  open  your  mouths  and 
assist  us  in  some  wajr,  and  let  us  once  more  stand  up  in  our  stalwart 
worth  and  manhood,  like  decent  and  dignified  white  men  of  our  nation 
and  State.  Why,  sir,  where  are  our  statesmen?  Thev  are  dead!  dead  I 
Dead  to  the  sensibilities  of  human  nature.  They  tell  us  if  it  had  not 
been  for  this  system  of  human  slavery  the  State  would  not  to-day  have 
been  what  she  is.  Go  with  me  into  the  benr  fields  of  San  Jos^ — or  any 
other  portion  of  the  State — and  when  you  nnd  a  man  that  is  willing  to 
give  white  men  and  white  boys  employment,  what  does  he  tell  you? 
Simply  that  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  employ  white  labor  and  compete 
with  his  neighbor  who  employs  Chinamen.  This  is  something  that  pre- 
sents itself  to  every  intelligent  mind,  and  it  should  be  dealt  with  accord- 
ing to  its  merits.  Go  to  the  fruit  growers  of  the  State,  along  the  Sacra- 
mento Biver,  and  see  the  hundreds  and  thousands  of  Chinese  that  are 
employed,  and  ask  these  men  if,  in  their  inner  consciences,  they  think 
it  is  right  to  give  employment  to  Chinese  to  the  exclusion  of  white  men. 
They  will  tell  you  that  when  a  white  man  comes  along  and  wants  work, 
he  is  informed  that  he  must  eat  with  and  sleep  in  the  same  house  with 
the  Chinese.  If  that  don't  suit,  you  can  go  along.  So,  of  course,  he  is 
turned  away  from  his  own  people,  and  made  to  live  with  a  herd  of 
slaves.  He  is  not  fit  to  lay  down  his  blankets  and  partake  of  the  hospi- 
talities of  his  own  people,  but  has  to  eat  and  sleep  with  these  slaves. 
You  have  driven  ail  the  honest  labor  from  the  State,  in  this  way,  both 
male  and  female. 

We  have  heard  so  much  of  the  dogmas  of  the  would  be  leaders  of  the 
Republican  party.  I  hope  I  may  be  excused  for  speaking  thus  plainly 
in  reviewing  the  actions  of  the  political  parties  on  which  we  have 
depended.  1  say  to  you  to-day,  behold,  if  you  please,  the  Groddess  of 
Liberty,  weighed  down  by  over  two  billion  dollars.  Where  has  this 
money  gone?  Much  of  it  has  gone  to  subsidize  a  few  scoundrels  in  the 
shape  of  a  Chinese  steamship  company,  for  the  purpose  of  importing  and 
bringing  into  this  State  this  norde  of  Mongolian  slaves,  and  yet  they  tell 
us  that  a  national  debt  is  a  national  blessing.  God  forbid  that  the  intel- 
ligence of  the  State  of  California  should  longer  submit  to  such  dj^ctrines. 
Gorham  and  his  followers  teach  the  doctrine  of  the  brotherhood  of  man, 
and  the  fatherhood  of  God.  Away  with  such  sentimentalism ;  for  it  is 
a  curse  and  a  stench  to  the  people  of  this  State  and  of  the  nation.  We 
want  no  more  of  them.  But  it  there  be  any  more  of  them  left  within 
the  confines  of  the  State  of  California,  be  he  Democrat  or  Republican, 
we  say  to  them,  we  will  have  no  more  to  do  with  you.    The  time  has 


come  when  the  people  who  take  from  the  soil  the  material  wealth  of 
this  great  State  will  have  no  more  to  do  with  them.  We  want  live 
statesmen,  who  are  awake  to  the  wants  and  necessities  of  a  great  people. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  afraid  the  American  statesmen  have  all  erased  to 
live.  I  would  like  to  see  California  produce  one  statesman  that  the 
people  might  have  confidence  in.  We  are  admonished  by  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco,  General  Milter,  not  to  be  led  away  by  what  he 
calls  popular  clamor.  Sir,  was  it  not  popular  clamor  that  thre^ir 
the  British  tea  into  Boston  Harbor?  And  was  it  not  that  same  popular 
clamor  that  resulted  in  American  independence?  It  was  that  which 
actuated  the  people,  and  yet  we  are  tola  that  we  must  not  give  way  to 
popular  clamor.  I  admonish  jou  to  give  heed  to  popular  clamor,  for  it 
IS  the  vpice  of  the  people  finding  expression,  and  tue  voice  of  the  people 
is  the  voice  of  God. 

And  more,  sir,  we  have  seen  these  Chinese  erect  in  the  heart  of  a  great 
city  an  independent  tribunal  of  justice,  so  called,  in  defiance  of  the  laws 
of  the  government.  Is  there  any  other  nation  on  earth  so  imbecile;  is 
there  any  other  nation  that  would  for  one  moment  tolerate  such  a  thing? 
These  heathens  are  employed  in  almost  every  household  in  the  land. 
Have  vou  evsr  thought  now  extensively  they  are  employed?  In  every 
house  m  the  city,  on  the  farm,  and  eyerrwhere.  Nineteen  out  of  twenty 
farmers  who  have  help  to  cook  for  employ  Chinese  cookA  Suppose  they 
should  determine  to  destroy  us,  they  could  by  one  fell  swoop,  by  placing 
poison  in  the  food,  destroy  the  people  of  the  State.  We  ask  wno  does 
not  employ  them?  The  Supreme  Judges  do,  all  the  Stale  officers  do, 
the  farmera  do — in  short,  we  all  do;  directly  or  indirectly,  in. some  way 
or  other,  we  are  compelled  to  contribute  to  their  support;  and  little  by 
little  this  curse  is  fastening  itself  on  the  society  and  the  politics  of  our 
fair  land.  They  can  never  assiinilate  with  us,  and  never  wilL  They 
can  and  will  supersede  us  in  all  branches  of  industry  and  labor,  because 
of  their  habits  of  cheap  living.  They  domicile  with  the  rats  and  dogs. 
One  hundred  of  them  will  thrive  and  do  well  in  the  same  space  that 
would  be  required  for  an  honest  white  man  and  his  family.  They  pay 
no  tribute  to  the  government,  they  will  not  fight  the  battles  of  oar 
Union;  the  autocrat,  the  millionaire,  and  the  Shylocks  of  the  land 
want  them,  and  we  are  told  that  our  duty  is  to  compete  with  these 
Mongolian  slaves.  I  say  these  are  public  servants  who  telh  us  to  do 
this,  and  it  is  disgraceful.  White  men  will  not  submit  to  these  things, 
and  white  women  need  the  work  and  must  have  it.  W^here  is  the  cold- 
blooded wretch  who  says  this  is  not  a  great  shame  and  a  disgrace?  And 
I  am  proud  to  know  that  it  does  not  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the 
people  of  this  State. 

Then,  sir,  again  my  attention  was  recently  called  to  another  and  ter- 
rible outrage.  The  State  gives  one  hundred  dollars  for  the  support  and 
maintenance  of  orphans,  and  seventy-five  dollars  a  year  for  half  orphans 
and  abandoned  cnildren.  The  people  of  this  State  are  called  upon  to 
pay  this  money,  but,  sir,  within  a  stone's  throw  of  this  building  all  the 
washing  from  that  asylum — which  was  burned  a  few  nights  ago — goes 
to  the  Chinaman.  There  are  young  girls  in  that  institution  from  twelve 
to  sixteen  years  of  age  who  are  perfectly  able  to  do  this  work  ;  but  no— 
that  curse  is  fixed  upon  us  so  nrmly  that  false  pride  and  false  modesty 
is  driving  us  to  perdition  as  fast  as  possible.  I  say  it  is  wrong  that  we 
should  permit  these  things.  It  is  wrong  that  the  people  of  the  State 
should  be  compelled  to  pay  taxes  to  support  such  institutions  as  that. 
Think  of  it,  thirty  or  forty  dollars  w^orth  of  washing  taken  out  of  that 
building  every  month  and  given  to  these  Mongolians,  when  the  inmates 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  do  it  themselves,  instead  of  being  supported  in 
idleness.  Again  I  ask  some  of  our  great  statesmen  to  rise  and  solve  this 
problem.  Help  us  out  of  this  difficulty.  It  is  debauching  public  morals 
m  every  sense.  We  see  it  on  every  hand,  and  yet  our  great  men  are 
never  heard  to  utter  a  word  against  these  things.  They  may  say  that 
these  are  trifling  matters.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  where  we  should 
begin.  Come  down  to  the  very  bottom,  and  work  up  to  a  more  healthy 
condition  of  things.  The  Chinese,  we  are  told,  in  many  of  the  Eastern 
States  are  constantly  being  admitted  to  citizenship.  Now  I  would  like 
to  be  informed  by  some  intelligent  gentleman  how  we  are  to  understand 
this.  Are  we  informed  correctly  when  we  are  told  by  the  leaders  of  our 
government  that  they  are  not  entitled  to  become  citizens,  or  are  we  to 
take  the  records  of  those  Courts  which  are  admitting  them  to  citizenship? 
Only  a  few  davs  ago,  in  New  York,  several  Chinamen  were  admitted  to 
oitizenship.  I  tell  you  gentlemen  this  is  all  a  delusion  and  a  snare.* 
And  I  am  waiting  K>r  some  of  the  leaders  of  this  Convention — I  don't 
mean  the  mudsills — to  come  to  our  rescue,  and  do  something  that  will 
relieve  us  of  this  curse.  I  would  that  I  had  the  power  to  drive  these 
slaves  over  to  the  other  side  of  the  Mississippi  River,  five  thousand,  ten 
thousand,  yes  twenty  thousand  of  them,  in  order  that  the  Eastern  people 
might  become  educated  up  to  our  necessities;  and  if  I  had  the  power 
to-day  I  would  send  a  horde  of  those  Chinamen  into  New  England. 
That  is  where  I  would  send  them.  That  is  what  I  would  do  with  them, 
and  I  pray  that  time  may  come.  But  there  is  no  hope  of  that.  They 
intend  to  make  their  homes  here.  And  unless  we  can  find  some  way  to 
prevent  it  they  will  fasten  themselves  upon  us  forever. 

And  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  give  you  an  idea  of  the  character 
of  a  man  who  made  an  attempt  to  come  to  this  Convention,  and  I  know 
whereof  I  am  speaking.  It  was  he  who  contended  against  me  for  a  seat 
in  this  Convention.  He  is  possess^  of  great  wealth,  having  an  income 
of  perhaps  eight  hundred  or  one  thousand  dollars  a  month  from  houses 
rented  to  Chinese  prostitutes.  When  our  little  city  passed  an  ordinance 
that  these  houses  shall  be  closed,  he  goes  to  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  and 
makes  a  bargain:  "How  much  will  you  charge  to  marry  these  people 
for  me — how  much  a  couple?''  He  secures  Chinese  bucks  enougn,  and 
the  prostitutes  were  all  married  to  them,  and  the  next  morning  this 
individual  goes  out  and  kicks  the  door  open  and  tells  his  tenants  to 
walk  in,  and  the  authorities  are  told  to  go  to  hell.  "  These  are  my 
tenants  and  my  houses."  This  is  the  character  of  man  who  would 
legislate  for  the  workingmen  of  this  State.    But,  thank  God,  they  are 
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few,  anii  if  I  thought  such  men  could  ever  wield  and  control  the  power 
in  this  State,  bj  the  eternal  God  I  would  leave  it,  never  to  return.  But 
haTiQg  grown  up,  as  it  were,  in  this  State,  having  enjoyed  almost  thirty 
years'  citizenship,  having  all  my  interests  identified  with  those  of  the 
glorious  State  of  California,  I  shall  not  leave  so  long  as  there  is  a  chance 
of  ridding  the  Slate  of  this  curse.  If  I  had  not  taken  the  opportunity 
of  saying  a  word  on  this  question,  I  should  have  considered  myself 
derelict  m  my  duty  as  a  citizen  and  a  representative  of  the  people.  We 
want  to  know  whether  our  hands  are  completely  tied  by  the  combined 
power  of  Europe  and  the  banks  of  America?  For  God's  sake  do  not 
let  this  opportunity  pass,  but  in  thunder  tones  breathe  an  emphatic 
declaration  into  the  fundamental  law  of  California.  If  the  time  comes 
when  our  liberties  aro  to  be  taken  awav,  let  us  rise  up  and  see  to  it  that 
none  but  friends  are  put  on  watch,  bend  those  to  Congress  who  we 
know^will  abrogate  the  Burlin^me  treaty,  and  make  the  Caucasian 
people  free  from  the  scum  of  Asia.  Let  us  work  in  the  interest  of  the 
free  people  of  the  country,  and  let  us  make  our  record  now. 

SPBICH  OF  MB.  WICKIfl. 

Mb.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman :  What  we  do  here  must  not  be  done 
with  reference  to  any  one  class  of  the  people  of  this  State.  Our  work 
here  is  not  finals  and  upon  this  Chinese  question  we  wish,  as  near  as 
possible,  a  unanimous  ratification  of  our  work.  In  deference,  then,  to 
those  who  believe  in  the  brotherhood  and  evangelization  of  man,  I  give 
4l|brief  outline  of  scriptural  authority  for  the  division  and  exclusion  of 
races.  First,  I  speak  of  the  confusion  of  tongues  and  dispersion  of  races 
from  the  plains  of  Shinar,  in  the  Valleys  of  Euphrates  and  Tigris.  The 
same  power,  if  the  whole  race  is  descended  from  one  pair,  must  have 
infused  primordial  germs  into  these  wandering  peoples,  from  the  devel- 
opment of  which,  under  modifications  of  climate  and  surroundings, 
must  have  come  the  three  or  five  distinct  types  of  human  kind.  They 
created  the  tower  of  Babel,  and  the  tower  was  destroyed,  and  a  confusion 
of  tongues  ensued  (something  like  that  witnessed  here  in  this  Convention 
at  times).  These  types  now  show  that  they  are  adapted  to  present  and 
peculiar  conditions. 

.  8L  Paul  declares  that,  although  God  made  of  one  flesh  and  blood 
all  nations  of  the  earth.  He  appointed  unto  them  their  bounds  and 
habitations.  Missionary  work  involves  the  sending  out,  to  convert, 
not  bringing  in  incongruous  material  to  proselvte.  The  term  "  Apostle," 
means  "one  sent."  Scripture,  then,  plainly  teaches  that  the  races 
are  on  different  lines  of  evolution.  If  other  races  invade  us,  we  should 
order  them  back,  or  meet  force  with  force  supported  by  the  whole  people 
of  the  State.  The  Jews  expelled  the  Canaauites  from  the  inheritance 
provided  by  God  for  Abraham  and  his  descendants.  A  prediction  in 
the  Bible,  relative  to  a  people  numerous  as  the  sands  of  the  sea,  styled 
Gog  and  Magog,  a  Tartar  race  who  shall  threaten  the  Christian  civiliza- 
tion, evidently  points  to  the  Chinese.  It  cannot  mean  the  Turks,  for 
the  Mahomedan  power  is  now  broken,  and  its  system  of  theology  passing 
by  an  easy  transition  into  the  Christian. 

Nature  teaches  the  aristocracy  of  race,  the  law  of  nature's  selection, 
the  survival  of  the  intellectually  fittest  Culture  developes  the  higher 
from  the  lowest  types.  Agriculture,  floriculture,  and  stock  raising 
teach  us  to  preserve  the  best  seed.  The  coming  race,  then,  must  be 
evolved  from  the  white.  The  maintenance  of  tnis  higher  law  should 
be  dearer  to  us  even  than  the  Federal  Union.  In  the  Constitution  we 
can  onlv  introduce  such  police  measures  as  are  covered  by  sections  one, 
two,  ana  three,  and  eight  of  the  article  on  Chinese.  We  cannot  exclude 
the  Chinese,  because  we  oontrav^e  the  treaty-making  power  of  the 
United  States  (vide  amendments  of  the  United  States  Constitution). 
We  can  now  also  memorialize  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  modify 
or  abro^pate  the  Burlingame  treaty,  and  can  prohibit  naturalization  of 
Mongolians  in  our  Constitution.  I  am  in  favor  ultimately  of  exclusion ; 
but  as  we  are  obliged  to  lay  our  projectile  Constitution  before  the 
United  States  Congress,  for  its  recognizance,  it  would  not  now  be  good 
policy  to  defy  the  National  Government.  We  must  elect  the  next  State 
administration  pledged  to  support  the  closing  of  our  ports  against  the 
Chinese,  and  work  the  public  mind  up  to  sustain  such  measures.  Who 
does  not  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  with  us  then,  is  a  recreant  to  his 
lace.  For  my  own  part,  if  this  Chinese  immigration  is  not  stopped,  I 
shall  have  to  take  m^  little  familv  from  these  snores  to  some  isle  of  the 
sea  to  spend  the  remainder  of  my  cfays.  I  can  see  no  other  escape  unless 
this  invasion  is  soon  checked.    [Applause.] 

THK  PBEVIonS  QUISTIOK. 

Mb.  SMITH,  of  Kern.  I  move  the  previous  question  on  section 
one. 

The  motion  was  duly  seconded. 

Mb.  cross.     I  am  tired  of  hearing  this  previous  question. 
Thr  CHAIRMAN.      The  question  is,  Shall  the  main  question  be 
now  put? 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  committee  refused  to  order  the  main 
question — ayes  39 ;  noes  46,  and  the  section  was  passed  over  for  one  day, 
under  the  rule* 

COBPOBATIONS    AND  THK  CHINKSB. 

Thb  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

Thb  secretary  rtad : 

8kc.  2.  Any  corporation  incorporated  bv  or  under  the  laws  of  this 
State,  or  doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  forfeit  its  franchises,  and  all 
legal  rights  Ihereunder,  if  it  ever  employs,  in  any  capacity  whatever, 
foreigners  who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  tne  United  States 
under  the  laws  of  Congress.  This  section  shall  be  enforced  by  appro- 
priate legislation. 

Ma.  JOYCE.    What  becomes  of  my  substitute  ? 

Thx  CHAIRMAN.    It  goes  over  for  one  day. 

Mb.  CROSS.    Was  the  majority  opposed  to  the  previous  question  ? 


Thb  CHAIRMAN.  Yes,  sir;  the  committee  refused  to  pat  the  main 
question,  and  the  section  went  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mb.  BURT.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  section  two. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read : 

"Strike  out  the  words,  'are  not  eligible  to  become,'  in  line  four, 
and  insert  as  follows:  "  have  not  declared  their  intentions.' " 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Nevada,  Mr.  Burt. 

BPBXCH  OF  MB.   BUBT. 

Mb.  BURT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  two  objects  in  offering  this 
amendment  In  the  first  place,  I  wish  to  state  here  that  I  am  not  onlv 
willing  but  anxious  to  go  just  as  far  as  possible  in  legislating  upon  thfs 
subject  without  coming  in  conflict  with  either  the  laws  or  the  treaty  of 
the  General  Government.  But  it  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  the  section  as 
now  constructed,  if  it  is  engrafted  into  the  Constitution,  must  come  in 
direct  conflict  with  what  is  known  as  the  Burlingame  treaty.  That 
treaty  provides  substantially  that  citizens  of  the  Chinese  Empire  shall 
enjoy  all  the  rights  and  privileges  accorded  to  the  subjects  of  the  most 
favored  nations.  Now,  it  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  this  section  two  must  of 
necessity  come  in  direct  conflict  with  the  treaty;  whereas,  if  the  amend- 
ment which  I  propose  is  adopted,  it  will  do  «ivay  with  any  such  conflict. 
If  I  am  mistaken  in  my  construction  of  this  section  I  shall  be  only  too 
glad  to  be  set  right;  and  my  object  in  offering  this  amendment,  or  one 
object,  is  to  provoke  discussion  upon  this  point,  to  determine  how  far  we 
may  go  witnout  coming  in  conflict  witn  the  laws  and  treaties  of  the 
General  Government. 

But,  sir,  I  have  another  and  more  potent  reason  for  offering  this 
amendment.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  within  a  short  time  past 
certain  citizens  of  the  Chinese  Empire  have  been  naturalized  in  some 
of  the  Eastern  Courts,  with  the  avowed  intention  of  bringing  the  sub- 
ject before  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  in  order  to  have  them 
determine  whether  or  not  Chinese  are  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the 
United  States.  Now,  if  the  Court  should  decide  that  they  are  eligible, 
this  section  two,  with  the  section  following,  must  inevitably  fail  to 
accomplish  the  purposes  for  which  they  are  intended.  But  under  the 
amendment,  as  offered,  it  will  still  be  effective  to  a  certain  extent,  as  it 
is  not,  in  my  opinion,  reasonable  to  suppose  that  any  large  number  of  the 
Chinese  will  avail  themselves  of  the  privilege  of  becoming  citizens  of  the 
United  States.  But,  should  the  decision  of  the  Court  be  m  the  negative, 
that  they  cannot  become  citizens,  then  the  section,  as  amended,  will 
still  have  as  much  force  as  it  would  if  passed  in  its  present  shape.  In 
offering  this  amendment  I  have  no  desire  to  aim  if  shaft  at  the  people 
of  any  of  the  foreign  pow^  known  as  Christian  nations.  If  I  did  so 
intend,  it  would  be  upon  the  fact  that  I  realize  that  the  subjects  of  these 
foreign  powers  are  here  with  the  intention  of  becoming  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  they  have  only  to  declare  their  intentions  in  order  to 
place  themselves  on  a  level  with  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  so 
far  as  the  prohibitions  contained  in  this  section  are  concerned. 

8PBBCH   OP  MB.   BOLPX. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  From  a  cursory  view  of  this  section, 
and  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  I  am 
inclined  to  favor  the  amendment  more  than  the  original  section,  for  the 
reason  that  we  are  in  a  very  uncertain  state  as  to  who  are  capable  of 
becoming  citizens  of  the  United  States.  We  have  heard  of  one  or  two 
instances  in  which  the  Courts  have  decided  that  no  Mongolian,  or  person 
of  the  Mongolian  race,  can,  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  become 
citizens.  But  recently  the  other  Courts  have  held  quite  the  reverse 
doctrine,  and  have  naturalized  Chinamen — Mongolians.  So,  as  I  said, 
it  is  very  uncertain  at  the  present  whether  a  Chinamen  can  become  a 
citizen  or  not.  And  long  before  it  is  determined,  we  do  not  know  but 
Congress  will  step  in  and  cut  the  Gordian  knot  by  declaring  that  the 
people  of  that  race  can  become  citizens.  We  do  not  know  but  they  may. 
I  hope  thev  never  will;  but  we  cannot  tell  what  may  be  the  outcome. 

Now,  this  question  of  eligibility  all  depends  upon  the  Acts  of  Congress. 
Generally  we  understand  that  the  only  grounds  upon  which  Chinese,  or 
Mongolians,  have  been  prohibited  from  oeooming  citizens,  are  that  Con- 
gress has  never  passed  an  Act  covering  the  case.  There  are  Acts  of 
Congress  authorizing  white  aliens  to  become  citizens,  and  those  of  African 
descent — none  other.  Therefore,  some  of  our  Courts  have  decided  that 
there  is  no  law  of  Congress  authorizing  the  Mongolian  race  to  become 
citizens,  and  upon  that  ground  they  refused  to  naturalize  them.  But 
all  that  is  necessary,  under  the  most  favorable  decision,  under  the  most 
unfavorable  decision,  as  regards  the  Chinese,  is  simply  for  Congress  to 
pass  an  Act  covering  their  case.  So,  that  placing  this  section  as  it  now 
stands  in  the  Constitution,  or  any  of  these  sections  in  regard  to  aliens  who 
are  ineligible  to  become  citizens,  seems  to  me  will  amount  to  but  little; 
because,  if  Congress  is  disposed  to  hear  our  complaints  upon  the  Pacific 
Coast,  and  legislate  in  our  favor,  they  will  at  once  take  steps  to  abrogate 
the  Burlingame  treaty,  and  pass  other  Acts  putting  a  stop  to  Chinese 
immigration,  by  Act  of  Congress.  If  they  are  disposed  to  do  it,  thev 
will  pass  direct  legislation  discouraging  and  prohibiting  Chinese  immi- 
gration. But  if,  on  the  contrary,  they  are  disposed  to  look  adversely  to 
our  views,  take  a  different  view,  saying  that  we  are  wrong,  notwith- 
standing all  the  articles  we  may  pass  against  persons  who  are  ineligible 
to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States,  if  Congress  is  so  disposed,  they 
will  simpler  pass  a  law*  that  any  person  of  any  race  may  become  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  and  that  will  rob  all  these  provisions  of  their 
vitality.  As  far  as  that  goes,  it  had  better  be  left  to  Congress.  If  we 
wish  to  prohibit  their  immigration  and  employment  (we  cannot  prohibit 
immigration) — if  we  wish  to  put  in  a  clause  prohibiting  their  employ- 
ment, why  not  say  Chinese  at  once,  instead  of  saying  that  no  person  of 
the  Mongolian  race  shall  be  employed  upon  any  of  the  public  works, 
etc.  We  mean  Chinese,  and  wtiv  not  come  out  squarely  and  say  so. 
It  will  be  much  more  effective,  if  there  is  nothing  whatever  said  with 
reference  to  aliens  who  are  ineligible  to  become  citizens. 
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Now,  as  to  this  amendment,  I  will  state  the  danger  I  think  I  see  in  it. 
This  section  is  very  broad.    Just  look  at  it: 

''Any  corporation  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State,  or  doing 
business  in  this  State,  shall  forfeit  its  franchise  and  all  legal  rights  there- 
under if  it  employs  in  any  capacity  whatever  foreigners  who  are  not 
eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  Uuited  States,  under  the  laws  of  Con- 
gress.   This  section  shall  be  enforced  by  appropriate  legislation." 

Now,  that  might  do  very  well  if  it  only  applied  to  men  who  come 
along  and  ask  for  day's  work,  because  these  corporations,  or  their  offi- 
cers, when  a  man  comes  along  who  looks  like  an  Irishman,  or  an  English- 
man, can  make  him  show  nis  papers.  If  that  was  the  only  fault  it 
would  not  be  so  bad.  But  even  in  that  case  I  would  rather  have  it 
apply  directly  to  Mongolians  than  to  all  aliens.  But  we  all  know  that 
a  great  part  of  the  work  of  California,  a  great  number  of  the  enter- 
pnses  carried  on  here  are  by  corporations,  which  must  of  necessity  be  car- 
ried on  by  corporate  capital.  We  have  a  great  many  mining  companies, 
and  we  all  know  that  modem  mining  enterprises  must  be  carried  on  by 
corporations.  In  most  of  our  mining  enterprises  a  vast  outlay  of  capital 
is  required,  and  it  takes  years  and  years  of  constant  effort  before  any 
profits  are  realized.  Sometimes  members  of  a  company  die  and  othere 
take  their  places  before  the%esult  is  achieved.  Such  enterprises  I  say 
could  not  he  carried  on  by  voluntary  partnerships.  Now,  one  of  these 
companies  may  have  occasion  to  employ  men  in  England,  or  in  France, 
to  carry  on  their  business.  They  may  have  occasion  to  ship  machinery 
from  England,  or  from  France,  and  of  necessity  would  be  compelled  to 
employ  a  Frenchman  or  Englishman  to  do  that  work.  They  must  not 
be  employed  by  the  corporation  in  any  capacity  whatever.  I  say,  sir, 
that  this  section  is  entirely  too  broad.  So,  taking  that  view  of  the  case, 
any  Court  would  be  compelled  to  place  that  construction  upon  it — in  fact 
no  other  construction  can  be  placed  upon  it.  Therefore,  every  company 
having  occasion  to  send  to  England  to^et  a  piece  of  machinery  to  carry 
on  its  works — machinery  perhaps  that  could  not  be  had  here — employ- 
ing an  agent  in  England  to  see  to  the  shipping,  employing  an  English 
ship  to  transport  it,  the  corporation  would,  under  this  section,  forfeit  its 
charter. 

While  I  am  on  this  subject,  I  will  say  that  I  agree  with  all  that  has 
been  said  on  this  floor  as  regards  the  evils  of  Chinese  immigration.  I 
have  never  employed  Chinamen  in  my  life,  except  when  I  was  abso- 
lutely compelled  to,  I  never  employed  them  in  any  capacity  except  to 
do  work  that  I  could  not  get  done  by  white  men.  I  have  never  in  any 
other  instance  employed  them,  and  I  never  will  if  I  can  help  it.  I 
would  rather  pay  a  wliite  man  twice  the  waees.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  taken  an  oath  to  support  the  Constitunon  of  the  United  States. 
Now,  I  see  an  article  here  which  my  judgment  tells  me  is  in  direct  con- 
flict with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Whether  it  be  right  or 
wrong,  as  long  as  it  conflicts  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
I  cannot  support  it.  I  say  if  this  government  is  not  good  enough  to  live 
under,  we  had  better  rebel  at  once  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  set  up  an  independent  government  of  our  own,  where  we 
will  not  be  hampered.  But  as  long  as  I  am  sworn  to  support  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  I  will  not  consent  to  a  violation  of  its 
provisions,  such  as  this.  While  we  are  one  of  the  States  of  the  Union ; 
while  I  am  here  in  a  capacity  in  which  I  have  sworn  to  support  the 
Constitution,  I  say  I  will  not  vote  for  a  section  which  my  judgment  dic- 
tates to  me  is  a  violation  of  that  Constitution. 

And  there  is  another  reason  :  it  would  be  absurd  to  do  so.  We  might 
show  our  disposition  to  make  a  Constitution  here  in  violation  of  the 
Federal  Constitution,  but  we  will  aox!omplish  nothing  by  it,  except  to 
make  ourselves  the  laughing-stock  of  the  world.  The  first  Court  before 
which  our  work  is  brought  would  disregard  it,  and  treat  it  as  unconsti- 
tutional and  void — as  a  violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
So  that  it  is  a  mere  waste  of  time  to  pass  any  such  provisions.  Gentle- 
men say  we  have  a  right  to  do  this.  That  may  possibly  be  so,  but  iX  it 
is,  my  judgment  and  reason  are  greatly  at  fault.  My  judgment  tells 
me  that  we  have  no  right  to  do  it.  If  other  gentlemen  think  differently, 
very  well.  For  my  part,  I  think  we  have  no  rieht  to  put  it  in  the  Con- 
stitution. I  am  prepar^  to  stand  here  and  defend  and  support  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote  for  a 
section  which  I  think  is  in  direct  violation  of  it.  On  that  ground,  and 
upon  the  ground  that  it  will  make  us  the  laughing-stock  of  the  country, 
I  refuse  to  vote  for  it. 

Now,  if  there  is  any  thing  we  can  do  to  prevent  this  Chinese  immi- 
gration, I  will  go  as  far  as  any  gentleman  in  this  Convention,  or  any 
person  in  the  United  States,  to  accomplish  it  I  will  go  as  far  as  any 
person  in  the  United  States  in  my  own  individual  efforts  to  do  it.  We 
all  concede  that  it  is  an  evil.  Why  spend  so  many  days  in  discussing 
that  part  of  the  question.  Why  do  ^ntlemen  get  up  here  and  spend 
time  and  money  m  discussing  the  evils  arising  from  Chinese  immigra- 
tion, when  we  all  admit  it,  with  scarcely  an  exception?  I  venture  the 
assertion  that  there  is  not  one  person  in  a  hundred  in  this  State  but 
what  looks  upon  the  matter  in  the  same  way;  and  if  they  could  stop  it 
they  would  ao  it.  Let  us  stop  talking  about  that  part  of  it,  and  try  to 
And  something  effective,  and  not  pass  a  section  which  will  fall  to  the 
ground  as  soon  as  it  is  contested.  If  we  cannot  do  any  thing  in  this 
Convention,  let  us  memorialize  Congress,  as  one  gentleman  nas  well 
suggested.    Let  us  do  something  whicn  will  have  some  effect,  if  possible. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  spoken  longer  than  I  intended.  I  merely  sug- 
gest these  objections  to  the  section  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  How  many  amendments  are 
there  now  pending? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Only  one. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Then  I  will  ofi*er  an  amendment  by  way  of 
a  substitute.     It  is  proposition  number  four  hundred  and  sixty-six. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"  Skc.  2.  All  persons  of  foreign  birth,  before  engaging  in  any  manner 
of  employment  on  their  own  account,  or  for  others,  within  this  State, 


shall  first  procure  a  certificate  of  authority;  such  certificate  shall  be 
issued  to  any  applicant  of  a  race  eligible  to  citizenship  under  the  laws 
of  the  State,  without  cost,  by  any  Court  of  record  of  the  Stat^  No*per- 
son  of  foreign  birth  shall  engage  or  continue  in  any  manner  of  employ- 
ment in  this  State  unless  possessed  of  such  certificate;  nor  shall  any 
person,  copartnership,  company,  or  corporation,  directly  or  indirectly, 
employ  any  person  of  foreign  birth  within  this  State,  unless  such  per- 
son possess  such  certificate.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  punish- 
ment of  violations  of  this  section.  Frosecutions  shall  be  maintainable 
a^inst^th  employers  and  employes.  Each  day's  violation  shall  con- 
stitute a  distinct  offense." 

SPEBCV  OF   MR.   BRERSTRCHEK. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  oppposed  to  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Burt.  I  aT#  op- 
posed to  it  because  it  strikes  out  everything  that  there  is  in  the  section 
directed  against  the  Chinese.  It  strikes  out  the  words  ''foreigners  not 
eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States,"  and  inserts  the  words, 
''  have  not  declared  their  intentions."  It  applies  to  all  foreigners  who 
have  not  declared  their  intentions  of  becoming  citizens.  It  would  be  a 
question  whether  the  Chinese  would  not  escape  it  by  declaring  their 
intentions,  though  the  Courts  might  hold  that  declaring  one's  inten- 
tions could  only  be  evidenced  by  receiving  first  papers. 

Mb.  BURT.     I  would  ask  if  the  substitute  proposed  by  the  gentlemaiw 
is  not  open  to  the  same  objections  ? 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  propose  to  speak  of  that.  I  am,  therefore, 
opposed  to  the  amendment  because  it  destroys  the  section ;  it  is  rendered 
aoeolutely  worthless  as  regards  the  Chinaman. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL.     Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  When  I  get  through  I  will  tell  you.  The 
amendment  which  I  have  presented  reads  as  follows,  and  I  desire  to 
call  your  particular  attention  to  it: 

"  Sec.  2.  All  persons  of  foreign  birth,  before  engaging  in  any  man- 
ner of  employment  on  their  own  account,  or  for  others,  within  this 
State,  shall  first  procure  a  certificate  of  authority;  such  certificate  shall 
be  issued  to  any  applicant  of  a  race  eligible  to  citizenship  under  the 
laws  of  the  State,  without  cost,  by  any  Court  of  record  of  the  State. 
No  person  of  forei^  birth  shall  engage  or  continue  in  any  manner  of 
employment  in  this  State  unless  possessed  of  such  certificate ;  nor  shall 
any  person,  copartnership,  compwany,  or  corporation,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, employ  any  person  of  foreign  birth  within  this  State,  unless  such 
person  possess  such  certificate.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  pun- 
ishment of  violations  of  this  section.  Prosecutions  shall  be  maintain- 
able against  both  employers  and  employes.  Each  day's  violation  shall 
constitute  a  distinct  offense." 

It  seems  to  me  that  is  sufficient  It  is  not  necessary,  as  a  matter  of 
punishment,  for  a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  section,  to  say  that 
the*,  corporations  shall  forfeit  their  charters.  It  meets  the  objections 
raised  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino,  Mr.  Rolfe,  that  a  person 
of  foreign  birth,  not  a  citizen,  and  not  desiring  to  become  a  citizen, 
entering  the  State  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  machinery,  and  afler  hav- 
ing done  that  particular  work,  again  departs  from  the  State.  He  says 
his  objection  to  the  original  section  is  that,  if  the  corporation  so  employed 
a  man,  it  would  forfeit  its  charter.  They  could  not  employ  an  alien  in 
any  capacity  whatever,  and  to  that  he  objects  as  being  too  broad.  Now, 
in  this  case,  under  the  provisions  of  the  amendment  I  have  offered  here, 
that  objection  does  not  hold.  Any  foreigner  can  come  into  this  8tate, 
whether  he  desires  to  stay  one  day  or  one  year;  and  if  he  desires  to  do 
a  particular  piece  of  work,  or  desires  to  continue  laboring  here,  it  is  not 
necessary  for  him  to  say  that  he  desires  to  become  a  citizen,  or  to  declare 
his  intentions  of  becoming  a  citizen,  but  all  he  has  to  do  is  merely  to  go 
before  a  Court  and  ask  for  a  certificate  as  a  matter  of  right.  He  receives 
it,  and  he  can  then  go  on  at  any  kind  of  labor  without  fear  of  molesta- 
tion. But  if  any  of  these  companies  do  employ  aay  individuals  not 
possessed  of  these  certificates,  they  shall  be  punished  as  the  Legislature 
may  prescribe.  If  the  Legislature  in  its  wisaom  should  see  fit  to  declare 
a  forfeiture  of  charter  the  penalty  for  a  violation  of  this  provision,  they 
can  do  so.    The  matter  rests  with  the  Legislature  entirely. 

Now,  I  have  provided  that  "  prosecutions  shall  be  maintained  against 
both  employers  and  employes.  Each  day's  violation  shall  constitute  a 
distinct  offense."  Of  course,  if  a  Chinaman  should  go  before  a  Court  in 
this  State,  as  the  law  stands  to-day,  he  could  not  receive  a  certificate  of 
this  character.  It  would  not  hinder  him  from  carrying  on  business  on 
his  own  account,  but  he  could  not  be  employed  by  any  corporation  in 
this  State.  He  would  be  subject  to  punishment  by  fine  and  impris- 
onment, and  the  corporation  employing  him  would  also  be  subject  to 
fine  and  imprisonment.  As  the  section  is  drafted,  it  says  these  certifi- 
cates shall  be  granted  on  application  to  any  person  who  is  eligible  to 
become  a  citizen  under  the  laws  of  this  State.  Not  under  the  laws  of 
the  United  States,  but  under  the  laws  of  this  State.  It  has  been  held 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  that  the  matter  of  exercising 
the  right  of  suffrage  was  a  matter  absolutely  and  exclusively  withjn 
the  supervision  of  the  State,  and  that  the  State  had  a  right  to  decide, 
had  the  right  to  say  who  should  vote  at  its  elections.  And  we  can  say 
that  Chinese  cannot  vote  in  this  State,  and  therefore  I  have  used  the 
word  State. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  section  will  cover  everything  that  can  be 
covered.  As  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  said — there  is  one  way  to 
get  rid  of  the  Chinese,  and  that  is  to  starve  them.  There  is  a  limit,  even 
to  their  powers  of  subsisting,  because  they  even  cannot  live  upon  noth- 
ing; ana*if  they  cannot  get  any  employment  in  this  State— if  we 
prevent  them  from  laboring — it  will  prevent  others  from  coming,  and 
the  result  will  be  that  those  who  are  here  will  be  reduced  to  starvation, 
and  will  be  glad  to  go,  and  those  who  desire  to  come  will  be  discouraged 
from  coming. 

And  again,  as  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco^  Mr.  Bar- 
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bour,  if  we  adopt  this  system  of  starvation,  if  we  give  them  nothing  to 
do,  if  we  pay  them  no  money,  we  finally  reduce  them  to  paupers,  and 
when  they  are  reduced  to  the  condition  of  paupers,  we  have  the  right  to 
transport  them  and  send  them  out  of  the  country.  I  am  in  favor  of 
adopting  strict  measures.  We  have  to  do  it.  If  we  adopt  all  these  meas- 
ures, aud  the  Courts  declare  them  unconstitutional,  we  are  no  worse  off 
than  we  are  now.  It  is  expected  of  this  Convention  that  we  act  decid- 
edly in  these  matters,  and  that  this  great  question  be  not  ignored.  I  am 
very  sorry  to  see  the  gentlemen  upon  this  flrior  who  should  be  express- 
ing their  opinions,  whether  for  or  against  the  legality  or  constitution- 
ality, remaining  silent.  I  hope  the  silence  will  be  broken,  and  that  the 
representative  men  upon  this  floor  from  different  portions  of  the  State 
will  speak  out  upon  this  subject,  or  it  will  be  a  damage  to  the  State  of 
California,  a  damage  to  the  interests  of  the  State,  a  damage  to  the  people 
of  the  State.  Congress,  at  Washington,  will  point  their  fingers  this  way 
and  say  the  great  lawyers  in  the  Convention,  when  the  Chinese  question 
was  up  for  dis<^ussion,  were  silent.  The  great  men  who  had  seats  in  the 
Convention  were  silent  upon  the  subject,  and  that  shows  that  the  people 
of  the  State  of  California  care  nothmg  alwut  it.  The  Chinese  repre- 
sentatives in  the  City  of  Washington  will  say,  now  you  see  who  has 
been  speaking  upon  this  sulfject.  It  was  only  the  Workingmen's  dele- 
gates— the  lower  strata  of  society,  not  the  solid,  representative  men.  I 
would  like  to  hear  the  solid  men  come  out  solidly  upon  this  subject. 
It  is  due  to  the  iieople  of  this  State  that  they  should  come  out  and  state 
their  views  on  the  subject.  If  wc  are  wrong;  if  we  are  going  too  far;  if 
we  are  overstepping  our  powers,  let  us  know  it.  Now,  every  individual, 
whether  he  vote  for  or  against  the  proposition,  is  indirectly  resjionsible 
for  every  proposition  that  is  adopted  here.  And  if  we  adopt  a  lot  of 
ridiculous  stuff,  the  ridicule  falls  upon  the  head  of  everv  individual ;  it 
does  not  merely  fall  upon  the  heaa  of  those  who  introduced  the  propo- 
sitions. I  would  like  to  see  this  matter  thoroughly  discussed,  because  a 
discussion  of  the  subject  would  aid  and  assist  in  solving  the  question, 
and  the  record  of  our  proceedings  will  go  on  to  Washington  and  show 
that  we  are  thoroughly  in  earnest  in  this  matter  and  moan  business. 

Mr.  0'D0NN£LL.  One  word  will  correct  this  section,  I  think,  and 
make  it  perfect.  I  wish  to  amend  it  by  inserting  after  the  word 
"employ"  the  word  "Chinese;"  and  strike  out  all  aftor  the  word 
" whatever,'*  so  that  the  section  will  read:  "Any  corporation,  incor- 
porated bv  or  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  or  doing  ousiness  in  this 
State,  shail  forfeit  its  franchises,  and  all  legal  rights  thereunder,  if  it  ever 
employs  Chinese  in  any  capacity  whatever."  • 

Thb  chairman.  There  are  two  amendments  pending  already,  and 
the  amendment  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  I  wish  to  read  the  section  again,  as  amended — (to 
a  member  interrupting)— shut  your  mouth,  will  you? 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Placer,  Mr.  Burt. 

Lost 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  substitute  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beerstecher,  which  the  Secretary 
will  read. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.    I  offer  my  amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read: 

"In  the  third  line,  afler  the  word  'employ,'  add  the  word  'Chi- 
nese,' and  strike  out  all  afler  the  word  '  whatever,'  so  that  the  section 
will  read :  'Any  corporation,  incorporated  bv  or  under  the  laws  of  this 
State,  or  doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  forfeit  its  franchises,  and  all 
legal  rights  uiereunder,  if  it  ever  employs  Chinese  in  any  capacity 
whatever.' " 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco,  Dr.  0*Donne11. 

Division  being  calle<l  for,  the  amendment  was  rejected — ayes,  SI ;  noes 
44. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  I'he  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beerstecher. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.     Mr.  Chairman  :    That  last  vote  was  not  fair,  sir. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  substitute  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beeratecher. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read : 

"Src.  2.  All  persons  of  foreign  birth,  before  engaging  in  any  man- 
ner of  employment  on  their  own  account,  or  for  others,  within  this  State, 
shall  first  procure  a  certificate  of  authority;  such  certificate  shall  be 
issued  to  any  applicant  of  a  race  eligible  to  citizenship  under  the  laws 
of  the  State,  without  cost,  by  any  C-ourt  of  record  of  the  State.  No  per- 
son of  foreign  birth  shall  engage,  or  continue  in  any  manner  of  employ- 
ment in  this  State,  unless  possessed  of  such  certificate ;  nor  shall  any 
person,  copaflnership,  company,  or  corporation,  directly  or  indirectly, 
employ  anv  person  of  foreign  birth  withm  this  State,  unless  such  person 
poneas  such  certificate.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  punisnment 
of  violations  of  this  section.  Prosecutions  shall  oe  maintainable  against 
both  employers  and  employes.  Each  day's  violation  shall  constitute  a 
distinct  offense." 

Mr.  SHOEMAKER.    I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment. 
Thr  SECRETARY  read  ; 

"  The  Legislature  shall,  and  it  is  hereby  made  the  imperative  duty  of 
the  Legislative  Department  of  the  Government  of  the  State  of  Califor- 
nia, to  enact  such  laws  as  shall  prevent  any  alien  who  is  a  subject  of  the 
Kmperorof  China,  from  being  employed  within  this  State  by  any  cor- 
poration incorporated  or  doing  business  under  the  laws  of  this  State."  . 

BPRKCH    op   MR.   7ILCHKR. 

Mr.  filch ER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  thought,  perhaps,  that  in  this 
discussion  I  should  have  nothing  to  say,  however  deeply  I  feel  its  impor- 
tance.   And  yet,  sir,  this  substitute  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San 

83 


Francisco,  Mr.  Beerstecher,  presents  an  idea  to  me  that  I  am  not  justi- 
fied in  allowing  to  pass  unnoticed.  For  years,  sir,  I  have  viewed  with 
deep  solicitude  this  Chinese  question,  and  I  have  been  to  a  certain  extent 
conspicuous  in  my  opposition.  Since  I  can  remember,  almost,  I  have 
heard  repeatedly  from  both  sides  of  the  political  field;  I  have  heard 
politicians  on  the  stump  declare  their  allegiance  to  the  people,  and  their 
opposition  to  the  Chinese,  indicating  that  if  that  or  this  particular  party 
succeeded,  some  relief  would  surely  come  to  the  people  from  this  blight- 
ing curse.  I  have  heard  our  own  candidate  for  legislative  position  make 
pledges  and  promises,  but  I  felt  in  my  heart  that  nothing  would  be 
accomplished.  Repeated  failures  to  grant  the  people  any  relief  has 
been  one  of  the  prime  causes  of  the  calling  of  this  Convention.  They 
came  to  believe  that  real  reformatory  measures  could  only  be  obtained 
through  and  by  constitutional  enactment.  And,  sir,  feeling  a  great 
interest  in  this  subject,  I  haVe  looked  into  it.  and  attempted  to  investi- 
^aie  it,  and  I  have  almost  come  to  the  conviction  that  even  in  the  capac- 
ity of  a  constitutional  body,  we  will  fall  far  short  of  giving  to  the  people 
the  relief  which  they  ask  at  our  hands,  and  which  they  anticipate. 
We  find  that  we  are  hedged  about,  even  in  a  constitutional  capacity,  by 
the  principles  of  a  Federal  Constitution  on  all  sides.  I  refer  to  this  mat- 
ter as  touched  u})on  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles.  We  are 
heilged  about,  sir,  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  as  laid  down  in 
the  twentieth  California.  We  find  also  in  the  Federal  Constitution 
(touching  this  proposed  sixth  section  of  the  report  of  the  committee)  in 
the  fourteenth  article  it  declares  that  no  State  shall  deprive  any  person 
of  life,  liberty,  or  property,  without  due  process  of  law ;  nor  deny  to  any 
person  within  its  jurisdiction  the  equal  protection  of  the  law.  It  does 
not  restrict  it  to  any  citizen,  but  to  any  person  within  its  jurisdiction. 

Now,  sir,  reverting  to  the  Burliugame  treaty,  we  find  this  again, 
where  the  Chinese  are  made  equal  in  this  country  before  the  law  with 
citizens  of  the  most  favored  nations.  All  these  conditions  and  difficul- 
ties confront  us,  even  in  a  constitutional  capacity,  and  render  this  sub- 
ject full  of  difficulties  and  complications.  Some  remedy  is  demanded; 
some  relief  is  prayed  for.  We  have  seen  this  curse  growing  upon  us,  we 
have  seen  the  Chinese  gradually  spreading  over  the  various  portions  of 
the  State,  crowding  out  the  white  population,  until  it  requires  no  pro- 
phetic vision  to  see  that  it  is  only  a  q^uestion  of  time  when  we  must  go 
to  the  wall.  In  view  of  the  difficulties  which  surround  us;  in  view  of 
the  insidious  character  of  the  race;  in  view  of  the  Federal  Constitution 
and  the  treaties  made  under  it,  we  may  not  be  able  to  accomplish  all  we 
hope  to  accomplish,  or  all  that  the  people  demand.  But  it  behooves  us 
to  take  every  measure  compatible  with  the  laws  of  the  country,  and  the 
treaties  of  the  country — every  measure  compatible  with  common  sense 
and  justice,  to  restrict  this  immigration,  however  extreme  and  radical 
they  ma^  seem. 

Now,  sir,  under  the  general  powers  of  the  State,  under  the  right  of  the 
State  to  regulate  its  own  internal  affairs,  and  under  the  police  power  of 
the  State,  I  believe  the  provisions  contained  in  the  substitute  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beerstecher,  can  be  made  effect- 
ive. It  will  at  least  have  the  effect,  if  not  to  send  them  back  to  China, 
to  send  them  into  some  other  States;  and  I  wish,  if  we  cannot  awaken 
them  in  any  other  way,  we  could  transfer  the  whole  Chinese  population 
over  to  some  of  the  Eastern  States,  that  the  people  there  might  oe  brought 
to  realize  the  condition  of  the  people  of  California.  I  believe  that  is  the 
only  way  the  people  of  the  Eastern  States  can  be  educated  out  of  their 
sentimental  ism.  They  look  upon  us  aa  crazy  on  this  subject,  as  hardly 
knowing  what  we  do  want.  In  the  debates  before  Congress,  it  has  been 
asserted  that  the  people  here  do  not  know  what  they  want.  That  the 
opposition  to  the  Chinese  comes  from  the  inferior  classes,  and  not  the 
opinion  of  the  intelligent  classes.  The  first  idea  is  false,  as  indicated  by 
the  legislation  which  has  been  enacted.  The  people  are  almost,  if  not 
quite,  unanimous  in  their  opposition  to  Chinese  immigration,  and  there 
is  no  gentleman  on  this  floor  who  will  deny  it  But  the  question  here, 
to-day,  is  not  as  to  whether  Chinese  immigration  is  an  evil;  thequestion 
is,  what  can  we  do?  How  far  can  we  ^T  What  measures  can  we  pro- 
pose 7  The  idea  of  this  last  proposition  is,  that  we  require  all  foreigners — 
making  no  distinction — to  procure  these  certificates,  in  order  to  entitle 
them  to  engage  in  business,  provided  they  are  eligible  to  become  citizens 
of  the  State.  That  would  be  refusing  the  certificates  to  the  Chinese,  and 
he  becomes  disabled  from  gaining  employment;  and  the  consequence 
will  be  that  he  will  find  his  way  into  Arizona,  or  Nevada,  or  Oregtm,  or 
Washington  Territory,  and  from  there  work  his  way  East.  They  will 
be  compelled  to  emigrate  to  some  other  part  of  the  country,  to  some  other 
part  of  the  United  States,  and  by  that  means,  those  skeptical  people  will 
be  brought  to  realize  the  benefits  of  having  a  Chinese  population  in  their 
midst,  so  that  they  may  educate,  convert,  and  Christianize  them  to  their 
heart's  content  I  know  it  has  been  claimed  in  the  East  that  we  ought 
to  thank  God  that  it  has  fallen  to  our  lot  to  have  these  heathen  people 
cast  among  us,  in  order  to  Christianize  and  convert  them  to  the  true 
religion;  yet  I  doubt  very  much  if  there  haa  ever  been  an  absolute 
Chinese  conversion  in  the  world.  They  believe  in  the  doctrines  of  Con- 
fucius as  firmly  as  we  believe  in  our  religion,  and  it  is  just  as  absurd  to 
believe  that  one  of  these  can  be  converted  to  Christianity  as  to  believe 
that  one  of  us  should  be  converted  to  the  religion  of  Confucius. 

But,  sir,  as  to  this  proposition  before  the  Convention,  I  rose  to  ask  the 
particular  attention  of  the  members  to  this  proposed  amendment,  offered 
oy  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beersttcher;  and  if  they 
believe  that  it  will  prove  to  any  extent  a  panacea  for  the  Chinese  evil,  I  ask 
them  to  give  it  their  sanction.  I  believe,  in  fact  I  know,  that  we  are 
here  to  do  all  we  can  on  this  subject  I  only  want  to  know  what  to  do, 
and  I  will  do  it.  If  there  is  any  good  in  any  of  these  propositions,  let 
us  adopt  them.  I  would  suggest  that  in  line  four, after  the  word  "  race," 
he  insert  the  words  "  none  other,"  so  as  to  make  it  conclusive. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    I  have  inserted  them ;  it  reads  that  way  now. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Then  I  believe  it  is  a  good  proposition,  and  will 
help  to  mitigate  the  evil,  and  hope  it  will  be  adopt^. 


Dec.  10, 1878. 
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IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Preaident,  or  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  a  change  that  has 
been  made  in  the' printed  copy  of  the  amendment  that  I  intrMJuced  this 
afternoon.  There  seems  to  have  been  a  number  of  objections  raised  to 
the  section,  as  it  might  require  persons  who  had  been  naturalized  and 
were  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  State,  to  take  out  the 
papers  that  are  contemplated  by  the  section.  In  line  one  of  the  section 
the  words  '*' persons  oi  foreign  birth,"  have  been  stricken  out  and  the 
word  "aliens"  substituted.  In  line  five  the  words  "persons  of  foreign 
bxi-th/'  have  also  been  stricken  out  and  the  word  "aliens"  substituted, 
so  that  the  section  now  reads:  "AH  aliens,  before  engaging  in  any 
manner  of  employment,  on  their  own  account  or  for  others,  within  this 
State,  shall  first  procure  a  certificate  of  authority ;  such  certificate  shall  be 
iasned  to  any  applicant  of  a  race  eligible  to  citizenship  under  the  laws 
of  the  State,  wituout  cost,  by  any  Court  of  record  of  the  State.  No  alien 
shall  engage  or  continue  in  any  manner  of  employment  in  this  State 
unless  possessed  of  such  certificate ;  nor  shall  any  person,  copartnership, 
company,  or  corporation,  directly  or  indirectly,  employ  any  alien  within 
this  State,  unless  such  person  possesses  such  certificate.  'fLe  Legislature 
shall  provide  for  punishment  of  violation  of  this  section.  Prosecutions 
shall  ne  maintainable  against  both  employers  and  employes.  Each 
day's  violation  shall  constitute  a  distinct  offense."    Now 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.    There  is  not  a  quorum 

E resent.  Rule  Fifly^six  prescribes  that  the  rules  of  the  Convention  shall 
s  observed  in  Committee  of  the, Whole. 

Thb  chairman.     Mr.  Beerstecher  has  the  floor. 

Mb.  LARKIN.    The  gentleman  is  stating  his  point  o^order. 

Thb  chairman.     Does  Mr.  Beerstecher  yield  the  floor? 

Mr.  beerstecher.     I  do  not  yield  the  floor. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.    I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  Unless  the  gentleman  will  yield  the  floor  you 
cannot  make  your  point  of  onler.    There  cannot  be  two  persons 

Mb.  STEDMAN.  I  understand  that  a  point  of  order  can  be  made  at 
any  time. 

Thb  chairman.  A  point  of  order  cannot  I>e  made  without  first 
obtaining  the  floor. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.  A  point  of  onlcr  is  always  made  when  some  one  is 
on  the  floor.     The  point  of  order  is  araiinst  the  member 

Thb  chairman.  The  Chair  will  recognize  the  gentleman  to  raise 
his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  My  point  of  order  is  that  we  are  proceeding  to 
business  without  a  quorum.  Seventy-seven  members  constitute  a  quo- 
rum, either  in  Convention  or  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  since  the 
roll  was  called  several  meml^^rs  have  left.  Originally  we  had  seventy- 
six  members  when  we  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 

Mb.  shoemaker.    His  point  of  order  should  be  taken 

Mb.  STEDMAN.    The  rules  of  the  Convention 

Mb.  TINNIN.     I  hope  the  Chair  will  enforce  order 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlemen  will  please  preserve  order.  The 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco  raises  the  point  of  order  that  there  is  no 
quorum  present.  The  Chair  recognized  tne  point  of  order,  and  it  will 
be  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  there  is  a  quorum  present  by  moving  a 
call  of  the  roll,  or  a  motion  that  the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  beerstecher.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  There  cannot  be  a 
motion  made  for  the  committee  to  rise  while  a  member  occupies  the 
floor.  And  furthennore,  when  we  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
sir,  there  was  a  quorum  present,  and  there  is  no  oflScial  knowledge  now 
but  what  that  quorum  is  present,  and  a  vote  cannot  be  taken  upon  the 
subject  until  I  yield  the  floor. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  point  of  order  is  well  taken.  The  Sergeant- 
at-Arms  will  preserve  order. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.    The  Chair  recognized  me 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognized  you  to  make  a  point  of 
order. 

BBMABKS   OF   MB.   BBBBSTECHRB. 

Mb.  beerstecher.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  I  was  stating,  the  objection 
to  the  section  as  introduced,  which  objection  was  privately  stated  to  me 
by  a  number  of  delegates,  was  that  tne  original  section  would  compel 
persons  whcr  had  become  naturalized  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States, 
persons  who  were  citizens  of  the  State — no  matter  whether  they  were 
citizens  one  day,  or  whether  they  were  citizens  twenty-five  years,  if  resi- 
dents of  this  State,  but  being  persons  of  foreign  birth — to  procure  these 
certificates  contemplated  in  tne  section.  The  section  now  has  been 
altered  and  so  changed  that  it  will  not  require  any  but  aliens  to  make 
this  application,  and  when  a  person  has  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  a  citizen  of  the  State  of  California,  it  will  not  be  necessary 
for  them  to  go  before  a  Court  and  get  this  certificate  of  authority  to  prose- 
cute business  in  the  State ;  and,  therefore,  the  objection  that  has  been 
ur^ed  against  the  section  has  been  removed.  Now,  as  regards  this  section, 
it  IS  immaterial  to  me  whether  this  particular  section  or  whether  a  section 
of  like  import  be  adopted,  but  the  section,  in  reality,  goes  much  farther 
than  section  two,  as  reported  by  the  committee.  Section  two,  as  reported 
by  the  committee,  has  exclusive  reference  to  corporations,  and  to  cor- 
porations alone.     It  says : 

"Any  corporation  incorporated  by  or  under  the  laws  of  this  State, 
or  doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  forfeit  its  franchises  and  all  legal 
rights  thereunder,  if  it  ever  employs,  in  any  capacity  whatever,  for- 
eigners who  are  not  aligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States 
under  the  laws  of  Congress.  This  section  shall  be  enforced  by  appro- 
priate legislation." 

Mb.  INMAN.    Do  you  propose  to  prohibit  an  individual  from  employ- 
ing Chinamen  T 
Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    Yes. 


Mb.  INMAN.  I  want  to  understand  it,  because  I  am  opposed  to 
that. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  am  in  favor  of  absolutely  and  unequivo- 
cally cutting  ofi"  the  power  and  privileges  of  any  Mongolian  of  getting 
any  character  of  employment  in  the  State  whatever.  That  is  the  only 
way  that  we  can  rid  ourselves  of  the  nuisance.  I  do  not  believe  myself 
that  we  have  the  power  to  meet  the  Chinese  at  the  threshold  and  pre- 
vent them  from  entering  our  State.  I  believe  that  they  can  come  here. 
I  believe  that  the  power  delegated  to  Congress  to  regulate  commerce 
will  land  them  in  this  State,  and  that  the  laws  of  Congress,  and  the 
powers  delegated  to  Congress  by  the  States,  will  protect  them  until  they 
are  landed,  but  the  moment  that  they  are  upon  the  soil  of  California, 
the  moment  that  they  commingle  and  intermix  with  the  people  of  this 
State,  the  moment  that  they  become  residents  within  the  border  of  the 
State,  that  moment  the  power  and  the  protection  of  the  United  States 
ceases..  The  powers  vested  in  Congress,  giving  it  power  over  commerce, 
foreign  and  between  States,  ceases  when  the  Chinaman  comes  here  and 
becomes  a  resident,  and  commingles  with  the  people  and  engages  in 
business  in  this  State.  The  moment  that  national  power  ceases,  the 
power  of  the  State  attaches,  under  the  police  regulations,  and  we  can 
regulate  their  residence  here.  We  can  regulate  their  transaction  of 
business  here,  under  that  police  power  which  resides  in  the  State,  which 
is  always  reserved  by  the  State,  and  which  has  never  been  given  to  the 
General  Grovemment,  and  never  has  been  stolen  by  the  General  Govern- 
ment, as  other  powers  have  by  the  General  Government.  And  I  believe 
that  if  we  hav^  the  right  to  regulate  their  employment  by  corporations, 
we  have  the  right  to  regulate  their  employment  by  copartnerships,  and 
by  companies,  and  by  individuals.  At  all  events,  I  believe  in  drawing 
the  section  just  as  strong  as  it  is  possible  to  draw  it.  If  this  section  went 
before  the  Courts,  and  an  individual  should  say  that  his  rights  as  a 
citizen  of  the  United*-  States,  or  of  the  State  of  California,  had  been 
infringed  upon,  because  he  is  not  allowed  to  employ  whomsoever  he 
pleases,  then  the  Court  will  simply  say  that  this  provision,  of  the  Con- 
stitution is  unconstitutional,  as  far  as  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  is  concerned.  The  Courts  will  simply  say  the  section  is  a  good 
and  valid  section,  it  has  force  and  vigor  m  law,  with  the  exception  of 
what  relates  to  preventing  private  individuals  from  employing  China- 
men. They  might  say  that  it  might  be  invalid,  as  relates  to  private 
companies  employing  Chinamen,  but  the  section  will  be  good  as  to 
everything  else.  Every  Court  is  bound  to  give  eflect  to  every  law 
just  as  far  as  it  can  give  eflect  to  the  law,  and  a  law  is  never  totally 
wiped  out  if  it  can  be  preserved.  But  it  might  only  be  wiped  out  so  far 
as  it  endeavors  to  regulate  the  employment  of  Mongolians  by  private 
individuals.  If  we  desire  to  draw  provisions  here  in  relation  to  the 
Chinese  that  are,  beyond  all  doubt,  beyond  all  possibility  of  a  doubt, 
constitutional,  then  we  had  better  not  commence  to  draw  them  at  all, 
because  all  of  these  inhibitions,  perhaps,  will  rest  under  a  doubt  as  to 
their  constitutionality.  And  in  such  cases  it  will  be  necessary  to  take 
them  before  the  Courts  and  to  test  them,  and  that  is  exactly  what  we 
are  after.  We  desire  to  have  them  tested,  and  we  desire  to  make  a 
test  case  and  ascertain  what  rights  we  have  in  the  premises.  If  this 
section  is  to  furnish  a  test  case,  well  and  good.  If  any  other  section  is 
to  furnish  a  test  case,  well  and  good.  The  Court  will  not  wipe  out  the 
section  because  it  goes  too  far,  and  as  to  other  provisions  the  section  will 
stand. 

I  hope  that  this  section  will  be  adopted  instead  of  section  two,  because 
it  not  only  psohibits  corporations,  but  goes  way  beyond  corporations  and 
embraces  much  mere,  and  at  the  same  tiihe  embraces  corporations  by  its 
terms. 

REMARKS    OF    MR.    LARKIX. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Chinese,  I  have  considered  the  propositions  that  are  submitted  by  that 
committee,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  devote  my  time  this  evening  to  a 
lengthy  speech,  but  simply  to  give  my  views  on  the  proposition.  I 
shall  support  the  first  section  as  reported  by  that  committee  to  this  Con- 
vention. I  believe  in  that  first  section  there  are  rights,  and  there  will 
be  powers  conferred  on  the  Legislature-^ 

Mr.  beerstecher.  I  will  state  that  the  first  section  has  gone 
over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  shall  support  the  second  section,  unless  something 
better  is  oflered  than  has  been  already.  I  cannot  support  the  proposition 
of  Mr.  Beerstecher.    It  goes  farther  than  I  propose  to  go  in  this  matter.    I 

Sropose  to  go  as  far  as  I  believe  is  consistent;  as  far  as  the  people  of  this 
tate  demand;  as  far  as  the  Courts  will  sustain  us  in  this  matter.  I 
do  not  propose,  by  any  vote  of  mine  upon  this  question,  to  load  this 
Constitution  so  that  it  shall  be  objectionable  to  the  better  portion  of  the 
people  of  this  State  that  desire  to  rid  themselves  of  this  nuisance. 
When  we  apply  the  provision  to  corporations,  it  occupies  an  entirely 
difierent  position  from  what  it  would  applied  to  private  individuals. 
Under  this  Constitution  and.  under  the  laws  we  have  power  to  regulate 
corporations;  .we  have  power  to  wipe  the  last  one  of  them  from  the 
State,  and  require  business  to  be  oonaucted  by  copartners;  we  have  that 
right  both  in  the  Constitution  and  in  the  laws.  We  have  the  right  to 
say  that  they  shall  not  employ  Chinese  coolies;  that  the  public  good 
demands  that  the  preference  be  given  to  persons  eligible  to  become  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into  the  constitu- 
tional right  that  the  State  has  in  her  Constitution  to  sav  that  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  shall  not  enga^  in  any  business  and  employ  who  he 
pleases.  I  believe  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  would  declare 
that  a  provision  of  that  kind  in  our  Constitution  would  be  null  and 
void.  I  believe  that  any  citizen  in  the  United  States  has  a  right  to 
engage  in  any  business,  whether  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
was  a  check  upon  that  power  or  not.  That  right,  I  believe,  belongs  to 
an  American  citizen ;  and  I  do  not  believe  that  your  Constitution 
should  be  attempted  to  infringe  upon  it.  If  we  place  in  this  Constitu- 
tion provisions  tnat  the  Supreme  Court  will  not  sustain,  just  so  far  we 
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weaken  our  poeition  before  the  people  of  the  world.  Let  us  put  nothing 
in  there  but  what  the  Supreme  Court  will  sustain.  Then  we  have  taken 
a  step  forward  to  accomplish  the  purpose  which  we  design.  To  go  far- 
ther than  that  shows  weakness^  a  wild,  rabid  desire  to  do  something, 
without  any  definite  reason  for  what  we  are  going  to  do,  or  without 
caring  for  the  result  of  our  acts. 

Section  three  is  again  a  clear  proposition.  In  the  Oonstitution  of  this 
State  we  would  certainly  have  tne  power  to-day  that  **  no  alien  ineligi- 
ble to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  ever  be  employed  on 
any  State,  county,  municipal,  or  other  public  work  in  this  State  after  the 
adoption  of  this  Constitution."  We  have  the  right,  I  believe,  to  place 
that  article  in  the  Constitution.  I  believe  it  should  be  placed  there. 
That  and  the  provision  before  is  all  I  am  going  to  vote  for  in  this  Con- 
vention. That  is  as  far  as  I  will  go  on  this  question.  I  believe  that  is 
as  far  as  the  people  of  this  State  will  sustain  us  in  going,  and  anything 
farther  than  that  will  load  the  Constitution  before  the  people  of  this  State, 
which  I  do  not  propose  to  do. 

Section  five  is  the  most  extreme  section  offered  in  this  report.  "  No 
person  who  is  not  eligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall 
t>e  permitted  to  settle  in  this  State  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitu- 
tion." That  covers  the  question  of  settlement  in  this  State  to  any  per- 
son ineligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  That  section  has 
a  precedent  in  this  Convention  of  Illinois  that  existed  up  to  some  fifteen 
years,  when  the  Fifteenth  Amendment  was  adopted,  prohibiting  mulat- 
toes  and  negroes  settling  in  that  State.  The  State  of  Indiana  prohibited 
negroes  and  imposed  a  nne  upon  them,  which  was  used  fbr  the  purpose 
of  taking  those  from  the  State  that  were  found  in  the  State.  That  pro- 
vision in  the  Constitution  had  been  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court  as 
applicable  to  the  negroes,  and  it  certainly  would  sustain  it  as  applicable 
to  persons  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Tnese  pro- 
visions, sections  one,  three,  and  five,  are  all  of  thi«  report  I  desire  to  sup- 
poH,  and  as  far  as  I  believe  we  should  go.  Powers  enough  will  be 
conceded  to  the  Legislature  in  these  provisions,  and  I  believe  will 
determine  the  question.  I  desire  to  see  us  clearly  and  squarely  stand  upon 
these  provisions  that  I  think  will  be  effective,  and  that  the  people  of  the 
State  will  ratify  in  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  There  not  being  a  quorum  present,  I  move  that 
the  committee  now  rise,  report  progress,  and  aak  leave  to  sit  again. 
There  are  less  than  sixty  members  present. 

Mr.  TINXIN.     I  hope  that  this  motion  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     It  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  CONDON.     I  move  you,  sir,  that  that  mo#on  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     Mr.  Chairman 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  will  put  the  original  motion. 

The  question  was  put,  and  the  vote  stood:  ayes,  15;  noes,  4S. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  noes  have  it. 

Mr.  STKDMAN.     I  would  like  the  announcement  of  the  vote. 

Mr.  WELLIN.     I  ask 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  motion  is  lost. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  AVATERS.  I  move  that  the  gentleman  have  indefinite  leave  of 
absence. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  The  decision  of  the  Chair  cannot  be  appealed  from 
on  a  question  of  the  vote  of  the  house.  The  gentleman  is  entirely  out 
of  order.  I  don't  know  what  is  the  matter  of  him  to-night.  I  move 
that  he  be  granted  one  year's  leave  of  absence. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  want  tb  say  something  more.  There  are  two 
committees  in  session;  one  in  room  fifty-three,  and  one  in  the  Senate 
Chamber,  which  is  conti^ry  to  the  rules  of  this  house. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  move  that  the  gentleman  be  appointed  a  committee 
of  one  to  bring  in  those  members. 

Mr.  waters.  I  rise  for  information.  There  has  just  been  a  ques- 
tion raised,  and  I  would  like  to  know  whether  there  is  a  quorum  present 
or  not.     I  think  I  am  entitled  to  the  information. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  There  are  sixty-four  members,  according  to  the 
count. 

Mr.  waters.     Now,  Mr.  Chairman 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  rules  that  there  is  a  quorum  present 

Mr.  waters.  I  do  not  think  that  this  house  should  proceed  if  there 
is  not  a  quorum  present.  If  there  is  a  quorum  present,  all  well  and 
good. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  There  is  nothing  before  the  committee.  I  raise  that 
point  of  order. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  point  of  order  is  well  taken. 

Mr.  waters.     I  will  proceed  in  order,  if  the  Chair  will  permit. 

Thr  chairman.  The  gentleman  is  not  speaking  to  anything 
before  the  committee. 

Mr.  waters.  I  would  like  to  read  section  one  thousand  nine  hun- 
dred and  ninety-five 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  We  are  not  here  to 
listen  to  the  reading  of  the  Pentateuch. 

Thr  chairman.  The  Chair  has  decided  that  the  point  of  order  is 
well  taken.  But  the  gentleman  asks  leave.  With  the  permission  of 
the  house 

[Cries  of  "  Read,"  "read."] 

Mr,  TINNIN.     What  does  he  want  to  read? 

Mr.  waters.  Section  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  ninety-five 
of  Cushing's  Law  and  Practice  of  Legislative  Assemblies  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

"  A  committee  of  the  whole  house,  consisting  of  all  the  members.  The 
rule  as  ti>  the  number  necessary  to  be  present,  in  order  to  make  a  house, 
has  been  extended  to  committees  of  the  whole.  If,  therefore,  it  should 
appear,  at  any  time,  that  the  number  present  is  less  than  a  quorum — to 
be  ascertained  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the  house;  that  is,  in  the 
Commons,  forty,  and  in  the  Lords,  three — the  Chairman  must  immedi- 


ately leave  the  chair  of  the  committee,  and  the  Speaker  resume  that  of 
the  house.  The  Chairman,  then,  by  way  of  report — for  he  can  make  no 
other — informs  the  Speaker  of  the  cause  of  the  dissolution  of  the  com- 
mittee. When  the  Speaker  is  thus  informed  of  the  want  of  a  quorum 
in  the  committee,  he  immediately  proceeds,  in  the  same  manner,  to 
determine  whether  there  is  a  quorum  then  present  in  the  house.  If 
the" 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  calls  the  gentleman  to  order.  The 
Chair  has  decided  that  there  is  a  Quorum  present. 

Mr.  waters.     I  understood  tnat  I  had  leave  to  speak. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  b}' 
Mr.  Beerstecher.     The  Secretary  will  read  it. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

''All  aliens,  before  engaging  in  any  manner  of  employment  on  their 
own  account,  or  for  others,  within  this  State,  shall  first  procure  a  certifi- 
cate of  authority.  Such  certificate  shall  be  issued  to  any  applicant  of 
a  race  eligible  to  citizenship  under  the  laws  of  the  State,  without  cost, 
by  any  Court  of  record  of  the  State.  No  person  of  foreign  birth  .shall 
engage  or  continue  in  any  manner  of  employment  in  this  State,  unless 
possessed  of  si^ch  certificate;  nor  shall  any  person,  copartnership,  com- 
pany, or  corporation,  directly  or  indirectly,  employ  any  alien  within 
this  State,  unless  such  person  possess  such  certificate.  The  Legislature 
shall  provide  for  punishment  of  violations  of  this  sectitm.  Prosecu- 
tions shall  be  maintainable  against  both  employers  and  employ^ 
Each  dav's  violation  shall  constitute  a  distinct  oflense." 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  it  would  be  unadvisable  to 
take  a  vote  on  any  of  these  amendments  when  the  house  is  so  thin, even 
if  there  is  a  quorum.  In  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  San  Fran(*1sco,  Mr.  Beerstecher,  I  see  in  line  four,  where  he  applies 
this  rule  of  granting  certificates,  that  he  refers  to  persons  eligible  to  citi- 
zenship under  the  Taws  of  the  State.  I  do  not  know  why  he  refers  to 
the  laws  of  the  State  instead  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  unless  it 
be  under  the  impression  that  wo  can  exclude  a  person  from  being  a  citi- 
zen of  this  State,  although  he  may  be  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
All  these  other  amendments  proposed  by  the  committ^Ht  refer  to  persons 
who  are  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States.  This  refers 
to  persons  ineligible  to  become  citizens  under  the  laws  of  the  State.  If 
he  is  under  an  impression  that  the  State  of  California,  or  any  other 
State,  can  exclude  from  citizenship  of  the  State  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  I  think  that  he  is  laboring  under  a  wrong  impression.  As  to 
that,  I  refer  to  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  which  reads: 

''Skction  1.  All  persons  born  or  naturalized  in  the  United  States, 
and  subject  to  the  iurisdiction  thereof,  are  citizens  of  the  United  States 
and  of  the  State  wherein  they  reside.  No  State  shall  make  or  enforce 
any  law  which  shall  abridge  the  privileges  or  inimunitieft  of  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any  pers<:m  of  life, 
liberty,  or  property,  without  due  process  of  law ;  nor  deny  to  any  person, 
within  its  jurisdiction,  the  equal  protection  of  the  law." 

Now,  when  the  Chinaman  can  become  a  citizen  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  why,  certainly,  he  is  eligible  to  citizenship  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  California,  Because  if  the  State  of  California  should  pass  a 
law  to  the  contrary  it  would  be  invalid.  Another  objection  I  have  to 
this  section  is,  that  it  would  be  a  great  inducement  for  every  Chinaman 
in  the  State,  of  whom  very  few  now  want  to  beeome  citizens,  to  beconoe 
citizens  of  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  availing  themselves  of  the 
Fourteenth  Amendment.  Therefore,  I  think  that  much  of  the  gentle- 
man's amendment  as  refers  to  a  citizenship  under  the  laws  of  this  State, 
is  a  nullity.  I  would  like  to  see  it  otherwise.  I  wish  we  had  the  right 
here  to  exclude  the  Chinaman  from  citizenship  under  the  laws  of  the 
State,  but  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  we  certainly 
cannot. 

Mr.  AYERS.    Would  it  be  in  order  to  offer  an  amendment? 

Thk  chairman.     Not  at  this  present  time. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  might  get  the  committee  out  of  its 
snarl.  It  is  well  known  that  the  principal  objection  to  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  is  that  it  inkerferes  with  the  right 
of  American  citizens  to  employ  whom  they  see  fit.  My  amendment  I 
think  would  get  around  tnat  objection.  I  would  provide  that  every 
Chinaman  residing  in  this  State  be  required  to  take  out  a  license  author- 
izing him  to  procure  employment  of  any  kind  in  this  State,  and  direct- 
ing the  Legislature  to  fix  penalties  for  the  violation  of  the  section. 
Under  that  authority  the  Legislature  could  pass  a  law  requiring  that 
each  Chinaman  should  take  out  a  license  before  he  could  be  employed. 

Mr.  miller.  Do  you  propose  to  require  them  to  pay  for  these 
licenses? 

Mr.  AYERS.    Not  in  the  Constitution.    Let  the  Legislature  fix  that. 

Mr.  miller.  The  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  all  license  taxes 
of  that  sort  are  unconstitutional.  Our  Supreme  Court  so  decided  in  this 
State. 

Mr.  AYERS.  They  decided  the  mining  taxes  unconstitutional,  but 
they  decided  it  under  the  old  Constitution.  There  was  no  provision  in 
the  Constitution  authorizing  the  tax.  If  we  should  here  authorize  that 
tax  it  would  hold  before  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  miller.  The  case  I  refer  to  was  tried  in  the  Circuit  Court  in 
San  Francisco  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  TINNIN.     It  was  the  case 

Mr.  van  dyke.    The  case  of  the  United  States  vs.  Jackson. 

Mr.  grace.  If  we  submit  anything  to  the  people  and  they  ratify 
it,  and  say  it  shall  be  the  law,  if  this  is  a  republican  government,  if  we 
have  a  republican  form  of  government,  and  the  majority  rule,  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  not  say  that  they  must  get  a  license.* 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Suppose  this  State  should  see  fit  to  vote  in  favor 
of  seceding  from  the  government  ? 

Mr.  grace.  The  Constitution  would  provide  against  that.  I  hold 
that  the  Union  is  perpetual,  but  I  hold  that  the  sovereign  States,  and 
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that  each  State  has  equal  rishta,  and  have  the  right  to  regulate  their 
own  local  ^flairs.  I  do  not  acknowledge  the  rieht  of  secession  and  never 
did.  But  I  hold  that  one  State  has  as  much  right  as  another.  Ko 
State  is  bound  to  put  up  with  an  institution  that  is  opposed  to  the 
advancement  and  prosperity  of  theSt&te. 

Trk  CIIAIRMaN^.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment, offered  by  Mr.  Shoemaker.    The  Secretary  will  read  it. 

Thk  secretary  read  : 

"The  Legislature  shall,  and  it  is  hereby  made  the  imperative  duty  of 
the  I/egislative  Department  of  the  Government  of  the  State  of  California, 
to  enact  such  laws  as  shall  prevent  any  alien  who  is  a  subject  of  the 
Emperor  of  China,  from  being  employed  within  this  State  by  any  cor- 
poration incorporated  or  doing  business  under  the  laws  of  this  State." 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  do  not  accept  that  amend- 
ment to  my  section.  I  am  opposed  to  it.  I  know  it  is  an  amendment 
to  my  section,  and  I  am  opposed  to  it,  because  it  is  a  repetition.  It 
goes  on  and  repeats.  I  have  already  said  in  my  section  that  no  person, 
copartnership,  or  corporation  shall  employ  any  one  unless  they  possess 
a  license.  Kow,  upon  this  it  is  desired  to  tack  this  addition — in  effect  a 
repetition.  It  says  "by  any  cor]5oration  incorporated  or  doing  busi- 
ness under  the  laws  of  this  State."  Therefore,  a  foreign  corporation, 
incorporated  by  Nevada, or  by  the  State  of  Nevada, could  employ  China- 
men. We  do  not  want  to  give  any  foreign  corporations  doing  business 
in  this  State  the  privilege  of  doine  what  our  own  corporations  cannot 
do.  It  is  a  favoritism  towards  foreign  corporations.  In  answer  to  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Anj^elcs,  Mr.  Avers,  I  would  say,  that  the  very 
object  of  making  these  permits  or  licenses  gratis,  that  a  man  can  get 
them  free,  and  the  Court  must  give  them,  would  avoid  the  decisions  in 
this  State  and  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  in  relation  to  making 
men  pay  for  these  privileges. 

Ma.  LARK  IN.  How  about  men  in  the  County  of  San  Bernardino, 
for  instance,  who  live  several  hundred  miles  from  the  county  seat? 
Tbev  cannot  go  there  to  get  these  permits. 

Xfa.  BEERSTECHER.  They  can  get  them  from  any  Court  of  reconi 
in  the  State  of  California.  lie  could  get  them  in  any  town  that  he 
would  paS6  through.  I  would  say  to  the  gentleman,  if  you  are  going  to 
make  it  so  very  easy,  if  nobody  is  to  be  troubled  in  the  matter  of  getting 
rid  of  the  Chinese,  if  no  person  i&  going  to  sweat  in  this  business,  then 
we  will  never  do  anything. 

Mr.  lark  IK.  fn  those  large  counties  it  will  bo  hard  on  persons 
who  will  have  to  go  fifty  or  one  hundred  miles  even  to  get  a  permit  to 
work  one  day. 

Mr.  BEEltSTECHER.  I  would  state  to  the  gentleman  that  undoubt- 
edly a  man'would  certainly,  in  his  travels,  come  to  some  place  where 
there  is  a  Court  of  record,  and  he  could  got  his  certificate  there.  He 
could  get  it  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Court  in  any  town  that  he  would  pass 
through.  A  man  could  get  it  in  San  Francisco,  and  it  would  be  gooa  for 
his  lifetime,  all  over  the  State.  The  trouble  is,  if  we  are  not  going  to 
put  anybody  to  any  inconvenience,  not  ^ing  to  trouble  anyl^dy,  we 
will  never  do  anything.  For  my  part  I  am  willing  to  go  before  a  Court 
every  year  and  spend  half  a  day  for  the  next  ten  years,  if  I  can  rid 
the  State  from  the  curse  of  the  Chinese  nuisance.     [Applause.] 

Trr  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentlemen  will  preserve  orcier. 

Ms.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  introduce  my  amendment  at  the 
proper  time  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  under  debate.  The  decision, 
80  mr  as  the  license  goes,  was  never  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States.  There  is  a  line  of  decisions  which  have  been  sustained, 
and  I  think,  on  debate,  by  consulting  the  authorities,  it  will  be  found 
that  we  have  the  power.  At  the  proper  time  I  will  introduce  my 
amendment. 

Mr.  INMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  these  two  amendments 
will  be  voted  down.  I,  for  one,  am  opposed  to  stripping  any  citizen 
of  his  rights.  The  gentleman  seems  to  think  it  would  be  all  right. 
Probably  it  would  be  all  right  for  him  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  but 
in  the  country  to  say  that  a  man  must  not  hire  Chinese  to  help  in  harvest 
would  not  do.  It  certainly  would  be  unconstitutional.  The  only  thing 
is  to  restrict  their  coming  here,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  and  I  will  go 
just  as  far  as  the  gentleman  to  do  that.  That  would  only  be  done  under 
the  police  and  sanitary  law.  The  gentleman,  Mr.  Grace,  talks  pretty 
^ood  secesBiou  doctrine.  I  agree  that  what  is  good  in  one  State  is  good 
m  another,  but  I  object  to  secession  and  nullification. 

Mr.  grace.  How  do  they  do  where  they  have  no  Chinamen? 
You  don't  want  to  go  to  the  county  seat  to  get  a  laborer  to  work  for  you. 
How  do  they  do  in  other  countries?  How  do  they  do  where  they  have 
no  Chinamen? 

Mr.  INMAN.  Two  years  ago  the  farmers  began  to  harvest  at  two 
dollars  a  day ;  the  men  asked  three  dollars,  they  gave  it;  the  men  asked 
four  dollars,  they  gave  it;  the  men  asked  five noUars, and  they  would 
not  pay  it.    They  were  compelled  to  hire  Chinamen. 

Ms.  GRACE.    And  you  hired  Chinamen? 

Mr.  INMAN.  No,  sir,  I  did  not;  but  I  deny  that  any  man  has  the 
right  to  say  what  kind  of  machinery  I  shall  use,  or  what  kind  of  help 
I  shall  employ.  I  employ  any  help  that  is  available,  if  I  am  forced  to  do 
it. 

Ms.  GRACE.  I  say  that  the  Chinese  must  go,  all  of  them,  out  of 
the  country — black,  white,  old  and  young.  Chinamen  born,  and  native. 
I  want  to  get  rid  of  them.  There  is  plenty  of  help.  There  is  no  trouble 
about  getting  help.  I  would  help  the  gentleman  through  harvest 
myself,  rather  than  that  he  should  employ  Chinamen.     [Applause.] 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  Sergeant-at-Arms,  at  the  next  demonstration 
of  that  kind,  will  clear  the  galleries. 

Ms.  INMAN.  I  do  not  employ  any  Chinamen  on  the  farm.  I  am 
forced  to  do  it  in  our  house,  because  we  cannot  get  any  other  help  in  the 
hoUse.  But  I  know  other  gentlemen  who  do  employ  Chinamen  on  their 
farms.  They  are  com  pel  led,  to  employ  this  help  or  leave  their  farms 
uncultivated.    No  gentleman  wants  hfs  capital  to  lie  idle.    If  you  stop 


their  oomin|;  here  that  is  sufficient,  and  we  all  agree  upon  that.  But 
for  the  Legislature  or  any  individual  to  say  what  kind  of  machinery 
you  can  use,  or  what  kin^of  help  you  can  hire,  is  certainly  unconstitu- 
tional and  uncalled  for.  I  cannot  see  the  good  sense  in  putting  any- 
thing in  the  Constitution  that  will  be  annulled. 

Gentlemen  talk  about  wages  in  this  country  being  so  low.  I  can 
remember,  years  ago,  when  I  hired  men  for  a  dollar  a  day.  I  pay 
forty  and  forty-five  dollars  a  month  to-day.  You  cannot  get  a  China- 
man for  less  than  thirty  dollars  a  month.  There  is  no  State  in  the 
Union  pays  so  much  wages.  There  is  no  State  in  the  Union  so  pros- 
perous. Vou  talk  about  the  people  of  this  State  suffering.  You  will 
find  that  if  there  is  suffering  it  is  on  account  of  the  whisky  mills. 
Nineteen  twentieths  of  these  men  are  men  who  spend  their  earnings 
in  the  whisky  shops.  The  whisky  mills  are  ten  times  worse  than  the 
Chinamen.  If  you  will  put  the  whisky  mills  out  of  the  country,  I 
promise  you  I  will  not  employ  a  Chinaman.  My  farm  shall  lie  idfe  for 
ten  years,  and  I  will  try  and  get  along  without  iL  I  am  opposed  to  the 
whole  thing.     I  do  not  see  any  sense  to  it. 

Mr.  GRACE.  Are  you  opposed  to  saloons  being  allowed  to  sell 
whisky?    Are  you  opposed  to  that? 

Mr.  INMAN.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  GRACE.  Then  he  has  nullified  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
The  United  States  issues  them  licenses.  That  is  nullification.  It  is 
nullifying  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  I  am  opposed  to  it. 

8PRKCH   OF   MR.    WILSOM. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  Tehama.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  were  no  Chinese 
here  in  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine — nothing  but  white  people.  I 
think  it  was  in  fifty-one  or  fifty-two  that  the  first  Chinaman  came  to 
this  country.  But  they  came;  they  went  to  work  in  our  kitchens,  and 
wherever  they  could  get  anything  to  do.  They  would  work  for  five 
dollars  a  month  until  they  learned  the  routine  work,  and  then  they 
would  call  for  more  wages.  They  have  gradually  insinuated  themselves 
into  almost  every  avenue  of  labor;  they  planted  out  orchards,  and  ber- 
ries, and  vegetables;  they  worked  themselves  into  the  mines  and  now 
you  find  them  everywhere.  I  have  heard  men  say  they  would  not 
employ  Irishmen  because  they  are  given  to  strikes.  Well,  you  hire  a 
Chinaman  and  pay  him  five  dollars  a  week,  and  he  will  steal  another 
five  dollars.  Ho  will  carry  off  your  sugar,  and  coffee,  little  at  a  time, 
so  that  you  cannot  notice  it.  They  are  the  worst  set  of  people  that  ever 
disgraced  the  earth.  You  hire  one  of  them  in  your  kitchen,  and  you 
will  find  he  has  half  a  dozen  oousins  to  support.  That  is  my  experience 
with  them.  They  are  no  benefit  to  the  country ;  they  bring  no  business 
to  the  stores.  They  buy  nothing  here,  and  they  are  a  disgrace  to  our 
State,  and  ought  to  be  got  rid  of,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  the  report  of  the 
committee.  • 

SPEBCH   or   MR.   LINDOW. 

Mr.  LINDOW.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  is  only  three  points  in  this 
Convention  that  ought  to  be  taken  up  and  discussed  and  voted  on. 

[Cries  of  "Louder I"  "louder!"] 

If  the  gentleman  can't  hear  well  he  better  get  up  and  go  out.  [Laugh- 
ter.] The  principal  thing  was  the  corporations,  taxation,  and  Chinese. 
The  cry  was  all  over  the  country  that  the  Chinaman  was  a  nuisance. 
That  is  the  cry  all  over  the  country.  ["Louder I"  " louder  1"]  I  wish 
that  man  would  go  out  oT  the  hall.  [Laughter.]  Mr.  President,  it  is 
well  understood  that  the  principal  thin^  been  here  now  is  this  provision 
that  ought  to  be  put  in  force  on  the  Chinese.  Even  if  it  does  not  come 
within  the  bounaary  and  limits  of  the  United  States  Government,  let 
them  test  the  thing  in  the  Supreme  Court,  and  then  let  them  decide  if 
we  are  wrong  or  right.  That  is  the  way  it  ought  to  work.  If  we  don't 
do  something  besides  talk,  we  might  as  well  let  the  Chinese  question  be. 
It  is  a  growing  evil  over  the  whole  United  States,  and  a  crying  evil  in 
the  State  of  California.  Now,  as  my  friend  Beerstecher  makes  remark, 
I  would  like  to  see  these  men  rise  up  and  give  us  their  views,  so  as  to 
find  out  who  are  for  the  Chinese  and  who  are  against  it.  We  like  to  see 
them  gentlemen  stand  up  and  discuss  the  whole  law  of  the  United 
States,  and  discuss  the  law  of  the  State  of  California,  so  we  know  when 
we  are  right  and  when  we  are  wrong.  That  gives  us  an  idea.  My 
friend  Beerstecher  raised  them  up — woke  them  up  on  this  side  of  the 
house.  One  gentleman  said  he  employed  Chinamen.  I  could  not 
blame  him;  he  only  looked  to  his  own  interest.  He  don't  look  for  the 
generation  that  is  coming. 

So  long  as  I  live  here  my  few  years  I  can  get  along  without  troubling 
me  about  the  Chinese.  But  I  am  looking  for  the  stock  that  I  am 
raising.  They  hire  out  for  a  dollar  a  day,  and  they  say  we  can  live  for 
a  dollar  a  day,  and  we  have  no  right  to  have  any  children.  That  is  what 
they  say.  That  is  what's  against  us.  They  can't  deny  it.  They  done 
it.  Of  course  money  does  it  all.  That's  where  it  comes  in.  If  the  poor 
man  had  as  much  money  as  the  rich  man,  nobody  would  want  to  work. 
It  is  only  for  money  we  work,  and  if  we  cut  wages  down  so  he  can  only 
just  keep  his  mouth  open,  he  might  as  well  go  back.  We  ought  to  give 
him  acnance  and  respect  him,'and  he  will  respect  his  employer.  But 
as  you  cut  wages  down  he  don't  respect  him  any  more,  and  he  finds  the 
Chinaman  in  his  place.  So  he  sees  right  away  that  he  is  below  the 
Chinaman;  and  there  is  gentlemen  here  who  tells  us  that  Chinamen  is 
better  than  white  men.  I  tell  them  the  people  don't  think  so.  The 
Chinaman  suits  some  people  better  than  wnite  men.  Why  ?  Because 
they  can  use  him  to  cook  and  do  chamber  work,  when  another  man 
would  not  do  it.  If  he  goes  to  a  house  he  don't  want  to  do  chamber 
work.  And  that  is  where  the  whole  question  comes  in.  We  want  to 
get  rid  of  this  curse.  We  want  the  Chinaman  away,  and  give  a  man  a 
fair  day's  pay  for  a  fair  day's  work,  and  then  we  won't  have  any 
tramps.  If  a  man  comes  around  and  wants  a  job,  the  farmer,  says  he, 
"  I  have  a  lot  of  Chinamen ;"  and  the  man,  says  he,  "  I  cannot  starve,  I 
will  work  for  the  same  wages."  "  Well,"  says  he,  "you  eat  too  much. 
You  eat  too  much."    He  cannot  get  work*  for  his  grub;  he  cannot  get 
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MB.TINK1N.    I  move  to  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And.  at  eight  o'clock  and  flfty  minutes  r.  u., 
adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  nine  o'clock  and  Ui 


SEVENTY-FIFTH    D 

SiciiMEMTO,  Wednesday,  D 
The  Convention  met  in  regular  aenion  at  nine  o 
it«B  A.  H.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  altei 


Andrewe, 

Barbour, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 
Bell, 


Chapman, 


Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Bolau 

Dun  lap, 

Edgerton, 

Est™, 

Esley, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Filcher, 

Finney, 


Gregg, 

Harriaon, 

Heishell, 
Hcmid, 
inglon, 


Hilbom, 
Hitchooch, 

Howard. 
Huestia, 
Hughey, 
Hunter, 


Idnipaon, 
Larkin, 


Lindow, 

Mansfield. 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Crui, 

McCallum, 

McTomae. 

McFartand, 

McNiitt, 


Miller 
Mills, 


Neunaber, 

Noel, 

O'Donnell, 


Hager, 
HaFe, 


ire  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr.  McCoy,  oi 
Mr.  Barton  waa  granted  two  daya  leave  of  absence 
-'  -"-aence  waa  granted  to  Mean.  Holmes,  O'Sul 


:.  VAN  DYKE  presented  the  following  petiti. 
r  mechanics  and  otheni,  citizens  of  California, 
ide  in  the  Constitution  for  a  lien  law  : 


OF  THE  OOKSTITOTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


.  — '.    If echKnlcB,  mtMdAl-m 


J  Subjects. 


IB  COBII  UDUll}, 


ANDEN  B.  I'ARIa, 
BOTBRAGREGOBT, 


BAKRU  A  GUODCELL. 


WYATT.    I  move  that  the  reulution  which  I  presented  yeiter- 
n-Ding  be  taken  up. 

PRESIDENT.    If  there  is  no  objection,  it  will  be  Uken  up. 
',  Mid  the  Beoretary  will  read  the  reaolutioD. 

SECRETARY  read: 
■td,  nViC— ThM  wt,  tba  ddagntn  ef  the  psoplo  of  lh>  Bute  ot  C^lfomln, 


id  RfpTrt 


In  ihli  a 


i.priM 


knf.  AiwivJ—Tlut  wt  napKtfnlij  nuaemt  aur  Seulon  Hnd  R«|>nHnI>iiiM 


villi  1 1 


dono  beoauw  all 
mestead  or  preem  p- 
nolhing  left  eicept 


WYATT.  Hr.  Pretident:  The  first  reaolullon  lakes  the  i 
mm  from  the  price  of  the  even  sectionB  within  the  limits  o 
Tsnta  vbere  the  railroads  have  been  completed — where  the 
if  the  grants  have  lieen  complied  vith.  That  is  dono  br— 
tter  class  of  land  has  b«en  taken,  either  b;  homestead  oi 

r  purchase,  within  those  limits,  and  Lhf—  ' "----  i 

erior  class  of  lauds  that  are  not  worth  Ih „.„  ^.  .„, 

as  to  purchase  or  taking  eighty  acres  by  homestead  or  pretiinption. 

Kvond  resolution  lelersto  all  the  lands  included  within  the  grants 
ifore  made  which  have  been  forfeited  by  reason  of  the  non-con- 
ion  oX  the  roads;  in  thatcaae  all  the  even  sections  beicg  subject  to 
luble  minimum,  and  the  odd  sections  not  being  in  the  market  at 
rhe  effect  of  this  would  b«  to  restore  all  the  lands  within  these 
ed  grants  to  the  market  at  a  certain  price — that  is  to  >ay,  one  dol- 
id  twenly-Hve  cents  per  acre.  All  the  lands  which  are  surveyed 
alyoughl  lo  be  thrown  open  to  homestead  and  preemption  hy  citi- 
•f  the  United  Btates.  1  believe  it  ought  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
nment  to  make'the  lands  as  cheap  as  possible  to  the  people,  and 
I  increase  the  price,  or  make  the  quantity  which  a  man  may  take 
lan  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres.  I  think  the  resolutions  are  iir 
I  with  the  popular  sentiment  of  this  Stale.  I  introduce  them  in 
iance  with  rei?  numerous  petitions  which  I.  Ijave  received  on  the 
t,  and  I  hope  they  will  be  adopted. 

;  PRESIDlflJT.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolutions 
t  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  Mr.  Wyatl. 

.  MILLER.  Mr.  President;  1  move  that  the  Convention  now 
E  ilaelf  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
e  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 
:  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
a  IVom  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beenilecher,  as  amended. 
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ks  had  any  reference  to  me  whatever,  because  !  don't  cli 
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men  found  fault  because  the  ei 

(meed  themselves  either  for  or  aga 
ere.     My  reply  is  that  there  is  but 
its  legal  aspect.    Perhaps  the  reason  that  they  have  remained 
is  thai  they  know  how  utterly  futile  it  would  bo  to  (.ppoec  the 


meaiurea  pnpaaed  to  be  inserted  in  the  Con 
have  not  heard  from  the  legal  gentlemen  on 
is,  air,  if  they  should  get  up  here  and  attemj: 
ticQ  upon  this  subject,  as  1  should  be  glad  t^ 
iirst  things  you  would  hear  from  Che  other  i 
that  they  were  employed  by  some  corporat 
ested  in  some  scheme  or  other.  These  th 
the  hoQorabte  gentlemen  so  oflen,  when  ( 
instruct  this  Conventton,  that  they  feel  in< 
the  future.  It  is  not  very  pleasant  when  . 
when  he  feels  that  he  is  acting  from  co 
'      ■    telling  tl     *     ■■    -    ' 


hisDi 
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that  has  any  other  clients  save  the  people 
or  any  other  interests  than  the  inleresls  o 
They  are  paid  by  the  people  ;  and  their  ohjei 
that  will  be  acceptable  lo  the  people  of  the 
an  honor  lo  their  own  names  when  thev  die. 
"  ?ast  I  fear— that  there  are  some  of  these 
laces  on  this  floor,  if  the  various  proposilion 
nd  this  report,  pnrticularly,  if  they  shnuh 
Constitution  of  this  Stale,  that  (he/  would  di 
ither  Ibis  Constitution  will  receiv 
believe,  sir,  that  meii  are  going  lo  be  so  fni 
their  interests,  and  Iheir  desire  for  the  right, 
which  are  attempted  to  be  incorporated  in( 
know  that  we  have  no  right— that  the  State 
ingwhat  has  been  said  here— to  incorporate  [ 
the  organic  law.  Every  legal  mind,  as  we 
knows  Chat  this  Convention  has  no  right  I 
treaty,  made  by  the  powers  of  this  govemm 
government.  Gentlemen  reason,  and  say  W( 
tation.  They  onn'C  do  it  under  any  regulalit 
ntravenee  a  treaty  made  by  the  Congress 
,ere  is  no  use  of  talking  about  IL 
Now,  gentlemen  say  Ibis  section  means 
They  can  support  it,  but  don't  want  to,  becau 
Mr.  President,  it  means  considerable.  It  is  ei 
the  first  section,  and  you  will  see,  by  a  cerel 

"  BxcTioN  1.  The  Legislature  shall  have  a 
lo  enact  all  needful  laws,  and  prescribe  ne 
protection  of  the  State,  and  the  counties,  citii 
the  burdens  and  evils  arising  from  Che  pn 


iaJfure  or  refusal  to  ooniply  with  such  condiCi 
contained  in  Che  furegoiug  shall  be  constri 
power  of  the  Lcgislaturr  ■ ■-  -" 


lary," 

Now,  our  people  are  doing  busineas  in  Chi 
treaty  made  between  their  government  and  i 
there  and  asked  them  lo  make  it;  they  did 
there,  and  we  went  there  and  asked  to  be  pci 
lo  have  a  commercial  treaty,  and  open  up 
some  of  the  aulhoritiee  of  Europe  were  willi 
pose  of  compelling  them  to  make  a  treaty- 
are  availing  ourselves  to-day  of  the  privil 
treaty.  Prior  to  the  making  of  thai  treaty  t 
great  disadvantage,  because  Germany  at  oni 
country  Chat  traded  there.  England  and  th< 
to  have  this  treaty; 


great  bonanza 


aated  S 


1   the  world.     Now, 


rould  n: 
after  w. 


work  just  exactly  as  w 
do  away  with  it.  Gentlemen  ought  to  have' 
lakes  tlie  same  contracting  power  to  do  awn; 
does  to  make  il,  and  we  cannot  do  away  wil 
such  way  as  this.  Any  lawyer  knows  we  ci 
man  ought  to  know  we  cannot  do  it.  Tht 
selves  are  the  ones  tbot  can  do  away  with  it. 
you  by  my  colleague  and  otheri 


le  Chin 


•eper 


litted  to 


travel.  Iftb 
SUte,  what  J 
are  prohibiti 
when    they  are  pen 

are  entitled  lo  live  in  a  house- 
be  an  open  violation  of  the 


>tih 

reside  in  thi 

to  ssy  about  thi: 

ig  property?    I 

initted   by  the  terms  of 


a  in! 


right  to 


.try  to  r. 


rringe  u 


Eaty. 


Then,  again,  it  reaches  a  class  of  perwr 
antipathy  against.  What  hove  they  done 
gentleman  here,  if  he  would  not  Ijetter  his  i 
we  not  all  desire  lo  make  more  money  T 
better  our  condition  whenever  we  canT  I  i 
should  lie  placer  diggings  discovered  that  won 
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■nda  who  would  flock  to  the  scene  of  dii 
iiig  (heir  condition  t  And  at  thia  pftrticuli 
ith    famine.     There   are    milliona  dying   of 

I  nature  for  these  men  toB;oJ' ' "^"* 

ig  off  every  day  of  Htarvation 

condition  T    Are  the>e  poor 

ot.     I    don't  think  (here  ouEfat  to  bo  any 

these  Chinamen.     And  I,  as  an  individual, 

•metimea  feel  a  little  bit  hnatjie 

from  modifjina:  the  proviaioni  of  (he  treaty 

country  and  China,  so  that  we  ini)tlit  stop 

t  ia  toward  these  mcn'l  cherish  feelinga  of 


and  no 

xir 

t  the  Chines 

»  China, 

r  their  condi 

(be  fact 

hatth 

t  couutr>-  ha 

been 

xpect  to  relieve  ourselvea  of  them  in  a  day, 
iral  ahips  (o  brinE  them,  and  it  wilt  lake 
itn  back  again.     We  cannot  relieve  outhIt 
BTowth  in  a  day.     It  will  take  aoroo  tini 
hope  we  can  find  anme  panial  remedy 
e  eon  do  it  unleu  we  act  ratianally  ;  unless 
il  way.     We  cannot  iTo  it  by  any  such  reao- 
isert  here.     They  would  be  declared  unonn- 

I  come  before  the  higher  Courts.  Gentlemen 
a  clause  that  (liey  shall  not  be  employed  by 

II  not  do  thus  and  Bo{  that  they  ahall  not 
1  license,  and  then  provide  further  that  (hey 
ow,  Buppoae  you  do  this;  auppose  you  incor- 
Donstitution,  and  suppose  the  Conatilutionis 
jecomes  the  law  of  the  land.  What  are  you 
'  thousand  Chinamen,  if  they  are  all  going 


hey  Mn  get 


way! 


>  Chin< 


'c  tbe  people  going  to  feed  them,  or 
"     ""?    What  do  you  propose  to  do 

ipaniee  that  brought  them  here 


ey  will  send  them  all  back  i 
I't  get  rid  of  them  in  a  day. 
B  one  hundred  and  aixly  thuunnu  ui  iiiern. 
aakes  my  argument  all  the  s(ronger.  You 
nnth.  Again,  as  some  gentlemen  have  said. 
n,and  I  prapoae  lo  vote  as  my  judgment 
ot  caro  what  the  people  ot  the  Stale  may 
!  for  any  office;  1  don't  know  that  I  shall 
f  I  could  insert  a  clause  prohibiting  Chinese 
but  I  know  it  cannot  be  done.  I  am  going 
i.  I  am  not  going  to  fall  down  to  popular 
irL  1  am  not  going  to  do  that,  air.  1  am 
i  I  ahall  be  responsible  for  my  vote,  and  I 

0  say,  I  have  an  opinion  on  this  section.  I 
is^  other  gentlemen  dilTer  with  lue,  1  da 
rhtch  we  say  the  oarporattons  shall  not  hire 

1  written  on.  I  don't  believe  it  is  worth  the 
ing  iL     I  believe  that  Governor  Stanfonl.or 

corporation,  will  goon   hiring  (hem,  and 
.    The  Courts  will  say  (hat  you  h 
tbe  Cunstilulion,  and  your  work 

:iplo  of  law  does  it  violate,  prohibiting  cor- 
liinamcn  ? 

this:  that  the  treaty  says  they  shall  come 
travel, and  be  treated  like  the  people  of  the 
r,  sir,  the  most  favored  nationa,  Kngtish- 
19,  can  come  to  this  country  and  hire  out  to 
)  a  discrimination  in  that  regard  between 

nake  a  speech.  I  wanted  lo  make  thcic  few 
[  stand.  My  vote  shall  be  in  keeping  with 
fectly  willing  for  the  people  t»  see  how  1 
>t  them  know.  Now,  aV,  I  agree  with  you 
migration.  I  had  taken  that  poailioii  long 
for  this  office.  1  am  not  an  oBice  seeker.  1 
eso  immigrutiun,  and  1  am  as  strongly 
:  but  I  want  to  get  rid  of  these  people  in  a 
g  to  go  losuch  e-' • '--  "--- 

ly  would 

have  bad  control  of  the  two  branches  of 
lected  a  great  deal  of  aid  from  that  party, 
this  State  are  not  just  as  much  in  sympathy 
just  as  deeply  interested,  but  the  great  body 
isympathiied  with  ua,aud  does  not  lo-day. 
rty  believe  in  tbe  fatherbond  of  God  and 
ind  thev  are  in  favor  of  the  Chinese  coininE 
the  relief  we  need.     I  Btate<l  th^n.  and  I 


'  are  in  sympathy  with  the  people  of  this 
I  Lave  bahevcd  it  for  several  year?.    I 


believe  you  gentlemen  will  see  that  we  will  get  aonie 
quarter  that  will  be  of  areat  use  to  us.  If  we  cannot  gi 
we  have  no  remedy.  These  resolutions  will  fall  to  the 
ing.     We  muat  not  put  oureelves  in  a  hostile  attitude  t 

the  country  into  a  war  with  China.  It  could  not  be  oth< 
a  treaty  with  IhKt  country,  and  if  our  government  is  goi 

will  be  moat  apt  to  follow  such  an  action  on  our  part.  '' 
pared,  and  the  General  Government  is  not  going  to  ]ien 
a  treaty  in  that  way.  The  only  way  is  lo  adopt  tbe  clan 
suggested.  I  believe  now,  as  we  have,  lor  the  Rnt  tim 
houses  of  Congrcsa  Democratic,  I  believe  we  can  eipecl 
that  source,  1  want  lo  gel  rid  of  these  Chinesa  as  had  i 
man,  nr  any  other  man.  I  see  the  evil  eifecta.  It  corn 
degrades  labor,  and  injures  the  business  of  the  State ;  foi 
said,  any  man,  I  don't  care  who  he  is,  may  go  to  work  i 
men  because  ho  gets  them  for  Icaa  money,  but  he  low 
operation.    Every  dollar  paid  to  them  is  gone  from  us 

a  while  man  and  pay  him  money  h^  will  setlle  down  i 
hood;  if  he  is  a  single  man  he  marries  as  soon  as  he  get 
piece  of  land,  settles  down,  and  becomes  a  valuable  add 


ilatioi 


It  il 


mtry  to  Ret  rid  of  them,  but  I  wai 


est  of  the  lountry  to  Ret  ri 
'.  I  shall  vole  on  these  various  propo>itions  . 
I  have  taken  an  oath  in  this  hall  lo  obey  the 
d  Stntea,  and  !  do  not  propose  lo  violal*  that  o 


Ma.  HOWARn,  of  Los  Angelea.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  I 

nt  to  participate  in  this  debate,  and  if  I  had  not  beet 

by  a  sense  of  duly  1  should  certainly  have  continued  i 

subject.     I  ooncede  that  the  object  and  eflect  of  this  artii 

'^'■■-eie  immigration  from  California.     It  is  admitted  b 

gration  is  a  great  and  menacing  evil  lo  the  mui 
proeperily  of  the  Stale.      Several   gentlemen  who  hav 

--in  maintain,  however,  that  the  State  is,  untTer  tha 

.powerless  (o  resist,  and  they  oppose  all  action.  1 
of  the  fellow  down  East  who  was  In  favor  of  the  Maine 
teculion.  The  op|«ncuU  of  Slate  action  mi 
ilude  the  Chinese,  or  any  other  immigration 
the  safety  of  the  Sule.  is  e:celusivety  in  the  Congrea 
Statea.  1  deny  the  premises  and  the  conclusion,  both 
I  shall  be  unfortunate  if  I  do  not  demoi 
■e  tbe  reverse  of  euch  a  proposition.  Nor 
poeition  with  me.     As  long  ago  as  eighteen  hundred  i 

dale  tor  Governor  on  the  "falherliood  of  God  and  the 
nan  "  proposition,  I  discussed  this  subject  in  an  address 

Sublished  in  the  Examiner,  republished,  as  lo  that  n 
^orkingmen's  paper  then  printed  in  San  Francisco,  Tl 
has  always  been  a  Chinese  immigration  party  in  the  81. 

enl  few  of  its  advocates  have  the  courage  of  my  frien 

Stuart,  to  avow  it.  All  those  interested  in  the  larg 
porations,  like  the  railways,  or  who  cultivate  land  by  t. 

1,  desire  cheap  Chinese  labor,  and  a  continuance  of 

his  Convention  that  is  the  inner  secret  of  the  op 
report,  and  of  the  assertion  that  the  jurisdiction  is  eich 
Federal  Congress,  where  thev  are  awdre  there  is  no  rel 
paled.  Ilia  well  known  that  for  a  long  aeriea  of  ycaia  t 
the  Western  Stales  has  excluded  not  only  slaves,  b"'  '"" 


.  ued.  Article  fourteen  of  the  Conslitutir 
ighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,  provides:  "The  Ge 
shall,  at  its  first  session  under  the  amended  Constitution 
as  will  effectually  prohibit  free  persons  of  color  from 
and  settling  in  this  State;  and  to  effectually  preve   '  " 


m  into  this  Stale  for  the  purpose  of 
of  history  thai  that  policy  was  sustainei 
the  Slate  of  Illinois  with  entire  success,  and  wi 


Fedcn 


I  Gove 


opp 


Icio  of  tbe  Constitution  of  India 
eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-one,  declares: 

"  No  uegra  or  mulatto  shall  come  into,  or  settle  in  thii 
option  of  this  Constitution.  All  contracts  made  wil 
iilatto  coming  into  this  Stale,  contrary  to  the  provision 
shall  he  void,  and  any  person  who  shall  empio 


ten  dollars 


more  tbi 


■  other 
ned  in  any  sum 

dollars." 

These  provisions  go  quite  as  far  as  any  contained  in 
e  as  open  lo  objection  on  the  ground  of  code  legislal 
ined  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese  In' 
.idefrom  tbe  treaty  with  China, are  <iitileasobnoxious  i 

objections.    1  maintain  that  tbe  decisions  of  the  Sup 
"  igether  clear  and  uniform  as  to  tbe  power  of  Die  Sta 

S ration  which  endangers  the  morals  and  safety  ol 
e  power  exists  alongside  of  and  independent  of  th 
gress^to  regulate  foreign  and  inter-State  commerce.  Thi 
police  regulation  vested  in  the  Slates  exclusively,  and  t 

1-  igg  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Stales'  from  fi 

recognize  and  sustain. 


Dec.  11, 1878. 


OP  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 
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The  first  case  was  decided  in  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven, 
and  the  last  bearing  upon  the  subject  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventv- 
nx,  and  they  are  entirely  consistent.  The  Passenger  cases  go  to  the 
extent  of  asserting  that  the  States  have  the  exclusive  right  to  detennine 
whether  the  immigration  is  dangerous  or  not,  and  of  applying  the  nec- 
essary remedy.  In  the  City  of  i^ew  York  vs.  Miln,  11  Peters,  decided 
in  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty -seven,  Mr.  Justice  Barbour,  rendering 
the  opinion  of  the  Court,  quotes  from  Vattel,  as  the  law  of  the  case : 

"The  sovereign  may  forbid  the  entrance  of  his  territory  either  to 
foreiguers  in  general  or  in  particular  cases,  or  to  certain  persons,  or  for 
certain  particular  purposes,  aocording  as  he  may  th  ink  advantageous  to  the 
State."  •  ♦  ♦  "  Since  the  lord  of  territoiymay^  whenever  he  thinks 
proper,  forbid  its  being  entered,  he  has  no  doubt  a  power  to  annex  what 
conditions  he  pleases  to  the  permission  to  enter." 

The  Court  then  proceeds  to  prove  that  the  State  possessed  this  power 
before  the  formation  of  the  Feacral  Constitution  had  not  surrendered  it 
to  the  General  Groveniment,  and  still  retained  it  It  has  been  asserted 
that  the  decision  in  the  Passenger  cases  overruled  the  decision  in  the 
City  of  New  York  vs.  Miln.  It  is  an  assumption  without  the  slightest 
foundation  in  fact.     In  the  Passenger  cases.  Judge  McLean  says: 

"  In  giving  the  commercial  power  to  Congress,  the  States  did  not  part 
with  that  power  of  self-preservation  which  must  be  inherent  in  every 
organized  community.  They  may  guard  against  the  introduction  of 
anything  which  may  corrupt  the  morals  or  endanger  the  health  or  lives 
of  their  citizens." 

To  the  same  effect  is  the  opinion  of  Judge  Grier,  and  seven  of  the  nine 
Judges  who  composed  the  Court.  Seven  of  the  Judges,  including  the 
majority  and  minority,  delivered  concurrent  opinions  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  eight  of  them  concurred  in  the  position  thus  expressed  by 
Judge  McL^n,  as  I  shall  demonstrate  before  I  conclude.  I  shall  show 
that  all  the  other  decisions  of  the  Court  either  substantially  maintain 
the  same  rule,  or  expressly  reserve  any  opinion  on  the  subject. 

Then  do  the  Chinese  immigrants,  in  the  language  of  Judge  McLean, 
tend  to  corrupt  the  morals  of  our  people,  or  endangef  the  safety  «f  the 
State?  Let  us  begin  with  the  foundation  of  society,  the  marriage  rela- 
tion.  We  know,  from  history  and  the  statements  of  travelers,  that  a 
system  of  polygamy  exists  in  China,  quite  as  execrable  as  that  which 
prevails  among  the  Mormons  of  Salt  Lake.  That  the  position  of  woman 
in  China  is  practically  that  of  a  slave  and  an  article  of  commerce.  I 
need  not  d^ell  on  the  fact,  that  there  can  be  no  desirable  civilization  or 
sound  state  of  morals  where  polygamy  is  the  position  of  woman.  In  the 
nineteenth  century  that  is  an  admitted  axiom  among  all  people  of  any 
liberal  cultivation. 

To  illustrate  the  Chinese  idea  of  the  rights  and  position  of  woman,  I 
give  the  following  contract  from  the  Senate  Committee  report  on  the 
subject  of  Chinese  immigration  at  a  late  session  of  Congress :  ''An  agree- 
ment to  assist  the  woman  Ah  Ho,  because  coming  from  China  to  San 
Francisco, she  became  indebted  to  her  mistress  for  passage.  Ah  Ho  her- 
self asks  Mr.  Yu  Kwan  to  advance  her  sixty  dollars,  for  which  Ah  Ho 
distinctly  agrees  to  give  her  body  to  Mr.  Yee  for  services  as  a  prostitute 
for  a  term  of  four  years."  And  yet  the  passage  did  not  cost  Yee  exceed- 
ing forty  dollars,  and  Ah  Ho  for  this  service  was  required  to  prostitute 
herself  lor  four  yean.  And  this  is  the  foreign  commerce  which  gentle- 
men, in  effect,  argue  is  protected  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
It  appears  from  the  testimony  of  Governor  Low,  in  the  same  report,  that 
by  an  arrangement  between  the  Chinese  Companies  and  the. steamship 
company  no  Chinaman  will  be  allowed  to  return  to  China  on  the 
steamer  until  all  his  debts  are  paid;  and,  therefore,  there  was  noway  for 
this  woman  to  escape  her  odious  contract  until  the  expiration  of  the  four 
years.  Yet,  such  are  the  Six  Chinese  Companies  tolerated  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, and  such  is  the  steamship  company  subsidized  by  the  United 
States  Government  in  the  cause  of  civilization  and  commerce. 

It  is  an  admitted  fact,  to  which  every  practicing  lawyer  can  testify,  that 
as  a  race  the  Chinese  have  no  sense  of  the  obligations  of  an  oath,  eitlier 
when  the  litigation  is  amonj^  themselves  or  between  Chinese  and  others, 
whether  the  oath  is  administered  according  to  our  laws  or  their  own 
customs.  If  among  themselves,  they  generally  produce  about  an  equal 
number  of  witnesses  on  each  side,  who  testify  directly  in  opposition  to 
each  other.  I  recollect  the  history  of  a  case,  when  I  first  came  to  the 
State,  when  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  as  a  matter  of  curiosity,  had  wit- 
nesses in  a  suit  until  fifty  had  testified  in  contradiction  of  each  other.  A 
race  that  has  no  sense  of  the  obligations  of  a  jural  oath  is  dangerous  in 
any  country^  and  especially  where  jury  trials  prevail  according  to  the 
£nglish  or  American  rules. 

It  is  well  est«blished  that  smallpox  and  leprosy  piyvail  among  the 
Chinese  to  an  alarming  extent,  and  that  they  have  introduced  both  into 
this  country.  It  is  also  an  established  fact  that  leprosy  is  an  incurable 
disease,  and  that  several  deaths  from  that  cause  nave  occurred  in  San 
Francisco.  • 

It  is  well  known  that  their  women  fearfully  corrupt  the  youths  in  our 
cities,  both  in  morals  and  health.  I  have  been  credibly  informed  that 
they  have  introduced  among  our  young  people  the  practice  of  smoking 
opium,  which,  in  some  instances,  has  l^en  indulged  by  young  females. 
It  cannot  be  denied,  that  in  opposition  to  law  ana  the  Acta  of  Congress, 
Chinese  are  introduced  into  this  country  as  coolies  bound  by  contracts 
to  labor — practically  slaves — and  that  the  Six  Companies  rigidly  enforce 
these  contracts.  Nor  is  it  possible  to  detect  this  violation  of  law,  or 
repress  this  system  of  slavery  so  long  as  Chinese  are  permitted  to  be 
introduced  as  immigrants.  It  appears  from  the  testimony  before  the 
United  States  Senate  Committee  that  these  people  are  generally  too  poor 
to  pay  their  own  passage.  It  is,  therefore,  the  practice  of  the  importer 
to  advance  the  passage  money  under  a  contract  to  labor,  and  the  coolie 
goes  before  the  American  Consul,  and  proves — or  some  one  else  does  it 
for  him — ^that  he  is  a  voluntary  immigrant;  and  thus  he  sells  himself 
into  slavery  for  a  term  of  time,  and  becomes  a  person  "  held  to  service 
or  labor,"  as  our  system  of  slavery  used  to  be  described. 
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It  is  well  established  that  these  people  are  often  made  the  subjects  of 
the  grossest  frauds,  and  sometimes  leap  overboard  before  the  ship  leaves 
port,  and  are  drowned  in  their  effort  to  escape  their  fate.  On  the  voyage 
they  have  been  known  to  suffer  all  the  horrors  of  the  middle  passage. 
It  is  our  duty  to  put  an  end  to  this  horrible  traffic  which  can  only  be 
effected  by  a  total  inhibition  of  the  immigration.  Wo  are* informed  by 
the  reports  of  Americans,  who  have  visited  China,  that  their  prisons  are 
often  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  filling  contracts  for  labor  made  by 
the  Six  Companies.  It  is  the  statement  of  all  intelligent  Chinamen  that 
the  laborers  introduced  into  California  of  late  years  are  generally  drawn 
from  the  lowest  dregs  of  the  Chinese  people.  This  coast  has  become,  to 
a  large  extent,  a  penal  colony  for  the  Emperor  of  China.  " 

Every  citizen  of  California  is  fully  aware  that  the  Chinese  companies 
have  a  system  of  government  and  laws  for  the  Chinese  entirely  inde- 
pendent of  our  own  government,  which  they  sometimes  enforce,  even 
to  the  taking  of  life.  One  or  two  cases  have  fallen  under  my  own 
observation.  Yet  such  is  their  system  of  terrorism,  that  it  can  never  be 
proved  in  a  Court  of  justice.  They  are,  therefore,  in  open  rebellion 
against  the  State  Government.  It  was  charged  to  juries  by  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  Judges  on  the  circuit,  that  combinations  to  resist 
the  execution  of  the  fugitive  slave  law  were  treason.  Such  are  the 
combinations  of  these  people  for  a  Chinese  ^vernment  in  California. 
It  has  been  said  by  some  jurists  that  treason  against  a  State  was  also 
treason  against  the  United  States.  If  this  be  so,  the  Chinese  are  in  open 
revolt  against  both  the  State  and  Federal  Government.  The  Chinese 
are  now  well  armed  with  the  improved  weapons,  and  with  their  own 
passion  and  those  of  our  people  excited  as  they  are  at  present,  civil 
war  may  be  anticipated  at  any  time.  Many  riots  have  already  occurred. 
It  must  be  apparent  to  all  men  of  reflection  that  China,  with  her  four 
or  five  hundred  millions  in  a  state  of  starvation,  ma^  pour  such  a  flood 
of  immigrants  upon  our  shores  that,  in  process  of  time,  they  will  sub- 
vert our  institutions  and  government.  It  has  been  well  said  by  the 
Chairman,  in  his  able  and  candid  speech  on  the  presentation  of  tho 
report,  that  with  these  people  it  is  a  question  of  icxxl  and  existence, 
wnich  they  can  only  solve  by  immigration.  Our  own  security  requires 
that  we  should  turn  this  tide  away  from  California.  If  thev  continue 
to  come  in  tho  numbers  in  which  they  have  been  arriving,  they  will  in 
time,  and  at  no  distant  day,  drive  out  the  free  white  laborers  by  their 
merciless  system  of  competition,  which  must  inevitably  result  in  their 
getting  the  possession  and  control  of  the  country.  In  other  words,  they 
will  Mongol ianize  the  Pacific  Coast,  for  in  the  absence  of  the  Cauca- 
sian laborer  they  will  be  irresistible  in  numbers,  force,  and  power. 
The  Chinaman  earns  only  eight  or  ten  cents  per  day  in  his  own  country. 
He  is  therefore  benefited  by  any  change  of  residence.  In  this  country, 
with  his  nomadic  habits,  he  lives  in  tents,  or  tenements  of  the  mean- 
est character.  He  clothes  himself  with  Chinese  raiment,  and  subsists 
on  rice  and  the  cheapest  food.  It  is  impossible  for  the  white  laborer  to 
compete  with  him,  and  as  a  consequence  he  drives  off  tho  white  man 
and  monopolizes  the  labor  market. 

Instead  of  checking  this  evil  the  Federal  Government  has  subsidized 
railroads  to  import  and  steamers  to  transport  these  coolies  by  the  thou- 
sand U>  the  Pacific  Coast.  Governor  Low,  in  his  testimony  before  the 
Senate  Committee,  which  will  be  found  on  page  seventy-six,  testified : 

"The  impulse  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-seven,  eighteen  hundred 
and  sixty-eight,  and  eighteen  hundred  and  sixtv-nine,  I  have  always 
conceived  to  have  been  given  by  the  building  of  the  Pacific  Railroad, 
the  company  being  very  anxious  for  laborers.  A  great  many  were 
brought  here  directly  and  indirectly  by  the  efforts  of  the  railroad  people 
to  get  laborers.  •  ♦  •  i  should  think  on  the  Central  Pacific,  from 
my  knowledge  of  it,  four  fifths  of  the  labor  for  grading  perhaps  was 
performed  by  Chinese.    That  is,  from  h^e  to  Ogden." 

The  laborer  ca,n  hardly  reganl  a  government  as  paternal  which  inau- 
gurates measures  to  introduce  a  horae  of  Asiatics  who  compete  with  him 
in  all  the  industries  of  the  country,  and  ^y  competition  deprive  them 
and  their  families  of  bread.  National,  like  domestic  charity,  begins  at 
home.  The  policy  of  the  Federal  Government  for  these  last  fifteen 
years  cannot  t>e  accounted  for  on  any  rational  or  humanitarian  principle. 
Under  the  cry  against  pauper  labor  it  has  established  a  so-callea  protect- 
ive tariff,  which  has  led  to  an  importation  of  operatives,  because  it  has 
rendered  impossible  an  exchange  of  our  agricultural  products  for  the 
proceeds  of  that  labor,  filled  tne  country  with  foreign  paupers  and 
tramps,  broken  up  our  foreign  commerce,  and  overstocked  the  country 
with  manufactures  forced  in  this  hotbed  of  legislation. 

Asiatic  immigration  is  opposed  to  all  the  great  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. It  represses  that  of  our  own  and  kindred  races.  I  prefer  that  tho 
future  inhabitants  of  the  Pacific  should  be  descended  from  the  fair 
daughters  of  Germany,  Ireland,  Eneland,  and  France,  instead  of  the 
copper-colored  courtesans  of  China.  Mixing  with  a  lower  race,  with- 
out elevating  them,  debases  our  own. 

There  is  another  aspect  of  this  question  which  requires  our  deliberate 
consideration.  If  this  Chinese  ()opulation  is  permitted  to  become  per- 
manent among  us  to  the  extent  threatened,  they  will  ultimately  attain 
the  right  of  suffrage.  It  is  not  possible  to  continue  to  carry  them  in  our 
bosom  as  a  quasi-alien  enemy.  If  among  us  in  the  numbers  we  antici- 
pate, paying  taxes,  it  will  be  impossible  to  resist  their  claim  to  citizen- 
ship. They  are  already  being  naturalized  in  other  States,  and  all  legal 
objection  to  their  naturalization  rests  upon  the  word  "white"  in  the  Act 
of  Congress.  How  soon  that  will  be  construed  away  by  the  Courts,  no 
one  can  divine. 

If  the  Chinese  now  in  the  country  had  the  ballot,  in  all  party  con- 
tests they  would  hold  the  balance  of  power  and  the  Six  Companies 
would  control  our  politics  and  government.  They  would  become  the 
mere  subjects  of  commerce,  to  be  transferred  to  the  party  paying  the 
highest  price.  It  is  urged  that  the  exclusion  of  Chinese  immigration 
from  California  is  in  opposition  to  the  treaty  with  China.  I  have  shown 
that  aocording  to  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
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states,  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  Federal  Government,  by  treaty,  to 
annul  the  reserved  rignts  of  the  States,  or  violate  the  Federal  compact. 
If  the  President  and  Senate  possessed  that  power  they  might  abrogate 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  as  well  as  the  Constitutions  of  the 
States.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  also  held  thst  the 
right  of  the  State  to  exclude  an  immigration  which  was  injurious  to  the 
morals  or  dangerous  to  the  safety  of  the  State,  was  one  of  its  sovereign 
powers  never  surrendered  to  the  Federal  Government.  The  existence 
of  any  sovereignty  in  the  State  since  the  rebellion  has  been  denied. 
Such  a  position  is  merely  preposterous.  In  the  case  of  McCuUough  vs. 
The  State  of  Maryland,  Cnief  Justice  Marshall  and  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United^tates  said:  ''In  America  the  powers  of  sovereignty  are 
divided  between  the  Government  of  the  Union  and  those  of  the  States. 
They  are  each  sovereign  as  to  the  objects  committed  to  it,  and  neither 
sovereign  with  respect  to  the  objects  committed  to  the  other."  This  is 
almost  verbatim  the  language  of  Alexander  Hamilton  in  his  report  in 
seventeen  hundred  and  ninety-one,  in  favor  of  the  constitutionality  of 
the  United  States  Bank.     It  has  received  universal  assent. 

Since  the  rebellion,  this  doctrine  has  been  repeatedly  affirmed  by  the 

B resent  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  In  United  States  vs. 
)aley,  llth  Wallace,  that  Court  held,  the  opinion  being  rendered  by 
Judge  Nelson:  "The  General  Government  and  the  States,  although 
both  exist  within  the  same  territorial  limits,  are  separate  and  distinct 
sovereignties,  acting  separately  and  independently  of  each  other  within 
their  respective  spheres.  The  former  in  its  appropriate  sphere  is 
supreme,  out  the  States  within  the  limits  of  their  powers  not  granted, 
or  in  the  language  of  the  amendment  'reserved,'  are  as  independent  of 
the  General  Government  as  that  government  within  its  sphere  is  inde- 
pendent of  the  States." 

It  is  a  well  established  principle  of  law,  from  the  earliest  writers  on 
international  law  to  Vattel  ana  Wheaton,  that  a  treaty  in  violation  of 
the  Constitution  of  a  countiy  is  void  and  without  authority.  In  the 
Cherokee  tobacco  case,  11  Wallace,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  held : 

''It  need  hardly  be  said  that  a  treaty  cannot  change  the  Constitution, 
or  be  valid  if  it  is  in  violation  of  that  instrument.  This  results  from  the 
nature  and  fundamental  principles  of  our  government." 

And  as  to  the  power  of  Congress  to  abrogate  a  treaty,  it  is  held  in  the 
same  case: 

"A  treaty  may  supersede  a  prior  Act  of  Congress,  or  an  Act  of  Con- 
gress may  supersede  a  prior  treaty." 

In  order  to  establish  satisfactorily  that  under  the  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  the  State  has  the  power  to  exclude 
an  immigration  which  endangers  her  morals  or  safety,  I  shall  have  to 
go  more  fully  into  the  principles  and  reasonings  of  these  cases. 

Judge  Wayne  states  as  the  opinion  of  the  Court  in  the  Passenger  cases : 

"The  State  have  also  reserved  the  police  right  to  turn  off  from  their 
territory  paupers,  vagabonds,  and  fugitives  from  justice,"     (P.  425.) 

Again :  "  But  I  have  said  the  States  have  the  right  to  turn  off  paupers, 
vagabonds,  and  fugitives  from  justice,  and  the  States  where  slaves  are 
have  a  constitutional  right  to  exclude  all  such  as  are  from  a  common 
ancestry  and  country  of  the  same  class  of  men.  And  when  Congress 
shall  legislate,  if  it  be  not  disrespectful  for  one  who  is  a  member  of  the 
judiciary  to  suppose  so  absurd  a  thing  of  another  department  of  the 
government,  to  make  paupers,  vagabonds,  suspected  persons,  and  fugi- 
tives from  justice  subjects  of  admission  into  the  United  States,  I  do  not 
doubt  it  will  bo  found  and  declared,  should  it  ever  become  matter  of 
judicial  decision,  that  such  persons  are  not  within  the  regulating  power 
which  the  United  States  have  over  commerce.  The  States  may  meet 
such  persons  upon  their  arrival  in  port,  and  may  put  them  under  all 
proper  restraints.  They  may  pievent  thenj  from  entering  their  territory, 
may  carry  them  out,  or  drive  them  off."    (P.  426.) 

It  may  be  said  that  these  were  the  utterances  of  a  Southern  Judge,  but 
Mr.  Justice  Grier,  of  Pcnns^vania,  goes  a  bow-shot  beyond  him.  He 
says: 

"It  must  be  borne  in  mind  (what  is  sometimes  forgotten)  that  the 
controversy  in  this  case  is  not  with  regard  to  the  right  claimed  by  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  in  the  second  section  of  this  Act,  to  repel  from 
her  shores,  lunatics,  idiots,  criminals,  or  paupers  which  any  foreign 
country,  or  even  one  of  her  sister  States,  might  endeavor  to  thrust  upon 
her;  nor  the  right  of  any  State,  whose  domestic  security  might  be 
endangered  by  the  admission  of  free  negroes,  to  exclude  them  from  her 
borders.  This  right  of  the  States  has  its  foundation  in  the  sacred  law  of 
self-defense,  which  no  power  granted  to  Congress  can  restrain  or  conceal. 
It  is  admitted  by  all  that  tho.«e  powers  which  relate  to  merely  municipal 
legislation,  or  what  may  be  more  properly  called  internal  police,  are  not 
surrendered  or  restrained,  and  that  it  is  as  competent  and  necessary  for 
a  State  to  provide  precautionary  measures  against  the  moral  pestilence 
of  paupers,  vagabonds,  and  convicts,  as  it  is  to  guard  against  tne  physi- 
cal evils  which  may  arise  from  unsound  and  infectious  articles  im- 
ported."    (P.  457.) 

I  further  answer  this  position  in  relation  to  the  treaty  in  the  language 
of  Chief  Justice  Taney,  who  says:  "  And  the  first  inquiry  is  whether, 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  the  Federal  Government 
has  the  power  to  compel  the  several  States  to  receive  and  suffer  to  remain 
in  association  with  its  citizens,  every  person  or  class  of  persons  whom  it 
may  be  the  policy  or  pleasure  of  the  United  States  to  admit.  In  mv 
judgment  this  question  lies  at  the  foundation  of  the  controversy  in  this 
case.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  the  General  Government  have,  by  treaty  or 
Act  of  Congress,  required  the  State  of  Massachusetts  to  permit  the 
aliens  in  question  to  land.  I  think  there  is  no  treaty  or  Act  of  Con- 
gress which  can  justly  be  so  construed.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to 
examine  that  question,  until  we  have  first  inquired  whether  Congress 
can  lawfully  exercise  such  a  power  and  whether  the  States  are  bound  to 
submit  to  it.  For  if  the  people  of  the  several  States  of  this  Union 
reserved  to  themSelves  the  power  of  expelling  from  their  borders  any 


person,  or  class  of  persons,  whom  it  might  deem  dangerous  to  its  peace, 
or  likely  to  produce  a  physical  or  moral  evil  among  its  citizens,  then  any 
treaty  or  law  of  Congress,  invading  this  right,  and  authorizing  the  intro- 
duction of  any  person,  or  description  of  persons,  against  the  consent  of 
the  State,  would  be  assumption  of  power  which  this  Court  could  neither 
recognize  nor  enforce."  (P.  446.)  The  Chief  J  ustioe  continues:  "And  it 
is  equally  clear  that,  if  it  may  remove  from  among  its  citizens  any  per- 
son, or  description  of  persons,  whom  it  regards  as  injurious  to  tneir 
welfare,  it  follows  that  they  may  meet  them  at  the  threshold  and  pre- 
vent them  from  entering.  For  it  will  hardly  be  said  that  the  United 
States  may  permit  them  to  enter,  and  compel  the  States  to  receive  them, 
and  that  the  States  qiay  immediately  aAerwards  expel  them.*'  •  *  • 
"  I  think  it,  therefore,  to  be  very  clear,  both  upon  principle  and  the 
authority  of  adjudged  cases,  that  the  several  States  have  a  right  to 
remove  from  among  their  people,  and  to  prevent  from  entering  the 
State,  any  person,  or  class,  or  description  of  persons,  whom  it  may  deem 
dangerous  or  injurious  to  the  interests  and  welfare  of  its  citizens ;  and 
that  the  State  has  the  exclusive  right  to  determine,  in  its  sound  discre- 
tion, whether  the  danger  does  or  does  not  exist,  free  from  the  control  of 
the  General  Government,"     (P.  467.) 

In  subsequent  cases  the  Court  has  expressly  reserved  its  opinion  on 
the  police  powers  of  the  State  in  this  respect.  In  Henderson  vs.  Mayor 
of  N.  Y.,  92  Otto,  250,  decided  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-five, 
whieh  was  a  question  of  a  tax  on  immigration  per  se,  the  Court  say : 
**  Whether,  in  the  absence  of  such  action  (Congressional  legislation)  the 
States  can,  or  how  far  they  can  by  appropriate  legislation  protect  them- 
selves against  actual  paupers,  vagrants,  criminals,  and  diseased  persons 
arriving  in  their  territory  from  foreign  countries,  we  do  not  decide."  (P. 
275.)  The  most  that  can  be  said  in  favor  of  the  exclusive  power  of  Con- 
gress to  so  regulate  foreign  commerce  as  to  interfere  with  the  police  rights 
of  the  States,  is  that  it  is  not  yet  a  settled  question  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  The  Supreme  Court  has  not  enly  by  repeated 
decisions  recognized  the  police  power  for  the  protection  of  its  citizens, 
but  IB  the  recent  case  of  United  States  vs.  Dewitt,  held  an  Act  of  Con- 
gress void,  which  prohibited  the  mining  for  sale  of  naphtha  and*  illumi- 
nating oil,  as  interfering  with  the  regulation  of  internal  oommeme, 
which  it  declared  to  be  a  power  vested  exclusively  in  the  States.  (11 
Wallace,  41.)  There  could  be  no  stronger  illustration  of  the  exclusive 
police  powers  of  the  States,  and  the  utter  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the 
Federal  Government  over  that  class  of  subjects. 

In  the  case  of  Chy  Lung  vs.  Freeman,  92  Otto,  280,  so  much  relied 
on  by  the  advocates  of  Federal  power,  the  only  point  really  decided  was 
that  a  State  officer  could  not  go  on  board  the  ship  and  seize  a  woman 
and  deprive  her  of  her  liberty  as  a  prostitute  without  giving  her  a  trial. 
The  question  arose  on  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus.  There  was  no  question 
of  taxation  involved  in  the  case,  nor  any  question  of  exclusion  of  the 
immigration,  and  clearly  none  of  the  safety  to  the  State  of  Chinese 
immigration.  The  case  and  the  State  law  assumed  that  the  immigra- 
tion of  moral  Chinese  women  was  legal  and  a  safe  commerce.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  the  statute  of  California  was  liable  to  the  criticism  to 
which  Mr.  Justice  Miller  subjected  it. 

"  The  Commissioner  has  but  to  go  aboard  a  vessel  filled  with  passen- 
l^rs  ignorant  of  our  language  and  our  laws,  and  without  trial,  or  hear- 
ing, or  evidence,  but  from  the  external  appearance  of  persons  with 
whose  former  habits  he  is  unfamiliar,  to  (K>inl  with  his  finger  to  twenty, 
as  in  this  case,  or  a  hundred  if  he  chooses,  and  to  say  to  the  master: 
These  are  idiots,  these  are  paupers,  these  are  convicted  criminals,  these 
are  lewd  women,  and  the  others  are  debauched  women.  I  have  here  a 
hundred  blank  forms  of  bonds  printed.  I  require  you  to  fill  me  up  and 
sign  each  of  these  for  five  hundred  dollars  in  gold,  and' that  you  furnish 
me  two  hundred  different  men,  residents  of  this  State,  and  of  sufficient 
means  as  sureties  on  these  bonds.  I  charge  you  five  dollars  in  each  case 
for  preparing  the  bond  and  swearing  your  sureties;  and  I  charge  you 
seventy-five  cents  each  for  examining  these  passenj^ers,  and  all  others 
you  have  on  board ;  if  you  don't  do  this  you  are  forbidden  to  land  your 
passengers  under  a  heavy  penalty.  But  I  have  power  to  commute  with 
you  for  all  this  for  any  sum  I  may  choose  to  take  in  cash.  I  am  open  to 
an  offer,  for  you  must  remember  that  twenty  per  cent,  of  all  I  can  get 
out  of  you  goes  into  my  own  pocket,  and  the  remainder  into  the  treasury 
of  California." 

This,  although  somewhat  colored,  is  a  tolerably  accurate  description  of 
the  statute.     Of  this  law,  Justice  Miller  correctly  says : 

"  Its  manifest  purpose,  as  we  have  already  said',  is  not  to  obtain  indem- 
nity, but  to  get  money*." 

There  was  no  pretense  that  it  was  a  statute  excluding  Chinese  immi- 
gration. The  Court  expressly  admits  the  power  of  tlie  State  to  the 
extent  of  what  is  necessary  for  self-protection,  reserves  its  opinion  as  to 
what  measures  are  necessary,  and  invites  the  presentation  of  a  case 
which  the  Court  ma^  pass.  The  Judge  says:  "We  are  not  called  upon 
by  the  statute  to  decide  for  or  against  the  rights  of  a  State,  in  the  absence 
oi  legislation  by  Congress,  to  protect  herself  by  necessary  and  proper 
laws  against  paupers  and  convicted  criminals  from  abroad;  nor  to  lay 
down  the  definite  limits  of  such  a  ri^ht,  if  it  exists.  Such  a  right  can 
only  arise  from  a  vital  nece^ity  for  its  exercise,  and  cannot  be  carried 
beyond  the  scope  of  that  necessity.  When  a  State  statute,  limited  to 
provisions  necessary  and  appropriate  to  that  object  alone,  shall,  in  a 
proper  controversy,  come  before  us,  it  will  be  time  to  decide  that  ques- 
tion." Thus  the  (^ourt  expressly  rules  that  no  question  of  exclusion  is 
before  them.  The  case,  therefore,  in  nowise  conflicts  with  the  main  ques- 
tion in  the  case  of  the  City  of  New  York  vs.  Miln,  or  the 'doctrines  in 
the  Passenger  cases. 

The  truth  is  that  no  case  has  ever  been  before  any  State  or  Federal 
0>urt  which  fairly  presented  the  right  of  the  State  to  exclude  Chinese 
immigration  with  its  attendant  circumstances.  Unless  the  cases  of  the 
City  of  New  York  and  the  Passenger  cases  are  in  point  which  assert 
the  right  to  prohibit  it,  it  is  entirely  an  open  question.     I  maintain 
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that  the  neceasity  indicated  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Miller  has 
already  arisen  in  Caliromia  in  relation  to  Chinese  immigration,  and 
that  the  only  proper,  appropriate,  and  efficient  remedy  is  a  total  exclu- 
sion of  the  Chinese  from  landing  on  our  shores. 

That  the  case  of  Chy  Lung  vs.  Freeman  does  not  overrule  the  former 
decisions,  that  the  State  is  the  exclusive  judge  of  the  necessity  of  the 
case  in  a  Question  of  self-defense,  and  that  according  to  the  opinion  of 
Justice  Miller  the  State  must  judge  at  least  in  the  ^nt  instance  and  pre- 
sent a  case  for  adjudication. 

It  is  simply  nonsense  to  say  that  if  we  present  a  case  of  exclusion 
under  this  report  and  a  revised  Constitution,  it  will  lead  to  a  conflict 
with  the  General  Government.  If  the  case  should  be  decided  against  us, 
which  I  do  not  anticipate,  we  have  only  to  submit  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Court,  and  there  can  be  no  poesible  contest  between  State  and  Fed- 
eial  autborily .  Besides,  each  section,  under  the  decisions  of  the  Courts, 
will  be  a  distinct  and  separate  enactment,  and  some  of  them,  at  worst, 
will  be  held  valid,  while  others  may  possibly  be  declared  in  conflict  with 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  The  interests  and  honor  of  the 
State  require  that  the  experiment  of  invoking  a  decision  should  be  made 
as  su^^gested  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

It  IS  pertinent  to  remark  that  since  the  decision- of  the  case  of  Chy 
Lung  vs.  Freeman,  the  subject  of  the  police  powers  of  the  States  was 
again  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  after  a  heated 
political  contest  over  the  subject  in  California,  and  Mr.  Justice  Field,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Court,  took  occasion  to  modify  the  language  of  the 
former  opinion.  That  such  was  the  intention  can  admit  of  no  doubt,  as 
Mr.  Justice  Field,  in  the  opinion  of  the  circuit,  declared  that  a  State  had 
a  right  to  protect  itself  against  Chinese  immigration  as  a  matter  of  self- 
defense. 

In  this  case  of  Sherlock  vs.  Ailing,  decided  at  the  October  Term, 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six,  the  Court,  in  the  opinion  by  Justice 
Field,  say : 

''  In  conferring  upon  Congress  the  regulation  of  commerce,  it  was  never 
intended  to  cut  the  States  off  from  legislating  on  all  subjects  relating  to 
the  health,  life,  and  safety  of  their  citisens,  though  the  legislation  might 
indirectly  afiect  the  commerce  of  the  country."    (05  Otto,  p.  100.) 

In  this  case  the  whole  principle  is  clearly  enunciated.  And  now,  sir, 
in  conclusion,  I  take  occasion  to  say  there  is  not  the  least  hope  for  relief 
by  the  action  of  Congress.  I  am  utterly  opposed  to  any  action  of  that 
bod^  in  the  premises,  but  the  abrogation  of  the  Burlingame  treaty. 

Now,  sir,  m  the  classic  language  of  some  of  my  friends  on  the  other 
ode,  I  say,  **  the  Chinese  must  go."  But  I  propose  to  make  them  go  in 
a  legal  way,  by  the  regular  action  of  the  government.  Violence  has 
been  suggested.  Mobs  have  been  alluded  to.  Now,  sir,  so  far  as  any- 
thing but  regular  governmental  action  is  concerned,  I  set  my  face  against 
it.  If  our  system  of  government  is  not  sufficient  to  correct  all  the  evils 
of  society,  then  is  that  government  a  failure  and  a  fraud.  I  have  no 
taste  for  mobs,  whether  they  be  in  the  nature  of  an  honest  uprising  for 
the  correction  of  abuses,  or  whether  they  are  the  lowest,  and  vilest,  and 
most  criminal  of  all  mobs  under  the  name  of  a  Vigilance  Committee. 
And,  sir,  if  any  Tiolence  is  resorted  to  in  relation  to  this  Chinese  ques- 
tion, if  we  have  an  Executive  of  honor  and  courage,  it  will  be  put  down 
in  sharp  and  vigorous  action,  cost  what  it  may  in  blood  or  treasure.  Let 
Q8  take  care  what  we  do.  We  may  as  well  talk  sense  as  nonsense  ,*  it 
don't  cost  any  more. 

Mr.  Chairman,  mob  means  the  torch  ,*  a  mob  means  the  destruction  of 
jKoperty.  It  never  can  succeed  iu  this  country;  there  are  too  many 
properly  holders  here.  There  are  too  many  men  who  own  little  farms — 
little  homes  here.  They  will  revolt  against  all  mobs,  and  whenever 
violence  is  resorted  to,  I  am  for  stifling  it  at  once,  be  the  cost  what  it 
may.  In  relation  to  the  mobs  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seven tv-seven 
against  Eastern  railroads,  although  it  may  have  been  provoked  by  the 
reduction  of  wages  at  a  time  when  they  were  declaring  dividends  of 
seven  per  cent.,  it  was  properly  suppressed  by  the  State  and  Federal 
Governments,  and  if  President  Hayes  never  does  another  act  which  will 
commend  him  to  the  grateful  remembrance  of  posterity,  the  suppression 
of  those  riots  will.  pTo,  sir,  give  us  law  ana  the  regular  methods  of 
redress  of  grievances  through  the  ballot  box,  and  I  trust  we  will  redress 
a  great  many  in  that  way. 

I  express  myself  in  this  manner,  sir,  because  I  know  with  what  we 
have  to  deal  here.  I  would  not  load  the  Constitution  with  objection- 
able and  useless  matter.  I  have  no  fear  about  the  Constitution  when  it 
comes  before  the  people.  It  will  be  ratified.  I  know,  sir,  that  there  is 
a  disposition  in  certain  Quarters  to  malign  this  Convention.  I  know 
there  has  been  a  disposition  to  belittle  our  work  and  traduce  it.  And 
wjiatever  we  do  or  say,  we  are  met  with  the  threat  that  the  Constitution 
will  be  rejected.  But  gentlemen  are  counting  without  their  host.  I 
know,  sir,  that  certain  papers  in  this  State,  notoriously  in  the  interest  of 
monopolies,  are  battling  in  that  direction;  that  they  endeavor  to  sup- 
press all  the  reasons  from  the  public  for  the  action  of  the  majority  here. 
It  is  true,  the  Record-Union  did  print  speeches  for  some  of  us,  which  we 
paid  for,  until  we  got  to  be  too  hard  on  the  corporations,  and  then  they 
shot  down  on  us,  and  now  you  can't  get  a  solitary  line  published  which 
is  against  their  views.  The  accounts  which  go  to  the  city  papers  are  so 
meager  that  the  public  can  glean  nothing  of  the  reasons  for  what  we  do 
here.  All  this  works  against  us,  especially  when  everything  said  against 
the  reforms  proposed  here  is  careiully  published.  But  if  we  make  a 
good  instrument,  and  give  to  the  public  such  reasons  as  we  can,  and 
take  care  to  keep  all  tomfooleiy  out,  I  have  no  fear  of  the  result;  and  I 
do  not  fear  the  opposition  of  this  class  of  papers;  it  will  fall  harmless  at 
our  feet.  We  have  no  hope  of  any  relief  from  this  monstrous  evil  but 
in  union  amon^  ourselves  and  the  action  of  the  State.  I  have  no  fear 
that  such  provisions  as  this  will  result  in  the  rejection  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. If  it  should  be  rejected  by  the  people,  it  will  more  probably  be 
for  what  it  omits  than  for  what  it  contains.  The  cry  of  its  defeat  is  an 
idle  bugbear,  which  will  not  disturb  even  venerable  maidens.     The 


result  will  show  that  the  wish  is  father  to  the  thought,  and  that  they 
who  cry  defeat  are  false  prophets  of  evil  omen.  I  say  to  you,  iu  the 
language  of  the  great  bard: 

"  To  thine  own  self  be  true, 
And  It  must  follow,  as  tho  night  the  day, 
Thon  canst  not  then  be  &1m  to  any  man." 

Me.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  a  motion  is  in  order,  I  would  like 
to  move  to  strike  out  sections  two,  five,  six,  seven,  eight,  and  nine  of  the 
report. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    It  is  not  in  order. 

^  SPBBCH   OF   MR.   HRBRIKGTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  From  the  way  we  are  goin|, 
this  Convention  will  be  in  session  till  the  Legislature  meets.  It  is 
about  time  we  were  adopting  some  fixed,  settled  line  of  policy.  Now, 
I  can  hardly  hope  to  add  any  argument  to  that  which  has  been  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard.  The  doctrines 
which  he  advanced  are  eminently  sound,  and  his  logic  invincible. 
There  are  very  few,  if  any,  additional  authorities  besides  those  which 
have  already  been  presented.  It  may  not  be  improper,  however,  to 
state  what  I  consider  the  object  and  purpose  for  which  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  was  established  under  the  Constitution  and  forms 
of  law.  It  is  said  that  the  chief  purpose  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  as  decided  by  its  founders,  to  be  to  form  a  more  perfect 
union,  establish  justice,  insure  domestic  tranquillity,  provide  for  com- 
mon defense,  promote  the  general  welfare,  and  secure  the  blessings 
of  liberty  to  ourselves  and  our  posterity.  And  when  it  is  consid- 
ered that  this  was  asserted  by  the  thirteen  sovereign  States,  it 
will  be  understood  that  nothing  more  was  conceded  than  what  was 
agreed  to  by  these  general  terms.  And  when  you  have  referred  to  the 
specific  provision  that  the  same  instrument  contains,  by  which  the  power 
is  conferred  upon  Congress  to  put  in  force  this  instrument,  so  as  to  enable 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  carry  out  these  several  general 
powers,  we  have  arrived  at  the  whole  j>lans  and  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  as  contradistinguished  from  the  powers  still 
remaining  in  the  States  of  this  Union.  And  it  is  with  these  powers, 
regulating  commerce  with  foreign  nations  and  between  the  States,  bor- 
rbwing  money,  etc.,  that  you  parted.  Upon  this  subject  of  regulating 
commerce,  I  presume  you  have  been  sumciently  enlightened  by  the 
ffentleman  last  upon  the  floor,  and  hy  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Barbour.  So  far  as  that  power  is  concerned,  it  extends  only  to  the 
regulation  of  commerce  between  the  States,  and  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  nations.  It  has  been  held,  and  rightly  so,  and  I  pre- 
sume that  it  embraces  also  transient  foreigners  passing  through  the 
country — as  far  as  the  Burlingame  treaty  is  concerned — that  those  who 
are  here  may  reside  here.  The  doctrine  of  the  powers  of  the  State  has 
been  expounded  very  clearly,  and  it  is  hardly  worth  while  for  me  to  go 
into  that  subject.  I  shall,  therefore,  refer  simply  to  the  action  taken  m 
establishing  the  tr^ty.  I  do  not  say  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  or  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  but  I  say  it 
was  an  oversight,  the  result  of  eagerness  to  secure  tho  commercial 
interests  of  the  United  States,  and  in  their  eagerneos  to  secure  this  result, 
important  guards  and  restricliona  were  omitted.  I  apprehend,  however, 
that  if  ever  the  construction  of  that  treaty  was  called  in  question  before 
the  Courts,  and  a  fair  construction  given  to  it,  it  would  be  held,  as  the 
Fourteenth  Amendment  has  been  held  in  certain  cases,  to  which  I  will 
call  your  attention,  to  apply  solely  to  the  regulation  which  the  govern- 
ment is  authorized  to  exercise.  I  refer  to  the  Sleflighterhouse  cases.  (16 
Wallace,  p.  37.) 

There  was  a  cry  for  cheap  labor.  Capital  wanted  cheap  labor;  cor- 
porations wanted  cheap  labor;  and  now  cheap  labor  is  fastened  upon  us, 
and  threatening  our  ruin,  threatening  starvation  to  our  poorer  classes, 
and  we  are  told  that  we  are  powerless.  I  say,  no  wonder  the  poor  man 
is  tempted  to  lift  his  voice  against  the  powers  that  be.  He  who  has 
ever  been  readv  to  take  up  arms  in  defense  of  his  country,  and  of  Its 
institutions,  finds  himself  driven  to  the  wall  by  serfs,  with  no  power  of 
redress.  What  wonder  that  he  lilts  his  voice  in  lamentation.  It  is  not 
drunkenness  that  has  caused  this  trouble.  It  is  the  lack  of  employment 
which  makes  men  lift  their  voices  against  this  unnatural  condition  of 
things.  Cheap  labor  has  redounded  to  the  benefit  of  a  few  capitalists, 
but  not  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  or  any  part  of  the  country. 
The  cry  of  cheap  labor  had  no  foundation  in  fact,  but  was  used  as  an 
excuse  for  an  enonnous  subsidy  io  a  line  of  steamers.  We  have  all  seen 
the  evils  of  cheap  labor,  and  the  State  has  the  power  now  to  remedy 
these  evils. 

It  has  been  said  here  that  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  was  the 
supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  the  treaties  and  laws  made  in  pursuance 
thereof  were  the  supreme  law,  anything  in  the  Constitution  of  the  States 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  I  understood  that  the  proposition  was 
set  up  as  a  general  proposition. 

If  I  am  not  mistaken  that  proposition  is  not  law,  and  it  will  be  suffi- 
cient to  merely  state  what  is  the  law,  and  let  it  rest  upon  that  state- 
ment. In  every  case  where  there  is  joint  jurisdiction,  and  there  is  an 
absolute  prohibition  by  the  State,  and  the  same  authority  is  concurrent 
in  the  United  States,  in  such  a  case  the  laws  passed  by  Congress,  in 
pursuance  of  the  Constitution,  are  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  anything 
in  the  Constitution  or  laws  of  the  State  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
But  in  the  absence  of  any  law  of  Congress  on  a  subject,  where  the 
authority  is  concurrent,  the  laws  of  the  State  will  hold  good.  Of  coui*se 
when  Congress  does  act,  that  supersedes  the  State  law. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  substitute 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beerstecher. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read  section  one,  temporarily  passed  over: 

Section  1.  The  Legislature  shall  have  and  shall  exercise  the  power 
to  enact  all  needful  laws,  and  pre^ribe  necessary  regulations  for  the 
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protection  of  the  State,  and  the  counties,  cities,  and  towns  thereof,  from 
the  burdens  and  eviU  arising  from  the  presence  of  aliens,  who  are  or  who 
may  become  vagrants,  paupers,  mendicants,  criminals,  or  invalids 
afHicted  with  contagious  or  infectious  diseases,  and  aliens  otherwise 
dangerous  or  detrimental  to  the  well-being  oV  peace  of  the  State,  and  to 
impose  conditions  upon  which  such  persons  may  reside  in  the  State,  and 
to  provide  the  means  and  mode  of  their  removal  from  the  State  upon 
failure  or  refusal  to  comply  with  such  conditions;  provided,  that  nothing 
contained  in  the  foregoing  shall  be  construed  to  impair  or  limit  the 
power  of  the  Legislature  to  pass  such  other  police  laws  or  regulations  as 
it  may  deem  necessary. 

Thr  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  substitute  o^Mr.  Joyce. 

Mr.  miller.  This  amendment  has  no  relation  to  the  subject- 
matter  of  section  one.  It  more  properly  belongs  to  section  seven,  which 
reads  thus: 

"Skc.  7.'  The  presence  of  foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of 
the  United  States  is  declared  hereby  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-being 
of  the  State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  discourage  their  immigration  by 
all  the  means  within  its  power.  It  shall  provide  for  their  exclusion 
from  residence  or  settlement  in  any  portion  of  the  State  it  may  see  fit, 
or  from  the  State,  and  provide  suitable  methods,  by  their  taxation  or 
otherwise,  for  the  expense  of  such  exclusion.  It  shall  prescribe  suitable 
penalties  for  the  punishment  of  persons  convicted  of  introducing  them 
within  forbidden  limits.  It  shall  delegate  all  necessary  power  to  the 
incorporated  cities  and  towns  of  this  State  for  their  removal  without  the 
limits  of  such  cities  and  towns.'' 

It  alludes  to  the  same  thing  precisely.  I  think  we  had  better  let  this 
first  section  stand  as  it  is  precisely,  because  it  deals  with  a  certain  class 
of  cases.  When  the  proper  time  comes  I  will  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  consider  necessary  to  perfect  the  section. 

Thk  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Rejected. 

Mr.  miller.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  in  the  fifth  line,  after  the  word  *  with,*  these  words :  *  Incur- 
able diseases  which  are,'  and  strike  out  in  the  last  line  the  word  *  dis- 
eases.'" 

Th«  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Miller. 

RKMARKS   OF    MR.    AYKRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  be 
adopted,  because  it  raises  a  question  upon  which  doctors  might  disagree. 
While  Dr.  O'Donnell  might  consider  a  certain  disease  incurable,  Dr. 
Shurtleff  might  consider  it  curable.  I  think  the  amendment  weakens 
rather  than  strengthens  the  section,  and,  unless  the  gentleman  can  pro- 
duce some  better  reasons  for  it,  I  shall  have  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  object  is  simply  this:  there  are  a  great  many 
diseases  that  are  contagious  and  intectious,  which  are  mild  in  form, 
such  as  measles,  mumps,  and  things  of  that  kind.  We  do  not  want  to 
put  in  a  provision  here  to  remove  a  man  from  the  State  simply  because 
he  may  have  the  misfortune  to  have  the  measles  or  the  mumps.  That 
is  why  I  have  suggested  the  word  incurable. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  section  is  in  the  interest  of  pro- 
tecting the  Chinese.  What  benefits  there  is  going  to  be  got  out  of  section 
one  I  can't  see.  If  we  are  going  to  get  rid  of  a  lew  sick  Chinamen  and 
keep  all  the  healthy  ones,  I  don't  see  the  good.  I  want  to  get  rid  of 
them  all,  and  not  merWy  the  sick  ones. 

Thr  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Lost. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.     I  have  an  amendment  to  the  section. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"  The  right  is  hereby  reserved  to  the  State  to  protect  its  citizens  from 
pestilence  and  plague,  and  as  a  police  regulation  to  prohibit  the  entering 
of  dangerous  and  criminal  classes." 

SPRECH   OF   MR.   O'dOKKELL. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Secretary  read  some 
extracts  from  the  press  which  I  send  up. 

Objected  to. 

Thr  chairman.    Objection  is  made  and  they  cannot  be  read. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Then  I  claim  my  right,  and  will  read  them 
myself,  if  the  Secretary  is  not  allowed  to  read  them. 

Objected  to. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  Objection  is  made,  and  the  gentleman  cannot 
read  them  without  the  consent  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Then  I  will  speak  of  leprosy,  and  talk  the 
extracts  to  you  [laughter]  I  suppose.  Mr.  Chairman,  thaj;  very  few  of 
the  members  on  this  floor  understand  what  leprosy  is.  In  the  first 
place  I  want  them  to  understand  that  Jesus  Christ  had  delegated  to  his 
disciples  the  power  to  raise  the  dead,  cast  out  devils,  and  heal  every 
class  of  diseases,  but  he  never  delegated  to  any  of  his  disciples  the  power 
to  heal  a  leper.  It  is  one  of  the  most  fearful  diseases  known  to  the 
world.  I  will  show  you  a  likeness  of  it.  [Exhibiting  a  portrait,  life- 
size,  of  a  leper.]  That  is  a  likeness  of  one  of  these  lepers  now  in  the 
I>esthouse  in  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Does  the  gentleman  offer  that  as  an  amendment 
to  the  section  ?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  ROLFE.  I  think  I  see  a  striking  resemblance  between  that  and 
the  gentleman.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  If  the  gentlemen  don't  stop  interrupting  me  I 
won't  get  through  before  to-morrow  night.  [Laughter.]  We  know  there 
are  a  thousand  cases  of  leprosy  in  San  Francisco,  and  there  is  no  power 
to  remove  them.  You  all  remember  that  a  few  years  ago  I  went  and 
got  the  reporters  of  the  different  papers  and  took  them  through  China- 
town, ana  showed  them  over  one  hundred  and  fifty  cases  of  leprosy. 


and  the  report  is  right  there  in  black  and  white.  It  goes  on  and 
describes  these  cases.  Now,  according  to  the  best  medical  writers  in  the 
world,  if  we  allow  them  to  remain  here  five  years  three  quaKers  of 
San  Francisco  will  be  affected  with  this  pestilence.  That  is  the  reason 
I  produce  that  extract  which  you  refuse  to  hear  read.  But,  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years,  you  will  be  sorrj'  for  it.  If  you  don't  take  cognizance  of 
this  evil  now,  I  say  vou,  the  delegates  of  this  Convention,  are  responsi- 
ble for  the  dire  results  which  are  certain  to  follow,  and  you  ought  to 
be  held  responsible. 

There  are  now  in  the  pesthouse,  in  San  Francisco,  some  twenty-three 
cases.  One  of  these  cases  was  standing  on  the  corner  of  Dupont  and 
Washington  streets  for  two  years.  Now,  think  of  that.  For  two  years 
one  of  these  lepers  was  standing  on  the  corner  of  Washington  and 
Dupont  streets,  coming  every  hour  in  contact  with  your  wives  and  chil- 
dren who  are  forced  to  pass  through  that  part  of  the  city.  And  accord- 
ing to  the  very  best  authorities  in  the  world,  they  tell  you  that  it  is 
infectious.  I  want  you  to  understand  it  is  both  infectious  and  conta- 
gious. The  press,  owned  by  the  Chinese  companies,  will  tell  you  thdt 
it  is  not.  A  majority  of  the  people  of  this  State  don't  know  the  differ- 
ence between  intectious  and  contagious. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.     What  is  the  difference? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  I  don't  suppose  there  is  any  of  them  any  more 
ignorant  than  you  are.  [Laughter.]  Read  what  the  honorable  and 
distinguished  Judge  who  died  of  leprosy  on  the  island  has  to  say  about 
it,  and  how  he  contracted  this  loatnsome  disease  hy  coming  in  contact 
with  a  leper.  You  all  know  the  history  of  the  islands.  This  man  was 
traveling  through  the  islands,  and  accidentally  sat  on  a  seat  from  which 
a  leper  had  just  got  up,  and  he  was  removed  to  another  island,  where, 
in  aoout  seven  years  he  discovered  that  he  had  the  disease.  This  is  an 
jsland  set  apart  for  lepers,  and  who  enters  there  never  goes  away  again. 
He  had  got  the  disease  from  sitting  in  the  chair  which  the  leper  had 
occupied.  He  says  leprosy  is  spread  by  coming  in  contact  with  lepers, 
or  being  where  lepers  have  been.  There  have  been  five  hundred  lepers 
sent  here  for  the  purpose  of  sowing  that  disease  broadcast  all  over  this 
fair  land.  That  is  a  fact.  We  have  found  it  in  San  Francisco,  and  wc 
have  found  it  in  every  town  in  the  State  of  California.  Even  here,  in 
Sacramento,  there  are  over  fifty  cases  of  leprosy.  I  can,  within  sight  of 
this  hall,  produce  over  twenty  cases  of  leprosy,  that  horrible,  incurable 
disease.  No  human  power  can  relieve  the  leper  from  that  slow  torture, 
a  lingering,  living  death ;  there  is  no  cure  for  the  leper.  You  must 
understand  that  most  of  the  press  of  the  State  of  Califoniia  is  owned  by 
the  Six  Chinese  Companies.  They  tell  me  that  it  is  not  contagious. 
They  tell  you  the  disease  is  not  contagious.  But  do  they  say  it  is  not 
infectious?  I  say  it  is  infectious!  Remember,  that  wherever  the  coolie 
has  gone,  he  has  spread  that  disease.  Look  at  the  history  of  the  Sand- 
wich Islands.  They  were  the  purest  blo<Kied  people  on  the  face  of  G<)d 
Almighty's  world,  those  Kanakas,  until  these  Mongolians  came  among 
them.  What  is  the  case  now?  Why,  the  island,  to-day,  is  almost  dec- 
imated from  leprosy  brought  over  there  by  the  coolies.  Go  to  other 
countries  where  they  have  gone;  the  same  condition  exists  there;  and  I 
tell  you  that  we  have  got  to  put  our  feet  right  down,  and  j>ut  a  clause  in 
the  Constitution  declaring  that  they  shall  not  land  here,  or  the  people 
of  the  State  of  California  will  rise  and  stop  their  coming  to  this  country. 
[Applause.]  This  section  must  be  put  in  the  Constitution,  declaring 
that  the  coolies  must  not  land  on  these  shores  in  no  instance. 

Now,  I  say  my  object  is  to  get  rid  of  them,  and  this  section  will  do  it. 
We  have  the  power  to  prevent  their  coming.  We  have  the  power  to 
prevent  them  from  spreading  this  loathsome  disease  broadcast  over  the 
land,  and  I  mean  to  do  it  if  I  can.  When  we  know  that  we  have  the 
power  to  put  these  things  in  the  Constitution,  why  do  you  refuse  to  do 
It,  when  vou  know  the  people  of  the  State  of  California  demand  it  at 
your  hands?  My  friend  from  Los  Angeles  says  we  have  the  power,  and 
I  know  wo  have.  Let  us  express  it  m  the  Constitution.  The  people 
want  it,  and  they  will  ratify  our  work  here  if  we  do  it. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  good  place  for  a  point 
of  order;  the  gentleman  is  not  speaking  to  the  question.  The  amend- 
ment which  he  proposes  is  out  of  order,  for  it  assumes  that  the  State  has 
absolute  power  over  the  whole  subject,  which  we  all  know,  is  not  the  case. 
We  can  only  provide  for  the  e.xercise  of  such  power  as  is  reserved  in  the 
State,  therefore  the  amendment  is  out  of  order.  The  Convention  has  no 
authority  to  reserve  any  rights  or  grant  away  any  rights. 

Thr  chairman.  The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken.  The  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco  will  proceed. 

Mr.  SCHELL.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.    State  your  point  of  order.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  SCHELL.  I  wish  to  read  Rule  Forty-one,  for  the  government  of 
this  body :  "  Every  member  when  about  to  speak,  shall  rise  and  respect- 
fully address  the  President,  shall  confine  himself  to  the  question  under 
debate,  and  avoid  personality,  and  shall  sit  down  when  finished."  The 
last  part  is  what  I  base  m^  (x>int  of  order  on.  The  gentleman  does  not 
sit  down  wjien  he  has  finished.     [Laughter.] 

Thr  chairman.    The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.     I  would  like  to  inform  the  gentleman  that  I  am 

foing  to  finish  my  remarks  if  it  takes  until  to-morrow  night.  [Ijaughter.] 
am  going  to  take  my  time,  you  can  listen  or  not,  as  vou  please. 

Mr.  van  VOORHIES.     I  move  we  take  a  recess.'  [Laughter.] 

Thr  chairman.  The  motion  is  out  of  order.  The  gentleman  will 
proceed. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  I  would  like  to  read  some  of  the  testimony  taken 
before  the  Senate  Committee,  in  regard  to  the  condition  of  this  spot 
called  Chinatown — this  plague  ppot  situated  right  in  the  center  of  the 
tfity.  "  I  have  lived  here  for  twenty-eight  years,  and  studied  their  hab- 
its, visited  their  places  and  their  criminal  dens,  and  I  think  I  kno^^ 
something  about  tnem.    They  are  low,  degraded,  and  filthy." 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  ask  the  gentleman  whose  testimony  he  is  read- 
ing? 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL.  Mj  own  testimony,  given  before  the  CommlBsion 
under  oath.  [Laughter.]  I  merely  wanted  to  say  that  I  visited  one  of 
the  shipe,  and  the  captain,  who  waa  present,  admitted  it  Captain  Jov 
was  the  captain  of  the  ship.  I  went  on  board  of  that  ship  which 
was  niuning  between  this  port  and  China  for  a  great  many  years,  and 
lias  brought  a  great  many  ooolies  to  this  country.  I  testified  that  most 
nf  them  were  snipped  from  Hongkong,  an  English  port,  and  that  those 
who  are  brought  here  are  brought  under  these  labor  contracts,  which 
are  familiar  lo  every  member  of  this  Convention,  and  that  a  great  many 
of  them  are  infected  with  these  diseases.  Now,  durins  the  testimony  I 
gave.  Captain  Joy  was  present  and  acknowledged  it  to  be  a  fact.  I  will 
read  from  my  sworn  testimony,  and  you  can  see  what  I  said : 

"Question — How  long  have  you  resided  in  this  State? 

•'Answer — ^Twenty-six  vearsi  about. 

"  Q, — What  is  your  profession  T 

"A. — Physician. 

"  Q.— -On  what  street  do  you  reside  T 

"A. — On  Kearny,  between  Jackson  and  Washington. 

"Q. — What  reference  has  that  to  the  Chinese  question? 

''A.— We  have  the  bulk  of  the  Chinese  right  there  in  our  midst. 

"Q.— Are  vou  conversant  with  them,  with  their  habits,  and  their 
manners,  and  have  you  had  opportunities  to  observe  them? 

"A. — Yes,  sir.  I  have  practiced  as  a  physician  among  them  for  a  great 
many  years,  and  I  have  studied  their  nabits,  and  I  think  I  know  some- 
thing Rlx>ut  them. 

**  Q. — State  to  the  committee  the  result  of  your  observations,  taking 
such  drift  as  you  may  please  in  re^rd  to  the  general  idea  of  their 
chanicter  and  habits,  and  as  to  cleanliness — hygiene,  if  that  is  the  proper 
word— and  so  on,  all  through  the  category  of  virtues  and  vices. 

"A. — I  have  livod  in  that  vicinity  for  over  twenty  years,  right  in  the 
midst  of  them.  I  have  visited  all  their  gambling  houses  and  bagnios. 
I  have  been  very  careful  to  study  their  habits,  and  their  habits  are  very 
immoral,  low, degrading,  and  very  filthy.  In  regard  to  filth,  the  stench 
of  that  vicinity  is  sufficient,  I  should  think,  to  produce  any  disease.  I 
have  discovered  among  them  leprosy,  and  any  amount  of  smallpox 
patients.  They  were  the  first  that  introduced  the  smallpox  here  about 
five  years  ago.  This  last  time  it  originated  from  them,  because  the  first 
rase  that  occurred  in  this  last  epidemic  was  a  teamster  who  lived  in 
Haves'  Valley,  and  at  that  time  a  ship  by  the  name  of  Crocus,  I  think, 
brought  a  gang  of  these  pirates  here.    The  captain  said  they  were  pirates. 

"Q. — ^That  is  th» English  steamer.  Crocus,  Captain  Joy? 

"A. — ^Yes.    He  said  they  were  all  a  lot  of  pirates. 

**Mr.  Bee  Let  me  correct  that  right  here.  The  captain  wrote  a  note 
stating  that  he  did  not  call  them  pirates. 

"Senator  Sargent.     Where  is  the  note? 

"yfr.  Bee,    I  saw  it^blished. 

**TKe  Witness.  I  visited  the  ship,  and  the  captain  told  me  they 
were  pirates.  He  told  me  the  only  way  to  keep  thera  in  subjection  was 
by  using  hot  pokers.  He  said  he  hacl  to  keep  a  brigade  of  hot  pokers 
to  keep  them  in  subjection.  The  captain  said  that  to  me.  One  of  the 
Custom  House  officers  told  me  this  ship  had  arrived.  It  was  about  six 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  he  was  going  down  to  get  aboard  of  the 
steamer.  He  said  he  had  to  go.  I  asked  him,  why?  He  said  because 
there  was  smallpox  on  board.  I  immediately  gt)t  my  buggy  and  horse 
tod  went  down  there.  They  had  discharged  the  ship  on  Sunday.  I 
met  one  of  these  Chinamen  on  the  corner  of  Second  and  Brannan  streets. 
He  was  broken  out  all  over  with  the  eruption  of  smallpox.  I  immedi- 
ately drove  back  to  the  Health  Office  and  informed  them  there;  and  I 
wasu^ld  by  one  of  the  detectives  that  there  was  no  case  of  smallpox  on 
koard.  I  told  them  I  had  seen  one  case  particularly  that  I  knew  to  be 
smallpox,  that  had  left  the  ship.  ThA  is  where  this  epidemic  origi- 
nated." 

Now,  you  all  recollect  that  epidemic,  and  you  all  know  where  it  started. 
We  lost  by  that  epidemic  some  two  thousand  three  hundred  of  our  very 
best  citizefis, by  this  epidemic  brough^here  by  the  ship  Crocus.  You  all 
know  that  to  be  a  fact.  There  is  the  sworn  testimony  of  the  captain 
who  brought  these  pirates  over.  Thirty-three  cases  were  discovered 
that  had  Men  landed  here  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  between  five 
and  six  o'clock  in  the  morning.  I  met  the  detective  at  the  City  Hall, 
and  I  told  him  I  was  going  down  to  see  this  ship,  and  see  if  there  was 
any  smallpox  on  boani.  Why,  says  he,  I  have  been  down  there,  and 
there  is  not  a  case  of  smallpox  there.  I  said,  I  am  going  to  satisfy 
myself.  Before  I  got  to  the  ship  I  discovered  three  cases;  I  stopped 
them  right  there.  They  were  broke  out  all  over.  I  went  on  down  to 
the  ship,  and  when  I  got  there  they  told  me  I  could  not  come  on  board. 
The  Health  Officer  was  on  board.  / 

I  tell  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  fellow  delegates,  we  have  got  to  quar- 
antine our  ground.  These  Chinese  companies,  I  tell  you,  can  do  any- 
thing in  the  world.  They  can  do  anything  they  want  to  do.  Now, 
the  very  idea  of  allowing  that  ship  to  land  here  with  smallpox,  to 
spread  it  all  over  the  city,  and  all  over  the  State  of  California,  to  sweep 
off  hundreds  of  our  best  citizens,  is  an  outrage  on  our  civilization.  All 
broQorht  here  by  the  landing  of  one  ship,  all  oecause  it  was  not  quaran- 
tined. 

Now,  if  we  put  in  this  additional  clause,  it  will  prevent  all  such  things 
in  future,  if  tne  officers  and  citizens  do  their  duty.  The  Supervisors 
tod  Board  of  Health  declare  they  have  no  power.  This  Convention 
vtf  called  for  the  very  purpose  of  putting  some  section  in  the  Consti- 
tution to  save  the  citizens  of  the  State  of  California,  and  protect  them 
ajgaiost  this  invasion.  That  was  the  main  object  of  calling  this  Conven- 
tion, and  no  member  on  this  floor  dare  deny  it.  Now.  it  appears  to  me, 
that  notwithstanding  fifty  wise  men  are  trying  by  every  means  in  their 
)K>we/  to  destroy  the  effect  of  this  section,  we  ought  to  stand  up  and  pass 
It.  They  are  attacking  it  with  the  pruning  knife,  and  attempting  to 
prune  out  the  best  part  of  it.  The  people  of  this  State  demand,  in  the 
name  of  humanity,  that  wc  give  them  some  means  by  which  they  can 


remove  this  pestilence  out  of  the  Golilen  State.  They  demand  that  we 
give  them  some  means  of  protecting  their  wives  and  children.  This 
very  Chinatown  is  situfited  in  the  very  heart  of  San  Francisco.  Ko  man 
can  go  from  the  eastern  part  to  the  western  part  of  the  city  without 
coming  in  contact  with  these  lepers. 

Now,  I  want  to  read  you  what  Mr.  Gibbs  says  about  these  diseases: 

**Mr.  Maymand—Kow  long  have  you  resided  in  California? 

"Answer — Since  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty — twenty-six 
years. 

"  Q. — How  long  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco? 

"A. — From  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy  to  the  present  time.  The 
balance  of  the  time  I  resided  in  Sacramento. 

**Q. — What  is  your  official  position? 

"A. — Supervisor  from  the  hleventh  Ward,  city  government. 

"Q. — Do  you  know  anything  about  hospitals  in  this  city? 

"A. — I  am  Chairman  of  the  Hospital  Committee. 

"Q. — Are  there  any  Chinese  in  tne  hospitals?  * 

"A. — In  the  hospital,  one;  in  the  almshouse,  one;  and  in  the  f)est- 
house,  thirty-six.  1  think  eight  are  afflicted  with  leprosy,  and  most  nf 
the  balance  with  venereal  diseases. 

"Q. — Do  the  Chinese  contribute  anything  for  the  support  of  these 
persons? 

"A. — Nothing  whatever. 

"  Q. — What  do  they  do  with  their  sick  and  helpless? 

"A. — I  understand  they  are  turned  out  to  die. 

"Q. — Have  you  ever  been  through  the  Chinese  quarter  of  this  city? 

"A. — Yes,  sir;  several  times. 

'*  Q. — What  is  its  condition  as  to  deanlinesa? 

''A. — It  is  in  a  miserable  condition — a  disgrace  to  the  city  and  to  the 
poIit»  for  permitting  it;  and  to  the  health  department,  too,  I  think. 

"Q. — In  your  opinion,  what  influence  has  the  presence  of  this  Chi- 
nese population  on  the  morals  of  this  city? 

"A.— A  very  bad  one,  indeed.  The  women  have  inoculated  the  youth 
with  diseases.  The  prices  are  so  cheap  in  Chinatown  that  young  lads 
resort  there,  and  as  a  consequence  have  all  sorts  of  venereal  diseases. 
There  are  many  cases  of  young  men  in  the  hospital,  suffering  from 
syphilis,  oontraoted  in  the  Chinese  quarter. 
'  "Q. — Have  you  ever  seen  any  Christian  Chinamen? 

"A. — No,  sir;  I  have  not.  I  have  been  told  that  the  Chinese  each  pay 
five  cents  a  day  for  the  ri^ht  to  be  doctored  free  when  sick ;  but  should 
a  Chinaman  fail  to  ])ay  his  five  cents,  he  must  look  out  for  himself. 

*'Mr.  Jiogers^You  say  a  great  many  youn^  boys  are  inoculated  with 
these  diseases;  are  many  of  them  in  the  city  institutions? 

"A. — I  think  there  are  some,  but  a  great  many  more  are  cured  out- 
side. A  large  number  of  dispensations  are  given  and  filled  at  the  city 
institutions." 

Now  our  wives  and  children  have  to  pass  through  Chinatown  eyery 
day.  These  Chinamen  are  all  over  the  city,  and  all  over  the  State. 
They  go  out  into  the  country  to  work,  and  spread  this  disease  every- 
where. One  of  them  cooks  in  your  kitchen,  and  at  night  he  goes  down 
to  these  bagnios,  associating  with  the  lepers  and  prostitutes,  and  the  next 
morning  he  is  back  in  your  kitchen. 

I  see  that  it  is  time  for  the  committee  to  take  a  recess,  and  I  will  finish 
after  dinner. 

Mr.  van  VOORHIES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee 
rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN    CONVENTION. 

Thr  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  then  took  a  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  u. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m..  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 

Roll  called,  and  a  Quorum  present. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Chinese. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  Section  one  and  amendments  are  before  the 
Convention.    Mr.  O'Donnell  has  the  floor. 

SPKRGH    OF   MR.   O'OONNRLL — COMCLUOKD. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman  and  my  fellow  delegates:  I  will 
only  detain  you  a  very  few  moments.  It  is  only  the  importance  of  this 
issue  that  compels  me  to  say  a  few  words  more.  One  of  the  most  useful 
papers  in  the  State,  one  that  the  people  rely  most  upon,  is  the  Call,  and 
that  paper  says  that  "there  is  not  a  single  house  which  does  not  con- 
tain at  least  one  or  two  of  these  lepers."  Mr.  Chairman,  listen  to  the 
language.  Listen  to  the  language  of  the  most  able  man  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, and  from  the  most  trutnfuT  press  in  the  State  of  California.  They 
tell  you  that  in  every  house  in  Chinatown  there  are  cases  of  leprosy. 
It  is  sowing  the  seeds  of  death  all  over  this  State.  That  is  the  language ; 
deny  it  who  dare.  There  are  gentlemen  right  around  me  here  now  that 
will  tell  you  that  there  is  over  five  hundred  cases  that  they  know  of  in 
Chinatown  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege.  I 
understand  from  the  speaker  that  he  has  been  himself  intimately  con- 
nected with,  and  come  in  contact  with,  this  horrible  disease.  That  he 
has  been  daily-mixed  up  with  it,  and  that  it  may  sleep  in  his  system, 
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and  be  communicated  to  other  people.  If  that  be  so,  I  think  it  is  the 
privilege ^f  this  Convention  that  they  should  have  some  guarantee 
against  this  thing  cropping  out  on  them  seven  years  hence.  That  we 
ou«rht  not  to  be  suDJect  to  the  danger  of  contagion  or  infection  here  now. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  That  exposes  the  ignorance  of  people.  They 
don't  understand  that  it  takes  at  least  five  or  seven  years  to  come  out  on 
the  system,  and  that  it  is  only  infectious  when  you  get  the  pus  or  scale 
off  the  leper. 

Mr.  JONES.  We  want  the  privilege  of  not  having  it  come  out  seven 
years  hence  on  us.    We  don't  want  it  at  all. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  you  will  protect  me  from 
the  mouthpiece  of  these  Six  Chinese  Com|Mtnies.  I  want  ray  rights 
guaranteed  to  me,  and  I  will  have  it  as  any  other  member  on  this  floor. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  My  point  of  order  is  that 
the  gentleman  is  trying  to  mislead  this  Convention;  that  there  are  seven 
Chinese  companies  in  San  Francisco  and  not  six. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.    Oh,  sit  down. 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  will  proceed. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me  I  would  like  to  make 
a  request. 

The  chairman.  Does  the  gentleman  fh>m  San  Francisco  yield  the 
floor? 

Mr,  O'DONNELL.    For  a  moment  I  do. 

Ma.  SCHELL.  I  desire  to  ask  a  favor  of  the  gentleman.  It  is 
this 

Mr.  O'DONN  ell.     Now,  I  will  not  yield  the  floor.    I  want  to  go  on. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  My  point 
of  order  is  this:  that  the  gentleman  has  a  picture  there  upon  his  desk 
which  has  been  exhibited  here,  and  is  bein^  exhibited  at  the  present 
time.  I  believe  there  is  a  pen^l  statute  now  m  force  in  this  State  which 
says  tbut  it  is  against  the  law,  and  makes  it  a  crime,  to  exhibit  an  obecene 
picture.     I  consider  that  an  obscene  picture. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Do  you  know  the  meaning  of  the  word  obscene? 
[Laughter.]     Any  other  gentleman  want  to  ask  me  any  questions? 

Mr.  SCHELL.  If  the  gentleman  wants  to  know  what  I  consider  a 
synonym  of  an  obscene  picture,  I  might  state  it. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  I  don't  want  any  information  whatever.  If  I  do 
I  will  go  to  some  other  source.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  what  a  missionary 
knows  about  Chinese : 

"  The  Rev.  G.  Benton,  a  missionary  who  has  just  returned  from  China, 
lectured  Monday  evening,  in  one  of  the  halls  of  the  Metropolitan  Tem- 
ple, on  the  subject  of  *  The  Chinese  must  go.'  He  said  that  all  missions 
to  convert  the  Chinese  have  and  will  prove  failures.  It  was  time  that 
philanthropists  should  cease  giving  money  for  such  purposes.  The 
Chinese  are  unexcelled  in  smuggling;  they  have  no  credit  system  in 
their  business;  they  are  such  cheats  and  liars  that  they  do  not  believe 
in  the  existence  of  truth.  The  filial  duty  so  often  attributed  to  Chinese 
is  a  myth ;  it  is  only  practiced  for  sel^aggrandisement  and  after  the 
death  of  the  parent.  Tney  are  inveterate  thieves;  they  are  cannibals. 
Their  oflicials  are  more  corrupt  than  an  Indian  Agent  or  a  School  Director. 
They  have^io  ambition ;  their  only  aim  is  to  eke  out  a  scant  and  miser- 
able existence.  Their  ignorance  and  superstition  is  astounding.  Their 
overrunning  this  country  is  only  a  matter  of  time,  unless  prompt  legis- 
lative action  is  taken.  They  believe  there  is  more  gold  m  Califpmia 
than  we  can  use.  He  did  not  understand  how  so  many  Chinese  came 
to  California.  He  thought  the  Six  Chinese  Companies  were  a  ring  who 
advanced  them  their  passage  money,  and  had  a  '  fat  thing'  in  extorting 
money  out  of  their  wages." 

I'hat  is  from  a  missionary. 

Mr.  TINNIN.     What  paper  does  the  gentleman  read  from? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  I  don't  know.  There  is  the  article;  I  didn't 
notice  the  paper. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     It  is  the  Chronicle.     [Laughter.]       ^ 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  There  is  the  article.  I  did  not  notice  the  paper. 
We  have  got  to  incorporate  into  this  Constitution  a  law  to  prevent  this 
class  from  landing.  Self-preservation  is  the  first  law  of  nature.  Charles 
0 'Conor  says  that  revolution  is  the  highest  law  of  the  land.  [Laughter.] 
The  right  of  revolution  is  the  highest  law  of  the  land.  The  people  of 
the  State  of  California^  through  their  delegates  to  this  Convention,  have 
sent  you  for  the  purpose  of  putting  an  organic  law  into  this  Constitution 
to  protect  them  against  this  pestilence.  The  State  demands  it  and  asks 
it  of  you.  First,  the  Supervisors  of  San  Francisco  ask  you  to  give  them 
a  little  authority  by  which  they  could  be  able  to  remove  this  pestilence 
out  of  the  heart  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  They  have  come  out 
before  the  people  and  saj  to  the  workingmen  and  to  the  citizens  of  the 
State  of  California,  "Wait  until  the  Convention  adjourns."  I  don't 
know  when  that  will  be,  but  they  will  have  patience  I  hope.  That  is 
what  we  say  to  them.  We  will  get  a  clause  into  that  Constitution  to 
prevent  them  from  landing  here.  Now  here  is  our  Attorney-General  of 
the  State.  He  says  to  me,  "  I  would  like  to  get  an  opportunity  of  test- 
ing this  Chinese  question."  He  says,  **  I  know  it  is  a  State  right,  and  we 
can  prevent  Chinamen  from  landing  here."  That  is  the  language  of  the 
Attorney-General  of  this  State.  I  hope  that  we  will  give  him  the  right 
to  test  this  question. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  going  to  detain  you  but  a  few  moments. 
I  only  want  to  refer  to  the  record.  Maybe  you  are  all  familiar  with  it. 
According  to  the  Custom  House  report,  from  eighteen  hundred  and 
sixty-eight  to  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six— eight  years — we  have 
drawn  From  that  country  over  one  hundred  thousand  Chinese.  Over 
one  hundred  thousand  of  these  Chinese  have  come  to  this  coast  for  the 
last  eight  years.  Now,  think  or  that !  They  have  taken  from  this  State 
two  hundred  and  forty  million  dollars.  Do  you  wonder  at  the  cry  of 
hard  times  in  the  State  of  California?  Take  one  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  of  these  Chinese  in  this  State,  getting  wages  from  a  dollar  to  a 
dollar  and  a  half  a  day,  and  out  of  the  dollar  they  send  seven  bits  to 
China.    Over  ninety  thousand  dollars  leaves  the  State  every  day  and 


goes  to  China,  never  to  return.  They  do  not  pay  taxes  sufficient  to  pay 
for  the  criminals  that  are  in  the  State  Prison.  They  pay  nine  thonsand 
dollars  taxes  altogether.  Out  of  some  six  hundred  in  the  State  Prison 
they  have  two  hundred  and  ten.*  They  took  from  this  country  twenty- 
five  million  dollars  in  two  years— eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-one 
and  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-two.  They  took  twenty -one  million 
dollars  three  years  out  of  this  State,  never  to  return.  Then  you  talk 
about  hard  times.  I  am  going  to  warn  these  capitalists.  Wait  until 
you  see — their  own  little  children  will  be  running  to  their  fathers  cry- 
ing for  bread.  The  white  man  cannot  get  work,  cannot  get  labor  to 
earn  the  bread  for  his  little  children.  I  tell  you  it  is  not  in  the  nature 
of  a  white  man  to  stand  up  and  see  his  little  children  starve  to  death. 
Here  is  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma.  What  did  he  say?  Why,  he  says 
one  Chinaman  is  worth  a  dozen  tramps.  Who  make  them  tramps?  It 
is  the  likes  of  him,  who  employs  Chinamen  in  preference  to  the  white 
man.  It  is  the  likes  of  him  that  are  spreading  this  disease  of  leprosy 
throughout  the  country — employing  these  Chinamen,  letting  them  go 
all  around,  and  spreading  this  disease. 

Another  article,  and  then  I  will  close.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  read 
from  the  report  to  the  California  State  Senate  of  its  Special  Committee 
on  Chinese  immigration: 

"  The  committee  addressed  circular  letters  to  each  County  Assessor  in 
the  State,  and  from  returns  received,  the  assessed  value  of  all  property, 
real  and  personal,  assessed  to  Chinese  in  this  State,  does  not  exceed  one 
million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars.  The  rate  of  State  taxes  is  sixty- 
four  cents  on  each  one  hundred  .dollars  in  value,  and  if  the  whole  tax 
was  paid,  the  revenue  derived  by  the  State  from  the  property  tax  laid 
upon  property  held  by  Chinese  would  not  exceed  nine  thousand  six 
hundred  aollars. 

"  The  assessed  value  of  all  the  property  in  the  State  is,  in  round  num- 
bers, six  hundred  million  dollars. 

"  The  total  population  of  the  State  is  about  seven  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand,  ana  the  Chinese  population  is  more  than  one  sixth  of  the 
whole. 

**  The  Chinese-  population,  amounting  to  at  least  one  sixth  of  the  whole 
population,  pays  less  than  one  four  hundredth  part  of  the  revenue 
required  to  supply  the  State  Government." 

Now,  think  of  that,  Mr.  Chairman  and  my  fellow  colleagues !  We 
have  on  this  coast  over  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  of  these  Chinese, 
and  we  have  over  four  hundred  million  of  them  nearer  to  us  than  New 
York.  You  say  they  cannot  get  ships  here  to*run  us  out.  In  less  than 
six  months  they  could  overrun  this  country.    This  report  says  again : 

''The  real  cost  of  the  State  of  keeping  one  hundred  and  ninety-eight 
Chinese  prisoners  in  the  State  Prison  is  not  less  than  twenty-one  thou- 
sand six  hundred  dollars  per  annum,  a  sum  twelve  thousand  dollars 
in  excess  of  the  whole  amount  of  the  property  iax  collected  from  the 
Chinese  population  of  the  State." 

They  ao  not  pay  one  cent  tax  to  the  support  of  their  criminals.  The 
number  of  criminals  is  five  hundred  and  forty-five  in  the  State  Prison. 
Out  of  that  number  two  hundred  and  ninety'-eight  are  Chinese.  Now, 
just  think  of  that,  Mr.  Chairman!  And  they  tell  me  that  we  cannot 
prevent  their  landing  here.  With  all  we  have  before  us,  I  cannot  believe 
that  out  of  the  one  hundred  and  fifty  wise  men  of  the  State  of  California 
but  what  they  can  get  an  organic  law  to  prevent  them  from  landing 
here,  or  get  rid  of  those  lepers  that  are  here.  Five  hundred  and  fifty -four 
are  in  prison  in  the  State  Prison,  and  two  hundred  and  ninety-five  are 
Chinese!  Now,  I  say  that  the  majority  of  those  that  come  to  this 
country  are  criminals  of  the  blackest  dye.  I  say,  Mr.  Chairman  and  my 
fellow  delegates,  we  ought  to  give  our  children  the  same  right  to  live  as 
our  parents  gave  us.  We  can  only  do  that  by  banishing  from  their 
presence  the  contaminating  inflfieuoe  of  the  coolie. 

In  regard  to  the  females,  you  know  as  well  as  I  do  what  they  are. 
[Laughter.]  According  to  the  testimony  of  the  committee,  the  report  of 
the  special  committee,  m  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six,  they  say 
that  they  are  all  prostitutes  of  the  vilest  kind. 

I  thank  you  kindly  for  your  attention,  and  I  assure  you  I  would  not 
have  detained  you  one  moment  longer  than  I  thought  was  necessary.  I 
am  satisfied  that  we  do  not  understand  the  evil  of  the  Chinese  element 
that  are  in  the  State  of  California.  I  know  it.  No  man  believes  any 
such  a  place  as  Chinatown  ever  existed  in  the  world  without  he  has 
been  there.  Why,  we  have  had  Health  Officers  in  San  Francisco  for  eight 
vears  to  come  out  and  acknowledge  that  they  never  were  within  two 
blocks  of  Chinatown.  They  themselves  said  that  they  were  not,  and 
never  had  been  within  two  blocks  of  Chinatown,  and  were  the  Health 
Oflicers  of  that  city.  That  was  his  evidence  before  the  Commissioners, 
and  that  was  Dr.  Schorb.  He  said  that  he  had  been  Health  Officer  for 
ten  years,  and  had  never  been  within  two  blocks  of  the  center  of  China- 
town. There  were  nine  of  them,  and  the  first  house  we  came  in  con- 
tact with  we  saw  three  lepers.  The  next  house,  in  Bdll  Run  Alley, 
we  found  fifteen.  One  of^  them,  when  he  was  removed  from  his  cot, 
part  of  his  limbs  fell  apart.  Now  that  is  a  fact,  Mr.  Chairman! 
[Laughter.]  You  may  laugh,  but  I  tell  you  it  is  a  fact.  When  they 
seen  that  portion  of  Chinatown,  and  seen  these  lepers,  they  only  went 
in  a  few  houses,'they  said  they  had  seen  enough,  but  they  say,  "What 
can  we  do?  We  have  got  no  authority."  Now,  I  ask  you,  in  the  name 
of  humanity,  to  give  them  the  authority  to  remove  these  people.  I  went 
round  with  a  petition,  to  get  the  names  of  the  most  respectable  citizens 
of  San  Francisco.  They  did  not  wait;  they  signed  their  names,  and 
their  partners'  names.  They  insisted  that  their  partners'  names  should 
be  placed  there  on  that  petition,  which  was  to  isolate  the  Chinese,  or 
colonize  them  outside  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco;  to  remove  them  out 
of  the  city.  I  called  on  over  five  hundred  of  the  merchants,  and  every 
man  placed  his  name  to  that  petition,  for  the  purpose  of  colonizing  them 
outsiae  of  the  city.  There  you  see  that  the  oest  citizens  of  San  Fran- 
cisco have  prayed,  in  the  name  of  humanity,  for  you,  my  fellow  col- 
leagues, to  do  something  to  remove  this  curse  from  the  land.    Every 
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merchant  of  the  five  hundred  thai  I  went  to  put  his  name  to  that  peti- 
tion to  colonize  them  outside  of  the  city.  There  is  a  good  many  mem- 
bers here  that  know  this  to  be  a  facL  I  carried  that  petition  before  the 
Board  of  Supervisors.  I  went  to  them  with  a  decision  from  the  Empire 
State  of  the  Union,  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  iHew 
York,  declaring  that  a  house  in  a  filthy  and  crowded  condition  was  a 
nuisance  which  could  be  abated  by  having  the  house  torn  down.  I 
Asked  the  citizens,  and  urged  them  to  keep  the  peace,  and  wait  for 
awhile  and  see  if  tliey  cannot  get  some  redress  from  the  city  oflScers.  You 
all  know  that  in  that  case,  where  there  was  forty  people  crowded  into  a 
house  forty  by  seventy,  divided  into  small  departments,  and  in  a  filthy 
conJition,  the  citizens  tore  the  house  down  and  chopped  it  into  pieces. 
The  owner  of  the  property  went  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  Supreme  Court  decided  that  the  citizens  had  a  right  to 
destroy  that  house.  It  is  known  to  every  man  in  the  City  of  San  Fran- 
cisco that  they  have  a  right  to  put  the  torch  to  that  Chinatown  j  to  tear 
every  house  to  the  ground  and  chop  it  to  pieces.  But  they  wait  with 
piitienee.  They  demand  of  you  to  give  them  redress;  to  stop  this  dis- 
ease spreading  throughout  the  land. 

Anu  now,  my  fellow  colleagues,  we  have  the  Attorney-General  of  this 
State  right  here  present,  and  I  want  to  repeat  what  I  uid  say  when  he 
was  not  here  present.  He  said  that  he  wanted  an  opportunity  to  test 
this  question,  and  I  tell  you  he  is  able  to  do  it.  And  why  not  give  him 
an  opportunity?    Why  not  compel  the  Attorney-General  to  test  this 

?uestion,  and  save  the  streets  of  San  Francisco  running  red  with  blood? 
know  it  will,  because  there  has  been  a  conflict,  and,  my  fellow  dele- 
gates, they  will  allow  no  vessel  to  land  inside  of  that  harbor.  And  I 
tell  you  that  the  military  of  this  State  is  in  the  entire  control  of  that 
class  of  men  that  will,  if  you  do  not  delegate  this  State  the  power  to 
check  it,  rise  in  a  mass  and  check  it  themselves.  They  say  it  must  be 
done,  because  self-preservation  is  the  first  law  of  nature.  You  see  the 
eity  crowded  with  men  walking  around  the  streeta,  praying  to  get  a 
chance  to  work  and  save  their  children  from  starving.  And  these  men 
who  employ  Chinamen  they  say,  **  We  don't  want  you,  we  can  get  a 
Chinaman  for  fifty  cents  a  day.''  Do  you  suppose  that  these  men,  that 
have  made  this  country  what  it  is,  are  going  to  stand  up  and  see  their 
little  children  starve  to  death?  No!  For  me,  if  I  was  a  working  man 
and  oould  not  get  employment  to  earn  food  for  my  children,  before  I 
would  see  them  starve  I  would  take  the  first  one  of  these  capitalists  I 
met  by  the  throat  and  tell  him  to  give  me  money  to  save  my  children 
from  starving.  If  you  don't  give  the  work  to  the  white  class  of  people, 
how  can  they  rear  their  little  children  or  prevent  them  from  starving? 
Why,  I  sat  here  in  this  hall,  where  I  suppose  the  greatest  body  of  intel- 
lect that  was  ever  in  a  hall  before  in  the  world,  is  assembled,  and  I 
heard  one  of  these  n^en  say — what?  He  says  that  these  men  will  not 
work;  that  they  are  tramps.  Who  made  them  tramps?  How  were 
they  made  tramps?  It  has  been  re})eated  here  that  while  they  were 
making  a  fight  for  their  country  and  for  their  flag 

Mb.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
The  gentleman  has  rehearsed  almost  this  identical  speecn,  and  I  think 
one  rehearsal  is  sufficient.     He  is  out  of  order  in  rcf>eating. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL.  That  speech  will  do  to  repeat  ever^  hour  of  the 
day  to  sensible  men.  I  am  surprised  to  see  the  Chinese  Six  Companies 
ipeaking  through  so  many  mouthpieces  on  this  floor.  After  consulting 
several  eminent  lawyers  I  prepared  a  minority  report  on  the  Chinese. 
I  approve  of  a  good  many  sections  of  the  majority  report,  but  I  want  to 
get  a  clause  of  this  kind  in  the  Constitution  : 

"Xo  alien  of  Asiatic  descent  shall  ever  be  eligible  to  American  citi- 
zenship, nor  carry  on  any  trade  or  occupation  in  tne  State  of  California, 
nor  shall  they  be  employed  on  any  public  work  within  this  State." 

I  also  wish  to  add  this  to  section  one.  Thank  you  kindly  for  your 
attention. 

RRSOLUTION. 

Mb.  MURPHY  sent  up  the  following  preamble  and  resolution. 
Thz  SECRETARY  read : 

Vkbecas,  L«promr  la  a  very  dangerona  and  fatal  disease,  and  is  both  infectious 
tod  eootagioQt;  and,  whereas,  I>r.  0*Donnell  has  publicly  aateried  that  he  does  not 
know  but  what  he  btDuielf,  on  account  of  his  iiitiniate  profesfional  connection  with 
the  leperi  of  Chinatown  In  San  Franciaco,  is  afflicted  with  ihe  dlaeaae ;  therefore, 
belt 

AeMrfved,  That  in  order  to  preserve  the  health  and  save  the  lives  of  the  nuroerons 
itateamen,  future  Governors  and  Congreasmen,  compriaing  thia  Convention,  the  said 
Br.O'Oonnell  be  quarantined  and  isolated,  and  that  a  portion  of  the  gallery  be  set 
apart  for  hia  use  and  benefit. 

FLaughter.] 

Mb.  INMAN.    I  move  it  be  adopted. 

Mb.  STUART.     I  offer  this  substitute 

The  CH airmail.    The  resolution  is  out  of  order. 
Mb.  STUART.     I  wish  to  offer  this  as  a  substitute. 
The  chairman.    The  Resolution  is  out  of  order. 

BBMARKS   OP   MB.   SHUBTLKFF. 

Mb.  SHURTLEFF.  Mr.  Chairman  :  What  Dr.  O'Donnell  has  said 
about  leprosy  being  a  fearful  disease  is  true,  but  I  see  that  he  has 
caused  a  great  deal  of  alarm  in  this  body.    The  gentleman  from  Mari- 

r)9a  has  left,  and  a  great  many  other  gentlemen  have  left,  through  fear, 
wish  to  say  that  according  to  high  medical  authorities  in  the  United 
States,  and  Great  Britain,  and  in  Continental  Europe,  leprosy  is  not 
considered  a  contagious  or  infectious  disease.  It  is  considered  a  heredi- 
tary disease,  transmitted  from  parent  to  child,  as  scrofula  is  transmitted, 
sometimes  slipping  a  generation,  and  then  attacking  a  second  or  third 
generation.  I  make  this  explanation  to  ouiet  the  fears  of  members  of 
this  body,  for  I  begin  to  think  that  even  uie  delegation  from  San  Fran- 
cisco would  hardlv  dare  to  retqrn  to  their  homes;  and  also  to  come 
to  the  rescue  of  the  delegate,  that  he  may  not  be  expelled  from  this 
body. 


BKMABKS  OF   MB.   BLACKMBB. 

Mb.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  did  not  intend  to  take  any 
part  in  this  debate,  and  have  not  now  prepared  myself  to  do  so  except 
with  a  few  authorities,  hastily  collected.  I  am  not  goiug  to  read  all 
these  books,  so  I  hope  the  gentlemen  will  not  take  their  leave.  I  am 
not  going  to  discuss  the  question  of  leprosy  either,  nor  the  question  of 
the  bad  influence  of  the  population  that  is  under  discussion  here  upon 
the  people  of  this  State.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  time  wasted  to  attempt  to 
prove  anything  that  is  so  well  understood.  Hardlv  an  individual  in 
this  Convention  would  argue  or  believes  but  what  the  statements  upon 
this  question  as  they  have  been  proven  to  this  Convention,  are  in  the 
main  true.  The  ouestion  for  us  to  determine  is,  what  can  be  done  about 
it?  and  that  is  all  the  question  there  is  in  it.  It  is  for  us  to  determine 
how  far  it  is  advisable  to  go,  and  how  far  our  powers  extend  in  that 
direction.  Now,  sir,  I  think  it  a  good  plan  occasionally  in  this  body  to 
return  to  the  landmarks  that  are  to  guide  us;  and  I  wish  to  read  again, 
as  it  has  been  read  here  before,  a  part  of  section  one,  of  article  six, 
of  tlie  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  for  I  think  it  has  an  immedi- 
ate bearing  upon  this  question : 

''This  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States  which  shall  be 
made  in  pursuance  thereof,  and  all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall  be 
made,  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme 
law  of  the  land;  and  the  Judges  in  every  State  shall  be  bound  thereby, 
anything  in  the  Constitution  or  laws  of  any  State  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding." 

Now,  sir,  if  there  is  a  Constitution  of  the  United  States  in  force,  if 
there  is  a  treaty  made  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the  Constitu- 
tion in  force,  it  is  binding  upon  the  people  of  the  State  of  California, 
and  we  cannot  do  anything  to  break  it.  We  can  only  have  our  action 
to  agree  with  the  provisions  of  that  treaty.  We  must  take  this  position. 
Anything;  outside  of  that  is  treason ;  and  we  are  not  here  for  that  pur- 
pose. Now,  sir,  let  us  see  for  a  moment  two  provisions  here  in  that 
treaty  in  regard  to  the  provisions  of  which  we  are  discussing  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  In  a  section  preceding  the  one  which  has  been  read  here^ 
it  touches  upon  that  same  question,  and  it  says: 

.''The  United  States  of  America  and  the  Emperor  of  China  cordially 
recognize  the  inherent  and  inalienable  right  of  man  to  change  bis  home 
and  allegiance,  and  also  the  mutual  advantage  of  the  free  immigration 
and  emij^ation  of  their  citizens  and  subjects,  respectivelv,  from  the  one 
country  to  the  other,  for  the  purposes  of  curiosity,  oi  trade,  or  as  perma- 
nent residents." 

Now,  following  that  comes  the  provision  that  subjects  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  China  who  come  to  this  State,  or  this  country,  shall  have  the 
privileges  and  immunities  that  are  enjoyed  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of 
the  most  favored  nations  These  are  the  plain  provisions  of  the  treaty, 
and  a  treaty  that  we  cannot  abrogate.  Now,  it  is  maintained  here,  that 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  and  the  rulings  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  we  can  prevent  the  people  of  that  country  from  coming  into  the 
State.  It  occurs  to  me,  sir,  that  that  provision  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  which  says  that  "  the  Judges  in  every  State  shall  be  bound 
thereby,"  settles  that  question.  A  treaty  must  hold  until  it  is  proved 
unconstitutional.  It  was  that  very  thing  that  called  the  Convention  to 
bring  forth  the  present  Constitution  of  tbe^ United  States — the  idea  that 
the  States  had  a  right  to  govern  their  own  commerce.  I  refer,  gentle- 
men, to  the  9th  of  wheaton's  Reports,  page  224.  I  merely  cite  this  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  at  the  facts.     It  says : 

"  For  a  century  the  States  had  submitted,  with  murmers,  to  the  com- 
mercial restrictions  imposed  by  the  parent  State;  and  now,  finding 
themselves  in  the  unlimited  possession  of  those  powers  over  their  own 
commerce  which  they  had  so  long  been  deprived  of  and  earnestly  cov- 
eted, that  selfish  principle  which,  well  controlled,  is  so  salutary,  and 
which,  unrestrictea,  is  so  unjust  and  tyranical,  guided  by  inexperience 
and  jealousy,  began  to  show  itself  in  iniquitous  laws  and  impolitic 
measures,  from  which  grew  up  a  conflict  of  commercial  regulations, 
destructive  to  the  harmony  of  the  States,  and  fatal  to  their  Qommercial 
interests  abroad. 

"  This  was  the  immediate  cause  that  led  to  the  forming  of  a  Conven- 
tion. 

"As  early  as  seventeen  hundred  and  seventy-eight  the  subject  had 
been  pressed  upon  the  attention  of  Congress  by  a  memorial  Irom  the 
State  of  New  Jersey ;  and  in  seventeen  hundred  and  eighth-one  we  find 
a  resolution  presented^  that  body,  by  one  of  the  most  enlightened  men 
of  his  day,  affirming  that  '  it  is  indispensably  necessary  that  the  United 
States,  in  Congress  assembled,  should  be  vested  with  a  right  of  superin- 
tending the  commercial  regulations  of  every  State,  that  none  may  take 
place  that  shall  be  partial  or  contrary  to  the  common  interests.'  The 
resolution  of  Virginia^  appointing  her  Commissioners  to  meet  Commis- 
sioners from  other  States,  expresses  their  purpose  to  be,  'to  take  into 
consideration  the  trade  of  the  United  States,  to  consider  how  far  a  uni- 
form system  in  their  commerc^l  regulations  may  be  necessary  to  their 
common  interests  and  their  permanent  harmony.'  And  Mr.  Madison's 
resolution,  which  led  to  that  measure,  is  introduced  by  a  preamble 
entirely  explicit  to  this  point:  'Whereas,  The  relative  situation  of 
the  United  States  has  been  found,  on  trial,  to  require  uniformity  in 
their  commercial  regulations,  as  the  only  effectual  policy  for  obtaining, 
in  the  ports  of  foreign  nations,  a  stipulation  of  privileges  reciprocal  to 
those  enjoyed  by  the  subjects  of  such  nations  in  the  ports  of  the  United 
States,  for  preventing  animosities,  which  cannot  fail  to  arise  amon^  the 
several  Slates  from  the  interference  of  partial  and  separate  regulations, 
etc;  therefore,  resolved,*  etc" 

There  was  the  necessity,  and  there  was  one  of  the  things  that  brought 
about  the  Convention  to  frame  a  Constitution. 

Now,  one  word  in  regard  to  the  case  that  was  cited  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ix>s  Angeles,  Mr.  Ay  era.  The  case  was  that  of  Houston  vs.  Moore, 
in  6th  Wheaton,  page  4H.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  conclusion  drawn 
from  this  case  is  not  warranted  by  the  case  itself.     It  seems  to  me  a  fair 
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construction  to  put  upon  the  opinion  delivered  in  the  case,  to  take  the 
whole  opinion  in  connection  with  the  fact  that  is  passed  upon.  Now, 
the  case  was  cited  here  to  prove  that  we  had  a  ri^ht  to  exclude  these 
people  from  coming  into  the  State,  and  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State 
would  extend  to  them.  The  case  was  one,  as  stated  in  the  opinion, 
where  there  may  be,  perhaps,  concurrent  jurisdiction  in  the  case.  The 
State  of  Pennsylvania  had  passed  a  law  that  any  person,  an  officer  or 
private  in  the  militia,  who  should  refuse  to  come  out  and  serve  on  a 
requisition  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  should  be  subject  to 
certain  penalties.  The  case  was  carried  up  on  the  point  that  the  statute 
of  Pennsylvania  providing  penalties  in  such  cases  was  unconstitutional; 
and  the  case  was  decided  that  the  statute  of  Pennsylvania  was  constitu- 
tional. And  in  the  decision.  Justice  Story  (I  read  from  page  48  of  the 
fifth  volume  of  Wheaton's  Reports — the  case  of  Houston  vs.  Moore)  says : 
^'The  Constitution  containing  a  grant  of  powers  in  many  instances  simi- 
lar to  those  already  existing  in  the  State  Governments,  and  some  of  these 
being  of  vital  importance  also  to  State  authority  and  State  legislation  ** — 
it  was  essential  that  the  State  be  authorized  to  bring  out  the  militia, 
and  also  that  they  should  affix  penalties  in  case  they  refused  to  come 
out;  so  that,  in  this  case,  both  the  authorities  had  the  right  to  call  out 
the  militia,  the  State  for  its  own  defense,  and,  upon  the  requisition  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  for  the  defense  of  the  whole  country — 
"  it  is  not  to  be  admitted  that  a  mere  grant  of  such  powers  in  affirmative 
terms  to  Congress  does,  per  se,  transfer  an  exclusive  sovereignty  on  such 
subjects  to  the  latter.  On  the  contrary,  a  reasonable  interpretation  of 
that  instrument  necessarily  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  the  powers  so 
granted  are  never  exclusive  of  similar  powers  existing  in  the  States, 
unless  where  the  Constitution  has  expressly  in  terms  given  an  exclusive 
power  to  Congress." 

Now,  that  is  the  case  here.  The  Constitution  has,  by  the  declaration 
that  "all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall  be  made,  under  the  authority  of 
the  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,''  said  that  the 
authority  rests  entirely  with  Congress  in  a  case  of  this  kind.  I  think 
that  Question  cannot  be  decided  upon  any  other  ground.  We  must  be 
bound  in  our  action  in  this  Convention  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  and  by  the  treaties  that  have  been  made  under  it.  Now,  this  is 
the  question:  "How  far  can  we  go  under  these  provisions?"  This 
report,  if  we  take  it  as  a  whole,  will  carry  us,  in  my  iudgment,  far 
beyond  that.  We  shall  be  authorised  under  the  Constituti^  of  the 
United  States  to  exert  the  police  power  of  this  State  to  control  these  peo- 
ple when  their  presence  here  is  inimical  to  the  good  and  welfare  of  the 
State.  We  have  the  right  to  exert  that  police  power.  When  we  have 
done  that,  we  must  rest  the  case  with  the  authorities  of  the  United 
States.  They  must  be  made  to  see  the  great  trouble  that  is  brought  upon 
this  country,  and  directly  upon  this  State,  bv  this  large  immigration  of 
this  population.  Now,  it  will  be  our  first  duty  to  so  present  this  case, 
in  a  calm,  dignified,  clear,  and  unmistakable  manner  to  the  powers  in 
Congress  that  they  may  have  the  voice  of  this  Convention  speaking  to 
them  in  all  sober  earnestness,  putting  the  case  as  strong  as  it  is  possible, 
and  at  the  same  time  with  sucn  dignity  that  it  will  have  weight.  When 
we  have  done  that,  it  will  be  our  duty  to  turn  our  attention  to  see  what 
can  be  done  within  the  State  upon  this  question.  This  first  section,  it  is 
said,  does  not  mean  anything.  To  my  mind,  it  means  a  good  deal.  It 
savs: 


« 


The  Legislature  shall  have  and  shall  exercise  the  power  to  enact  all 
needful  laws,  and  prescribe  necessary  regulations  for  the  protection  of 
the  State,  and  the  counties,  cities,  and  towns  thereof,  from  the  burdens 
and  evils  arising  from  the  presence  of  aliens,  who  are  or  who  may 
become  vagrants,  paupers,  mendicants,  criminals,  or  invalids  afflicted 
with  contagious  or  infectious  diseases,  and  aliens  otherwise  dangerous  or 
detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State,  and  to  impose  con- 
ditions upon  which  such  persons  may  reside  in  the  State,  and  to  provide 
the  meaiis  and  mode  of  their  removal  from  the  State  upon  failure  or  refusal 
to  comply  with  such  conditions,*  provided,  that  nothing  contained  in 
the  foregoing  shall  be  construed  to  impair  or  limit  the  power  of  the 
Legistature  to  pass  such  other  police  laws  or  regulations  as  it  may  deem 
necessary." 

It  may  be  said  that  we  have  that  power,  but  this  is  a  reaffirmation 
of  this  power  in  this  Constitution  which  we  are  to  present.  The  second 
section  provides : 

"  Any  corporation  incorporated  by  or  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  or 
doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  forfeit  its  franchises,  and  all  legal 
riffhto  thereunder,  if  it  ever  employs,  in  any  capacity  whatever,  foreigners 
who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  under  the 
laws  of  Congress.  This  section  shall  be  enforced  by  appropriate  legisla- 
tion." 

It  is  not  so  clear  to  my  mind  that  we  have  authority  to  say  that  any 
corporation  shall  not  be  allowed  to  employ  whoever  it  sees  fit.  It  is  a 
question  in  my  mind,  first  with  the- corporations,  and  second  with 
the  treaty.  The  inhabitant  of  that  cofKitry — ^and  we  must  look  this 
matter  souare  in  the  face — are  guaranteed  by  the  treaty  the  same  privi- 
leges ana  immunities  as  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  most  favored 
nations.    Article  VI  of  the  treaty  says  : 

**  Citizens  of  the  United  States  visiting  or  residing  in  China  shall  enioy 
the  same  privileges,  immunities,  or  exemptions,  in  respect  to  travel  or 
residence,  as  may  there  be  enjoyed  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the 
most  favored  nation ;  and,  reciprocally,  Chinese  subjects  visiting  or 
residing  in  the  United  States  shall  enjoy  the  same  privileges,  immuni- 
ties, and  exemptions  in  respect  to  travel  and  residence  as  may  here  be 
enjoyed  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  most  favored  nation." 

That  is  the  treaty ;  that  is  the  }iaramount  and  supreme  law  of  the 
land  so  long  as  it  stands.  Now,  then,  if  we  go  to  that  country  it  is 
our  privilege,  in  common  with  those  who  go  there  from  other  nations, 
to  employ  ourselves  as  best  we  may  for  our  own  interests,  and  if  we  are 
debarred  the  privilege  of  labor,  or  engaging  in  any  kind  of  busing,  we 
are  not  upon  the  same  basis  with  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  most 


favored  nation;  and  it  is  the  same  with  the  Chinese.  If  they  are 
allowed  to  come  into  the  port  and  spread  themselves  over  the  State ;  if 
they  are  by  the  treaty  to  stand  upon  the  same  platform  as  do  those  who 
come  from  the  most  favored  nations,  we  cannot  debar  them  from  the 
privilege  of  either  labor  or  business  without  breaking  that  treaty  in 
some  point.    The  third  section  is : 

"No  alien  ineligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall 
ever  be  employed  on  any  State,  county,  municipal,  or  other  public  work 
in  this  State  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution." 

I  think  we  have  that  right.  We  have  a  right  to  say  that  they  shall 
not  be  employed  on  any  public  works,  either  by  the  State,  by  the  cities, 
or  by  the  counties,  because  that  work  is  under  public  control.  I  am  in 
favor  of  that. 

Section  four  I  believe  goes  beyond  our  authority.  It  provides  that ''  all 
further  immigration  to  this  State  of  Chinese,  and  all  other  persons  ineli- 
gible to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  under  the  naturalization 
laws  thereof,  is  hereby  prohibited.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the 
enforcement  of  this  section  by  appropriate  legislation."  I  do  not  believe 
we  have  that  authority.  I  believe  that  if  we  should  take  that  step  we 
should  go  outside  of  our  duty ;  and  I  do  not  propose  to  lend  my  vote,  or 
my  voice,  or  my  influence,  to  take  this  Convention  one  step  beyond  its 
constitutional  bounds.  We  are  pledged  by  the  oath  we  took  at  the 
opening  of  the  Convention  to  support  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  California.  We  are  not  here 
to  put  in  some  kind  of  legislation  that  will  be  adapted  to  a  modification 
of  that  treaty.  That  is  not  the  purpose,  and  it  is  not  necessary.  Gentle- 
men argue  that  we  should  nut  them  in  so  that  if  the  treaty  is  modified 
we  will  have  a  provision  in  tue  Constitution  that  will  allow  us  todo some- 
thing. A  treaty  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  does  not 
need  the  State  Constitution  to  carry  it  out.  Whenever  that  treaty  is 
modifieti,  a  modification  of  the  treaty  works  itself  out  by  the  force  of  the 
constitutional  powers  that  have  made  it,  and  we  do  not  need  a  provision 
in  our  State  Constitution  to  do  it. 

The  fifth  and  sixth  sections  I  am  entirely  opposed  to.  I  need  only  to 
read  them  to  show  why : 

"  Sec.  5.  No  person  who  is  not  eligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  permitted  to  settle  in  this  State  after  the  adoption 
of  this  Constitution. 

"Sic.  t.  Foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  have  the  right  to  sue  or  be  sued  in  any  of  the  Courts  of 
this  State,  and  any  lawyer  appearing  for  or  against  them,  or  any  of  them, 
in  a  civil  proceeding,  shall  forfeit  his  license  to  practice  law.  No  each 
foreigner  shall  be  granted  license  to  carry  on  any  business,  trade,  or 
occupation  in  this  State,  nor  shall  such  license  be  granted  to  any  person 
or  corporation  employing  them.  No  such  foreigner  shall  have  the  right 
to  catch  fish  in  any  of  the  waters  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State; 
nor  to  purchase,  own,  or  lease  real  property  in  this  State;  and  all  con- 
tracts of  conveyance  or  lease  of  real  estate  to  any  such  foreigner  shall  be 
void." 

The  seventh  section  has  been  by  some  included  in  their  scheme,  and 
by  others  entirely  reiected.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  first  part  of  that 
section  might  as  well  be  adopted.  It  is  giving  an  official  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  this  State  to  say  that  "  the  presence  of 
foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States,  is  declared 
hereby  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-being  of  the  State,  and  the  Legisla- 
ture shall  discourage  their  immigration  by  all  the  means  within  its 
power."  I  would  have  it,  read,  "by  all  suitable  means  within  its 
power."  Whenever  that  has  been  done,  all  has  been  done  that  we  ought 
to  do;  all  that  we  have  a  right  to  do.  I  do  not  propose  to  favor  setting 
up  the  government  of  the  State  of  California  in  opposition  to  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  propose  to  entertain  or  advo- 
cate, or  assist  anything  that  looks  toward  the  doctrine  of  State's  rights. 
I  do  not  believe  that  we  are  ready  to  look  a  question  like  that  in  the 
face  and  welcome  it.  We  have  done  enough  in  this  country  in  that 
direction.  We  are  to  stand  here  and  see  to  it,  that  whatever  we  do,  we 
keep  within  the  bounds  of  constitutional  law ;  that  we  recognize  our 
allegiance,  politically,  first  of  all,  to  the  Federal  Constitution,  and  next, 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  our  adoption.  But  when  we  have 
done  tliat;  when  we  have  framed — as  I  think  we  shall — such  a  declar- 
ation as  will  be  within  the  Constitution ;  that  will  give  expression  to 
our  indignation  at  the  result  of  this  treaty,  and  to  our  hope  that  we 
may,  by  reason  of  the  influence  of  this  Convention,  have  some  efi(*ct 
upon  the  powers  at  Washington.  When  we  have  done  this,  and  have 
finished  the  other  work  that  we  were  sent  here  to  do,  we  will  have  per- 
formed our  duty.  , 

RRVASKS   OF   MB.   O'SULLIVAN. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  a  substitute  to  offer. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"  Coolieism,  serfdom,  peonage,  or  slavery  of  an^  description,  shall  never 
be  tolerated  in  this  State.  Chinese  brought  into  this  State,  who  are 
bound  by  contracts  to  labor  for  corporations,  or  other  parties  importing 
them,  or  who  enter  into  such  contracta  here,  are  hereby  declared  to 
come  under  the  designation  of  coolies,  serfa,  or  peons,  and  their  importa- 
tion is  prohibited,  as  similar  in  all  respects  to  the  importation  of  African 
slaves.  All  contracts  made  by  such  coolies,  serfs,  or  peons,  or  which 
they  may  make,  to  perform  service  under  bond  for  a  specified  time,  are 
declared  void;  and  such  contracts  shall  be  regarded  as  a  penal  offense, 
both  on  the  part  of  the  importer  or  contractor  and  the  coolie,  serf,  or 
peon  so  imported,  and  shall  be  punishable  with  the  full  force  of  the  law." 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise,  sir,  not  to  attempt  making 
a  speech,  which  would  be  superfluous,  after  the  able  arguments  presented 
by  gentlemen  here,  but  simply  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  Chinese  ques- 
tion, which  I  regard  as  in  every  way  the  most  important  <)uestion  before 
this  body.  Since  the  first  anti-cool le  agitation  occurred  in  this  State  I 
have  with  voice  and  pen  earnestly  opposed  the  immigration  of  the 
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Chinese,  seeing,  perhaps,  clearer  than  others,  tlie  dangers  ahead  which 
threatened  in  the  future.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  iiity-two,  when  the 
agitation  commenced,  and  when  the  cloud  of  Chinese  invasion  was  no 
bigger  than  a  man's  hand,  I  believe  its  course  could  have  been  checked, 
if  not  entirely  stopped,  if  the  people,  the  public  men  of  the  State,  had 
gone  sincerely  to  work  to  do  so.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  regret  to  say  that  the 
people  neglected  their  duty,  and  the  politicians  did  not  act,  because  the 
people  did  not  compel  them  to  fulfill  their  duties.  In  eighteen  hundred 
atid  fiffy-two  the  cloud  of  the  coming  Chinese  curse  was  no  larger  than 
a  man's  hand.  Kow  it  forms  a  black  pall  overshadowing  the  whole  of 
California,  and  threatening  untold  dangers  in  the  near  future. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  business  has  led  me  for  some  years  past  to  reside 
in  many  different  quarters  of  the  State,  from  Mendocino  in  the  north- 
west and  Sierra  in  the  northeast,  to  Ventura  and  Los  Angeles  in  the 
south,  and  I  assure  you  that  the  public  sentiment  of  the  State  is  all  but 
unanimous  as  to  preventing  the  future  immigration  of  the  Chinese. 
Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  to  the  legal  aspect  of  the  case  I  pretend  to  have 
little  or  no  knowledge.  The  eminent  legal  gentlemen  in  this  Convention 
ought  certainly  to  be  able  to  devise  some  means  of  preventing  the  increas- 
ing evil  of  this  obnoxious  immigration.  I  tell  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and 
gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  the  people  of  the  State  demand  earnest 
action  at  our  hands  on  this  question.  As  sure  as  God  rules  this  world, 
revolution  will  come,  and  come  shortly — sooner  than  we  may  now 
think — if  the  Chinese  invasion  is  not  stopped  by  the  power  of  law.  An 
irrepressible  conflict  between  Chinese  civilization  ana  white  civilization 
is  1^  our  doors.  I  fear  it  will  only  be  settled  by  blood-letting.  It  will 
certainly  be  settled  in  no  other  way,  if  we  sit  here  supinely  and  take  no 
action,  such  as  the  people  demand.  I  do  not  believe  that  because  of  the 
infernal  ^ntralization  of  power  which  is  at  work  at  Washington,  that 
we  cannot  do  anything.  The  people  will  take  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands. 

Section  four  I  will  support.  It  goes  to  the  point.  It  says  that  "all 
further  immigration  to  this  State  of  Chinese^  and  all  other  persons  ineli- 
gible to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  under  the  naturalization 
laws  thereof,  is  hereby  prohibited.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for 
the  enforcement  of  this  section  by  appropriate  legislation."  Self-preser- 
vation demands  this  action.  Hungry  men  know  no  law.  Hungry  men 
who  will  not  see  their  wives  and  childi-en  starving,  will  eventually 
break  down  the  barriers  of  law,  overturn  everything  that  stands  in  the 
way,  and  cause  indiscriminate  ruin.  Let  us  not  invite  this  disaster. 
The  amendment  I  offer  I  think  is  perfectly  constitutional.  If  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  has  the  power  to  prohibit  the  importation 
of  African  slaves,  we  have  a  sovereign  right  to  prohibit  the  importation 
of  Chinese  serfs,  as  they  are  no  more  than  slaves. 

SPBKCH   OF   MR.   8HAPTBE. 

Ur.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  did  not  intend  to  address  the 
Convention  upon  the  questions  involved  in  this  report,  but  I  yield  to  the 
request  of  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  and  otners  to  give  expression 
to  my  dissent  to  the  intent,  the  language,  and  if  there  is  any  difference 
in  the  expression,  to  the  recommendation  of  this  report. 

For  one  I  am  disposed  to  listen  to  the  voice  of  complaint  and  of 
entreaty ;  to  hear  the  men  who  complain,  respectfully  and  patiently, 
even  when  I  believe  their  wrongs  have  not  been  endured,  if  I  can 
only  flee  sincerity  in  the  complaint.  It  is  difficult  to  entertain  with 
respect  statements  of  wrongs  in  which  truth  and  error  are  recklessly  or 
even  ignorantly  intermingled ;  but  it  is  utterly  exhaustive  of  all  patience 
when  one  must  see  that  the  truth  is  quite  disregarded,  and  that  com- 
plaint is  utterly  unfounded. 

.  Those  who  especially  represent  the  workingmen  here,  I  have  no  doubt, 
state  their  case  truthfully,  for  truth  is  what  the  law  of  their  nature 
compels  them  to  believe.  Not  adopting  all  their  opinions,  I  believe 
i  myself  that  the  public  opinion  upon  this  subject  is  correct.  I  am  there- 
fore disposed  to  listen  with  great  patience  to  expressions  which  violate 
propriety,  which  go  beyond  the  occasion,  and  by  senseless  virulence 
aarken  counsel  by  words  without  knowledge,  although  they  demand 
not  respectful  consideration,  but  only  reproof  and  condemnation. 

I  have  not  had  the  opportunity  of  listening  to  the  arguments  here, 
excepting  U»  those  of  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  and  those  of 
others  this  morning.  I  have  read  the  speech  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee  who  presented  this  report.  Judging,  gentlemen,  by  '^hat 
they  say,  giving  their  language  its  ordinary  and  necessary  interpretation, 
it  iuLs  come  down  simpiv  to  this :  if  a  large  body  in  this  Convention,  and 
apparently  a  majoritv  of  it,  correctly  represent  the  people,  these  crude, 
^  unreasonable,  and  absurd  claims  must  be  allowed,  and  be  by  us  car- 
ried, not  into  effect,  but  into  this  Constitution.  An  open  revolution  agains 
alt  government  is  to  be  the  effect.  To  give  force  to  the  argument  we 
ve  distinctly  told  by  one  gentleman,  and  the  idea  is  reiterated  by 
others,  that  if  this  Convention  does  not  yield  obedience  to  these  demands 
the  streets  will  run  with  blood. 

Mr.  O'SULLIYAN.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I  never  said  that 
there  was  any  understanding  to  have  a  revolution,  or  anything  of  the 
kind. 
^  Mr.  SHAFTER.  I  quote  the  language.  One  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco  said  that  "the  streets  would  run  with  blcxxi,''  and  the  gentle- 
man himself  said  that  he  believed  it  would  **  only  be  settled  by  blood- 
letting." Blood-  running  in  the  streets  upon  such  a  question  and  for 
the  reason  here  avowed,  is  but  revolt  against  the  law,  which  assumes 
the  proportion  of  levying  war  against  the  government,  which  is  treason 
within  the  definition  of  the  Constitution. 

I  am  not  disposed  to  treat  such  ebullitions  with  any  verv  great  serious- 
ness. Whether  they  are  indulged  in  for  the  purpose  or  satisfying  the 
particular  constituency  these  gentlemen  represent,  or  whether  they  are 
the  result  simply  of  febrile  excitement,  or  are  merely  to  be  attributed  to 
R  desire  for  oratorical  display,  they  equally  invite  commiseration  and 
oblivion. 
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While  I  will  exercise  the  forbearance  to  uttar  no  thrcat^t  in  return,  I 
may  permit  mvself  to  say  that  when  constitutional  law  has  no  longer 
any  force  in  this  State  and  country,  when  ignorance  and  violence  shall 
undertake  to  rule  us,  it  will  become  necessary  to  possess  our  souls  in 
patience  to  en<lure  the  consequent  disorder,  or  to  provide  those  sharp 
remedies  by  which  order  and  civilization  vindicate  at  last  the  supremacy 
of  their  right. 

It  is  undeniable  that  people  of  the  United  States,  as  represented  by 
the  General  Government,  are  the  final  arbiters  of  this  whole  question  of 
Chinese  immigration.  It  would  seem  at  least  prudent  to  approach  this 
tribunal  respectfully,  and  in  a  manner  winnii^  confidence  m  our  claim 
and  ip.  the  justice  of  the  tribunal  to  which  we  appeal. 

I  have  flddressed  audiences  in  Kew  England  'more  than  I  can  now 
remember,  urging  upon  their  consciences  all  those  arguments  which 
asserted  that  the  extinction  of  slavery  was  necessary  to  the  existence  of 
republican  institutions  in  this  country.  These  arguments  we^e  all  based 
upon  the  assertion  of  the  substantial  equality  of  man,  and  of  the  neces- 
sity for  justice  in  the  practical  administration  of  the  law.  Satisfy  tliem 
that  your  complaints  are  true,  and  that  the  remedies  you  propose  are 
oonsistant  with  philanthropy,  as  well  as  statesmanship,  and  they  will 
give  you  the  power  of  this  nation  to  your  aM. 

But  no  threatening  will  be  listened  to  for  a  moment.  The  nation  that 
put  down  the  rebellion  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty  will  ridicule^ 
though  it  may  be  offended  at,  the  bluster  with  which  many  indulge  in 
relation  to  this  subject.  They  will  put  their  own  interjiretation  of  the 
Constitution,  and  they  will  see  it  enforced.  Instead  of  such  idle  attempts 
as  are  presented  by  this  report  to  enforce  our  views  or  our  wishes,  we 
can  much  more  profitably  turn  our  attention  to  possessing  our  Eastern 
friends  with  full  information  as  to  the  true  relations  and  actual  effect  of 
the  Chinese  upon  our  prosperity  here  in  California.  I  believe  our  true 
condition  is  largely  misunaerstood. 

It  is  true  that  most  people  who  have  visited  us  from  the  East,  while 
they  have  seen  the  most  favorable  features  of  our  Chinese  population, 
have  never  seen  their  darker  side.  Thev  have  seen  the  Chinaman  as  a 
domestic  servant,  as  an  artisan,  or  laundryman,  bAt  never  in  the  midst 
of  those  horrors  which  we  group  under  the  generic  term  *•  Chinatown." 
From  what  they  have  seen,  they  have  returned  home  with  the  belief 
that  the  Chinese  as  domestics  are  superior  to  all  otliers,  and  as  workers 
are  industrious,  indefatigable  and  peraevering,  and  accumulating  the 
results  of  their  labor  by  abstinence  and  economy.  Now  all  of  this  is 
near  enough  to  the  actual  fact  to  require  the  countervailing  statement 
to  be  made.  But  what  do  we  hear?  Denunciation  of  an  inferior  race, 
of  whose  higher  qualities  we  stand  in  mental  dread;  whose  industry 
an(^  economy  are  regarded  as  menaces  to  civilization  and  republican 
institutions.  In  my  judgment,  it  would  be  a  happy  day  for  us  all  when 
the  industi^  and  economy  of  the  Chinaman  would  be  regarded  by  tts  as 
worthy  of  imitation.  We  belittle  our  objections  in  our  allusions'  to  his 
dress,  not  like  our  own,  it  is  true,  but  at  once  warm,  cheap,  and  con- 
venient— qualities  which  ours  often  lack.  We  declaim  and  denounce 
him  as  a  nce-eater,  quite  forgetting  that  rice  is  the  food  of  more  than 
half  the  human  race. 

The  assertion  of  these  accidental  and  trifling  peculiarities  has  been 
attributed  to  us  as  the  only,  or  at  least  some  of  our  objections  to  the 
Chinese  people,  and  as  demonstrating  the  weakne^  of  our  position  in 
regard  to  them.  I  have  always  thought  it  was  a  good  thing  to  state 
your  adversary's  case  stronger  than  he  could  himBblf,  and  then  to 
answer  it  by  one  stronger  than  his  own. 

We  may  as  well  admit  it,  for  it  is  true,  the  Chinaman  is  industrious 
and  economical  beyond  the  average  laborer.  He-can  do  two  thirds  or 
three  fourths  as  much  as  the  average  white  man.  It  has  been  demon- 
strated that  in  heavy  railroad  work,  selecte<i  gangs  of  Chinamen  and 
Europeans,  pitted  against  each  other,  the  victory  was  repeatedly  with 
the  Chinaman. 

He  lives  at  about  one  fourth  the  cost  of  the  support  of  a  white  laborer. 
I  have  had  some  hundreds  of  them  in  my  employment,  and  assert  that 
such  as  I  have  had,^ere  as  cleanly,  as  attentive  to  their  business,  as 
honest  in  the  performance  of  their  contracts — not  as  the  tramps  and 
wandering  white  man,  but  as  the  average  laborer  of  respectable  habits 
and  character.  Regarded  as  intelligent  machines,  with  which  a  certain 
amount  of  labor  is  to  be  done,  they  must  be  regarded  as  a  comparative 
success. 

The  same  objections  which  are  now  made  to  them,  fiftv  years  ago  were 
urged  against,  at  least,  some  European  immigrants.  Di^erences  of  relig- 
ion, of  language,  of  dress,  and  habits,  were  in  these  people  considered 
evidences  of  inferiority,  and  as  indicative  of  danger.  The  true  difli- 
culty  arises  from  the  fact  that  between  us  and  them  there  are  vital 
differences  of  intellectual  and  moral  character.  The  Chinaman,  his  life 
and  motives  begin  and  end  in  himself.  There  is  apparently  in  him 
neither  sincerity  nor  gratitude,  and  as  to  America,  no  patriotism.  This 
country  is  to  him  foreign  soil.  In  it  he  has  no  interest,  and  with  its 
institutions  he  has  no  sympathy.  In  any  tumult  he  is  and  will  be  an 
element  of  danger,  and  if  his  immigration  is  not  checked,  looking  to  the 
vast  hordes  which  the  Chinese  Empire  can  pour  out,  he  may  become 
our  fianl  calamity. 

Believing  in,  and  not  receding  an  inch  from,  the  fact  of  the  universal 
fatherhood  of  God  and  brotherhood  of  man,  I  have  never  supposed  that 
to  be  all  of  truth,  nor  that  it  was  the  only  maxim  necessarv  for  the 
administration  of  human  affairs.  Identity,  demarcation,  and  isolation, 
are  prerequisites  to  all  governments.  The  precise  relation  of  the  individ- 
ual man  to  the  State  must  be  prescribed,  so  that  the  mutual  obligation 
of  sovereign  and  subject  may  be  alike  known  and  enforced.  The  separ- 
ation of  the  earth  into  distinct  divisions  demonstrates  that  nature  itself 
denies  the  possibility  of  universal  dominion.  It  is  permitted  to  the  phil- 
anthropist to  distribute  his  gifts  and  expand  his  benevolence  throughout 
the  earth.  Governments  have  rightful  powers  to  exercise,  and  duties  to 
1  discharge  to  their  subjects,  and  to  them  alone.    To  foreign  States  and 
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the  Ibw  of  nations,  end  to  Chat  code  obedience  only  bo  far  ns  it  eeciires 
tbeir  own  safuty  and  dominion.  That  governments  have  the  riglit  to 
exclude  Buy  and  all  foreigoers  from  the  eounlry  subject  to  Ihem  is 
undenied. 

The  treaties  by  which  foreignen  are  alloved  In  this  country  direi^tly 
admit  tbia  fact.  When  such  trestie^  exist,  ali  that  remains  to  bo  done  it 
to  interpret  and  enforce  their  proviaiona.  I  do  not  intend  to  enter  into 
uny  argument  upon  the  lalwr  question.  The  gentlemen  who  aaaume  to 
be  the  only  exponents  of  the  economic  laws  cnutrolling  that  topic  will 
doubtless  enlighten  us  in  jegard  to  them.  The  world  and  its  itateamen 
have  for  a  time  eoverlng  a  Targe  part  of  history,  exhausted  themselves 
upon  the  relationn  of  capital  and  labor.  In  the  presence  of  the  political 
MODomlBte  who  grace  this  chamber.  1  onir  permit  myaelf  to  say,  if  all 
Chinamen  are  excluded  fnim  the  State,  other  laborers  must  be  found  ta 
take  their  place,  and  those  laborers  must  work  for  a  price  which  their 
employer  can  afford  to  pay,  and  such  employer  must  pay  such  price  and 
no  more.  How  this  is  to  be  brought  about  I  am  not  adiised.  How 
agrieulture  caa  bear  the  strain  of  increased  cost  of  labor  I,  who  hare 
employed  many  hundreds  of  laborers,  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to  conceive. 
Probably  those  who  never  did,  or  paid  for  a  day's  work  on  a  ranch  are 
better  ad  vtsei). 

Waiving  all  such  discueaions,  we  have  here'onl^  lo  consider  the  power 
of  this  State,  which  this  report  proposes  to  exercise  by  the  exclusion  of 
the  Chinese.  T  deny  that  this  power  exists  in  this  Stato,  to  any  extent, 
or  for  any  purpose.     Passing  by  all  questions  raised  or  deei^    *  '-■■-- 
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must  to  each   be   attributed  absoluto   sovereignty.     j.Eiera  can    iw  zjo 

another,  but  of  necessity  must  be  the  subject  of  agreement  between 
them,  and  this  can  only  be  acoimpli^hed  thmugh  the  treaty  making 
Neither  part^  can  enter  into  the  question  ss  to  the  power  of  the 
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was  expressly  denied  by  us  in  our  lato  contest.  British  subjects,  in 
violation  of  the  law  of  nations,  Gtted  out  vessels  for  the  Confederates. 
Our  government,  making  claims  for  payment  of  damages,  the  British 
Gov«rnment  raised  the  question  of  respunsibility.  from  the  fact  that  by 
the  alleged  condition  of  their  law  the  building  and  departure  of  these 
cruisers  could  rot  have  been  prevented. 

Our  reply  was,  that  was  a  matter  with  which  we  had  no  concern.  If 
British  law  was  inadequate  to  prevent  British  subjects  committing  act« 
ill  violation  of  the  law  of  nations,  that  Great  Britain  was  directly 
responsible  Co  us  for  an  act  of  which  its  neglect  was  the  cause.  It  might 
ns  well  be  claimed  by  the  ship  builders  on  the  Clyde  that  this  govern- 
ment should  enter  iAto  treaty  stipulations  with  them,  as  for  the  State  of 
California  to  make  the  pretensions  of  this  report.  Nor  is  it  at  alt  prob- 
able that  Great  Bfltain  will  attemjit  to  deal  with  California,  Vii^nia,  or 

A  circumstance  illustrative  of  the  course  of  business  as  to  treaties,  fell 
within  my  own  experience,  I  believe  I  drew,  as  Secretary  of  State  of 
Vermont,  the  first  extradition  papers  on  the  American  aide  under  the 
Webstor- Ash  burton  treaty.  Some  criminals  had  escaped  from  Vermont 
to  Canada,  a  requisition  from  the  Qovemment  of  Vermont  upon  the 
(iovernor-General  of  (^nada  was  complied  with,  and  the  criminals 
returned.  The  next  requisition  of  the  same  character  was  rejected,  upon 
the  ground  that  the  United  States  alone  possessed  the  power  of  requisi- 
tion, and  the  demand  had  to  be  procured  from  the  Stale  Department  at 
Washington,  In  all  things  relating  to  the  formatioa  and  execution  of 
treaties,  the  National  Governments,  who  are  the  parties  to  them,  con 
alone  be  heard. 

That  I  he  present  treaty  with  China  is  in  no  sense  extraordinary,  and  that 
it  involves  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  no  unusual  exercise  of  power, 
la  apparent  upon  its  face.  It  is,  however,  asserted  here,  by  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Los  Angeles,  that  this  treaty  violatos  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  tiuch  an  assertion  should  be  supported  by  the 
most  direct  demonstration.  The  language  of  the  Constitution  and  of 
the  treaty  is  before  us,  in  what  conaisU  the  conflict?     Point  it  out. 

The  features  of  the  treaty  complained  of  are  essentially  the  same  as 
thoee  with  other  nations.  Are  all  these  treaties  void?  and  has  the 
Legislature  and  people  of  this  nation,  during  their  whole  existence, 
been  mistaken  in  the  exercise  of  the  treaty- making  power?  Those  who 
make  this  assertion  should  at  least  point  out  the  conflict  they  allege. 

The  fact  is,  the  Constitution  says  nothing  at  all  about  the  extent  of  the 
treaty  making  power.  It  takes  the  torm  "  treaty  "  as  one,  the  signifi- 
cance of  which  was  thoroughly  comprehended  among  msnkind.  A 
fact  in  human  government  existing  from  the  day  of  Lot  and  Abrahaiki 
to  the  present  moment,  and  the  comprehension  of  which  term  was  as 
universal  aa  language  itself.  All  the  Constitution  undertakes  lo  do  is 
to  place  the  power  of  making  treaties  in  tbe  President  and  Seuato.     Tim 

I  lower  is  designedly  withdrawn  from  the  people  snd  the  States,  and 
edged  in  those  whose  lofty  office  and  inlelligence  separate  them,  as  far 
OS  possible,  from  popular  heatand  the  notions  of  th(  ' 
That  ■'■■ -'  ---'---- 


that  this  power 


r  admission  of  foreign  peoples  waj 


exclusively  in  the  possession  of  the  United  Stales,  was  admitl«l  by  the 

'"■  ir  Constitution  wh'  '    '   ■■"  --     -  - '--  --■-  

hundred  and  eigh 
is  power  there  could  be 


;ht.    Unless  the  National  Government 
propriety  or  force  in  this  provision. 


The  United SlatesSuprei 


s  the  tribunal  in  whii 
lly  decided.  When 
State  iribiinuls  tniisl  adopt  and  act  upon  such  decision. 

This  baa  been  oRea  affirmed  by  that  Court,  and  si 
results  from  the  natuie  of  the  su^ect. 

It  ia  said,  in  this  report,  that  Chinamen  should  be  foi 
real  eslote,  to  fish  in  public  waters,  to  carry  on  bue 
employed  by  any  oornoration,  ordo  any  work  for  the  f 
this  may  be  done  without  violating  any  provisions  of  1 
treaty. 

That  treaty  says ;  "  The  United  States  of  America  and 
China,  cordially  recognising  the  inherent  and  inalienable 
change  his  home  and  allegiance,  and  also  the  mutual  ai 
free  immigration  and  emigration  of  their  citisens  and  s 
Ively,  from  the  one  country  to  the  other,  for  the  purpose 
'— -'-     --  as  permanent  residents."     This  is  a  general 


iciple 


""il^lil^ 


hat  the  right 
homo  anil  all 

Declaration  of  Independ 
Under  this  principle  I 

but  for  a  subsequent  exi 
With   this  exception, 

German. 


Chiliese  lo  immigrate  inl 

allegiance,  is  as  truly  ■'  inherent  ai 

pursuit  of  happiness  are  declar 


but  they  w 
held  in  thi 
ffational  G 


e  tiei 


they,  in  I! 
sated  to  disi 


;ir  advent  hero,  considered 
iiguished  social  attentions. 
I  by  the  highest  officers  of 
.to,  I  believe,  as  seven  or  e 
*  our  national  festivi 
rerc  created  equal ; " 
ocessioiis,  occupying  a  aistingulshed  place,  the  mei 
Lgents  undoubt^lv  adniired  our  institutions,  and  t 
courtesy  taught  by  Conlucius  over  two  thousand  years 
lo  others  what  you  would  not  have  others  do  to  you." 
only  exhibited  these  courtesies  to  the  Chinese,  but 
extremelv  useful.  While  the  foreign  miners'  tax  was  ai 
upon  all  ibraigners.it  was  collected  substontially  from  thi 
Hundreds  of  ihousanda  of  dollars  so  collected  went  to  fe 
gancc,  or  to  pay  the  debts  of  the  mining  counties,  and  of 
This  exaction  was  held  ulilmalely  lo  be  iu  vtolatloE 
obligations.  Of  a  kindred  character  was  the  tax  imposei 
nesc  for  the  privilege  of  fishing,  all  of  which.  I  believe 
the  Collector  upon  oonstitutioual  grounds.  While  agre 
tbe  purpose  to  rid  ourselves  of  this  immigration,  it  seemi 
past  violation  of  our  treaty  obligations  should  lead  u 


.11., 


llv,  Chi. 
enjoy  the  a 
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idence,  as  may  there  be  enjoved  by  tl 
most  favored  nations;  and  reciprocallv,  Chini 
residing  in  the  United  Statos,  shall  e  J  .  ' 
ties,  and  exemptions,  in  re9|>eot  to  travel  or  residence,  oi 
enjoved  by  the  citiiens  or  subjects  of  the  most  favored  n 
Niw,  what  are  the  reasons  why  Chinese  cannot  hol< 
CaliforniaT  The  reason  assigned  is,  they  cannot  becom 
therefore  the  proposed  provision  confining  the  ri^hl  to  ) 
to  such  foreigners  as  are  eligible  to  citizenship  is  a  pr 
first  thought  waa  that  this  could  be  justified,  but  I  now,, 

Treaties  must  have  a  free  general  interpretatio: 

Btruction  demands  that  all  necessary ■  — ' 

™pany  the 


.princlmilrigl 


incidents  shall  fi 


ist  have  all  ancillary  rights 


Aa  tbe  Chim    .  ,        . 

OS  to  proi-erty  necessary  to  make  life  desirable, 
owning  a  house  in  which  to  reside  we  can  prevent  his  leai 
even  a  spot  of  ground  upon  which  to  pitch  his  tent.     He  i 

afte^eihaunllng  his  present  means,  become  a  burden  upon 
able  ;  and  when  charity  is  exhausted,  starve.  This  is  t 
meant  by  these  stipulations.     The  Chinese  stai 


intry  d 
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megroun 
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of 


other  nation  do  here.    All  other  foreigners  have  the  right'to  buy 
hold  real  property,  to  work,  and  earn  their  bread  by  the  sweat  of 
r  face.     Why  should  not  these  men  have,  under  this  provision,  the 
aame  privileges  as  others,  within  the  express  terms  of  this  treotyt 

It  cannot  lie  otherwise  than  the  right  to  reside  carries  with  it  the  right 
to  hou^e  and  home,  and  the  right  of  labor  to  support  them. 

In  case  of  the  a<loption  of  the  doctrine  of  this  report,  tbe  Chinaman 
night  well  say;  '■  you  do  lake  from  me  life,  when  you  take  from  mo 

As  to  the  prohibition  of  the  employment  of  the  Chinese  upon  public 
vorks,  I  consider  it  so  far  doubtful  that  1  shall  vole  for  it.  leaving  the 
iiiestion  for  its  final  solution  to  the  Courts.  It  is  said,  if  these  provisions 
lo  seem  of  doubtful  propriety,  still,  in  deference  to  popular  feeling,  we 
ought  to  pass  them,  and  leave  the  national  judiciary  to  determine  the 
questions  they  create.  Undoubtedly  such  appeal  to  the  Courts  will  be 
had,  and  it  will  become  the  duly  of  the  law  officera  of  the  State  and 
nation  to  give  their  aid  in  the  premises.  This  fact,  however,  that  our 
9  may  have  no  evil  consequences.  Is  no  reason  with  me  for  coneent- 
>  an  act  which  1  can  clearly  see  is  in  violation  of  a  treaty  stipulation 
which  we  have  entered. 

lave  had  repeated  occasion  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  tbe 
dogma  of  Slates  rights  seems  the  controlling  consideration  with  many 
—-■'emeu  upon  tliislloor.     I  do  not  wonder  that  those  who  were  brought 
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ap  with  the  idea  that  the  States  have  paramount  authority — that  as  to 
every  governmental  act  which  is  to  be  exercised  within  their  separate 
limits  the  State  alone  is  to  be  ultimately  obeyed — should  support 
this  report  But  I  think  it  behooves  those  of  different  education 
sod  opinion  not  to  suffer  the  desire  of  securing  a  great  good, 
to  do  the  great  wrong  of  attempting  to  nullify  the  paramount  law.  The 
attempt  will  only  recoil  upon  ourselves,  and  disappoint  and  delay 
the  fulfillment  of  our  wishes.  Cases  have  been  cited  here  clearly 
establishing  the  law,  declaring  that  this  whole  subject  is  a  matter 
exclusively  of  national  concern. 

These  decisions  have  received  for  answer  declamatory  effusion,  gar- 
bled citations  from  dissenting  opinions,  and  the  obtrusion  of  personal 
opinion  here,  from  those  whose  claim  to  the  character  of  jurists  and 
statesmen  has  been  acquired  in  the  pursuit  of  mechanical  employment, 
or  peddling  goods,  or  in  digging  holes  in  the  earth — employments 
honorable  in  tnemselves,  but  having  no  connection  with  nor  relation  to 
judicial  learning.  Among  all  the  cases  cited  here  one  important  one 
seems  to  have  been  overlooked.  It  has  always  seemed  to  me  that  the 
decision  to  which  I  allude  was  of  the  highest  consequence,  and  I  have 
never  heard  of  its  having  been  overruled.  I  allude  to  that  which  was 
finslly  rendered  and  put  upon  record  at  Appomattox  Court  House,  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-five,  when  Chief  Justice  Grant  stood  there, 
with  all  his  Associate  Justices,  to  decide  this  question  of  States  rights, 
with' a  hundred  thousand  executive  officers  around  him.  I  think  that 
decision  ought  to  end  this  discussion.  It  pushes  b^  the  lawyer,  the 
jury,  the  civil  codes,  and  at  once  denying  all  other  jurisdiction,  settles 
all  question  by  the  law  and  the  force  of  arms.  The  ultimate  force  of 
government,  the  inexorable  will  guided  by  the  highest  intelligence  of 
the  people,  declared  that  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
treaties  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  are  the  paramount  law  of  this  land 
from  this  time  forth.  The  moral  grandeur  of  this  si)ectacle  by  far 
exceeds  that  of  the  ratification  of  the  law  by  the  twelve  tribes  on  Ebal 
and  Gerixim.  No  new  code  was  created,  but  one  was  reiterated  and 
declared,  and  from  the  doctrine  of  that  enunciation  there  is  no  appeal. 
Tet,  astonishing  as  it  may  seem,  men  are  still  found  w^ho  seem  to  nave 
slept  for  the  last  twenty  years,  to  have  become  torpid,  with  the  thought 
about  half  expressed,  about  the  rights  of  our  sovereign  State  upon  their 
life,  and  after  their  long  sleep  awake  to  the  same  line  of  thought,  aud 
to  fhtish  its  incomplete  expression. 

The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  reads  us  the  dissenting  opinion  of 
Judge  Taney  as  to  the  doctrine  of  the  so  called  Passenger  cases.  Not- 
withstanding that  Judge's  admitted  ability,  I  am  unable  to  see  what 
force  is  to  be  attributed  to  his  views,  when  they  are  directly  in  conflict 
with  the  prevailing  opinion  in  those  cases.  Those  cases  decide  dis- 
tinctly, as  do  the  Calirornia  cases,  that  laws  affixing  conditions  to  the 
immigration  of  foreigners  to  this  country  are  regulations  of  commerce 
within  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  that  by  that  instru- 
ment the  power  to  create  such  regulations  is  conferred  exclusively  upon 
CoDCTess. 

There  was  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  whether  the  States  would  have 
a  right  to  regulate  commerce  between  themselves  and  with  foreign 
nations,  in  case  Congress  failed  to  exercise  this  power.  The  prevailing 
opinion  held  that  in  no  case  could  a  State  exercise  this  power,  but  there 
was  no  diversity  of  opinion  as  to  the  paramount  jurisdiction  of  Con- 
gress over  this  matter.  As  to  this  view.  Judge  Taney  holds  that  the 
power  is  not  concurrent,  and  that  if  it  is  lodged  in  the  General  Govern- 
ment the  States  do  not  and  cannot  possess  it. 

The  result  is  one  of  necessity,  thftt  whether  a  rule  regulating  immi- 
gration is  established  by  Act  of  Congress  or  by  treaty,  the  State  is 
excluded  from  meddling  with  such  immigration. 

Pressed  with  these  considerations,  their  force  is  attempted  to  be 
diverted  by  alleging  that  when  the  Chinese  arrive  here  they  can  be  so 
dealt  with  by  what  is  miscalled  the  police  power  as  to  make  life  intol- 
erable, if  not  impossible  to  them,  and  thereby  effect  their  practical  exclu- 
sion. It  seems  to  be  supposed  that  this  class  of  persons — whose  right  of 
residence  is  assured  by  treaty,  whose  status  is  fixed  upon  the  same  basis 
as  that  of  the  most  favored  nations — are  rightfully  to  be  subjected,  under 
psiice  regulations,  to  exclusion  from  convenient  residences;  are  to  be 
prevented  from  earning  their  bread  by  prohibition  of  all  employment, 
by  exclusion  from  trades,  from  working  the  mines,  from  fishing  m  pub- 
lic waters,  and,  in  short,  from  everything  but  the  sacred  right  of  starva- 
tion and  death ;  and  after  death  he  is  further  pursued  by  police  regula- 
tions relative  to  sepulture  and  the  custody  ana  removal  oi  his  bones. 

Now,  there  is  no  doubt  that  when  any  person  has  arrived  here — has 
become  one  of  our  people — that  he  is  subject  not  only  to  police  but  to  all 
other  laws  which  concern  his  personal  character  and  conduct.  It  is  in 
the  power  of  this  State  to  confine  and  to  extradite  criminals,  insane  per- 
sons, paupers,  and  the  diseased,  in  any  way  which  the  exigencies  of  the 
ease  may  require;  but  this  cause  must  relate  to  and  inhere  in  the  indi- 
vidual as  a  distinct  personal  characteristic.  I  may  further  say,  the 
existence  of  this  cause  ought  to  be  judicially  ascertained;  at  least,  it 
ought  to  be  declared  by  some  authority  as  the  result  of  personal  exam- 
ination. When  a  Chinaman  attempts  to  land  from  the  ship  which  has 
brought  him  here,  the  proposal  of  tnis  report  is  to  compel  his  departure 
I  from  the  State,  not  on  tne  ground  that  he  is  a  criminal,  a  pauper,  or  any 
|:  of  that  class  of  persons,  but  that  he  is  a  Chinaman,  or  rather  that  he  is 
one  ineligible  to  citizenship.  The  treaty  does  not  recognize  the  right  to 
become  a  citizen  as  determining  the  right  of  residence.  Indeed,  it 
expreaaly  negatives  it,  by  at  once  allowing  residence  and  forbidding 
citizenship. 

Passing  from  the  treaty,  the  power  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign 
nations  rests  with  Congress  alone.  The  only  question  which  has  ever 
been  seriously  made,  is  one  to  which  I  have  already  adverted,  are  pcr- 
fom  within  the  scope  of  this  provision? 

This  question  has  been  often  decided,  and  it  is  a  subject  of  congratu- 
lation that  the  decisions  in  this  State  follow  those  of  the  nation.    In 


The  People  vs.  Raymond,  34  Cal.  R.  '492,   Crockett,  J.,  gives  the 
opinion : 

''After  a  careful  examination  of  the  numerous  cases  which  have  been 
adjudicated  touching  these  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  we  consider 
the  following  propositions  to  be  definitely  settled  on  reason  and  author- 
ity :  Ist.  That  tne  term  '  conuneroe,'  as  employed  in  that  clause  of 
section  eight  which  is  under  discussion,  is  not  to  be  construed  as  lim- 
ited to  an  exchange  of  commodities  only;  but  includes  as  well  '  inter- 
course '  between  foreign  nations,  and  between  the  several  States ;  and 
the  term  '  intercourse  *  includes  the  transportation  of  passengers.  2d. 
That  whatever  doubt  may  have  existed  as  to  the  power  of  the  several 
States  to  regulate  commerce  between  their  own  citizens  and  foreign 
nations,  as  with  the  citizens  of  other  States,  in  the  absence  of  legislation 
upon  that  subject  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  it  has  never 
been  seriously  questioned,  that  when  Congress,  in  the  exercise  of  its  con- 
stitutional right,  does  legislate  upon  that  particular  subject,  its  authority 
is  permanent  and  exclusive,  and  its  enactments  supersede  all  State  leg- 
islation on  that  subject  Any  other  rule  than  this  would  lead  to  per- 
petual conflicts  between  the  State  and  Federal  Government,  and  would 
prove  to  be  utterly  impracticable.  3d.  Thai  if  the  State  has  not  the 
constitutional  power,  by  means  of  direct  legislation,  to  regulate  the 
intercourse  of  its  citizens  with  foreign  nations  and  with  the  otner  States, 
it  cannot  accomplish,  by  indirect  methods,  what  it  is  forbidden  to  do 
directly.  These  propositions  are  sustained  by  the  following  authorities: 
Gibbons  vs.  Ogden,  9  Wheaton  R.  I ;  Passenger  cases,  7  Howard  R.  283." 

The  learned  Judge  proceeds  to  cite  a  large  number  of  authorities; 
having  done  so,  he  examines  them  in  detail,  and  states  the  resulf  with 
such  exhaustive  precision  and  force  as  renders  further  comment  unneces- 
sary. 

A  later  California  case,  that  of  Ah  Fook,  45  Cal.  R.  402,  decides  that 
the  police  power  extends  only  to  those  who  are  personally  objectionable, 
and  must  then  only  be  exercised  upon  at  least  quasi -judicial  examination. 

In  the  case  of  The  State  vs.  The  Steamship  Constitution,  42  Cal.  R. 
578,  the  Court  clearly  state  the  ri^ht  of  the  State  to  exclude  diseased  or 
dangerous  persons,  and  distinguishes  such  legislation  from  that  which 
"operates  upon  persons  who  at  the  time  of  landing  are  neither  paupers, 
vagabonds,  or  criminals,  or  affected  with  any  menUl  or  bodily  infirmity, 
but  on  the  contrary  are  perfectly  sound  in  body  and  mind,  and  in  every 
way  fitted  to  earn  a  support. '* 

The  Court  further  sums  up  by  the  declaration  "that  a  statute  which 
obstructs  the  entrance  into  this  State  of  persons  who  are  neither  paupers, 
vagabonds,  or  criminals,  or  in  anywise  unsound  or  infirm  of  oody  or 
mind,  is  not  an  exercise  of  the  police  power  of  the  State,  in  any  just 
sense  of  that  term.''  Proceeding  in  the  course  of  argument  the  Court 
submits  to  and  adopts  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  that  **  whatever  subjects  of  this  power — to  regulate  commerce — 
are  in  their  nature  national,  or  admit  or  one  system  or  plan  of  regula- 
tion, may  justly  be  said  to  be  of  such  a  nature  as  to  require  exclusive 
legislation  by  Congress."  The  case  then  proceeds  to  hold  that  any  law 
of  this  State,  statutory  or  constitutional,  which  attempts  to  subject  any 
class  of  immigrants  to  regulations  to  which  they  are  not  subjected 
elsewhere,  and  such  as  are  not  imposed  upon  such  immigrants  by  any 
Act  of  Congress,  is  void. 

It  doubtless  is  in  the  power  of  Congress  to  pass  a  law  which  shall  dis- 
regard the  Burlingame  treaty.  This  ought,  according  to  the  comity  of 
nations,  only  be  done  after  all  proper  efforts  have  been  made  to  modify 
or  annul  it,  as  to  its  objectionable  features. 

If  such  efforts  fail,  then  upon  reasonable  notice  as  to  time,  we  shall 
have  the  moral  as  well  as  the  lawful  power  to  exempt  the  nation,  States, 
and  people  from  all  observance  of  it.  Of  the  necessity  and  justice  of  this 
act  we  are  the  sovereign  judges. 

If  China — not  amenable  to  our  tribunal  or  iudnnent — is  dissatisfied, 
she  will  be  at  liberty  to  assert  her  claims  under  the  treaty  in  any  way 
she  may  select. 

This  is  the  result  which  the  law  of  nations  and  of  nature  alike  allows. 
When  there  is  no  arbiter,  no  tribunal  to  which  both  parties  may  be 
compelled  to  appeal,  the  arbitrament  of  force  alone  remains.  It  is  the  first 
remedy  which  Blackstone  indicates  the  right  of  the  injured  party  to 
defend  and  redress  himself.  This  right  pertains  to  nations  as  to  indi- 
viduals. When  such  contest  ensues,  whatever  may  be  said  about  the 
justice  or  expediency  of  the  contest,  the  subordinate  States  and  the 
whole  people  are  equally  justified  under  the  act  of  their  general  gov- 
eniment.  As  the  General  Government  is  bound  to  protect  its  citizens  in 
all  contests  in  which  it  engages  him,  it  must  have  corresponding  power 
over  and  dunes  to  discharge  as  to  all  subjects  of  controversy,  and  to 
take  such  course  as  to  them  as  it  shall  be  advised.  When  piratical 
vessels  were  fitted  out  in  the  Clyde  to  destroy  our  commerce,  as  already 
stated,  we  held.  Great  Britain  responsible  for  the  damages.  When 
McLeoud,  in  the'  time  of  the  Canadian  troubles,  burnt  the  steamer  Car- 
oline in  Schlosser,  a  port  of  New  York,  he  was  committed  and  sentenced 
in  a  New  York  Court,  and  was  redeemed  from  death  only  by  the  act  of 
our  General  Government.  Great  Britain  claimed  that  his  act  was  in 
obedience  to  the  command  of  his  superior  oflBcer,  and  admitting  it  was 
an  act  of  war,  made  reparation,  apology,  and  satisfaction  for  the  offense. 

Suppose  that  we  proceed  to  violate  the  treaty  with  China,  and  that 
Empire  demands  redress,  it  the  General  Government,  as  to  its  own 
treaty,  going  to  turn  China  over  to  California  for  reparation?  We  are 
apt  to  speak  of  China  with  profound  contempt,  but  it  may  be  worth 
while  to  reflect  a  moment  upon  the  power  of  the  Empire  of  over  four 
hundred  millions  of  subjects,  and  or  the  inconvenience  which  might 
result  if  those  hordes  were  precipitated  upon  us.  Logically,  our  govern- 
ment should  leave  us  to  settle  tnis  contest  arising  from  our  act,  to  our- 
selves alone.  Thus  far  I  have  endeavored  to  show  that,  first,  we  have 
no  power  over  the  subject-matter  of  this  report;  second,  that  if  we  had, 
it  is  unwise  at  this  time  to  exercise  it    I  have  now  to  call  attention  to 
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the  extn^rdinarj  acumen  displayed  in  the  particular  language  and 
intention  of  the  provisions  recommended. 

I  am  here  reminded  of  a  saying  of  De  Tooqueville  forty  years  ago, 

that  **  in  America  the  highest  abilities  are  excluded  /rom  all  public 

employments,  as  fully  as  though  there  was  a  positive  regulation  to  that 

>  effect."    This  thought  has  been  reiterated  by  many  distinguished  men. 

But  could  they  examine  this  report  on  the  Chinese,  they  would  be  so 
astonished  at  the  profound  statesmanship  exhibited,  the  clear  appreci- 
ation of  the  Constitution,  its  high  spirit,  the  clearness  of  idea,  tne  full 
provision  for  all  possible  contin^ncies  it  displays,  I  am  persuaded  they 
would  abandon  their  original  opmion,  and  find  here  that  breadth,  that 
clearness,  that  profundity  which  would  at  once  remove  all  fear  and 
awaken  a  wondering  q4miration.    The  first  splurge  is  as  follows: 

"  The  Legislature  shall  have  and  shall  exercise  the  power  to  enact  all 
needful  laws,  and  prescribe  necessarv  regulations  for  the  protection  of 
the  State,  and  the  counties,  cities,  and  towns  thereof,  from  the  burdens 
and  evils  arising  from  the  presence  of  aliens,  who  are  or  who  may 
become  vagrants,  paupers,  mendicants,  criminals,  or  invalids  afflicted 
with  contagious  or  infectious  diseases,  and  aliens  otherwise  dangerous  or 
detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State,  and  to  impose  con- 
ditions upon  which  such  persons  may  reside  in  the  State,  and  to  provide 
the  means  and  mode  of  their  removal  from  the  Stale  upon  failure  or 
refusal  to  comply  with  such  conditions;  provided,  that  nothing  contained 
in  the  foregoing  shall  be  construed  to  impair  or  limit  the  power  of  the 
Legislature  to  pass  such  other  police  laws  or  regulations  as  it  may  deem 
necessary." 

He^  aliens  of- the  dangerous  classes  are  subjected  to  needful  regula- 
tions. Why  should  not  the  native  bom  scoundrels  be  subjected  to  like 
control?  Not  only  those  who  are,  but  those  "who  may  become"  of 
that  class  are  within  the  scope  of  this  supervision. 

Who  may  not  become  a  pauper,  menaicant,  or  invalid  afflicted  with 
disease  under  this  clause,  and  tnat,  too,  without  his  fault?  Because  all 
of  us  may  become  thus  unfortunate,  are  we  to  be  now  treatc^d  as  worthy 
of  action  due  to  criminals  in  &ct?  It  is  not  declared  that  those  likely  to 
become  sick  and  diseased  shall  be  dealt  with,  but  that  the  whole  of 
Adam's  race,  as  they  are,  shall  be  thus  subject.  Who  are  "  aliens  other- 
wise dangerous  or  detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State." 
Who  is  to  determine  this  matter?    How  is  it  to  be  determined? 

A  mere  muiority  of  the  Legislature  can,  under  this  provision,  expel 
any  body  or  cla^  of  men  disagreeable  to  them.  I  think  the  "presence" 
of  democrats,  or  those  likely  to  become  such,  is  detrimental  both  to  "  the 
well-being  and  peace  of  the  State,"  but  it  haa  never  occurred  to  me  that 
their  exclusion  is  an  act  justifiable  for  that  reason. 

If  this  power  of  exclusion  is  to  be  conferred  upon  the  Legislature,  it 
should  extend  to  the  native  bom  as  well  as  the  alien.  As  the  greater 
sinner,  the  native  deserves  the  severer  rule  and  punishment.  Unfortu- 
nately crime  seems  to  be  safe  with  us,  at  least  the  graver  crimes,  but 
they  are  committed  not  onlv  by  aliens,  but  by  naturalized,  as  well  as 
native  born  citizens.  I  am  for  applying  the  same  rule  to  all.  We  have 
many  among  us  who  may  appropriately  quote  the  poetry : 

True  pAtriota  we, 
For  be  it  undenitood, 

We  left  our  country 
For  our  country's  good. 

Great  as  our  inclinations  may  be  to  discriminate  against  these  per- 
sons, we  must  recollect  that  they  are  not  only  here  under  the  sanction 
of  treaties,  but  they  are  here  under  the  express  protection  of  the  Act  of 
Congress,  which  secures  to  them  every  right  of  action  and  defense  which 
belongs  to  the  native  bom. 

I  have  asked  who  are  aliens  "who  may  become "  dangerous,  and  sec- 
tion seven  attempts  to  answer  the  question  : 

"Sko.  7.  The  presence  of  foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of 
the  United  States  is  declared  hereby  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-being  of 
the  State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  discourage  their  immigration  by  all 
the  means  within  its  power.  It  shall  provide  for  their  exclusion  from 
residence  or  settlement  in  any  portion  of  the  State  it  may  see  fit,  or  from 
the  State,  and  provide  suitable  methods,  by  their  taxation  or  otherwise, 
for  the  expense  of  such  exclusiqp.  It  shall  prescribe  suitable  penalties 
for  the  punishment  of  persons  convicted  of  introducing  them  within  for- 
bidden limits.  It  shall  delegate  all  necessary  power  to  the  incorporated 
citres  and  towns  of  this  State  for  their  removal  without  the  limits  of 
such  cities  and  towns." 

Foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  are  declared  dangerous  to  the 
well-being  of  the  State,  and  their  exclusion  is  demanded. 

It  is  true  that  the  dangerous  classes  may  be  excluded  by  some 
unknown  process,  but  here  a  special  class  is  directly  opirated  upon. 
The  only  question  is,  is  he  a  Chinaman?  for  that  nationality  alone  is 
excluded  from  citizenship.  The  treaty  puta  them  on  the  ground  of  the 
most  favored  nations.  It  moreover  declares  that  they  may  become 
residents.  The  Act  of  Congress,  and  the  amendments  to  the  United 
States  Constitution,  put  them  on  exactly  the  same  ground  as  any  "other 
person,"  except  as  to  naturalization ;  yet  it  is  attempted  by  this  section 
to  oppose  and  repeal  every  provision  established  by  the  nation  for  the 
protection  of  "all  persons"  alike  within  their  jurisdiction.  Language 
fails  to  properly  characterize  the  folly  and  atrocity  of  this  attempt. 

The  ^ooa  sense  and  grandeur  of  the  attempt  is  further  exemplified 
by  section  six.  • 

"  Sec.  6.  Foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States 
shall  not  have  the  right  to  sue  or  be  sued  in  any  of  the  Courts  of  this 
State,  and  any  lawyer  appearing  for  or  against  them,  or  any  of  them,  in 
a  civil  proceeding,  shall  forfeit  his  license  to  practice  law.  No  such 
foreigner  shall  be  granted  license  to  carry  on  any  business,  trade,  or 
occupation  in  this  State,  nor  shall  such  license  be  granted  to  any  person 
or  corporation  employing  them.  No  such  foreigner  shall  have  the  right 
to  catch  fish  in  any  of  the  waters  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State; 
nor  to  purchase,  own,  or  lease  real  property  in  this  State;  and  all  con- 


tracts of  oonveyenoe  or  lease  of  real  estate  to  any  such  foreigner  shall  be 
void." 

The  strong  objection  to  the  above  is,  that  it  is  incomplete.  Foreigners 
who  are  eligible  and  do  not  become  citizens  ought  to  nave  the  "  right" 
to  be  sued  without,  I  will  say,  the  liability  or  infliction  of  making  a 
defense ;  and  they  should  be  further  prohibited  ao  known  "  vagrom  men," 
from  bringing  any  action  whatever.  An  alien  enemy,  or  insane  person, 
or  one  not  possessed  of  good  moral  character,  or  not  well  affected  towards 
this  eovemment,  is  as  ineligible  as  the  Chinaman. 

What  grand  pickines  this  provision  will  give  to  our  profession.  When 
this  Constitution  is  adopted  I  propose  to  return  to  the  practice  of  at  least 
constitutional  law,  and  see  if  I  cannot  sequester  some  few  millions 
belonging  to  these  unfortunate  souls  that  the  new  Constitution  proposes 
to  turn  over  to  robbery  and  spoliation. 

But  the  section  is  as  eminent  for  its  consistency  as  it  is  for  ita  sense. 
This  foreigner  cannot  be  sued.  The  independent  American  citizen  can- 
not make  the  Chinamen  pay  his  bills,  nor  for  his  transportation,  except 
by  direct  force.  I  beg  to  suggest,  we  must  get  rid  of  the  provision  that 
no  man  can  be  deprived  of  his  property  "except  by  due  process  of  law," 
for  here  is  a  case  where  the  law  cannot  even  oe  invoked.  The  ardor  of 
our  profession  is  not  only  checked,  but  it  is  stayed  in  the  very  presence 
of  the  swag,  by  the  provision  that  "  any  lawyer  appearing  for  or  against 
them,  or  any  of  tnem,"  is  immediately  debarred.  At  first  sight  I 
thought  this  was  an  open  attack  of  the  workingmen  upon  lawyers; 
that  debarring  lawyers  from  this  class  of  litigation  they  intended  to 
constitute  themselves  (being  as  far  removed  as  possible  from  that 
description  of  persons)  the  peculiar  euardians  of  these  unfortunate  peo- 
ple. The  provision,  however,  that  the  Chinamen  can  neither  sue  or  be 
sued  disposes  of  this  idea.  No,  he  is  in  a  civilized  community,  coming 
here  upon  our  invitation,  to  bear  caput  lupinum.  upon  which  any  one 
may  knock  who  will. 

It  is  difficult  to  see  the  sense  of  the  further  restriction  of  this  section. 
The  right  to  reside,  to  fish,  to  work,  to  lease  or  buy  lands,  is  of  no 
moment,  when  the  law  has  denied  all  redress  to  those  in  whom  these 
rights  are  violated. 

"  Skc.  8.  Public  officers  within  this  State  arvforbidden  to  employ  Chi- 
nese in  any  capacitv  whatever.  Violation  of  this  provision  shall  be 
ground  for  removal  from  office ;  and  no  person  shall  be  eligible  to  any 
office  in  this  State  who,  at  the  time  of  election  and  for  three  months 
before,  employed  Chinese." 

This  section,  while  in  form  it  is  a  prohibition  to  the  officers  of  the 
State,  and  declares  a  penalty  to  those  not  officers,  but  d^rous  of  becom- 
ing such,  is  in  text  and  effect  directed  to  and  is  equivalent  to*  debarring 
Chinese  from  employment.  It  has  already  been  seen  that  this  cannot 
be  done.  This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  small  business.  I  have  had  in 
my  employment  natives  of  most  European  countries,  of  the  isles  of  the 
sea,  including  the  Cannibal  Islands  of  the  South  Pacific.  Why  do  you 
not  exclude  the  Kanaka,  the  Fiji,  the  Malay,  or  the  criminal  from 
Australia.  No  reason  against  the  Chinaman  but  presses  with  greater 
force  against  these  people. 

Some  persons  like  them  in  considerable  numbers  are  necessary  in  Cali- 
fornia. Cooks,  domestics  in  country  houses,  in  lumbering  or  ranchM, 
in  mining  or  other  camps,  cannot  be  obtained  among  women,  who  for 
moral  and  physical  reasons  cannot  safely  and  properly  be  called  upon 
for  such  service. 

The  descent  into  this  trifling,  this  interference  in  the  minute  details 
of  domestic  life,  which  this  provision  involves,  is  ridiculous.  There  are 
low,  menial  services,  for  which  this«people  are  from  their  indifference 
well  fitted. 

I  am  asked  if  Americans  can  hold  real  estate  in  China?  I  am  not 
informed  upon  that  point.  I  believe  the  English  are  so  allowed,  and  if 
so,  under  the  treaty,  we  ought  to  stand  on  the  same  ground.  Certainly 
most  foreign  nations, and  perhaps  all,  have  that  privilege  with  us.  Upon 
arriving  in  California,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-five,  I  found  a  dif- 
ference in  our  treaties  with  other  nations;  under  them  some  foreigners 
could  hold  and  transmit  real  estate  here,  and  some  could  not.  I 
addressed  and  published  an  article  upon  that  subiect,  and  drew  a  bill, 
which  was  passed  at  the  session  of  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty -six.  That 
Act  remains  in  force,  and  fully  secures  to  foreign  heirs  transmission  and 
inheritance  of  California  estates. 

If  it  is  thought'  desirable  to  exclude  Chinese  from  holding  real  estate, 
and  I  think  it  is,  I  hope  the  treaty  will  be  made  to  so  declare.  The  com- 
mon law  of  England  excluding  all  foreigners  from  ownership  of  lands 
was  founded  upon  a  just  jealousy  of  foreign  influence,  may  perhaps  be 
extended  over  those  so  distinctly  separated  from  us  in  intellectual  con- 
stitution as  are  the  Chinese. 

Other  objections  are  made  to  the  Chinese,  that  they  are  dishonest, 
filthy,  etc.  In  these  respects  they  are  certainly  a  very  singular  people. 
I  have  said,  as  to  fulfillment  of  contracts,  I  have  found  them  honest  up 
to  the  average,  and  yet  paradoxical  as  it  may  seem,  in  almost  every  way 
they  will  contrive  some  little  sneaking  advantage,  laughable  for  its  sim- 
plicity, and  for  the  utter  indifference  they  exhibit  when  exposed.  So 
shameless  are  they  when  detected  as  to  lead  one  to  suppose  that  at  least 
in  their  dealings  with  us  they  are  incapable  of  distinguishing  right  from 
wrong. 

I  have  found  them  scrupulously  cleanlv  in  their  person  beyond  the 
white  laborer,  but  in  their  aggregation,  filthy  beybnd  description.  I  have 
been  through  Chinatown  with  Eastern  gentlemen  and  ladies  of  the 
highest  social  position,  and  have  marked  the  horror  which  the  life 
exposed  created  with  those  who  had  not  been  hardened  by  familiarity. 
Prostitution,  passing  through  every  stage  of  lust,  had  become  bestialized 
in  ever^  quality  a  manifestation  of  which  human  nature  was  capable. 
Contagion  and  filth  beyond  description ;  dens  filled,  one  which  we 
entered,  say  twelve  by  fifteen  feet,  with  fifteen  persons,  some  of  them 
white,  in  it,  in  every  stage  of  stupefaction  from  opium, -down  to  a  sleep 
where  breathing  was  intermitted  and  life  apparently  was  ebbing  to  its 
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close.  And  tripping  with  lifted  garments  through  this  noisome  scene, 
shrinking  from  the  touch  of  the  beings  there,  were  those  who  typified 
American  civilisation — the  fair  brow,  the  pure  eye,  the  white  trembling 
lip.  Who  could  fail  to  see  that  between  these  races  there  was  a  gulf  as 
deep  as  that  which  separated  Dives  from  the  heaven  he  had  lost.  In 
looking  at  these,  who  could  fail  to  exclaim :  "  Lord,  why  hast  thou 
made  all  things  in  vain."-  % 

The  complaints  made  here  by  delegates  from  San  Francisco,  especially 
those  of  Mr.  O'Donnell,  I  have  no  doubt  are  fully  justified  by  the  facts. 
The  condition  of  things  which  is  alleged  to  exist,  does  so,  I  am  per- 
suaded, by  the  connivance  of  officials,  who  are  especially  charged  with 
the  duty  lo  suppress  thesQ  evils  which  they  foster  and  protect  The 
Chinaman  has  money,  ind  he  has  long  since  learned  that  official 
blindness  is  created  by  its  touch.  The  foulness  of  Chinatown,  its  lep- 
rosy, and  crimes,  arc  as  well  known  to  the  police  as  are  the  streets,  and 
are  sources  of  a  large  revenue  to  them. 

Sad  as  is  this  picture,  hateful  and  destructive  to  progress  as  is  this 
presence,  I  do  not  think  the  evils  at  present  existing  are  the  worst  we 
may  have  to  endure. 

The  growth,  culmination,  and  ending  of  governments  and  peoples 
seem  to  follow  a  fixed  law.  They  struggle  against  difficulty,  grow  in 
mind,  become  cultivated,  learned;  arts,  science,  and  moral  character 
are  attained;  they  become  rich,  luxurious,  enervated,  corrupt.  When 
thus  weakened  they  fall,  because  of  want  of  vital  force,  or  are  overcome 
by  exterior  barbaric  force.  Barbarism  is  the  end.  To-day  we  have 
attaiped  the  second  sta^e.  We  are  comparatively  cultivated  and  rich. 
We  are  even  now  showing  signs  of  decadence.  By  a  singular  fatality 
we  are  confronted  with  this  })eonle  with  whom  we  parted  six  thousand 
years  ago  on  the  plains  of  Central  Asia.  They  numoer  nearlv  five  hun- 
ilred  millions  of  people.  They  are  fatalists,  reckless  of  life  and  its 
expenditure.  The>'  are  becoming  possessed,  and  skillful  in  the  use  of 
arras.  They  are  fast  creating  a  navy  superior  to  ours,  and  are  appar- 
ently making  phenomenal  advancement  in  warlike  power  and  skill. 
An  English  statesman  has  lately  expressed  serious  apprehensions  as  to 
this  people,  and  of  the  effect  which  its  precipitation  upon  the  outer  races 
will  produce  upon  hum^  progress.  I  confess  I  share  his  views,  and 
consequent  fears.  We  are  more  exposed  to  a  Chinese  invasion  than 
were  the  Southern  European  Empires  when  overrun  and  conquered  by 
the  Northern  hordes. 

China  is  more  tnily  a  storehouse  of  nations  than  was  Northern 
Europe.  I  submit  that  any  further  change  from  the  direction  indicated 
is  at  least, a  factor  worthy  of  serious  consideration.  In  this  view,  it 
beoomes  not  only  doubly  important,  but  it  becomes  a  necessity  to  pre- 
vent this  inuiiigration — to  give  China  no  foothold  here;  and  while  I, 
for  one,  desire  friendly  relations  with  the  Chinese  people,  I  desire  to 
shake  bands  with  them  across  an  ocean. 

But  as  Important  as  the  ^attainment  of  this  result  may  be,  I  am  not 
willing  to  attain  it  by  means  which  violate  my  oath  to  support  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  nor  to  disregard  a  treaty  maae  under 
its  authority. 

No  necessity  exists  for  any  such  procedure.  Let  the  government  at  once 
propose  a  modification  of  the  Burlingame  treaty,  such  as  we  desire.  If 
our  overtures  are  not  accepted,  give  reasonable  notice  of  the  abrogation 
of  the  treaty,  and  then  proceed  to  such  independent  action  as  will  at 
once  fumisl)  a  remedy  for  the  evils  under  which  we  suffer,  and  vindi- 
cate our  right  by  the  whole  power  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  aslc  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

COIIMITTKK  APPOIMTKD. 

Tri  president  announced  the  following  as  the  committee  under 
the  resolution  of  Mr.  Dowling,  adopted  on  December  ninth:  Messrs. 
Barnes,  Howard,  and  Dowling. 

ADJOURNMVKT. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  move  that  the  Convention  take  a  recess  until 
seven  o'clock  p.  m. 

Mr.  8TEDMAN.     I  move  that  the  Convention  adjourn. 

The  motion  prevailed,  and,  at  four  o'clock  and  twenty-six  minutes, 
the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  nine 
o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


SEVENTY-SIXTH  DAY. 

4  Sacramento,  Thursday,  December  12th,  1878. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty 
minutes  a.  m.,  President  Iloge  in  the  chair. 
.  The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


Andrews, 

Ayerg, 

Barbour, 

Barnes, 

Barry, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Blackmer, 


PRKSENT. 

Boucher, 

Cowden, 

Brown, 

Cross, 

Burt, 

Crouch, 

Caples, 

Davis, 

Casserly, 

Dean, 

Chapman, 

Dowling, 

Charles, 

Doyle, 

Condon, 

Dudley .  of  San  Joaquin, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Lampson, 

Shafter, 

Dunlap, 

Lark  in. 

Shoemaker, 

Eagon, 

Larue, 

Shurtleff, 

Edgerton, 

Lavigne, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Estee, 

Lewis, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Estey, 

Lindow, 

Soule, 

Evey, 

Mansfield, 

Stedman, 

Farrell, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Steele, 

Filcher, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

Stevenson, 

Finney, 

McCalluin, 

Stuart, 

Freeman, 

McComas, 

Sweasey, 

Freud, 

McCoy, 

Swenson, 

Garvey, 

McFarland, 

Swing, 

Gorman, 

McNutt, 

Terry, 

Grace, 

Miller, 

Thompson, 

Graves, 

Mills, 

Tinnin, 

C^regg, 

Moffat. 

Townsend, 

Hale, 

Moreland, 

Tully, 

Hall,  ' 

Morse, 

Turner, 

Harrison, 

Murphy, 

Tuttle, 

Harvey, 

Nason, 

Vacquerel, 

Ileiskell, 

Nelson, 

Van  Dyke, 

Herrington, 

Neunaber, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Hilbom, 

Noel, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Hitchcock, 

O'Donnell, 

AKalker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Holmes, 

Ohloyer, 

Waters, 

Howard, 

O'Sullivan, 

Webster, 

Huestis, 

Overton, 

Weller, 

Hughey, 

Porter, 

Wellin, 

Hunter, 

Prouty, 

West, 

Inman, 

Reddy, 

Wickes, 

Johnson, 

Reed, 

White, 

Jones, 

Reynolds, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Joyce, 

Rhodes, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Kelley, 

Ringgold, 

Winans, 

Keyes, 

Rolfe, 

Wyatt, 

Kleine, 

Schell, 

Mr.  President. 

Laine, 

Schomp, 

ABSENT. 

Barton, 

Campbell, 

Herold, 

Bell, 

Fawcett, 

McConnell, 

Berry, 

Gla%ock, 

Pulliam, 

Biggs, 

Hager, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara. 

Boggs, 

LEAVE   OF   ABSENCE. 

Leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr.  Campbell  for  three  days,  and 
indefinite  leave  of  absence  to  Messrs.  Pulliam  and  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 
on  account  of  sickness. 

THE  JOURNAL. 

Mr.  CAPLES.    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Journal  be  dispensed 
with  and  the  same  approved. 
So  ordered. 

PETITION — MECHANICS'  LIENS. 

Mr.  GORMAN  presented  the  following  petition,  signed  by  a  number 
of  mechanics  and  others,  citizens  of  California,  asking  for  a  provision  in 
the  Constitution  for  a  lien  law : 

To  the  President  and  memberv  of  the  Oonstltutlonal  Convention: 

Orntlemrn:  The  undersigned  retpectfally  repreannt  that  the  practical  working 
of  the  present  legislation,  and  decisions^  Supreme  Court  iMwed  thereon,  regard- 
ing the  rights  of  mecluinics,  niateriai-men,  and  laLoren  to  a  lion  for  their  lalmr  and 
material  tumished,  is  such  that  thuee  who  in  a  measure  dep«n'1  upon  such  law  for 
Jiut  protection  fail  in  nearly  all  cases  to  obtain  it,  l>ecause  of  the  inefficient  working 
of  saJd  law. 

Wherefore,  we  pray  you  to  declare  in  our  organic  Inw  the  right  of  every  mechanic, 
material-man,  and  laborer  to  a  perfect  lion  on  the  thing  whereon  bis  labor  has  beau 
expended,  or  for  which  his  materials  have  been  furnished. 

Moreover,  we  would  state  that  we  would  be  satisfied  with  amendment  number  one 
hundred  and  sixty-sevon,  introduced  by  Air.  Van  i>yke,  on  October  tenth,  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-eight,  and  read  and  referred  to  Committee  on  Miscellaneous 
Subjects,  as  follows : 

*'  ijKCTioN  — .  Mechanics,  material-men,  artisans,  and  laborers  of  every  class  shall 
have  a  lien  upon  the  property  on  which  they  have  bestowed  labor  or  furnished 
materials,  for  the  VMlue  of  such  labor  done  and  materials  furnished,  and  the  Legis- 
lature shall  provide  by  law  fur  the  speedy  and  efficient  enforcement  uf  said  liens."    . 

And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray. 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Miscellaneous  Subjects. 

CMINKSB   IIBMOEIAL. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President:  During  the  early  days  of  this 
session,  a  resolution  was  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco, Mr.  Barbour,  providing  for  a  memorial  to  Congress  asking  for  the 
sbrogation  of  the  Burlingame  treaty.  This  resolution  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Chinese,  where  it  now  remains,  no  action  having 
been  taken  on  it.  I  do  not  propose  at  this  time  to  enter  upon  sny 
discussion  of  the  great  Chinese  curse,  as  it  affects  the  people  of  the  State 
of  California,  nor  to  refer  at  any  length  to  the  keen  anxiety  with  which 
our  people  are  looking  to  the  deliberations  of  this  body,  as  well  as  to 
all  other  properly  constituted  authorities  of  the  land,  for  relief.  I  am 
safe  in  asserting  with  confidence,  however,  that  there  is  not  a  constitu- 
ency represented  on  this  floor,  nor  I  think  any  gentleman  representing 
a  constituency  in  this  body,  who  do  not  thoroughly  sympathize  with 
tfnd  heartily  indorse  every  legitimate  move  looking  to  the  extinguish- 
ment of  this  accursed  coolie  competition,  and  the  removal  from  our 
midst  of  these  hateful  Mongolians — a  race  whose  characteristics  have 
been  so  completely  summarized  in  the  pithy  saying  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada:  "Their  vices  corrupt  our  youth,  and  their 
virtues  starve  our  men." 
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Recognizing  the  unanimity  of  the  people  of  our  State  upon  this 
all-abflorbins  question,  I  am  anxious,  Mr.  President,  that  no  unneces- 
saiT  delay  snail  intervene  in  the  drafting  and  forwarding  of  this  memo- 
rial. Congress  is  now  in  session,  and  the  present  being  a  short  one,  the 
session  will  have  more  than  half  expired  before  the  memorial  can  be 
laid  before  the  body,  even  with  the  most  complete  expedition  on  our 
part;  and  I  am  anxious  that  whatever  of  good  may  result  from  it,  will 
not  be  thrown  in  jeopardy  by  any  delay  on  the  part  of  this  Conventfbn 
in  not  getting  it  before  Congress  in  time  to  enable  it  to  receive  some 
consideration  from  that  body. 

Personally,  however,  I  am  not  disposed  to  anticipate  from  this  memo- 
rial any  great  result.  The  evident  aisposition  of  that  part  of  the  United 
States  lying  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  upon  this  Chinese  question,  is 
80  utterly  at  variance  with  any  sympathy  or  understanding  of  the  pros- 
trate condition  of  our  labor  on  the  Pacific  Coast,  that  it  would  be  idle  to 
hope  it.  Already  that  great  and  insidious  septarchy,  the  Chinese  Seven 
Companies,  with  its  insatiate  commercial  greed,  seeing  where  their  labors 
to  retain  and  increase  their  foothold  in  our  countrv  will  be  most  effect- 
ual, have  transferred  their  eiTorts  to  the  East,  and  the  journals  of  that 
section  are  teeming  with  editorials  and  leaders  extolling  the  industry, 
honesty,  virtue,  and  benefits  of  the  Chinese  as  a  race,  attributing  to  their 
presence  in  our  midst  advantages,  and  with  a  maudling  sentimentality, 
as  false  in  fact  as  it  is  pernicious  to  our  future,  setting  up  the  principle 
that,  according  to  the  underlying  ideas  which  created  our  government, 
we  can  no  more  deny  or  resist  this  Chinese  immigration  than  the  immi- 
gration which  comes  to  us  from  any  of  the  oppressed  nations  of  the 
earth. 

There,  also,  we  see  another  step — the  naturalization  and  conversion 
into  citizens  of  several  of  the  representatives  of  this  non-assimilating 
race — ^viewed  with  distrust,  and  accepted  almost  without  dissent,  by  these 
same  journals,  which  reflect  in  a  great  measure  the  sentiment  of  the 
people  of  that  section,  while  on  the  other  hand  the  honest  and  indignant 
wail  of  our  people  here,  who  feel  the  blight,  is  denounced  as  incendiary 
vaporings  of  demagogism. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  in  his  annual  message  to  Congress 
upon  the  general  condition  of  the  country,  wholly  ignores  the  question, 
and  his  lukewarmness,  or  I  might  better  say  indifference,  to  our  situa- 
tion, is  typical  of  the  general  sentiment  there.  This  seems  to  be  a  strange 
and  anomalous  attitude  for  the  General  Government  to  stand  in  with 
reference  to  a  part  of  the  country;  but  that  is  by  no  means  a  new  one 
on  the  part  of  the  National  Government  with  reference  to  the  Pacific 
States,  the  history  of  the  past  legislation,  where  the  interests  of  these 
States  have  been  m  question,  will  amply  prove. 

Still,  although  comparatively  hopeless  of  anv  successful  issue,  I  am 
anxious  to  have  the  memorial  speedily  forwarded.  It  will  perhaps  be 
the  most  thoroughly  authenticat<Kl  protest  upon  the  Chinese  question  yet 
submitted  from  this  State,  and  «will  place  the  State  squarely  on  the 
record,  and  the  General  Government  will  be  forced  into  the  acknowl- 
edgment of  the  fact  that  if  the  Burlingame  treaty  is  the  great  bulwark 
which  protects  this  accursed  Mongolian  invasion,  and  during  the  exist- 
ence of  which  we  can  do  nothing  to  relieve  ourselves — which  possibil- 
ities, I  desire  to  say  here  emphatically,  I  in  no  manner  admit — then 
unless  the  General  Government  openly  ignores  the  material  and  social 
future  of  this  coast  entirely,  the  Burlingame  treaty  "  must  go." 

For  myself,  sir,  the  paramount  and  overriding  question  wnich  brought 
me  to  a  place  in  this  Dody,  and  the  all-absorbing  idea,  which  I  am  &eQ 
to  say,  tinctures  all  of  my  positions  upon  eveiy  question  which  is  or  has 
yet  to  come  before  it,  embodied  in  that  familiar  and  honored  slogan, 
now,  and  from  the  first,  the  inherent  spirit  of  the  party  of  which  I  am 
proud  to  be  called  a  member,  "  the  Chmese  mi|st  go  I"  And  upon  this 
rock  I  will  build  my  faith,  and  neiti^r  the  gates  of  h — 11  or  the  Burlin- 
game treaty  **  shall  prevail  a^inst  it." 

I  therefore  ofier  the  follow mg  resolution : 

Thb  SECRETARY  read : 

Xetoivedf  That  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  to  whom  was  referred  the  resolution 
submitted  by  the  gentleman  fh>m  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour,  providing  for  a 
memorial  to  Gongreaa  aklng  for  the  abrogation  of  the  Burlingame  treaty,  be  and 
they  are  hereby  directed  to  report  the  same,  together  with  the  memorial  contem- 
plated, at  their  earliest  conTenienee. 

The  president.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco. 
The  resolution  was  adopted. 

NOTICK. 

Mb.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  President :  I  give  notice  that,  to-morrow,  I  will 
offer  an  amendment  to  Rules  Fifby-six  and  Forty -three,  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

Amend  Rule  Forty-three  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

RULE   NUUBKB   FOBTY-THREB — TIMES  A  MEUBEB  MAY  SPEAK. 

No  member  shall  speak  more  than  twice  on  anv  one  question,  nor 
more  than  fifteen  minutes  at  any  one  time,  without  nrst  obUkining  leave 
of  the  Convention,  nor  more  than  once  until  other  members  who  have 
not  spoken  shall  speak,  if  they  so  desire. 

Amend  Rule  Number  Fifty-six  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

BULB  NUMBKB   PIFTY-SIX. 

The  rules  of  the  Convention  shall  be  observed  in 
Whole,  so  far  as  they  may  be  applicable,  except  that 
shall  not  be  taken,  but  the  previous  question  may  be 
that  when  the  previous  question  is  sustained,  it  shall 
amendments  then  pending,  and  other  amendments 
the  section. 

Laid  over  for  one  day. 


Committee  of  the 
the  ayes  and  noes 
moved;  provided , 
only  apply  to  the 
may  be  offered  to 


BBSOLUTIONS — LAND  AND  HOMESTEADS. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.    Mr.  President:  I  offer  a  resolution. 
The  SECRETARY  read: 


Hesolved^  That  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead  Exemption  are  required 
to  report  to  this  Convention  immediately,  or  give  sufficient  reasons  for  not  doing  so. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN.  There  is  every  reason  in  the  world  why  this 
resolution  should  pass.  The  work  of  that  committee  was  finished  over 
four  weeks  ago,  and  they  have  never  done  any  business  since.  The 
propositions  were  passed  upon,  and  a  majority  of  them  voted  down — 
the  main  propositions  on  the  land  question.  The  minority  of  that  com- 
mittee, consisting  of  four  members,  have  their  report  ready,  and  are 
waiting  to  report.  Now,  there  is  no  excuse  in  the  world  for* this  delay 
on  the  part  of  the  majority.  It  looks,  indeed,  as  if  there  was  a  deliber- 
ate intention  to  stifie  this  land  question.  I  don't  say  that  it  is  so,  but  I 
say  it  has  every  appearance  of  it;  therefore,  I  demand  immediate 
action,  so  as  to  know  what  excuse  the  majority  have  for  not  reportine. 
I  am  ready  to  make  a  minority  report  now  at  any  moment,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent ;  and  if  it  is  the  intention  to  stifle  this  land  question,  we  have  a  right 
to  know  it,  so  that  we  can  make  it  hot  for  these  bloated  landholders. 
This  is  a  question  that  must  not  be  stifled,  for  the  minority  are  going  to 
be  heard  before  this  Convention. 

The  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

A   QUESTION   OF   PBIVILEOE. 

Mb.  8H AFTER.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege  in 
regard  to  the  report  in  the  Record-Union,  of  the  few  remarks  I  made 
yesterday.  I  have  to  apologize  because  mv  voice  is  not  of  the  best,  and 
I  am  well  aware  that  it  is  very  difficult  to  hear  amid  the  great  confusion 
in  this  hall.  I  am  reported  as  having  said  that  the  Chinese  could  become 
citizens.  I  never  entertained  any  such  notion.  I  never  said  such  a 
thing.  I  argued  that  under  the  treaty,  the  Chinese  could  become  per- 
manent residents,  because  it  was  included  in  the  treaty.  I  said  they 
could  have  become  citizens  like  the  people  of  anv  other  nationality,  had 
it  not  been  for  the  tail  end  of  the  section,  which  says  they  cannot 
become  citizens.  I  am  charged  again  with  saying  that  the  same  objec- 
tions could  be  urged  against  the  Irish.  I  do  not  charge  the  reporters 
with  intontionally  misstating  it;  I  have  no  idea  that  they  did.  I  never 
said  any  such  thing,  however.  I  never  thought  any  such  thing.  I 
meant  to  sav  that  the  Irish,  forty  years  ago,  vere  objected  to  upon  the 
ground  of  cheap  labor.  No  man  ever  heard  me  uttor  a  word  disrespect- 
ful to  the  Irish  on  account  of  their  nationality,  and  nobody  ever  will 
hear  me  utter  a  word.  The  Irish  are  entitled  to  the  same  respect  as 
people  coming  from  any  other  part  of  the  world,  and  no  more.  They 
stand  upon  the  same  ground  of  equality,  and  I  spurn  any  man's  asser- 
tion that  I  have  in  my  heart  any  teeling  towards  them  because  of  their 
nationality,  because  I  never  did  have.  I  was  brought  up  <m  old  line- 
back,  yellow-bellied  abolitionist,  and  I  believe  they  stand  upon  an 
equality  with  me  and  all  other  men,  and  no  higher. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  Mr.  President:  I  sat  close 'by  the  gentleman  when 
he  was  speaking,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  he  had  no  idea  of  alandering 
the  people  of  any  nationality. 

Mb.  BARNES.    I  have  a  resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco, Mr.  O'Sullivan,  is  before  the  Convention.  The  question  is  on  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mb.  brown.  Mr.  President:  I  will  state  that  the  Chairman  of  that 
committee  is  not  present.  I  believe  he  is  absent  on  account  of  sickness. 
That  is  my  understanding.  Now,  sir,  I  have  no  opinion  as  to  there 
being  any  disposition  whatever  to  stifle  that  report,  as  stated  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  I  have  looked  myself,  time  and  again, 
to  see  something  upon  this  subject,  and  I  have  been  a  little  surprised 
that  the  report  was  not  made.  But  I  have  concluded  it  was  because  this 
Convention  has  abundant  business  on  hand,  and  consequently  there  is 
no  demand  for  the  report,  because  no  action  could  be  taken.  Whether 
that  is  the  correct  reason  or  not  I  cannot  sa^.  But  I  do  think  it  is 
unfair  and  uncalled  for  to  hold  out  the  impression  here  that  there  is  an 
eflbrt  upon  the  part  of  that  committee  to  stifle  and  suppress  action  on 
this  question.  That  committee  went  through  with  its  business,  and 
acted,  as  far  as  I  could  see,  very  fairly,  discussed  the  measures  fairly,  and 
arrived  at  its  conclusions,  and  I  doubt  not  the  Chairman  will  make  his 
report  in  good  time.  But  to  pass  a  resolution  here  requiring  an  imme- 
diate report,  when  the  Chairman  is  sick  in  his  bed,  I  think  would  be 
wrong  on  the  part  of  the  Convention,  and  I  hope  the  resolution  will  not 
be  passed.  I  am  convinced  that  the  report  will  be  made  in  good  time, 
ana  I  do  not  see  any  use  in  pushing  the  committee.  The  report  could 
not  be  taken  up  at  this  time  anyway.  I  hope  the  resolution  will  be 
voted  down. 

Mb.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President:  I  believe  Mr.  Smith,  the  Chairman 
of  that  committee,  is  sick.  I  know  he  has  not  been  well  for  some  time. 
I  think  he  is  sick  in  bed.  I  move,  therefore,  that  the  resolution  be  laid 
on  the  table. 

Carried. 

FUKEBAL   EXPENSES. 

Mb.  BARNES.    Mr.  President :  I  wish  to  offer  a  resolution : 

Whereas,  The  expenses  incurred  in  the  funeral  obsequies  of  Honorable  J.  V. 

Strong  and  Honorable  B.  F.  Kenny  amount  to  the  sum  of  six  hundred  and  flfty- 

one  dollars,  and  the  Controller  of  State  has  declined  to  allow  the  same  to.be 

drawn  from  the  appropriation  for  the  expenses  of  the  Convention ; 

Regciwdy  THat  an  assessment  of  four  dollars  and  forty  cents  bo  levied  upon  each 

of  the  members  of  this  body  to  pay  said  expenses ;  and  that  the  S«rgeant-«t«Aniis 

be  and  is  hereby  authorized  to  collect  from  the  State  Treasurer  all  the  warranti  to 

be  iseued  by  the  State  Controller  for  the  per  diem  of  members  for  the  current  week, 

and  deduct  therefrom  the  sura  of  four  doUan  and  forty  cents  per  member,  and  apply 

the  same  to  the  payment  of  said  funeral  expenses. 

Thb  president.    The  q^uestion  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mb.  BARNES.  Mr.  President :  These  expenses  were  incurred,  ss 
they  properly  should  have  been,  and  it  was  supposed  that  the  Controller 
of  State  would  permit  them  te  be  paid  out  of  the  funds  of  this  Conven- 
tion. He  has  declined  te  do  so  for  reasons  which  are  satisfactory  to  him- 
self.    In  view  of  the  circumstances,  and  that  these  expenses  have  been 
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incurred  by  ord^r  of  thia  Convention,  and  for  a  most  worthy  purpose,  I 
think  there  will  be  no  objection  to  the  resolution.  I  know  this  question 
was  submitted  to  the  Supreme  Court,  in  some  shape,  I  know  not 
exactly  what;  I  only  know  the  effort  failed. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Did  I  understand  that  the  Supreme  Court  has  decided 
this  matter? 

Mk.  BARNES.  I  understand  the  Supreme  Court  decided  that  it  was 
not  a  case  for  their  interference.  That  tne  application  could  not  be  made 
to  them  unlesss  it  passed  through  a  certain  groove.  They  said  H^oy  could 
not  detennine  anything  about  iL  They  fired  the  legal  committee  out 
of  the  Court- room  and  adjourned  sine  die. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  case  was  presented  in  sucli 
a  bungling  manner  that  the  Court  could  not  hear  it?  I  have  been  so 
informed. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  have  no  doubt  that  this  committee  would  have  suc- 
ceeded if  my  colleague  from  San  Francisco  (Mr.  Wellin)  had  been 
Chairman  of  it.  My  only  regret  is  that  ho  was  not  added  to  the  com- 
mittee to  settle  the  question. 

Mr.  IIILBORN.     Who  were  the  committee? 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  do  not  propose  to  indulge  in  any  personalities  in 
debate.  [Laughter.]  I  prefer  to  leave  this  committee  to  the  merited 
oblivion  into  which  it  has  fallen.  But  we  have  lost  our  chance,  and 
this  money  ought  to  be  paid.  Now,  sir,  it  is  too  much  to  ask  of  the 
Senreant-at- Arms  that  he  shall  take  a  subscription  paper  and  run  around 
to  all  the  members.  It  is  simply  a  matter  of  business,  and  this  money 
ought  to  come  out  of  all  alike.  '  Let  him  collect  all  the  warrants,  deduct 
the  amount  from  each,  and  that  will  be  the  end  of  it.    The  money  must 

be  paid. 

Mr.  BARRY.  The  necessity  of  the  resolution  is  so  obvious  I  trust  it 
will  be  passed  without  anything  more  being  said  about  it. 

Thr  president.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

It  was  adopted  unanimously. 

MRMORIAL  TO  CONORKSS. 

Mr.  ester  Mr.  President :  I  have  a  memorial  which  I  wish  to 
offer.  ^ 

Thr  secretary  read : 

To  the  President  of  the  United  Statcn,  the  Senate  and  House  of  RepreeentatlTes: 

The  Constitutional  Convention  of  the  State  of  California,  duly  aaaembled  and  now 
In  Nation  by  aiithoriiy  of  law,  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  tald  Convention,  the  names 
t>f  vhoee  oi«>niben  are  by  theniselveft  signed  to  thl8  memorial,  rc«spectfully  represent: 
That,  for  many  years  pest.  Urge  nunibcn  of  (*hlnose  have  come  into  our  btate, 
until  the  niinit>erof  adnit  mule  Honf^oIian«  now  exceeils  one  hundred  and  twenty 
tlmvflaud.  That  they  are  an  inferior  race  of  men,  incapable  of  nmimilation  with  the 
American  people,  or  of  becoming  citizcnN  of  the  American  nation.  Tliat  their  la  we 
and  cnaloms,  which  they  bring  with  them  and  ever  retain,  differ  from  those  of 
any  civilized  people;  that  they  liavo  no  families;  tliiit  they  arc  the  pauper  element 
of  a  nation,  whore  want  Istlie  rule  and  plenty  the  exception,  and  where  this  class  of 
pefiple,  lil(e  ether  animals,  seek  for  food  only,  and  have  no  other  ambition  ;  that  the 
pramnce  in  such  largo  numbers  of  this  class  of  servile  laborers  is  closing  evenr 
svenne  to  free  white  labor,  and  rendering  It  Imponsiblo  for  wliite  laborers  with 
tamiUca  to  live  inthtsHtato;  that  civilization  Is  more  expensive  than  pauperism, 
and  hence  civilized  white  men  cannot  compete  with  Mongolian  lalior;  tliat  the 
Chinese  are  semi-nomodic,  living  in  the  open  air,  or  in  tents  and  outhouseit,  except 
in  our  large  cities,  and  have  few  of  the  expenses  which  white  men  are  subject  to; 
that  in  a  large  degree  the  (Chinese  came  here  under  contract  with  some  of  their  own 
people,  who  control 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  further  reading 
be  dispensed  with,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Chinese. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  would  like  to  have  it  read.  The  Secretary  seems  to 
have  some  trouble  with  my  writing, and  if  the  Page  will  return  it  to  me, 
I  will  read  it. 

Thr  president.  The  motion  is  to  dispense  with  the  reading,  and 
refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Chinese. 

Lost. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     I  will  read  it  myself.     [Reads.] 

To  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Senate  and  Honse  of  Reprosentativee: 

The  Constitutional  Conyention  of  the  State  of  California,  duly  assembled,  and  now 
in  session  by  authority  of  law,  by  the  unanimoun  vote  of  said  Convention,  the  names 
of  whose  members  are  by  themselves  signed  to  this  memorial,  respectfully  represent 
tliat  for  many  years  past  large  numbers  of  (liincse  have  come  into  our  State ;  that 
the  number  of  adnlt  male  Uongollans  now  here  exceeds  one  hundred  and  twenty 
thousand;  that  they  are  an  interior  race  of  men,  incapable  of  assimilation  with  the 
American  people,  or  of  becoming  citlxensof  tlie  American  nation;  that  their  laws 
and  customs,  which  they  bring  with  them  and  ever  retain,  differ  from  those  of  any 
dvllixed  people;  that  they  have  no  families;  that  they  are  the  pauper  element  of  a 
naUon  where  want  Is  the  rule  and  plenty  the  exception,  and  where  the  chief  aim  is 
to  obtain  food ;  that  the  presence,  in  such  large  numtwrs,  of  so  many  servile  laborers 
b  closing  every  avenue  to  white  ft-oe  Inlwr,  and  renderiqg  it  imposelble  for  white 
laboren  who  have  families  to  live  in  this  State ;  that  civilization  is  more  expensive 
than  bart)arism,  and  hence  civilized  white  men  cannot  compete  with  Mongolian 
labor;  that  the  Chinese  are  semi-nomadic,  living  in  the  open  air,  in  tents  aud  out- 
bonscs  (except  in  large  cities),  and  they  have  few  of  the  expenses  to  which  white 
men  are  sul^ect;  that  in  most  instances  the  Chinese  come  here  under  contract  with 
some  of  their  own  people,  who  control  their  labor  wliile  here;  that  very  many  of  the 
males ars  criminals,  and  at  least  nine  tenths  of  their  women  here  are  prostitutes; 
that  every  ship  coming  into  our  ports  from  China  is  freighted  with  this  class  of 
laborers;  that  the  further  influx  of  this  plague  is  viewed  with  profound  alarm  by 
every  class  of  our  people,  and  if  allowed  to  continue  will  cast  a  blight  upon  one  of 
the  fiUrrst  portions  of  our  country;  that  the  health,  the  peace,  and  the  general  pros- 
perity of  our  people  depends,  in  a  groat  degree,  upon  the  early  inhibition  of  this 
class  of  immigraUon. 

We,  therefore,  most  earnestly  pray  that  the  present  treaty  with  China  l>e  so  mod- 
ified u  to  prohibit  the  furtlier  immigration  of  this  class  of  Chinese  latwrers,  or  that 
such  laws  be  passed  as  will  restrict  such  immigration. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  ask  to  have  this  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Chinese. 
I  had  it  drawn  up  before  the  resolution  was  presented  this  morning; 
hence  I  wanted  to  nave  it  read  and  referred  to  that  committee. 

Mr.  BARNES.  What  does  the  gentleman  propose  to  do  with  this 
document^  I  understood  that  this  subject  was  left  to  the  Committee  on 
Chinese.    '  / 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  wanted  it  read  for  this  reason:  I  am  most  anxious  to 
have  some  memorial  go  to  the  power  that  can  control  this  matter,  rejtrc- 


senting  the  unanimous  voice  of  this  Convention;  and  I. believe  it  would 
be  unanimous.  It  has  been  now  some  three  or  four  weeks  Vnce  this 
matter  came  up,  and  when  it  did  oome  up  I  supposed  the  memorial 
would  be  presented,  and  it  was  with  a  view  to  hurrying  it  up  that  I 
have  presented  this. 

Mr.  MILLER.  There  is  no  sort  of  objection  to  this  being  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Chinese.  *  We  will  hold  a  meeting  and  present  a 
memorial,  whether  it  will  be  this  one  or  some  other  one  I  cannot  say 
until  I  hear  the  views  of  the  members  of  the  committee.  There  are 
several  already  drafted.  We  will  take  the  best  one  and  bring  it  before 
the  Convention  to-morrow.  There  can  be  no  objection  to  this  one  being 
referred  to  the  committee  to  be  considered  along  with  the  others. 

Thr  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be  no  objection  the  memorial  will  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Chinese.     It  is  so  referred. 

GHINKSI   IMMIORATIOK. 

Mr.  miller.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Chinese. 

Carried 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    Section  one  and  amendments  are  before  the  oom- 

BPRECH   OF  MR.   WINANS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  When  Mr.  Seward  declared  that 
tliere  was  an  irrepressible  conflict  between  opposing  and  repugnant 
forces  on  one  margin  of  the  continent,  he  utterea  a  truth  which,  in  this 
latter  day,  finds  its  repetition  on  the  other.  Now,  as  well  as  then,  and 
here  as  well  as  there,  there  is  an  irrepressible  conflict  between  opposing 
and  repugnant  forces.  That  conflict  there,  eventuated  in  a  holocaust  of 
blood.  What  may  be  its  issue  here  ?  He  alone,  who  holds  the  destinies 
of  nations  in  the  hollow  of  His  hand,  can  determine;  and,  sir,  unle&s 
relief  be  had,  the  portents,  signs,  and  omens  of  the  time  point  to  a 
sanguinarv  future.  You  cannot  mingle  two  races  where  there  is  no 
compatibility  and  no  power  of  assimilation. 

when  Sparta  overcame  the  Helots,  it  was  to  conquer,  and  coerce,  and 
turn  them  into  slaves.  There  was  no  possible  assimilation,  and  the 
Helots  soon  perished  from  the  face  of  earth.  When  the  white  man  set 
his  foot  upon  this  continent  he  drove  the  red  man  from  his  path  into  the 
Western  wilds.  Bafore  the  advancing  march  of  civilization  the  red  man 
still  receded,  until  now  the  relics  of  that  fated  race  are  swiftly  passing  to 
those  happy  hunting  grounds  which  lie  beyond  the  .boundaries  of  time. 
Here,  agam,  there  was  no  compatibility  and  no  power  of  assimilation. 
And  now,  as  in  the  past,  when  the  uncounted  and  innumerable  hordes 
of  Asia  are  pouring  in  upon  us,  there  is  no  compatibility  and  no  power 
of  assimilation.  The  stronger  will  absorb  the  weaker,  and  the  result 
may  follow,  if  relief  is  not  obtained,  that  the  white  race  will  succumb  to 
their  Mongolian  invaders.  There  can  be  no  union,  no  coalescence,  no 
commixture,  because  the  Chinese  belong  to  a  difierent  people  from  our 
own;  diflferent  in  character,  in  culture,  and  in  creed;  difllerent  in  the 
diversity  of  the  distinctive  races  of  the  glc;}>e;  difierent  to  the  extent 
that  they  stand,  in  all  respects,  contrasted  and  repugnant. 

The  Chinaman  is  a  barl^rian.  His  habits,  instincts,  and  pursuits  are 
entirely  alien  to  the  nature  and  character  and  customs  of  our  people. 
He  bows  down  before  an  idol,  and  rejects  the  worship  of  the  true  God. 
Even  in  the  frantic  fanaticism  of  the  French  Revolutionists  th6re  was 
something  manlier  than  this,  for  they  deified  the  noblest  faculty  of  man — 
the  reason — and  not  a  thing  of  wood  or  stone.  He  is  cruel,  treacherous, 
and  revengeful.  He  has  lived  under  a  dominion  entirely  foreign  to  our 
institutions,  and  subject  to  a  law  antagonistic  to  our  own.  He  holds  in 
our  midst  an  imperium  in  imperio.  And,  sir,  even  in  his  demise  he  is 
hostile  to  the  land  wherein  he  was  an  alien  sojourner,  for,  while  in  life 
ho  exists  in  hostility  to  our  customs,  in  death  he  shrinks  from  the  pol- 
lution of  our  soil.  Sir,  the  two  races  are  absolutely  irreconcilable  in 
their  nature,  and  cannot  coexist  The  one  must  absorb  the  other,  and 
this  absorption  will  be  governed  by  the  force  of  numbers.  Unless  stayed 
by  the  hand  of  power  they  will  continue  to  come  in  countleaa  myriads, 
such  as  no  man  can  number. 

In  that  physical  convulsion  of  the  globe  wherein  the  waters  that  cov- 
ered the  Desert  of  Sahara  lost  their  equilibrium,  while  they  receded  from 
the  shores  of  Africa,  leaving  dry  their  sandy  bed,  they  recoiled  on  the 
American  Continent  and  formed  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  with  its  tremendous 
flood.  Below  those  waters  lies  a  vast  domain,  exuberantly  rich,  where 
cities  might  have  grown ;  where  smiling  farms  might  have  spread  broad- 
cast o'er  the  soil;  where  peace  and  plenty  might  have  reigned.  But 
now  it  has  become  absorbed  beneath  those  overwhelming  waves.  And, 
sir,  by  a  significant  analogy,  there  is  a  human  tide,  immense  and  meas- 
ureless, now  threatening  to  recede  from  the  confronting  shores  of  Asia, 
and  sweep  up  upon  this  State  in  a  resistless  tidal  wave,  and  utterly  sub- 
merge our  institutions  and  our  people. 

This  is  no  fancy,  no  fiction,  but  an  indisputable  fact,  unless  we  stay 
the  inroads  of  this  mighty,  moving  mass. 

When  the  Goths  and  the  Huns,  from  their  northern  fastnesses,  behold- 
ing the  Romans  steeped  in  luxury,  and  enervated  by  excess,  poured 
down  in  solid  phalanx  upon  the  miperial  city,  what  was  the  result? 
The  civilization  of  centuries  sunk  speedily  into  barbaric  night.  We  are 
told  by  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  that  the  Empire  of  China  is 
overcrowded;  that  she  needs  relief  for  millions  of  men;  that  she  can- 
not escape  to  the  West,  and  she  must  therefore  escape  to  the  East. 

Now,  sir,  if  that  be  true,  and  it  is  proved  to  be,  what  is  to  hinder  her 
from  hurling  in  on  the  Pacific  Coast  this  great  human  mass,  more  resist- 
less and  more  devastating  than  the  avalanche  which  rushes  down  the 
mountain  side?  Is  this  impossible?  Not  at  all!  Is  it  improbable? 
Nothing  is  more  likely  to  occur.     I  believe  that  unless  we  adopt  means 
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to  resist  it,  we  will  be  compelled  to  accept  the  alternative  of  our  extinc- 
tion as  SL  nation.  From  that  overcrowded  empire,  to  withdraw  two 
hundred  millions  of  its  populace  would  only  give  relief;  to  force  them 
upon  us,  would  only  involve  national  annihilation. 

Now,  sir,  while  such  is  the  evil,  the  Question  arises,  what  is  the 
remedy?  The  learned  gentleman  from  Marin,  in  an  able  address  to 
this  Convention,  endeavored  to  demonltrate  that  we  were  powerless  to 
act,  except  through  the  medium  of  Congress.  That  gentleman  enforced 
his  proposition  with  his  usual  ability  and  skill.  He  was  plausible  in 
illustration  and  forcible  in  speech ;  but,  sir,  I  think  his  reasoning  is 
fallacious  when  strictly  analyzed.  I  think  he  has  made  use  of  argu- 
ments that,  while  they  were  plausible  and  almost  convincing,  did  not 
embody  true  principles,  but  were  calculated  to  mislead  and  to  deceive. 
Sir,  his  proposition  is  that  there  can  be  no  restraint  except  such  as 
Congress  may  afford,  and  it  is  based  upon  the  idea  of  the  existence 
and  binding  effect  of  the  Burlingame  treatv.  I  shall  not  discuss  this 
question  upon  the  broad,  abstract,  and  constitutional  ground, but  simply 
direct  my  attention  to  an  investigation  of  it  in  the  form  in  which  it 
here  presents  itself.  Can  we  take  any  action  in  this  body  that  would 
Beem  to  militate- against  tlie  provisions  of  the  treaty  with  China  which 
entitles  the  subjects  of  that  empire  to  a  residence  among  us?  Without 
pausing  to  discuss  the  collateral  privileges  which  the  right  of  residence 
involves,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  we  can  and 
ought  to  take  some  action  tending  to  suppress  this  evil  here  and  now. 

When  general  principles  exist  in  law,  they  are  commonly  of  univer- 
sal application,  but  when  one  of  these  comes  in  conflict  with  another, 
the  one  or  the  other  must  give  way. 

Congress  has  the  power,  under  the  Federal  Constitution,  to  make 
treaties  with  other  nations,  and  that  power  is  unlimited.  But  on  the 
other  hand,  each-  State  has  the  power  to  regulate  its  own  internal  affairs, 
and  to  control  its  police  system,  which  power  is  also  unrestricted;  and 
when  these  two  come  into  collision,  one  must  of  necessity  yield  to  the 
other. 

In  Cooley  on  Constitutional  Limitations,  that  learned  commentator 
says,  page  five  hundred  and  seventy-two,  of  the  police  power  of  the 
State:  *^  On  questions  of  conflict  between  national  and  State  authority, 
and  on  questions  whether  the  Stete  exceeds  its  just  powers  in  dealing 
with  the  property  and  restraining  the  actions  of  individuals,  it  often 
becomes  necessary  to  consider  the  extent  and  proper  bounds  of  a  power 
in  the  States,  which,  like  that  of  taxation,  pervades  every  department 
of  business,  and  reaches  to  every  interest,  and  every  subject  of  profit  or 
enjoyment.  We  refer  te  what  is  known  as  the.4>olice  power.  The 
police  of  a  Stete,  in  a  comprehensive  sense,  embraces  its  system  of  inter- 
nal regulation,  by  which  it  is  sought  not  only  to  preserve  the  public 
order  and  to  prevent  offenses  against  the  Stete,  but  also  to  esteblish  for 
the  intercourse  of  citizen  with  citizen  those  rules  of  good  manners  and 
good  neighborhood  which  are  calculated  to  prevent  a  conflict  of  rights, 
and  to  insure  to  each  the  uninterrupted  enjoyment  of  his  own,  as  far  as 
is  reasonably  consistent  with  a  like  enjoyment  of  rij^hts  by  others." 

"  This  police  po.wer  of  the  Stete,"  says  Redfield,  Ch.  J.,  in  Thorpe  vs. 
Butland  and  Burlington  Railroad  Company,  27  Vt.  149,  "extends  to  the 
protection  of  the  lives,  limbs,  health,  comfort,  and  quiet  of  all  persons, 
and  the  protection  of  all  property  within  the  Stete.  According  to  the 
maxim,  Sic  utere  tuo  ut  alieiium  non  loedaSt  which  being  of  universal 
application,  it  must,  of  course,  be  within  the  r^nge  of  legislative  action  to 
define  the  mode  and  manner  in  which  evei^'one  may  so  use  his  own  as 
not  to  injure  others."  And  again:  By  this  "general  police  power  of 
the  State  persons  and  property  are  subjected  to  all  kinds  of  restrainte 
and  burdens,  in  order  to  secure  the  general  comfort,  health,  and  pros- 
perity of  the  Stete;  of  the  perfect  right  in  the  Leffisfature  to  do  which,  no 
question  ever  was,  or,  upon  ctcknowtedged  general  principles,  ever  can  be 
made,  so  far  as  natural  persons  are  concerned." 

It  seems  then  that  while,  on  the  one  hand,  the  Burlingame  treaty 
gives  the  Chinese  the  right  of  immigration  to  an  unlimited  extent,  on 
the  other  the  police  power  of  the  State  gives  it  authority  by  protective 
legislation,  to  suppress  or  modify  this  right  when  it  endangers  the  peace, 
the  health,  or  the  welfare  of  our  citizens,  or  threatens  the  subversion  of 
our  institutions. 

Now,  sir,  if  this  be  so,  then  the  question  arises,  how  far  can  we  assert 
the  prerogative  of  the  police  power  of  the  Stete  to  abate  this  monstrous 
evil  without  trespassing  on  the  domain  of  Federal  authority?  We  hear 
gentlemen  talk  upon  this  floor  as  if  the  passage  of  these  sections,  by 
this  body,  would  be  an  act  of  rebellion.  Are  they  not  familiar  with  the 
fact  that  nearly  every  Stete  within  the  Union,  without  intending  resist- 
ance to  Federal  control,  has  enacted  laws  which  the  Supreme  Court  has 
afterwards  declared  unconstitutional  and  set  aside?  Was  the  passage  of 
such  laws  rebellion?  If  so,  New  York  has  rebelled,  Massachusette  has 
rebelled,  and  divers  other  Stetes.  No,  sir,  we  have  not  reached  the 
I>oint  of  rebellion.  We  have  no  desire  to  rebel;  nor  do  we  advocate  the 
so  called  doctrine  of  Stetes  rights. 

We  are  a  loyal  people,  and  if  we  should  pass  a  law  here,  or  adopt  an 
article  in  this  Constitution,  or  a  section  therein,  or  resolve  upon  a 
measure  that  tends  to  repre^  this  intolerable  evil — this  curse  of  Cninese 
immigration,  as  it  now  existe— and,  if  in  the  future,  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  should  decide  our  action  to  be  unconstitutional,  when 
that  ultimate  tribunal  so  decides,  then,  and  then  for  the  first  time,  will 
we  have  reached  the  crisis  at  which  resistence  is  rebellion. 

It  is  now  but  the  testing  of  our  legal  righte.  It  is  now  but  an  attempt 
to  lawfully  accomplish  what  we  may,  within  the  limits  of  our  constitu- 
tional restraint,  to  protect  ourselves  against  the  further  inroads  of  this 
alien  and  barbaric  race.  It  is  intimated  that  the  prevailing,  or  what  is 
probably  the  legal  sentiment,  upon  this  floor,  claims  that  we  can  do 
nothing  to  relievo  ourselves.  I  do  not  believe  that  such  a  sentiment 
jiredonii nates,  but  if  it  does,  it  has  no  effect  on  my  opinion.  The  bar  of 
this  Stete,  including  many  of  the  most  eminent  among  ite  members,  were 
astonished  at  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Chicago  Elevator 


cases,  which  involved  the  constitutionality  of  a  law  of  the  Stete  of 
Illinois.  If  that  law  had  been  declared  unconstitutional,  could  it  have 
been  said  that  the  Stete  was  in  rebellion?  Or,  if  the  Stete  forebore  to 
pass  the  law  through  fear  that  it  might  be  pronounced  unconstitutional, 
would  not  such  a  course  have  been  analagous  to  that  which  alarmists 
among  us  now  urge  us  to  pursue? 

Sir,  these  provisions  of  the  Burlingame  treaty  were  intended  to  have 
a  general  operation  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  United 
Stetes.  ^t  was  sanctioned  by  Congress  with  the  intent  and  understend- 
ing  that  it  would  benefit  the  nation.  It  was  believed  at  the  time  to  be  an 
act  of  public  policy.  But  the  fallacy  and  folly  of  that  policy  have  been 
demonstrated  to  such  a  terrible  extent  that  the  doctrine  of  Stetes  rights 
is  appealed  to  by  many  as  a  protection  against  ite  ruinous  resulte. 

Conscious  as  we  are  that  these  difficulties  which  have  arisen  were 
utterly  unforeseen  by  Congress,  should  we  not  exercise  the  privilege  to 
declare  our  sentimente  upon  the  subject,  and  enforce  our  rights  by  i^s- 
lation?  Why,  sir,  suppose  that  the  Pacific  could  be  turned  into  a  sea  of 
ice  and  remain  permanently  such.  Suppose  that  two  hundred  million 
of  Chinamen  should  cross  that  glittering  bridge  and  pour  in  upon  us,  to 
destroy  our  people  and  devour  our  land,  would  we  be  powerless  to  resist 
them  because  Congress  had  made  a  treaty  that  was  suicidal  to  the 
nation?  Would  we  be  powerless  to  interpose  resistance  to  the  onward 
march  of  this  devasteting  host?  Or  suppose — what  makes  the  merely 
hypothetic  sternly  possible — that  those  insatiate  invaders  should  employ 
their  power  and  resources  in  constructing  ships  to  an  unlimited  extent, 
until  they  literally  bridged  the  Pacific  with  their  navy,  and  thus 
obteined  the  means  to  force  themselves  upon  us  in  an  overwhelming 
swarm.  Would  we  have  no  authority  to  repel  them,  until  Congress 
could  take,  in  our  behalf,  ite  slow  and  languid  action? 

Sir,  the  remedy  ought  to  be  adopted,  and  proportionate  to  the  emer- 
gency, and  I  believe  the  Supreme  Court,  though  mainteining  the  spirit 
of  the  Constitution,  would  be  able  to  sustein  such  provisions,  as  in  our 
prudence  we  might  make,  if  those  provisions  be  moderate  and  stetes- 
manlike,  as  I  desire  they  should,  beyond  the  mere  provisions  of  the  first 
section,  which  is  entirely  nugatory,  because  the  mere  declaration  of  an 
abstract  power  existing  m  the  Stete  both  heretofore  and  now.  I  believe 
the  policy  we  are  desirous  to  adopt  ought  to  be  considered  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Stetes,  and  any  introduction  of  these  or 
kindred  amendmente  into  the  new  Constitution  of  the  Stete  affords  the 
only  way  in  which  they  can  be  brought  before  the  Court.  What  we 
desire  is  to  relieve  ourselves  from  an  existing  evil,  now  sapping  the  very 
foundations  of  our  political  and  social  structures,  and  prevent  ite  indis- 
criminate extension.  We  desire  to  keep  this  Orientel  outpour  from  com- 
ing in  such  streams  upon  our  shores  as  to  produce  the  same  effect  on  us 
as  the  ferocious  Danes  wrought  on  the  Saxons  when  they  inundated 
England  from  across  the  sea.  Something  must  be  done  by  us,  or  some 
unconstitutional  prophet  will  arise  to  stey  fhis  plague.  Congress  seems 
to  be  alike  indifferent  to  our  prayers  and  our  tears.  Nor  will  we  ever 
be  able  to  derive  help  from  Congress,  until  we  have  first  made  an  effort 
to  help  ourselves;  a  righteous,  honest  effort;  an  effort  conceived  in  the 
spirit  of  legality,  compelled  by  the  sense  of  duty,  and  made  in  such  a 
manner  as  will  prove  us  true  to  the  obligations  of  the  Federal  compact, 
and  true  to  ourselves. 

I  firmly  believe  that  Congress  will  aid  us  when  it  perceives  that  we 
are  fearfully  in  earnest,  and  that  we  mean  to  help  ourselves — as  Horace 
says: 

61  vis  me  flere 

rriiuuin  tibl  flendum  est. 

When  the  cartman  stood  by  his  wheel,  in  the  mire,  and  prayed  to  Her- 
cules to  lift  it  out,  the  god  replied :  "  First  put  thine  own  shoulder  to 
the  wheel,  then  I  will  help  you,"  and  Congress  will  no  longer  be  indif- 
ferent or  neglectful  of  the  demands  and  claims  of  our  people,  after  they 
shall  have  teken  the  stern  initiation  of  action.  If  Congress  should 
thereupon  refuse  to  aid  us,  and  the  Suprerpe  Court  should  decide  that 
what  we  do  is  in  violation  of  the  Constitution,  then  we  have  no  alter- 
native remaining,  save  submission.  But  the  hour  of  submission  has  not 
come,  though  the  hour  for  action  is  at  hand. 

Sir,  a  new  party  has  arisen  in  the  Stete.  It  conteins  many  agitetors, 
many  demagogues,  many  men  who  are  selfishly  seeking  their  personal 
advancement.  But  these  are  the  mere  scum  upon  the  surface,  while 
beneath  lies  a  vast  seething  mass  of  human  suffering.  The  strong  man 
goes  penniless  to  his  home  at  night.  He  gazes  on  his  tearful  wife;  he 
listens  to  his  children's  cry  for  their  bread,  until,  in  the  excess  of  agony, 
with  an  aching  heart  ana  a  bursting  brain,  he  becomes  savage  in  his 
instincte.  In  the  w^ide  diffusion  of  this  miserv,  what  wonder  that  the 
evidence  of  riot  and  of  rapine  is  threatened,  if  this  cause  of  the  prevail- 
ing suffering,  the  Chinese  curse,  be  not  removed?  The  malcontent, 
groaning  under  a  burden  too  heavy  to  be  borne,  is  in  no  condition  to 
consider  fine  spun  constructions  of  constitutional  law  when  his  wife 
and  children  are  famishing  before  his  eyes.  Who  shall  deny  that,  amid 
the  general  distress,  a  vigorous  effort  should  be  made  in  the  halls  of  leg- 
islation to  provide  a  remedy  for  the  fierce  malady  that  is  consuming  the 
vitels  of  the  commonwealth?  It  is  our  duty  to  act  in  this  emergency, 
and  something  must  be  done.  The  people  are  crying  for  relief,  and  their 
cry  must  not  be  disregarded. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   WYATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  desire  to  occupy  the  atten- 
tion of  this  Convention  at  any  great  length  upon  this  subject.  The 
debate  has  already  been  lengthy,  though  by  no  means  un instructive. 
But  the  variations  of  opinion,  as  to  what  our  right  and  powers* are, 
seem  to  be  very  wide.  6ne  side  holds  that  the  Stete  has  complete  power 
to  remedy  the  evil  from  which  we  are  suffering.  The  othei; class  holds 
that  we  are  utterly  powerless,  and  can  do  nothing  but  supplicate  at  the 
doors  of  Congress  for  relief  from  this  evil.  Both  of  these  opinions 
seem  to  be  largely  supported  by  the  law  and  authorities  whicn  have 
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been  produced  pro  and  oon.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  we  ought  to  go  to 
the  extent,  if  it  be  necessary  to  go  so  far,  of  giving  the  Supreme  Court 
an  op[M>rtunitY  of  passing  upon  the  issues  here  involved.  I  am  first, 
ther(*fore,  in  favor  of  section  one,  as  reported  by  the  committee. 

"  The  Legislature  shall  have  and  shall  exercise  the  power  to  enact  all 
needful  laws,  and  prescribe  necessary  regulations  for  the  protection  of 
the  State,  and  the  counties,  cities,  and  towns  thereof,  from  the  burdens 
and  evils  arising  from  the  presence  of  aliens,  who  are  or  who  may 
become  vagrants,  paupers,  mendicants,  criminals,  or  invalids  afflicted 
with  contagious  or  infectious  diseases,  and  aliers  otherwise  dangerous  or 
detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State,  and  to  impose  con- 
ditions upon  which  such  persons  may  reside  in  the  State,  and  to  provide 
the  means  and  mode  of  their  removal  from  the  State  upon  failure  or 
refusol  to  comply  with  such  conditions;  provided^  that  nothing  contained 
in  the  foregoing  shall  be  construed  to  impair  or  limit  the  power  of  the 
Legislature  to  paes  such  other  police  laws  or  regulations  as  it  may  deem 
necessary." 

Now,  as  I  said,  I  am  in  favor  of  that  section.  Section  two  of  the 
report  provides  as  follows : 

'^  Anv  corporation  incorporated  by  or  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  or 
doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  forfeit  its  /ranchises,  and  all  legal 
rights  thereunder,  if  it  ever  employs,  in  any  capacity  whatever,  foreign- 
er! who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  under 
the  laws  of  Congress.  This  section  shall  be  enforced  by  appropriate 
lerislation." 

I  am  in  favor  of  that  section,  but  I  want  it  changed  in  wording  so 
that  wc  will  know  exactly  what  it  means.  I  want  it  amended  so  as  to 
apply,  eo  nominee,  to  the  class  it  is  intended  to  eifect.  I  shall,  therefore, 
move  to  amend  section  two,  when  that  matter  again  comes  up  for  con- 
sideration, as  follows: 

."Sro.  2.    The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  prohibiting  any  corporation 
incorporated  by  or  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  or  doing  business  in  this 
State,  from  employing   or  giving  employment  to  any  Chinaman  or< 
Mongolian^  in  any  capacity  whatever,  within  this  State,  under  such 
penalties  as  may  be  prescribed.'' 

I  don't  want  to  say  aliens  who  are  not  capable  of  becoming  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  because  that  is  a  matter  of  some  uncertainty.  It  is 
true  that  one  Judge  has  decided  that  Chinamen  cannot  be  naturalized 
under  the  laws.  That  is  Judge  Sawyer's  decision ;  and  I  believe  one 
Judge  in  the  City  of  New  York  has  followed  that  decision,  and  denied 
the  application  of  Chinamen  for  naturalization.  But  I  am  also  aware, 
if  the  public  prints  are  to  be  relied  upon,  that  other  United  States  Judges 
have  naturalized  Chinamen,  and  are  now  naturalizing  them.  And  to 
say  now  that  Chinamen  are  not  capable  of  being  naturalized,  is  simply 
to  state  a  mooted  qtiestion,  one  upon  which  precedents  can  be  producer! 
pro  and  con,  and  one  \x\ioi\  which  at  least  it  is  very  doubtful  whether 
there  is  any  settled  policy  in  the  Courts. 

I  am  in  favor  of  section  three,  which  also  provides  that  ''no  alien 
ineligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  ever  be  employed 
on  anv  State,  county,  municipal,  or  other  public  work  in  this  State  after 
the  adoption  of  this  Constitution."  It  provides  that  all  public  work 
shall  be  done  by  citizens,  or  at  least  shall  not  be  done  by  Chinese;  that 
they  shall  be  prohibited  from  contracting  for  or  doing  public  work.  I 
shall  favor  section  three  for  that  reason.  I  think,  however,  that  the 
section  ought  to  be  enlarged,  as  to  pointing  out  more  particularly  that 
sub-contractors  shall  be  prohibited  from  employing  Chinamen — that 
they  shall  not  be  employed  directly  or  indirectly. 

That,  sir,  brings  me  to  section  four,  which  provides  that  "all  further 
immigration  to  tliis  State  of  Chinese,  and  all  other  persons  ineligible  to 
become  citizens  of  the  United  States  under  the  naturalization  laws 
thereof,  is  herebv  prohibitetl.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the 
enforcement  of  this  section  by  appropriate  legislation." 

This  brings  up  the  question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  in  its 
police  capacity,  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  in  its  capacity 
as  sovereign  of  the  States  in  their  outside  relations  with  the  world. 
And  there  is  where  the  conflict  conies  in  the  authorities  that  have 
been  presented  to  this  Convention.  I  am  in  favor  of  section  four,  but  I 
would  like  to  have  it  worded  a  little  different,  so  as  to  say  expressly 
what  we  intend  to  say.  I  support  it  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  this 
matter  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  for  reexanri na- 
tion, so  as  to  have  them  determine  what  are  the  rights  of  the  State, 
and  what  are  the  rights  of  the  United  States,  in  reference  to  this  subject. 
The  decisions  that  nave  heretofore  been  made  ufion  that  subject  were 
made  not  with  a  view  to  the  magnitude  of  the  subject  here  presented, 
they  were  made  with  reference  to  immigration  coming  from  Europe — 
men  of  like  character,  and  like  feelings,  and  like  blood  as  ours.  It  was 
made  with  reference  to  preventing  the  shipping  of  a  limited  number  of 
paupers.  It  was  made  with  reference  to  preventing  those  governments 
from  shipping  criminals  to  our  shores.  I  say,  sir,  that  since  eighteen 
hundred  and  fifty-two — in  particular  since  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty — 
the  Chinese  question  has  grown  to  be  a  momentous  one;  that  it  was 
unknown  and  undreamed  of  prior  to  that  time,  either  by  Congress,  or 
the  President,  or  the  Supreme  Court,  or  any  governmental  authority 
that  were  called  on  to  oeal  with  the  question  of  immigration.  The 
characters  of  this  people  are  so  difi!erent  from  ours,  that  the  very  vir- 
tues of  the  one  become  the  vices  of  the  other.  They  are  antagonistic 
in  everything — in  government,  in  religion,  in  personality,  in  morality, 
in  all  that  goes  t«  make  up  a  nation,  and  in  all  that  goes  to  make  up  an 
individual.  They  come  by  invitation,  it  is  true,  but  they  are  coming  in 
such  vast  streams  that  we  are  crying  out  for  mercy.  They  must  be 
stopped,  or  they  will  crush  us  out  of  existence. 

lou  all  remember  the  Granger  cases  in  Illinois,  which  were  passed 
upon  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-four  or 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-five.  They  have  just  been  referred  to 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  The  decision  of  the  Court,  as  he 
says,  was  a  surprise  to  the  legal  fraternity,  and  contrary  to  the  law 
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ideas  of  the  Bar,  not  only  in  San  Francisco,  but  all  over  the  State,  and 
all  over  the  United  States.  Notwithstanding  that,  the  decisions  were 
made  in  obedience  to  the  necessities  of  the  case,  in  obedience  to  the 
demand  of  the  great  body  of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  And 
whenever  law  is  so  exclusive  that  it  ceases  to  supply  the  wants  of  the 
people,  that  it  ceases  to  protect  the  people,  that  it  becomes  an  engine  of 
destruction  and  oppression  to  the  people,  it  ceases  to  become  go<xl  law 
for  the  people.  And  I  say  now  that  if  we  pass  these  provisions  and  bring, 
this  matter  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  presenting  it 
as  it  can  be  presented,  I  believe  they  will  find  a  way  to  relieve  us  from 
our  burdens,  as  they  did  the  farmers  of  Illinois.  'In  doing  that  we  further 
present  this  subject  in  a  forcible  manner  to  the  American  Congress,  and 
before  the  people  of  the  country,  and  we  make  an  appeal  which  is 
manly,  and  one  which  will  carry  conviction  with  it.  We  make  an 
appeal  which  is  loyal  on  our  part,  which  is  right  on  our  part,  and  we 
say  to  them,  we  have  done  ail  that  a  people  of  a  State  can  do  for  life 
and  self-protection. 

I  am,  therefore,  for  section  four,  in  such  language  as  will  cause  the 
case  to  be  presented  in  proper  shape — if  it  becomes  necessary — to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States;  for  I  submit,  if  the  doctrine  of  the 
gentleman  from  Marin  is  to  be  maintained  as  law,  the  people  of  the 
United  States  become  the  basest  serfs  that  it  is  possible  to  conceive  of,  for 
by  treaty  the  people  of  the  State  of  California,  and  of  the  United  States, 
may  wake  up  some  morning  and  find  themselves  bound  hand  and  foot 
by  a  treaty,  when  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  by  no  direct  law 
would  be  authorized  to  bind  them  in  any  such  shape;  when  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  confers  no  such  direct  power  upon  them.  In 
other  words,  they  can,  by  the  circumlocution  of  a  treaty,  do  that  which 
they  are  powerless  to  do  directly.  A  treaty  of  the  United  States,  like 
every  other  administration  of  law  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  must  be  within  limits  and  bounds.  The  Constitutron  itself  is 
limited.  The  laws  of  Congress,  made  in  pursuance  of  the  Constitution, 
are  the  supreme  laws^and  no  other  law  is  supreme.  Yet  Congress  must 
not  go  beyond  the  authority  enforced  upon  them  by  the  Constitution. 
They  are  not  law  unto  themselves.  They  may  make  laws  pursuant  to 
law,  pursuant  to  authority,  subject  to  authority.  Then,  I  say,  if  the 
people  can  be  oppressed  beyond  the  limits  established  by  the  Constitu- 
tion by  treaty  stipulation,  it  is  saying  we  can  do  through  a  treaty  what 
we  could  not  do  airectly  under  our  constitution  and  laws. 

Then,  I  say,  it  is  our  duty,  when  we  believe  the  treaty  has  exceeded 
the  authority  of  the  treaty  making  power,  to  make  the  issue  squarely 
in  our  capacity  as  a  State;  deny  that  the  treaty  is  binding  upon  us,  and 
declare  that  O^ngi^ess  exceeded  its  authority  in  making  tlie  treaty,  and 
go  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  nation  upon  that  issue^  For  that 
reason,  I  am  in  favor  of  this  section.  I  am  in  favor  of  having  the 
question  of  the  rights  of  the  State,  in  regard  to  self-protection,  reex- 
amined before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  The  change  in 
time,  the  magnitude  of  the  question,  the  very  right  of  existence  upon 
the  part  of  the  people  of  this  Pacific  Coast,  demand  that  we  do  it;  not 
for  tne  purpose  of  rebellion,  but  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  our 
legal  rights  in  a  legal  and  regular  manner.  For,  Mr.  President,  it 
would  be  useless  to  ask  me,  or  any  other  man  outside  of  a  lunatic 
asylum,  as  to  whether  he  favors  war  or  not.  You  might  as  well  ask  him 
if  he  is  in  favor  of  the  next  flood  of  the  Sacramento  River,  or  the  next 
cyclone  sweeping  the  shores  of  our  State.  Whenever  the  conditions 
exist,  they  come,  and  no  human  power  can  prevent  it.  Whenever  the 
laws  of  Kood  government  have  been  so  violated  that  restraint  becomes 
in>po88ibIe;  that  the  administration  of  the  law  no  longer  affords  protec- 
tion to  life  and  property,  then  rebellion  and  anarchy  come,  whether 
men  are  in  favor  of  it  or  not.  But  it  is  the  part  of  wise  statesmanship 
to  prevent  such  a  state  of  affairs  coming  about,  and  I  differ  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Marin  as  to  the  method  of  preventing  it.  I  say  we  must 
take  issue  with  the  laws  of  Congress,  and  with  the  Burlingame  treaty. 
Under  this  "  most  favored  nation  "  clause,  thejy  say  that  the  Chinese  can 
come  here  and  hold  real  estate  in  defiance  of'^  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
California — the  very  highest  privilege  that  can  be  conferred  by  the 
State  upon  her  citizens — ^that  tney  can  come  here  and  hold  real  estate 
in  defiance  of  our  laws,  and  we  cannot  pass  laws  to  prevent  them  from 
doing  it.  If  we  are  reduced  to  such  an  absurdity  by  the  treaty,  let  us 
take  issue  with  it  at  once,  and  go  boldly  but  respectfully  before  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  Let  us  take  issue  with  it  in  every 
conceivable  manner.  I  say  we  are  encouraged  in  this  action  by  another 
decision. 

The  Fourteenth  Amendment  seems  very  sweeping  in  its  provisions, 
and  was  supposed  to  substitute  itself  in  all  the  States  of  this  Union  for 
all  other  character  of  government.  Were  the  provisions  of  the  Four- 
teenth Amendment  contested  before  the  Supreme  Court,  so  far  ns  relates 
to  this  question  here,  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  it  would  not  be  held 
to  be  so  sweeping  as  some  claim. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  we  may  be  able  to  relieve  ourselves  from  the 
dire  calamity  which  is  impending.  But  the  sooner  we  do  it  the  better, 
for  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that,  sooner  than  see  this  fair  laud  overrun 
and  devastated  by  this  Asiatic  horde,  the  people  will  rise  in  open  rebel- 
lion. That  time  has  not  arrived;  but  when  all  peaceful  means  fail, 
that  event  is  not  improbable. 

SPIICH   OF   MR.   WILSON. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District  Mr.  Chairman:  When  this  subject 
of  Chinese  immigration  first  came  before  the  Convention,  I  had  not 
expected  to  participate  in  the  debate.  I  had  somehow  induced  mvself 
to  believe  that  the  views  expressed  by  the  Chairman  of  the  committee, 
in  his  able  opening  argument,  would  be  adopted  as  the  sentiment  of  the 
Convention.  I  believed  that  the  position  he  had  taken  would  be  accepted 
by  all  jjersons,  and  especially  by  the  legal  fraternity.  Those  views 
seemed  to  me  to  be  plain,  clear,  and  decisive  of  the  course  which  should 
be  pursued  here,    f  thought  that  the  Convention  would  adopt  section 
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one,  and  probably  section  three,  and  reject  the  other  sections  of  the 
report.  I  had  myself,  at  different  times,  long  ago,  examined  this  ques- 
tion, and  did  not  think  that,  on  the  subject  of  the  power  of  the  State, 
there  could  be  any  dispute.  I  bad  studied  the  question,  not  as  an  advo- 
cate, not  as  a  lawyer  to  sustain  his  client,  but  judicially,  as  any  impar- 
tial person  would  examine  a  question  for  the  purpose  simply  of  arriving 
at  the  right  conclusion.  But  it  seems  that  I  was  mistaken,  and  that  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  exist  in  the  Convention  between  gentlemen  eminent 
and  able,  upon  the  subject  of  the  power  of  the  General  Government  and 
the  power  of  the  State  in  this  matter.  Learning  that  fact,  I  have  been 
induced  to  present  my  views  on  the  subject  of  the  power  which  the  State 
may  lawfuuy  exercise  in  this  matter,  in  connection  with  what  I  conceive 
to  be  the  great  evils  attending  Chinese  immigration. 

Twenty-five  years  ago  and  upwards  I  landed  in  San  Francisco  in 
company  with  yourself,  Mr.  Charrman,  as  you  well  recollect.  We  were 
strangers  in  the  State  of  California  and  in  San  Francisco.  You  will  rec- 
ollect that  there  were  many  things  strange,  curious,  and  peculiar,  which 
attracted  our  attention,  and  that  we  wandered  from  place  to  place  look- 
ing at  the  dilTerent  portions  of  the  city  for  some  days.  We  were  not,  in 
those  days,  troubled  very  seriously  with  clients.  Nothing  was  of  greater 
interest  or  curiosity  to  us  than  the  Chinese  population.  We  had  never 
seen  this  race  of  people  before;  knew  nothing  of  their  habits,  qualities, 
and  modes  of  life,  ex(^pt  from  general  reading,  and  they  were  objects 
of  interest  and  curiosity  to  us.  We  visited  the  Chinese  quarters  to  learn 
what  kind  of  people  they  were.  We  saw  their  merchants  and  tlieir 
traders,  visited  their  various  places  of  business  and  houses  of  trade.  We 
visited  their  theater  to  learn  their  idea  of  histrionic  arL  We  visited 
their  joss  house,  and  other  places  of  amusement  and  trade.  We  saw  a 
population  isolated  entirely  from  other  people,  and  from  the  citizens  of 
San  Francisco. 

Twenty-five  years  and  upwards  have  since  gone  by,  and  the  children 
of  the  white  race  of  people  that  were  in  this  city  have  grown  now  into 
manhood  and  womanhood.  The  white  boys  of  that  day  have  become 
the  men  who  participate  in  our  government  of  to-day.  They  are  citi- 
zens; they  are  taxpayers;  they  are  the  men  of  whom  our  armies  are 
made,  and  of  whom  our  statesmen  are  made.  But  the  Chinese  remain 
ever  the  same.  They  have  extended  the  limits  of  their  quarter  of  the 
town,  and,  I  believe,  have  an  additional  joss  house,  and  an  additional 
theater,  but,  in  other  respects,  this  period  of  upwards  of  a  quarter  of  a 
(%ntury  has  found  that  people  the  same,  and  in  the  same  place,  with  the 
same  qualities,  habits,  and  characteristics.  This,  of  itself,  teaches  states 
men  and  political  economists  a  great  truth — ^that  here  is  anon-assimilative 
class;  a  great  body  of  people  in  the  heart  of  a  great  city  in  the  American 
republic,  remaining  for  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century  completely  iso- 
lated from  all  Americans,  adopting  none  of  our  principles,  customs,  or 
habits  of  life,  but  differing  with  us  m  every  respect. 

There  is  no  advancement,  no  progress,  no  change,  but  still  the  same 
to-day  and  forever.  Still  the  same  Chinese  alien,  worshiping  a  Chinese 
joss,  eating  Chinese  victuals,  wearing  Chinese  clothes,  and  remaining 
forever  Chinese.  The  people  from  all  the  other  nations  of  the  earth 
come  here  and  assimilate  and  commingle  with  our  people  and  become 
a  part  of  our  people.  Their  children  grow  up  Americans;  they  become 
Americans,  and  become  one  people  with  us.  The  Chinese  alone  remain 
an  isolated,  distinct,  and  peculiar  {)eople,  and  in  their  nature  cannot 
become  a  part  of  the  people  of  this  country.  This,  of  itself,  is  a  great 
evil,  if  there  were  no  other.  Their  mode  of  life  is  different  from  ours; 
their  feelings  are  different  from  ours;  they  have  not  a  similar  habit  of 
thought;  they  have  not  the  same  religion;  not  the  same  ideas  of  gov- 
ernment, or  anything  else.  This,  of  itself,  is  a  great  weakness  in  our 
government.  It  is  an  element  from  which  we  do  not  draw  voters  in 
time  of  peace,  nor  soldiers  in  the  time  of  war.  One  hundred  and 
twenty  thousand  foreigners  are  in  our  midst,  remaining  foreigners  for- 
ever. This,  I  repeat,  is  a  great  evil  and  a  great  weakness.  It  is  like  a 
foreign  substance  that  has  found  its  way  into  the  human  body,  but  which 
never  receives  the  heart's  blood ;  which  never  takes  up  the  circulation, 
but  remains  forever  a  foreign  thing,  irritating  the  nervous  system  and 
impairing  the  healtli;  only  to  be  remedied  by  the  surgeon's  knife.  The 
Chinese  are  absorbing  the  material  and  mechanical  industries,  and 
monopolizing  the  labor  market  of  the  country.  Their  influence  in  that 
respect  has  been  so  thoroughly  stated  upon  this  floor  that  it  needs  merely 
to  be  mentioned.  We  all  Know  that  the  Chinese  do  not  establish  homes 
in  the  country,  in  the  great  English  and  American  sense  of  the  term.  One 
of  the  characteristics  and  great  landmarks  of  American  civilization  is 
the  home  of  the  family,  consiiing  of  a  wife,  husband,  and  children — the 
home— of  all  places  most  bless^,  and  connected  with  which  are  the 
sweetest  memories  and  associations.  Not  so  with  the  Chinese.  No  such 
thing  as  home,  in  that  sense,  is  known  to  them.  The  Chinese  popula- 
tion consists  of  a  large  mass  of  men  and  a  few  women  of  thb  lowest 
character.  But  few  marriages  take  place,  and  they  live  together  in 
crowds.  Now,  in  view  of  all  these  evils,  we  find — what?  We  find  a 
strong  feeling  of  antagonism  existing  between  a  large  class  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  and  this  Chinese  horde.  Whether  this  feeling  is  justly  enter- 
tained or  not  can  cut  no  figure  in  the  discussion  of  this  question. 
Whether  that  prejudice  is  ill  founded  or  not,  I  say,  is  unimportant.  It 
is  a  fact  that  we  have  this  foreign  horde  in  our  midst,  this  peculiar  peo- 
ple, and  there  is  arrayed  against  it  a  strong  hostility  of  feeling  upon 
the  part  of  the  citizens  that  is  irrepressible.  Therefore  the  cause  should 
be  removed ;  the  citizen  should  be  protected,  and  this  vast  horde  taken 
from  our  midst,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  The  important  Question  here 
is,  how  shall  we  get  rid  of  them?  And  this  sends  us  bacK  to  another 
question — how  did  they  get  here?  There  has  always  been  something  in 
oriental  life  that  has  seemed  to  be  exceedingly  attractive  to  persons  who 
are  not  in  the  midst  of  it  There  has  always  been  an  idea  amongst  the 
nations  of  the  earth  that  it  would  be  a  wonderful  achievement  to  secure 
the  trade  of  the  Orient. 

England,  very  early,  obtained  the  East  India  trade,  and  the  Dutch  (I 


do  not  mean  the  Germans),  obtained  at  one  time  almost  an  entire 
monopoly  of  the  Japanese  trade,  and  for  a  series  of  years  held  that 
trade,  long  before  the  Americans  had  made  any  treaty  with  China  or 
Japan.  These  events  were  regarded  by  the  other  nations  of  the  earth 
as  of  the  greatest  importance,  and  it  was  thought  a  grand  thing  to  secure 
the  trade  of  these  people.  The  English  were  so  anxious  to  get  a  portion 
of  the  Chinese  traae,  and  the  French  were  so  desirous  of  the  same  thing, 
that  they  acted  in  concert,  and  by  absolute  force  of  arms — at  the  can- 
non's mouth — made  China  open  up  its  ports  to  trade,  and  allow  them 
the  advantages  of  commerce  there.  The  Yankee,  that  great  American 
tradesman,  quietly  followed  after  and  persuaded  the  Chinese  and  the 
Japanese  that  we  were  their  friends;  that  we  had  always  been  their 
friends;  that  we  did  not  intend  to  act  as  the  French  and  English  had 
acted,  and  demand  to  participate  in  their  trade  through  force  of  arms; 
but  that  we  wanted  a  little  of  it  in  a  quiet  way.  We  succe<^ed  in  per- 
suading those  nations  that  it  would  be  to  their  advantage  to  allow  us  to 
participate  in  that  trade.  We  succeeded  partially  through  skillful  diplo- 
macv.  Our  statesmen,  and  especially  our  Chinese  Ministers,  received 
the  highest  approbation  at  the  nands  of  the  government  and  the  people 
for  their  great  success  in  managing  that  business  and  getting  an  enter- 
ing wedge,  allowing  us  io  participate,  to  a  very  limited  extent,  in  their 
trade.  The  first  treaty  was  negotiated  by  Mr.  Cushing — called  the  Cushtng 
treaty — in  eighteen  hundred  and  forty -four  (see  8  U.  S.  Stat.  693).  It  was 
very  limited  in  its  scope,  but  it  secured  something.  By  it  we  secured  com- 
mercial relations  with  China,  and  we  hoped  for  something  better  in  the 
future.  All  will  recollect  the  glowing  pictures  portrayed  and  anticipations 
indulged  by  Senator  Benton  in  regard  to  these  countries,  and  how  he 
described  what  was  to  be  our  glorious  future  in  that  trade  with  China  and 
Japan.  It  seemed  as  though  it  was  only  necessary  to  open  up  trade  with 
those  nations  and  people  to  make  the  country'  prosperous  and  wealthy.  A 
great  trade  was  to  set  in ;  we  were  to  become  the  great  commercial 
nation  of  the  earth.  Encouraj^  by  what  we  thus  secured,  we  pushed 
on  stronger  and  stronger,  and,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight, 
made  another  treaty  through  the  efforts  of  Mr.  Reed,  securing  greater 
rights  and  privileges  (see  12  U.  S.  Stat.  1023).  Finally,  we  pushed  on 
to  such  an  extent  that  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -eight  we  accom- 
plished what  was  regarded  as  a  great  triumph,  in  the  Burlingame 
treaty.  (See  16  U.  S.  Stat.  787.)  It  was  very  strange,  and  one  of  the 
novelties  of  this  afiair,  that  Mr.  Burlingame,  an  American  statesman, 
should  appear  as  the  Ambassador  of  the  Chinese  Empire  in  negotiating 
this  treaty.  We  made  that  treaty  with  great  satisfaction,  and  through 
it,  in  conjunction  with  the  former  treaties,  secured  to  ourselves  certain 
rights,  privileges,  and  commercial  advantages,  and  reciprocated  by 
granting  similar  privileges  to  the  Chinese.  But  in  these  treaties,  as  we 
have  found  out  smce,  the  Chinese  had  very  much  the  advantage.  Oar 
anxiety  to  get  the  trade,  and  our  solicitude  to  secure  this  business,  was 
so  great  that  we  gave  China  largely  the  advantage. 

While  they  admitted  us  lo  trade  to  a  limited  extent  in  three  or  four  sea- 
port towns,  the  whole  of  America  was  opened  up  to  the  Chinaman,  and 
ne  was  invite<l  to  come  freely  and  like  the  rest  of  the  earth  to  this 
'' asylum  of  the  oppressed,"  to  this  ''land  of  the  free  and  home  of  the 
brave."  He  was  permitted  to  settle  anywhere — ^trade  anywhere  in  the 
United  States.  The  Yankee  was  not  afraid  to  come  in  contact  with  any 
person  on  the  face  of  the  earth  1  He  was  willing  to  swap  jack  kniveis 
with  anybody.  After  this  lapse  of  time,  we  find  we  have  the  worst  of 
the  bargain.  While  we  have  obtained  a  portion  of  the  Chinese  trade, 
we  have  received  too  many  Chinamen.  We  have  one  hundred  and 
twenty  thousand  of  them  here  as  against  one  or  two  thousand  of  our 
own  people  in  the  Chinese  Empire.  We  have  them  spread  all  over  our 
country,  while  our  people  are  limited  to  two  or  three  of  their  ports. 
Now  we  want  to  get  rid  of  them.  We  opened  the  gate  to  their  coming, 
invited  them  in,  and  thought  we  were  very  sagacious  and  blessed  in 
our  success.  Now,  we  have  found  that  it  was  a  grand  mistake.  We 
have  invited  the  guest  to  our  house, and  having  gotten  him  here  we  desire 
to  be  rid  of  him.  Btit  he  is  so  auiet,  so  bland,  and  yet  so  decided  in  his 
enjovment  of  the  privileges  we  nave  accorded  to  him,  that  it  requires  at 
our  hands  again  some  diplomacy.  It  is  somewhat  difficult  to  get  him 
out  of  the  house  into  which  we  so  lately  urged  him  to  enter.  How  will 
wo  get  rid  of  him?  That  is  the  question.  By  some  it  is  said  that  we 
may  prohibit  the  Chinese  from  coming,  and  absolutely  shut  up  the 
Golden  Gate  and  not  let  in  any  more ;  and  that  we  may  likewise  expel 
and'drive  out  those  who  are  already  here  in  the  country.  It  is  urged 
that  if  we  cannot  do  this  directly,  we  may  do  it  indirectly,  and  thai  we 
have  that  power,  because  there  is  a  great  inherent  though  somewhat 
undefined  power  of  self-defense  and  self-protection,  called  the  police 
power,  which  has  cut  so  great  a  figure  recently  in  what  is  called  the 
Elevator  cases,  and  the  Granger  cases,  which  gentlemen  here  have 
referred  to.  It  is  said  that  we  could  fall  back  upon  that  great  police  power 
which  has  now  become  the  modern  citadel  mto  which  all  undefined 
powers  seek  refuge.  On  the  other  hand,  we  find  looming  up  before  us 
these  several  treaties  of  which  I  have  spoken.  We  find  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  giving  to  Congress  the  absolute  and  exclusive  power 
to  regulate  commerce  between  the  States,  and  between  this  govern- 
ment and  foreign  nations.  We  have  also  standing  up  before  us  the 
Fourteenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which 
seems  to  throw  some  impediments  m  the  way  of  our  efforts  upon  this 
subject.  We  have  been  preaching  for  years  and  years  the  great  doctrine 
of  expatriation.  It  has  been  insisted  upon  as  long  as  the  American  Gov- 
ernment has  existed.  It  is  a  great  doctrine  underlying  the  American 
Government  that  any  man  has  a  right  to  leave  his  place  of  birth,  and 
throw  off  his  allegiance  to  the  land  of  his  nativity,  and  go  to  and  reside 
in  another  country  according  to  his  own  will  and  pleasure. 

We  have  been  recently  trying  to  establish  this  doctrine  with  other 
countries,  and  as  part  of  the  law  of  nations.  That  doctrine,  in  part, 
brought  on  the  war  of  eighteen  hundred  and  twelve,  because  the  British 
cniisers  attempted  to  take  off  from  American  vessels  sailors  and  marines 
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born  in  the  British  Empire.  The  English  claimed  that  ''once  an 
English  subject,  always  an  English  subject/'  and  that  allegiance  is 
alvraysdue  to  the  land  of  one's  birth,  and  cannot  be  thrown  off.  We 
contested  it,  and  insisted  that  the  subjects  had  the  power  to  throw  off 
their  allegiance  to  their  own  nation  and  become  American  citizens.  I 
say  that  one  great  cause  of  the  war  of  eighteen  hundred  and  twelve  was 
that  very  question  of  the  right  of  a  man  to  leave  his  place  of  birth  and 
reside  in  and  become  a  citizen  of  any  other  nation.  We  have,  in  all 
our  modem  treaties,  pushed  that  question  upon  the  nations  of  the  world, 
and  tried  to  get  them  to  adopt  it  as  part  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  in 
the  Burlingame  treaty  we  presented  the  same  proposition  to  the  Chinese 
Government.  In  our  anxiety  to  have  this  recognized  as  a  broad  prin- 
ciple of  international  law  among  nations,  we  succeeded  in  incorporating 
it  into  the  Burlingame  treaty,  there  solemnly  announcing  the  right  of 
the  Chinese  people  to  come  here  and  live  among  us,  and  accept  the  priv-* 
ileges  of  an  asylum,  open  to  all  the  nations  of  the  earth.  That  idea 
would  never  have  originated  with  the  Chinese,  fhe  Chinaman  would 
never  have  thought  of  it.  It  is  of  Ameii^n  origin,  and  the  Chinaman 
accepted  it  as  {mrt  of  the  treaty  on  our  own  solicitation.  Now,  this  treaty 
creates  the  great  difficulty  here  in  the  use  or  exercise  by  the  State  of  that 
great  police  power  upon  which  gentlemen  so  much  rely.  The  police 
}x>wer  is  of  course  a  very  great  power  in  the  State  Government,  as  is  also 
the  taxing  power.  It  is  defined  as  one  of  those  inherent,  original  powers 
necessary  to  the  existence  of  a  Slate.  Yet,  great  as  it  is,  and  it  has  been 
defined  as  the  grand  repository  of  all  undefined  powers,  it  must  be  con- 
sidered in  view  of  our  relation  to  the  whole  United  States  and  to  foreign 
nations.  In  forming  a  General  Government  we  conceded  something  of 
our  powers.  If  we  have  given  any  portion  of  our  original  power  into 
the  hands  of  the  General  Government,  we  can  no  longer  claim  to  exer- 
cise it.  If  we  have  agreed  in  the  national  compact  that  any  power  shall 
be  exercised  by  the  General  Government  exclusively,  we  have  given  up 
the  right  to  exercise  it  ourselves  in  every  respect.  As  a  State  we  have 
no  relations  with  foreign  countries.  As  the  Cnairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Chinese,  General  Miller,  has  ably  shown  here,  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia is  not  a  nation,  but  the  United  States  alone  is  the  nation.  We 
have  our  relations  as  a  State  with  the  General  Government,  but  we 
have  no  relations  as  a  State  with  foreign  countries.  We  can  make 
no  treaties  with  them.  They  do  not  recognize  us;  do  not  know  us. 
We  are  only  a  part  of  the  nation,  and  they  will  deal  only  with  the 
whole  Federal  Government,  or  with  the  representatives  of  that  gov- 
ernment. Therefore,  as  far  as  treaties  are  concerned,  we  have 
yielded  up  to  the  General  Government  the  entire  power,  exclusively 
and  solely  to  make  all  treaties  with  foreign  nations,  and  to  enter  into 
all  those  compacts  and  relations  which  usually  and  ordinarily  exist 
between  separate  nations  of  the  earth;  therefore,  a  treaty  made  by  the 
General  Government  becomes  the  paramount  law  of  the  land.  The 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  puts  treaties  on  an  equality  with  Acts 
of  Confk^ss.  The  Constitution  says  that  treaties  made  under  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  and  Acts  of  Congress  passe<l  pursuant 
thereto,  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land.  They  necessarily  over- 
ride all  local  and  State  legislation.  Therefore,  it  follows  that  this  treaty- 
making  power,  within  its  rightful  scope,  is  superior  and  paramount  to 
all  the  local  powers,  call  it  police,  or  call  it  anything  else.  A  treaty  is 
a  law  of  the  land,  and  is  suj^erior  to  any  law  of  the  Legislature,  and,  in 
case  of  conflict,  supersedes  it  the  same  as  a  rightful  Act  of  Congress  will 
supersede  it.  Now,  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  treaty- 
making  power  has  nothing  to  do  with  our  internal  and  municipal  regu- 
lations, because  sometimes  it  has.  A  case  arose  in  this  State  many 
years  ago,  and  was  carried  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  California,  in  which 
a  treaty  between  Prussia  and  our  government  came  directly  in  conflict 
with  a  statute  of  the  State  concerning  real  property,  and  the  right  of  an 
alien  Prussian  to  take  by  descent.  Now,  if  there  is  any  one  thing  over 
which  the  State  of  California,  or  any  other  State,  would  seem  to  have 
absolute  and  exclusive  control,  it  is  the  regulation  of  the  descent  of  land 
situated  within  this  State,  and  of  the  persons  who  may  take  by  descent. 
The  treaty  with  Prussia  provided  as  follows:  "And  when  on  the  death 
of  any  person  holding  real  estate  within  the  territory  of  the  one  party, 
such  real  estate  would  by  the  laws  of  the  land  descend  on  a  citizen  or 
subject  of  the  other,  were  he  not  disqualified  by  alienage,  such  citizen 
or  subject  shall  be  allowed  a  reasonable  time  to  sell  th'e  same  and  with- 
draw the  proceeds  without  molestation."  Now,  the  statute  of  California 
provided  that  in  such  case  the  real  estate  of  the  decedent  should  escheat 
to  the  State.  The  Attorney-General,  on  behalf  of  the  State,  claimed  the 
property  against  the  administrator  of  the  deceased,  and  a  purchaser 
from  the  alien  heirs.  The  conflict  was  direct,  and  one  or  the  other  had 
td  yield.  The  question  was  fairly  and  squarely  presented  as  to  how  far 
the  treaty-making  power  could  transcena  the  power  of  the  State  to  con- 
trol its  own  domestic  affairs.  The  case  is  report^  in  the  Fifth  California 
Reports,  page  three  hundred  and  eighty-one,  and  is  entitled  The  People 
ex  ntl.  the  Attorney-General  versus  Gerke  and  Clark.  The  Justice  who 
delivered  the  opinion,  Judge  Ileydenfeldt,  is  very  well  known  as  an 
able  man,  an  accomplished  lawyer,  and  a  learned  Judge.  He  was  born 
and  raised  in  the  South,  with  all  the  old  notions  of  the  strict  construc- 
tionists of  the  Constitution.  My  friend  from  Los  Angeles,  General 
Howard,  who  is  a  strict  constructionist  himself,  knows  that  they  never 
conceded  a  particle  of  power  that  was  not  specially  granted.  Judge 
Heydenfeldt,  who  delivered  t)ie  opinion  in  the  case  referred  to,  was  as 
strong  a  State  rights  man  as  any. 

His  opinion  is  very  well  fortified  by  authorities.  It  refers  to  and  cites 
the  views  of  Jefferbon  and  Adams — those  two  leaders  of  opposite  schools 
of  construction — uniting  and  agreeing  upon  this  one  proposition,  estab- 
lishing the  paramount  authoritv  of  national  treaty  over  State  authority. 
Mr.  Calhoun's  views  are  also  cited,  and  he  has  always  been  regarded  as 
the  leader  of  the  school  of  strict  constructionists.  Within  the  limits 
and  strict  construction  which  he  has  placed  upon  the  treaty-making 
power,  he  admits  the  superiority  of  the  treaty  power  over  a  State 


statute,  In  such  a  case  as  that.  So  that  the  State  lost  and  the  alien  heir 
took  contrary  to  the  California  statute.  In  Chirac  vs.  Chirac,  2  Wheaton, 
269,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  decided  that  the  treaty 
with  France  of  seventeen  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  secured  to  the 
citizens  and  subjects  of  either  power  the  privilege  of  holding  lands  in 
the  territory  of  the  other.  This  was  again  aflirmed  in  Cavenac  vs. 
Banks,  10  Wheaton,  189.  A  treaty  with  Great  Britain  of  soventeen,hun- 
dred  and  ninety-four,  to  the  same  eflect,  was  held  good  and  controlling 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  Hughes  vs.  Edwards. 
9  Wheaton,  489.  As  said  in  The  People  vs.  Gerke,  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  California:  "So  far  as  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Courts  is 
concerned,  they  appear  to  have  uniformly  administered  the  law  upon  the 
meaning  given  by  construction  to  the  language  of  the  treaty,  seeming 
never  to  have,  in  any  respect,  doubted  the  power  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment to  provide  by  treaty  with  a  foreign  ptower  for  the  mutual  protec- 
tion of  the  property  belonging  to  citizens,  or  subjects  of  each,  in  the 
territory  of  the  other.  The  treaty-making  power  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment must  from  necessity  be  sufficiently  ample  so  as  to  cover  all  of 
the  usual  subjects  of  ti-eaties  between  diflerent  powers.  If  we  were  to 
deny  to  the  treaty-making  power  of  our  government  the  exercise  of 
jurisdiction  over  the  property  of  deceased  aliens,  upon  the  ground  of 
interference  with  the  course  of  descents,  or  the  laws  of  distribution  of  a 
State  where  property  may  exist,  by  parity  of  reasoning  we  should  not 
make  commercial  treaties  with  foreign  nations,  because  it  might  be  said 
some  of  their  provisions  would  injure  the  business  of  a  portion  of  the 
citizens  of  one  of  the  States  of  the  Union." 

This  decision  has  been  reaffirmed  in  later  cases  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  this  State.  In  fact,  their  vieyirs  have  never  been  doubted  outside  of 
this  Convention. 

The  United  Statea  has  the  power  to  make  all  treaties,  not  only  with 
foreign  nations,  but  with  Indian  tribes.  When  exercised  with  regard 
to  the  Indian  tribes,  a  treaty  occupies  the  same  position,  and  is  of  the 
same  general  nature,  as  when  exercised  with  foreign  nations.  The 
Indian  is  regarded  as  a  proteg^  of  the  United  States.  We  have  bestowed 
upon  him  the  dignity  of  making  a  treaty  with  him,  and  these  treaties 
are  to  be  obserye<l  and  kept  as  solemnly  as  when  made  with  foreign 
nations.  And  the  treaty-making  power,  in  regard  to  the  Indian  tribes, 
is  of  the  same  nature  as  the  treaty-making  power  with  foreign  nations. 

In  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  a  very  recent  case,  a 
question  antse  as  to  the  power  of  the  government  to  interfere  directly  in 
tne  domestic  affairs  of  a  State  Government,  by  a  treaty  with  the  Indians, 
and  the  treaty -ma  king  power  was  held  to  be  paramount  in  that  respect 
to  the  power  of  the  State  of  Minnesota.  The  case  is  entitled  "The 
United  States  vs.  Forty-three  Gallons  of  Whisky."  (93  U.  S.  Beports, 
197.)  There  the  treaty-making  power  having  declared  that  no  liquor 
should  be  sold  to  Indian  tribes  anywhere  within  the  limits  of  the  State, 
the  United  States  officers  proceeded  to  forfeit  this  liquor  which  dealers 
in  the  State  of  Minnesota  were  selling  to  the  Indians.  The  position  was 
taken  there  that  Minnesota  was  a  sovereign  State,  and  that  she  had 
conclusive  control  over  her  domestic  affairs,  and  therefore  the  treaty- 
making  power  could  not  intrude  itself  in  such  a  manner  as  to  inter- 
fere with  the  power  of  the  State  Government  over  what  was  entirely 
domestic  and  purely  local.  But  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
held  to  the  contrary.     The  decision  referred  to  says : 

"Besides,  the  power  to  make  treaties  with  the  Indian  tribes  is,  as  we 
have  seen,  coextensive  with  that  to  make  treaties  with  foreign  nations. 
In  regard  to  the  latter,  it  is,  without  doubt,  ample  to  cover  all  the  usual 
subjects  of  diplomacy.  One  of  them  relates  to  the  disability  of  the  citi- 
zens or  subjects  of  either  contracting  nation  to  take,  by  descent  or 
devise,  real  property  situate  in  the  territory  of  the  other.  If  a  treaty  to 
which  the  United  States  is  a  party,  removed  such  disability,  and  secured 
to  them  the  right  so  to  take  and  hold  such  property,  as  if  they  were 
natives  of  this  country,  it  might  contravene  the  statutes  of  a  State;  but 
in  that  event  the  Courts  would  disregard  them,  and  give  to  the  alien 
the  full  protection  conferred  by  its  provisions.  If  this  result  can  be 
thus  obtained,  surely  the  government  may,  in  the  exercise  of  its 
acknowledged  power  to  treat  with  Indians,  make  the  provision  in  ques- 
tion, coming,  as  it  fairly  does,  within  the  cause  relating  to  the  regulating 
of  commerce." 

Now,  if  this  be  true  with  regard  to  the  State  of  Minnesota,  how  can 
it  be  said  that  the  Burlingame  treaty  is  a  violation  of  the  rights  of  this 
State;  that  it  interferes  with  the  police  powers  of  the  S^te;  that  it 
infringes  upon  it;  that  it  is  in  contravention  of  natural  law  and 
natural  justice?  It  has  been,  as  I  have  shown,  a  principle  and  doctrine 
of  the  American  Government  almost  since  its  origin,  that  Congress 
may  enter  into  a  treaty  on  such  subjects  as  these  under  the  treaty- 
making  power,  which  shall  be  paramount  and  superior  to  the  power 
exercisea  by  the  State  itself.  The  Burlingame  trea^  has  been  read 
here.  By  it  the  Chinese  are  allowed  to  enter  this  State  at  will  and 
become  permanent  residents,  and  their  security  in  life  and  property  is 
guaranteed  by  the  treaty.  They  are  placed  on  an  eouality,  in  regard  to 
personal  liberty  and  property,  with  the  people  or  the  most  favored 
nations  of  the  earth.  How,  then,  can  we  here,  with  these  limitations 
upon  us,  in  a  Constitutional  Convention,  as  statesmen  and  jurists, 
undertake  to  contravene  the  power  of  the  United  States  Government 
to  make  that  treaty?  In  what  attitude  would  we  place  ourselves  before 
the  American  nation  if  we  undertake  to  sail  our  ship  of  State  upon  this 
rock  of  (jlibraltar? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  would  like  to  show  you  Mr.  Black's  opinion  on 
that  matter. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Black's  opinion ;  I  read  it  at  the 
time  it  was  published.  Mr.  Blaek  came  here  on  a  hurried  visit  to  our 
coast  and  was  entertained  handsomely  by  our  people,  and  while  here 
was  invited  to  express  an  opinion  on  this  subject.  He  learned  that 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  here  on  the  subject  of  Chinese  immigration, 
and  when  called  upon  to  give  an  opinion  on  that  subject,  in  full  sym- 
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pathy  with  our  wishes  and  feelinp^,  he  wrote  the  letter  alluded  to  with- 
out any  investigation  or  examination.  Let  us  read  it.  The  first  thing 
he  states  is :  "  fhave  not  examined  this  subject  with  that  care  that  its 
importance  demands."  Mr.  Black  would  have  done  well  had  he  then 
adaed,  "  Yours  respectfully,"  and  said  no  more.  If  members  can  derive 
any  comfort  from  this  opinion  they  are  welcome  to  it;  it  does  not  relieve 
me  much.  I  read  it  at  the  time  it  was  first  published,  and  I  thought  Mr. 
Black  had  expressed  a  very  hasty  opinion  upon  a  profound  question, 
and  had  allowed  bis  sympathy  to  supply  the  place  of  his  judgment. 

Ms.  BARBOUR.     I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  question. 

Mb.  WILSON.    Certainly,  sir. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  I  would  like  to  know,  sir,  whether,  in  your  opin- 
ion, there  is  anv  limit  to  the  power  of  Congress  or  legislation  by  way  of 
treaty,  or  whether  that  power  of  Congress  is  unlimit^,  and  whether,  in 
your  opinion,  there  are  any  reserved  powers  remaining  in  the  States  at  all? 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  I  can  answer  the  gentleman.  I  believe  there 
is  a  limit  to  the  treaty-making  power.  If  the  gentleman  has  industry 
enough  to  examine  Mr.  Calhoun's  views,  referred  to  by  Judge  Heyden- 
feldt,  he  will  learn  that  there  are  certain  limits  which  exist.  A  treaty 
cannot  change  oTir  form  of  government,  and  there  are  many  other 
things  which  cannot  be  done  by  treaty.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to 
depart  from  my  line  of  argument  to  attempt  to  read  the  acknowledged 
law  on  that  subject.  It  is  sufficient  for  me  to  say  that  the  power  exer- 
cised in  the  Burlingame  treat}*  is  within  the  treaty-making  power. 
These  cases  which  I  have  cited  are  cases  which  bring  the  Burlingame 
treaty  clearly  within  the  treaty-making  power.  That  is  sufficient, 
without  undertaking  to  say  where  the  exact  line  is.  Probably  I  would 
agree,  in  the  main,  with  the  views  of  Mr.  Calhoun. 

That  treaty  must,  therefore,  be  respected.  It  is  the  paramount  law  of 
the  land.  In  case  of  conflict,  whether  by  the  exercise  of  police  power 
or  otherwise,  the  police  power  must  yield  to  ttie  treaty-makmg  power  in 
its  broad  extent.  In  the  case  of  Henderson,  cited  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Chinese,  General  Miller,  in  the  United  States  Court, 
where  the  express  object  of  the  Court  was  to  settle  the  question,  as  far  as 
it  was  possible,  this  question  of  the  police  power  of  the  State  is  com- 
mentea  on.    The  Court  say,  in  that  case,  in  respect  to  this  police  power: 

"  This  power,  frequently  referred  to  in  the  decisions  of  this  Court,  has 
been,  in  general  terms,  somewhat  loosely  called  the  police  power.  It  is 
not  necessary  for  the  course  of  this  discussion  to  attempt  to  define  it 
more  accurately  than  it  has  been  defined  already.  It  is  not  necessary, 
because  whatever  may  be  the  nature  and  extent  of  that  power,  where 
not  otherwise  restricted,  no  definition  of  it  and  no  urgency  for  its  use 
can  authorize  a  State  to  exercise  it  in  regard  to  a  subject-matter  which 
has  been  confided  exclusively  to  the  discretion  or  Congress  by  the 
Constitution. 

"Nothing  is  gained  in  the  argument  by  calling  it  the  police  power. 
Very  many  statutes,  when  the  authority  on  which  their  enactments 
rest  is  examined,  may  be  referred  to  different  sources  of  power,  and  sup- 
ported equally  well  under  an^  of  them.  A  statute  may  at  the  same 
time  be  an  exercise  of  the  taxmg  power  and  of  the  power  of  eminent 
domain.  A  statute  punishing  counterfeiting  may  be  for  the  protection 
of  the  private  citizen  against  fraud,  and  a  measure  for  the  protection  of 
the  currency,  and  for  the  safety  of  the  government  which  issues  it.  It 
must  occur  very  often  that  the  shading  which  marks  the  line  between 
one  class  of  legislation  and  another  is  very  nice  and  not  easily  distin- 
guishable. 

"But,  however  difficult  this  may  be,  it  is  clear,  from  the  complex 
nature  of  our  form  of  government,  that,  whenever  the  statute  of  a  Slate 
invades  the  domain  of  legislation  which  belongs  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  it  is  void,  no  matter  under  what  class  of  powers  it  may 
fall,  or  how  closely  allied  to  powers  conceded  to  belong  to  the  States." 

It  is  manifest,  then,  that  this  treaty-makine  power  having  been  exclu- 
sively granted  to  Congress,  if  there  is  a  conflict  between  the  exercise  of 
that  power  and  the  police  power  of  the  State,  the  police  power  must 
yield,  and  the  treaty-making  power  must  be  held  paramount.  The 
power  of  Congress  to  regulate  commerce,  foreign  and  inter-State,  is 
exclusively  in  Congress,  and  is  closely  allied  to  the  proposition  I  have 
stated  in  regard  to  the  treaty,  as  far  as  this  question  is  concerned.  That 
power  is  exclusively  in  the  United  States  Government.  Years  ago  the 
transportation  of  passengers  was  held  to  fall  within  these  powers  to  regu* 
late  commerce.  It  was  so  held  in  "the  Passenger  cases,"  and  since  that 
in  a  series  of  others.  It  was  so  held  in  a  recent  case  in  the  United  Stetes 
Supreme  Court,  5  Otto  R.  265,  and  also  in  the  case  of  Henderson,  2 
Otto  R.,  cited  by  General  Miller.  All  of  the  recent  cases,  "  the  Pas- 
senger cases "  especially,  are  based  on  the  conceded  proposition  that  a 
State  cannot  prohibit  the  entrance  of  foreign  goods  or  foreign  passensers. 
What  is  the  use  of  discussing  these  sections  prohibiting  the  Mongolians 
from  coming  into  the  State,  when  every  one  of  these  cases  cited  have 
decided  that  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  State  to  so  ordain.  These  sec- 
tions attempted  to  reach  the  Chinese  passenger  coming  here,  through 
what  is  called  the  exercise  of  some  inherent  State  power  similar  to  the 
power  of  taxation,  or  police  power,  as  they  choose  to  call  it;  and  it  is 
oy  the  exercise  of  some  one  of  these  powers  that  it  is  sought  to  place  the 
first  check  upon  Chinese  immigration. 

Mb.  WYATT.    Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  him  a  question. 

Mb.  WILSON.    Certeinly. 

Mb.  WYATT.  Now,  upon  the  supposition  that  the  introduction  of 
ttassengers  described  in  this  case  is  absolute  death  to  the  citizens  of  the 
State,  what  attitude  would  it  then  assume  before  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  in  regard  to  the  decisions  upon  these  questions,  con- 
ceding that  the  very  presence  of  these  people  nere  is  conducive  to  the 
destruction  of  the  State  7 

Mb.  WILSON.  In  the  first  place,  the  question,  in  its  le^l  aspect, 
would  not  be  bettered  by  such  an  extreme  stete  of  facts.  The  treaty- 
making^  power,  having  absolute  control  over  the  commercial  relations, 
determmes  the  question  as  to   what  is  right  and  what  is  wrong.     If 


the  State  should  differ  with  the  United  States,  the  State  would  certainly 
have  to  yield.  She  might  enter  a  remonstrance ;  sue  mic^ht  appeal  to 
the  authorities  of  the  United  States  for  modification  or  other  relief,  but 
so  long  as  the  United  States  insist  that  these  people  shall  be  permitted 
to  come  here  under  its  treaty,  the  State  has  not  the  power  to  exclude 
them.  So  far  as  the  power  to  regulate  commerce  is  concerned,  it 
embraces  passengers  as  well  as  freight  and  merchandise.  All  the  cases 
where  that  question  has  been  raised  have  conceded  that,  and  all  the 
authorities  are  uniform,  and  agree  that  the  State  has  not  authority  to  regu- 
late trade  in  such  a  manner  as  to  impede  it  or  place  onerous  burdens  on 
commerce, and  that  this  power  is  vested  in  the  General  Government  alone. 
Although,  in  some  of  the  States,  it  was  attempted  to  maintain  these  cases 
under  Uie  guise  of  the  texing  power,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Uniteil 
Stetes  invariably  looked  through  the  disguise,  penetrated  the  gauze  work, 
detected  the  object  and  intention  of  these  provisions,  and  therefore 
decided  that  even  the  power  of  taxation  cannot  be  exercised  00  as  to 
interfere  with  comftierce.  This  was  so  .  in  "  the '  Passen^r  cases." 
There  it  was  sought  to  escape  ihe  question  of  interference  with  passen- 
gers directly  by  an  ingenious  intervention  of  onerous  duties  on  the 
master  of  the  ship.  The  master  of  the  vessel  was  required  to  give  cer- 
tein  bonds  to  protect  the  Stete  upon  the  introduction  of  passengers,  and 
the  argument  to  sustein  the  law  was  this:  "We  have  not  interfered 
with  your  passengers;  we  do  not  ask  anything  of  the  passengers,  but 
simply  lay  a  duty  on  the  vessel,  which  we  have  a  right  to  tex."  The 
Supreme  Court  penetrated  this  ingenious  device,  and  saw  that  it  was 
intended  to  prevent  the  passengers  from  coming  into  the  Stete;  that  it 
incommoded  them,  and  prevented  their  free  entrance  into  the  State.  It 
is  therefore  useless  to  discuss  any  farther  this  power  of  prohibition, 
because  the  highest  Court  in  the  land  has  already,  as  shown,  decided 
against  the  right  of  prohibition  in  the  Stete,  and  against  the  right  of  a 
Stete  to  place  or  impose  any  onerous  burdens  upon  passengers.  I  will 
read  a  short  extract  from  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  Stetes,  in  the  case  of  Chy  Lung,  2  Otto  : 

"  The  passage  of  laws  which  concern  the  admission  of  citizens  and 
snbjecte  of  foreign  nations  to  our  shores,  belongs  to  Congress  and  not  to 
the  Stetes.  It  has  power  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations; 
the  responsibility  for  the  character  of  those  regulations,  and  for  the 
manner  of  their  execution,  belongs  solely  to  the  National  Government 
If  it  be  otherwise,  a  single  Stete  can,  at  her  pleasure,  embroil  us  in 
disastrous  quarrels  with  other  nations." 

I  further  find  that  in  the  attempt  to  exercise  or  interfere  with 
commerce,  even  commerce  between  the  Stetes  oomes  in  conflict  with 
the  Federal  Government.  It  was  found,  some  years  ago,  that  the  cattle 
introduced  from  Texas  into  various  Stetes  of  the  Union,  bad  oertein 
diseases  which  were  infectious,  and  it  was  attempted  to  prevent  the 
importetion  of  these  diseased  cattle  in  Missouri,  and  thus  avoid  the 
spreading  of  t^e  disease  among  the  domestic  cattle  in  the  latter  Stete. 
The  Stete  of  Missouri  passed  a  law  prohibiting  the  importetion  9r  cattle 
from  Texas  into  that  Stete  during  a  period  of  six  months  in  eaeh  year. 
That  was  a  very  strong  case,  and  I  do  not  know  that  any  gentleman  has 
submitted,  in  regard  to  the  power  of  a  Stete  to  regulate  its  own  domes- 
tic affairs,  any  case  which  is  stronger  than  the  one  presented  on  that 
occasion.  There  were  droves  of  diseased  cattle  coming  in  from  the 
prairies  of  Texas,  which  were  likely  to  spread  infection  and  disease 
among  the  domestic  cattle  of  Missouri,  and  the  question  was  ad  to  the 
power  of  the  State  of  Missouri  to  protect  herself  against  this  threatened 
danger  to  man  and  beast.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in 
the  case  of  The  Railroad  Company  vs.  Houston,  5  Otto,  465,  pass  upon 
the  validity  of  that  stetute  of  Missouri. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  would  like  to  ask  tiie  gentleman  a  question.  Does 
not  the  Texas  case  go  upon  the  grounds  that  the  stetute  is  so  broad  that 
it  excluded  all  the  cattle,  healthy  as  well  as  diseased? 

Mb.  WIIjSON.  You  are  trying  to  exclude  the  healthy  Chinese  cattle 
as  well  as  the  diseased  ones.  * 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  say  they  are  all  diseased.  That  is  not  an  answer 
to  my  question.  I  asked  you  upon  what  grounds  that  decision  went. 
Whether  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  was  not  upon  the  ground 
that  the  stetute  was  so  broad  that  it  included  healthy  as  well  aa  dis- 
eased cattle? 

Mb.  WILSONT  It  is  precisely  as  I  steted  it.  The  Stete  of  Missouri 
undertook  that  mode  of  cutting  ofl*  the  diseased  cattle  just  as  in  these 
other  cases.  The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese  has  shown 
exactly  how  far  the  limit  goes  in  regard  to  the  exercise  of  Stete  power. 
You  can  reach  the  pauper,  but  you  cannot  go  beyond  him,  so  all  these 
decisions  say.  The  Supreme  Court  said  that  that  did  not  come  within 
the  proper  police  regulation ;  it  was  an  interference  with  the  right  to 
regulate  commerce  between  the  Stetes  which  is  vested  solely  in  Co'n- 
gress.  Neither  the  unlimited  power  of  the  Stete  to  tex,  nor  any  of  the 
large  police  powers,  can  be  exercised  to  such  an  extent  as  to  work  a 
practical  assumption  of  the  powers  given  to  Congress  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  Stetes. 

Mb.  filch ER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thb  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Chines^,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

BKCRSS. 

The  hour  for  recess  having  arrived,  the  Convention  took  a  recess  until 
two  o'clock  p.  M. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 


Dec.  12, 1878. 
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Roll  called,  and  quorum  present. 

CHINKSB  IMMIGRATION. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President:  I  more  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the 
chair,  for  the  purpose  of  further  oohsidering  the  report  of  the  Committee 
OD  Chinese. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  DF  THE  WHOLE. 


Thi  chairman.  The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson, 
has  the  floor. 

SPEECH  or  MB.  WILSON — (Continued.) 

Mb.  WILSON.  Mr.  ChairmaA :  I  have  occupied  more  time  ui>on  this 
subject  than  I  had  expected,  and  I  will  proceed  as  rapidly  as  possible.  I 
have  called  the  attention  of  the  Convention  to  ihe  rase  of  the  Railroad 
Company  ^against  Husen.  It  seemed  to  bo  conceded  in  that  case  that  if 
the  State  of  Missouri  had  confined  itself  in  the  exclusion  of  diseased 
cattle  only,  that  the-statute  might  have  been  constitutional  and  proper. 
But  while  the  real  object  was  to  exclude  diseased  cattle,  it  applied  to  all 
cattle  for  certain  periods  of  time,  and  it  was  held  that  the  statute  was 
more  an  absolute  regulation  of  commerce  than  the  police  power  of  the 
State  could  warrant.  And  the  limit  is  defined  between  that  class  of  legis- 
lation which  operates  to  exclude  paupers  and  criminals,  and  similar  per- 
K)D8,and  other  sanitary  measures,  ana  that  which  would  embrace  persons 
against  whom  no  objection  could  be  raised,  or  more  properly  against 
whom  no  such  sanitary  regulations  could  be  aimed.  The  first  section 
on  this  subiect  reported  by  the  committee  is  aimed  principally  at  per- 
sons foUowmg  directly  and  properly  within  the  police  powers  of  the 
State,  such  as  vagrants,  paupers,  criminals,  and  those  afflicted  with 
incurable  diseases.  All  these  are  clearly  within  the  domain  of  the 
police  power  of  the  State.  But  the  subseouent  sections  which  embrace 
and  include  all  persons  in  the  State,  whetner  of  the  classes  before  indi- 
cated or  not,  fall  directly  within  the  decisions  which  I  have  read  and 
commented  upon.  In  the  several  decisions  cited  in  the  argument  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  the  same  rule  is  laid  down,  and 
the  opinion  of  the  Courts  are  very  explicit  and  consistent. 

In  the  case  of.  Henderson,  the  Supreme  Court  intended  (^  settle  the 
qnestion,  but  there  is  a  doubt  expressed  as  to>whether  the  police  power 
will  extend  to  the  cases  of  paupers.  I  think,  however,  that  the  decision, 
in  most  of  the  cases,  is  to  the  effect  that  a  State  may  exercise  the  police 
power  over  vagrants,  paupers,  diseased  persons,  and  criminals.  But 
8ome  of  the  cases,  particularly  the  last  case  referred  to,  seems  to  throw  a 
doubt  upon  the  exercise  of  this  power  over  paupers.  It  seems  to  incline 
to  the  view  that  in  that  respect  and  class  of  cases,  Congress  is  the  sole 
repository  of  such  power. 

1  am  willing  to  go  to  the  extent  of  the  exercise  of  that  power,  as 
indicated  in  section  one,  as  it  seems  to  me  we  can  sustain  ourselves 
upon  it.  There  is  nothing  dangerous  in  it  to  the  State.  The  learned 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  in  his  argument  took  the  ground  that  the 
State  itself  should  he  the  judge  of  the  proper  exercise  of  the  police 
power.  But  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  differs  with  him 
upon  that  subject,  and,  highly  as  I  respect  the  opinions  of  that  gentle- 
inan,yet,  when  his  views  are  m  conflict  with  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Coart  of  the  United  States,  the  decision  of  that  tribunal  will  secure  my 
ooncorrenoe. 

In  the  case  of  the  Railroad  Company  against  Husen,  the  Court  dis- 
cnsaes  this  very  question,  as  to  who  shall  be  the  judge  of  the  proper 
exercise  of  the  police  power.  It  had  been  urged  that  the  question  of  the 
propriety  of  the  exercise  of  the  police  power  is  to  be  determined  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  and  not  dv  the  Courts.  But  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  says:  ''With  this  we  cannot  concur.  The  police 
power  of  the  State  cannot  obstruct  foreign  commerce,  or  inter-State 
commerce,  beyond  the  necessity  for  its  exercise;  and  under  color  of  it 
objects  not  within  its  scope  cannot  be  secured  at»the  expense  of  the  pro- 
tection afforded  by  the  Federal  Constitution.  And  as  its  range  some- 
times comes  very  near  to  the  field  committed  by  the  Constitution  to 
Congress,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Courts  to  guard  vigilantly  against  any 
needless  intrusion." 

These  decisions  we  must  accept  as  final,  because  whether  we  indorse 
them  or  not  they  are  the  law  of  the  land.  In  considering  this  subject, 
there  are  some  other  questions  worthy  of  our  consideration.  I  will  refer 
for  a  moment  to  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
Tnited  States.  It  is  well  known  that  some  of  these  latter  amendments 
to  the  Constitution  arose  from  the  peculiar  condition  of  affairs  in  the 
South  during  and  subseouent  to  the  civil  war.  Congress  passed  a  num- 
ber of  Acts,  the  special  object  of  which  was  to  protect  the  negro  recently 
emancipated  from  slavery,  and  to  confer  upon  him  all  the  rights  of  an 
American  citizen.  The  Fourteenth  and  Fifteenth  Amendments  of  the 
Federal  Constitution  were  designed  to  place  the  negro  in  a  position  of 
political  equality  with  the  whites,  and  Acts  of  Congress  were  passed  to 
enforce  the  principles  embodied  in  those  amendments.  Of  the  wisdom 
of  what  was  thus  done  we  have  nothing  to  say,  we  can  but  simply 
accept  the  result  as  an  accomplished  fact.  The  Fourteenth  Amendment 
says: 

''Sbctiom  1.  All  persons  bom  or  naturalized  in  the  United  States, 
snd  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof,  are  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
and  of  the  States  whjerein  they  reside.  No  State  shall  make  or  enforce 
sny  law  which  shall  abridge  the  privileges  or  immunities  of  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any  person  of  life,  liberty, 
or  property,  without  due  process  of  law,  nor  deny  to  any  person  within 
its  junsdi^ion  the  equal  protection  of  its  laws." 

We  must  yield  to  these  persons  within  our  borders  and  jurisdiction 
the  equal  protection  of  the  law.  It  matters  not  who  the  inaividual  is ; 
it  matters  not  how  humble  he  is,  or  how  base  he  is,  the  broad  shield  of 
the  law  extends  over  him,  and  he  may  demand  all  the  right  which  any 


other  person  mav  have  to  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws.  Of  course 
this  does  not  embrace  political  privileges,  which  are  limited,  but  he  is 
entitled  to  full  protection.  This  amendment  has  sometimes  been  sup- 
posed to  be  limited  entirely  to  the  negro  race,  because  the  circumstances 
and  condition  of  that  race  at  the  end  of  the  war  caused  the  passage  of 
these  Acts;  but  the  language  is  not  limited  merely  to  the  negro,  it  is 
comprehensive  enough  to  embrace  all  others,  and  it  must  be  construed 
according  to  its  natural  meaning.  In  the  history  of  laws  we  see  that 
certain  things  cause  the  enactment  of  ordinances  and  statutes,  but  they 
must,  nevertheless,  be  construed  according  to  plain  ordinary  meaning  of 
the  words  employed.  It  is  not  necessary  to  show  this  by  argument, 
because  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  the  Slaughterhouse 
case,  in  lA  Wallace  Reports,  here  so  construed  this  very  amendment  of 
the  Constitution.  After  viewing  the  history  of  this  legislation,  and  this 
constitutional  enactment,  showing  that  the  negro  was  the  cause  of  these 
laws  havine  been  passed,  and  that  the  negro  was  primarily  intended  to 
be  benefited  by  them,  the  Court  says :  "  We  do  not  say  that  no  one 
else  but  the  negro  can  share  in  this  protection.  Both  the  language  and 
spirit  of  these  articles  are  to  have  their  fair  and  just  weight  in  any 
question  of  construction.  Undoubtedly  while  negro  slavery  was  alone 
in  the  mind  of  the  Congress  which  proposed  the  thirteenth  article,  it 
forbids  any  other  kind  of  slavery,  now  or  hereafter.  If  Mexican 
peonage,  or  the  Chinese  coolie  labor  system,  shall  develop  slavery  of  the 
Mexican  or  Chinese  race  within  our  territory,  this  amendment  may  safely 
be  trusted  to  make  it  void.  And  so  if  ot^her  rights  are  assailed  by  the 
States  which  properly  and  necessarily  fall  within  the  protection  of  these  y 
articles,  that  protection  will  apply,  though  the  party  interested  may  noty 
be  of  African  descent."  / 

My  object  thus  far  has  been  to  demonstrate,  so  far  as  in  me  lies,  that 
in  view  of  the  Burlingame  treaty  and  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  we  cannot  safely  so  beyond  sections  one  and 

t three  as  presented  by  the  committee,  if  indeed  we   can   go  that  'far. 
Yet  I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood.     If  any  one  can  show  me  how 


we  may  constitutionally  relieve  ourselves  from  this  Chine>s6  incubus,  I 
will  go  as  far  as  his  light  may  illume  the  path.  I  am  no  lover  of  these< 
Oriental  pagans.  They  have  no  advocate  in  me.  I  entertain  no  mere 
prejudice  against  them,  but  I  have  a  settled  conviction,  the  result  of 
years  of  observation  and  reflection,  that  their  residence  among  us  is  a 
scourge,  a  growing  evil,  and  highly  detrimental  to  our  prosperity,  mor- 
als, and  general  welfare.  It  is  a  public  calamity  that  they  are  in  our 
midst;  and  in  their  undisturbed  presence  here  1  see  iMuch  to  make  the 
statesman  fear,  the  patriot  mourn,  and  the  philanthropist  despair.  Yet 
I  will  not  lend  myself  to  any  measures  in  themselves  inhuman,  or 
which  violate  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  or  that  of  the  State 
of  California,  or  place  myself  in  an  absurd  attitude  before  the  people  of 
the  United  States.  ^ 

Me.  HERRINGTON.    I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question. 
If  the  present  Burlingame  treaty  were  not  in  force  and  effect,  would  it 
be  proper  for  the  State  of  California,  for  this  Convention,  to  adopt  pro-' 
visions  in  our  Constitution  to  prevent  the  accession  by  the  Mongolians 
of  permanent  residences  in  this  State? 

Mb.  WILSON.  Yes,  I  think  in  that  event  we  might  go  a  great  way 
in  that  direction,  until  met  by  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  as  to 
commerce.  , 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Then  I  will  ask  another  question.  If  that  be 
so,  would  a  provision  of  this  Constitution  be  in  violation  of  any  pro- 
visions of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States;  or  would  it  be  in  any 
different  position  than  the  law  in  reference  to  insolvency,  when  the 
general  bankrupt  law  was  in  existence? 

Mb.  WILSON.  It  would  be  like  passing  a  law  by  the  Legislature  or 
by  the  Constitution,  in  direct  violation  of  the  Act  of  Congress,  because 
the  treaty  is  a  law  as  much  as  the  Constitution,  or  an  Act  of  Congress. 
We  cannot  pass  any  legislation  which  is  an  infringement  upon  that 
existinfiT  law 

Me.  HERRINGTON.  Then  the  law  passed  a  little  while  before  the 
repeal  of  the  bankrupt  law  was  not  in  violation  of  the  Constitution; 
that  law  is  still  in  force  and  effect. 

Mb.  WILSON.  A  serious  question  was  raised  on  that  point  the  other 
day.  A  gentleman  of  great  legal  experience  suggested  to  me,  in  a  case 
we  were  discussing,  that,  as  the  State  insolvent  law  was  passed  pending 
an  Act  of  Congress,  it  could  not  be  considered  of  any  validity  or  effect 
now ;  and  that  suggestion  raises  serious  doubts  in  my  mind  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  Act.  However,  this  is  like  one  of  the  recent  school  exam- 
inations, and  I  have  not  been  furnished,  as  the  parties  there  were,  with 
the  questions  beforehand.  [Laughter.]  This  first  section,  as  reported 
by  the  committee,  has  a  clause  which  I  am  somewhat  doubtful  about : 

"  The  Legislature  shall  have  and  shall  exercise  the  power  to  enact  all 
needful  laws,  and  prescribe  necessary  regulations  for  the  protection  of 
the  State,  and  the  counties,  cities,  and  towns  thereof,  from  the  burdens 
and  evils  arising  from  the  presence  of  aliens,  who  are  or  who  may 
become  vagrants,  paupers,  mendicants,  criminals,  or  invalids  afflicted 
with  contagious  or  infectious  diseajses,  and  aliens  ^giberwise  dangerous  or 
detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  tlie  State,  and  to  impose  con- 
ditions upon  which  such  persons  may  reside  in  the  State,  and  to  provide 
the  means  and  mode  of  tneir  removal  from  the  State  upon  failure  or 
refusal  to  comply  with  such  conditions;  provided,  that  nothing  con- 
tained in  the  foregoing  shall  be  construed  to  impair  or  limit  the  power 
of  the  Legislature  to  pass  such  other  police  laws  or  regulations  as  it 
may  deem  necessary.*' 

The  clause  I  refer  to  is  that  relating  to  "  aliens  otherwise  dangerous  or 
detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State."  These  words  give 
a  wide  latitude.  They  may  embrace  almost  anything'  "  Detrimental 
to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State."  How?  In  what  res}>ect?  By 
what  mode?  what  is  the  well-being  of  the  State?  Is  it  wise  to  use 
these  words,  to  which  nothing  definite  can  attach,  and  which  in  their 
wide  sweep  are  boundless  as  space? 
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These  words  remind  us  of  the  old  English  bills  of  attainder.  They 
were  based  on  the  same  idea  contained  in  the  language  to  which  I  object. 
All  the  constitutions  in  this  country  contain  prohibitions  against  bills  of 
attainder.  The^  grew  up  in  England  upon  the  idea  that  while  there 
were  definite  crimes  for  which  persons  could  be  tried  and  punished,  yet 
there  occasionally  might  exist  in  the  State  a  man  who,  though  not  guilty 
of  any  known  or  denned  crime,  would  be  dangerous  to  the  peace  and 
well-being  of  the  community.  Bills  of  attainder  originated  on  this 
assumption.  Parliament  passed  such  bills  to  reach  these  persons  asserted 
to  be  "  dangerous  or  detriraental'to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State." 
By  bills  of  attainder  such  persons  were  punished,  their  blood  attainted, 
and  their  estate  confiscated  to  the  crown.  I  believe  the  last  bill  of  attain- 
der was  passed  in  England  over  a  century  ago.  I  believe  that  almost 
everyone  of  the  State  Constitutions  contain  provisions  against  such  bills. 
The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  provides  that  no  oill  of  attainder 
shall  be  passed.  The  present  Constitution  of  California  contains  also  the 
same  prohibition  against  such  bills.  Now,  this  provision  of  section  one 
sounds  very  much  like  the  old  bills  of  attainder — "aliens  otherwise 
dangerous  or  detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State."  In 
other  respects  I  have  agreed  with  section  one,  not  that  I  think  it  is 
necessary,  because  I  think  the  State  has  inherently  all  the  power  that 
that  section  gives  it.  But  as  some  expression  of  opinion  on  this  subject 
by  the  Convention  is  thought  to  be  desirable,  I  yield  my  concurrence  to 
this  section  as  it  stands. 

In  my  view,  the  remedy  is  beyond  the  powers  of  the  State,  and  it  has 
been  my  object,  so  far,  to  show  that  we  can  have  no  relief,  either 
through  the  Legislature  or  Constitution,  against  the  evils  of  Chinese 
immigration.  We  have  no  power  to  stop  these  people  from  coming  into 
the  State;  we  have  very  little  power  to  control  them  while  here;  ana 
though  I  am  anxious  to' see  the  State  rid  of  these  evils,  I  am  persuaded 
that  the  only  remedy  is  in  an  application  to  the  treaty-making  power, 
or  to  Congress  itself.  We  may  nave  a  modification  of  the  Burliugame 
treaty,  with  the  consent  of  China,  it  being  a  contract— and  the  consent 
of  the  Chinese  Government  is  necessary  in  making  a  new  treaty,  to 
guard  and  protect  us  against  this  unlimited  invasion  of  foreigners  not 
susceptible  of  naturalization.  We  may  also  call  upon  Congress  for  some 
remedy,  and  Congress  has  the  power  to  so  regulate  the  intercourse  between 
the  two  countries  as  to  afibrd  us  some  relief.  There  is  no  doubt  at  all 
about  the  correctness  of  the  position  assumed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Marin,  that  while  the  treaty  itself  binds  the  two  natione,  we  cannot  get 
rid  of  it  except  by  consent  of  China,  although  we  may  break  it  by  Act 
of  Congress  or  otherwise,  being  ourselves  responsible  to  the  Chinese 
Government,  as  we  are  in  all  cases,  for  the  infraction  of  a  treaty.  That 
responsibility,  if  I  were  a  part  of  the  administration  of  the  General 
Government,  I  would  be  willing  to  take.  I  would  give  relief  even  if 
we  had  to  resort  to  warn  But  we  can  only  have  adequate  relief  through 
Congress,  or  the  treaty-making  power.  Just  at  this  particular  time  Cali- 
fornia seems  to  occupy  a  very  important  position.  The  political  signs 
indicate  that  California  will  soon  rise  from  political  obscurity  and 
assume  a  place  of  power  in  the  national  councils — I  do  not  care  what 
party  succeeds  here,  whether  it  be  the  Workingmen's,  the  Republican, 
or  the  Democratic  party. 

This  State  may  hold  the  balance  of  power  and  have  a  voice  in  deter- 
mining who  will  be  the  President  of  the  United  States;  and  that  proba- 
bility, has,  to  a  great  extent,  gained  faith  recently.  We  are  entitled  to 
use  our  power  for  our  State  protection ;  we  are  entitled  now  to  demand 
of  the  General  Government  that  it  shall  awake  and  listen  to  us.  And,  I 
believe  now,  that  if  a  strong,  earnest,  and  determined  effort  is  made,  the 
General  Government,  in  view  of  the  political  condition,  will  listen  to  us. 
And,  in  my  judgment,  whether  thev  do  or  do  not,  it  is  our  only  hope 
and  our  only  remedy,  and  we  should  here  put  ourselves  upon  t^is  rec- 
ord, in  the  language  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer, 
in  a  dignifying,  manly,  and  statesmanlike  position,  and  go  to  the  Gen- 
eral Government  and  ask  it  to  relieve  us  from  these  evils  under  which 
we  are  sufiTering.  I  believe  that  anything  in  the  shape  of  violence 
towards  the  Chinese  will  have  the  same  effect  that  it  did  in  regard  to  the 
negroes.  In  order  to  protect  the  negroes.  Congress  made  them  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  I  believe  now  that  any  violence  on  our  part 
against  the  Chinese  will  simply  induce  Congress  to  pass  an  Act  render- 
ing them  eligible  to  citizenship,  which  will  render  them  more  hurtful  to 
the  interests  of  the  State  than  now,  and  merely  aggravate  our  evils. 
And,  in  that  view  of  the  case,  I  think  we  should  appeal  to  Congress  in  a 
sensible,  statesmanlike  manner.  I  believe  we  will  get  relief.  It  may 
be  long  coming;  it  may  be  difficult  to  rouse  those  people  of  other  States 
to  a  comprehension  of  our  situation,  and,  when  you  come  to  think  of  it, 
it  is  not  wonderful  that  it  is  so.  They  know  nothing  about  this  subject; 
they  know  nothing  of  this  competitive  labor;  they  know  nothing  of 
the  absolute  power  of  the  Chinese  to  affect,  most  injuriously,  the  labor- 
ing men  of  the  country;  they  know  nothing  of  the  manifold  evils 
attending  the  residence  of  Chinese  among  us.  We  call  upon  them  to 
reverse  the  old,  respected,  and  revered  doctrines,  of  the  government  on 
the  subject  of  expatriatfon.  We  have  boasted,  time  and  again,  that  we 
had  here  a  land  open  to  all  the  nations  of  the  earth.  We  have  listened 
to  that  doctrine  preached  in  the  halls  of  Congress,  and  in  Fourth  of 
July  orations,  and  from  the  stump.  We  have  everywhere  proclaimed 
that  this  is  an  asylum  for  the  oppressed  of  all  nations,  and  asked  them 
to  come  here  and  enjoy,  without  stint,  the  blessings  of  this  free  land  of 
ourft  Now  we  turn  to  the  people  of  the  other  States,  who  have  heard 
these  things  preached  for  one  hundred  years,  and  say  to  them,  "reverse 
all  these  things  and  exclude  these  people  from  our  snores." 

It  is  the  first  time  any  such  proposition  has  ever  been  advanced ;  it  is 
the  first  time  any  such  request  nas  ever  been  made.  It  is  not  wonderful 
they  are  slow  to  adopt  our  views.  It  would  be  strange  if  they  easily 
yielded  to  our  arguments.  We  must  be  careful  and  sensible  in  our  action. 
We  must  try  to  induce  them  to  hear  us.  It  is  the  only  possible  remedy. 
NoW;  I  know,  Mr.  President^  that  if  I  were  to  urge  extreme  measures 


here  I  would  please  some  persons.  I  know  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
radicalism  on  this  subject  among  many  persons,  but  my  object  on  this 
floor  is  not  merely  to  please,  but  to  advocate  these  measures  which  will 
afford  the  true  remedy  for  the  wrongs  we  suflTer,  recognizing  that  I  am 
res(X)nsible  to  the  people  of  the  State  for  my  action,  an^  desirous  of 
putting  myself  upon  the  record  here,  as  one  not  afraid  to  speak  the  truth, 
however  unpalatable  it  may  be;  therefore,  I  say  that  I  dinnot  favor 
thrae  extreme  measures.  We  should  look  at  this  question  as  it  is,  in  all 
its  naked  deformity,  and  ascertain  where  the  remedy  lies,  and  not  nin 
after  a  remedy  which  will  not  avail,  or  which  will  only  result  in  future 
distress  to  us.  We  have  appealed  to  the  General  Government  to  aid  us 
in  this  matter.  Let  us  continue  this  af^^eal.  Iiet  us  take  advanta^  of 
the  political  crisis  about  to  come,  and  make  our  power  in  that  respect 
felt.  Let  u^  demand  proper  legislation  by  Congress,  and  proper  action 
by  the  treaty-making  jx)wer,  which  will  relieve  us  of  this  gigantic  evil. 

Mr^  BARBOUR.  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  indorsed  tl^e  Non-par- 
tisan platform  upon  which  the  candidates  in  San  Francisco  were  elected? 

Mr.  WILSO^.  Docs  it  make  any  difierence  in  the  strength  of  the 
argument,  whether  I  indorsed  that  platform  or  not?  In  fact  I  was  not 
here  in  the  State  at  the  time  that  platform  was  framed,  or  at  the  time 
of  the  election.  I  was  in  the  Atlantic  States,  and  therefore  never  have 
seen  it  to  this  day. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.    All  right. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  had  supposed  that  my  action  was  in  aocordance 
with  it  If  I  am  convinced,  as  I  am,  that  the  State  has  no  power  over 
this  subject,  and  that  the  remedy  is  in  Congtess  alone,  and  I  am  anxious 
and  willing  to  adopt  that  remeay,  I  suppose  I  am  not  inconsistent  with 
the  Non-partisan  platform.  I  have,  therefore,  fully  presented  my  views, 
recognizing  the  giWtness  of  the  evil  and  where  the  remedy  is.  'l  abide 
the  result,  whatever  it  be. 

»  SPBBCH   OF   MB.   BARNES. 

Mb.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman :  No  one  can  feel  more  keenly  the 
responsibility  which  rests  upon  us  in  the  consideration  of  this  question 
than  I  do.  !ko  one  can  feel  more  desirous  than  I  that  whatever  is  done 
here  should  be  wisely  done;  and  if  it  be  true,  as  suggested  by  the  gen- 
tleman last  on  the  floor,  that  the  people  are  remediless,  and  that,  when 
so  many  of^pur  citizens  feel  perhaps  tneir  lives— certainly  the  welfare  of 
themselves  and  their  families — depend  in  a  great  measure  upon  this 
Convention,  I  feel  unequal  to  the  task  of  coping  with  gentlemen  so  able 
and  distinguished  as  those  upon  the  other  side  of  tliis  question,  who 
have  argu^  to  us  with  the  earnestness  that  marks  them  as  sincere,  that 
the  people  of  this  coast  are  absolutely  and  solely  remediless  in  the 
premises.  That  we  are  to  be  in  the  future,  as  we  have  been  in  the  past, 
and  are  in  the  present,  subject  to  the  unlimited  presence  of  an  element 
so  forcibly  described  by  my  colleague  from  San  Francisco,  without  hope 
of  remedy,  is  to  say  that  our  government  is  a  failure.  Surrounded  by 
distress,  and  hunger,  and  want  on  every  hand,  it  is  said  we  must  sit 
supinely  down  under  this  upas  tree  and  inhale  the  poison  that  falls 
from  its  limbs,  absolutely  devoid  of  the  power — not  merely  to  Uiy  the  ax 
at  the  foot  of  the  tree,  but  powerless  to  remove  a  single  limb  that  drips 
its  poison  upon  us.  And  we  are  referred  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  the  treaty-making  power  conferred  upon  the 
President  and  Senate  of  the  United  States,  as  something  which  consti- 
tutes an  impassable  barrier  between  us  and  this  great  social  and  jiolitical 
wrong.  Now,  sir,  I  prefer  to  regard  thTs^  not  as  a  Case  dependintr 
altogether  upon  authorities — though  I  believe  that  authority,  and  goo<I 
authority, can  be  advanced  for  the  views  which  I  entertain — but  I  prefer 
to  look  for  a  moment  at  it  as  a  case  of  first  impression,  as  if  we  had  not 
this  provision  in  the  Constitution  in  reference  to  the  jwwer  of  the  gov- 
ernment, and  the  rights  given  to  Congress  and  the  President  of  the 
United  States ;  as  though  none  of  these  vexing  questions  had  ever  risen 
at  all ;  as  though  there  had  never  been  such  a  case  as  that  cited  from 
Otto  in  respect  to  diseased  cattle;  as  though  we  had  never  a  case  passed 
u{)on  in  respect  to  the  importation  of  Chinese  women ;  as  though  we  had 
never  had  a  case  founded  upon  the  right  of  one  citizen  to  import  into 
another  State  his  merchandise  of  human  bodies.  Let  us  look  for  a 
moment  at  it  as  a  case  of  first  impression. 

These  ^reat  men  who  gave  us  this  form  of  government  called  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  under  which  this  nation  has  attained 
all  its  greatness,  and  grandeur,  and  prosperity,  gave  it  to  us  for  one 
purpose,  as  they  say,  and  only  one.  And  while  they  exacted  from  us 
certain  things,  they  ^ave  us  certain  other  things  in  return.  For  what  we, 
surrendered  we  received  an  equivalent  in  return.  But  let  us  see  farther 
what  each  was  to  receive,  in  accordance  with  that  compact.  It  is  neces- 
sary to  see  what  these  rights  are  in  order  to  determine  what  powers  it 
is  necessary  for  us  to  have  in  order  to  maintain  the  rights  which  were 
guaranteed  to  us  under  the  Constitution.  Now,  sir,  although  I  detest 
the  spirit  of  nullification  as  I  detest  the  spirit  of  secession,  I  do  not 
believe  that  a  State  can  live  in  this  Union  which  repudiates  one  law 
intended  to  enjoin  harmony  on  the  balance;  still  I  believe  it  is  the  right 
of  every  State  to  bring  the  principles  which  it  considers  underlie  the 
social  fabric  to  the  test.  I  do  not  understand,  with  the  gentleman  from 
Marin,  that  it  is  a  violation  of  our  constitutional  oath  of  office  to  engraft 
into  this  Constitution  anything  which  we  mi^ht  consider  necessary  and 
essential  for  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  this  State.  It  is  well  known 
that  the  Legislatures  of  the  States  have,  from  time  to  time,  passed  laws 
and  adopted  resolutions,  which,  when  submitted  to  the  critical  tests  of 
judicial  interpretation,  have  been  declared  unconstitutional.  There  was 
no  pretense  that  the  members  violated  their  oaths  when  they  attempted 
to  establish  some  law  which  they  considered  right  and  just,  thougn  in 
tiie  end  it  was  declared  to  be  in  violation  of  the  Constitution.  And  I 
consider  that  we  are  eminently  justified  in  going  to  the  extreme  veree 
of  constitutional  law,  both  here  and  elsewhere,  for  the  purpose,  if  noth- 
ing else,  of  ascertaining  by  the  determination  of  the  Court  of  last  resort, 
whether  we  have  the  rights  we  believe  we  have  or  not. .   If  that  Court 
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shall  decide  that  we  do  not  possess  them,  we  can  submit,  as  we  have 
always  done,  and  as  I  trust  we  always  will  do.  If  that  Court  decides 
that  we  do  possess  these  ri^lits  and  powers,  we  shall  feel  that  we  have 
been  the  means  of  accomplishing  a  great  reform.  Sir,  I  regret  that  the 
gentleman  who  preceded  me  seemed  to  think  that  it  was  easy  to  speak  on 
the  popular  side  of  this  question.  I  do  not  so  understand  it.  I  think 
the  man  who  undertakes  to  take  a  step  in  advance  requires  more  cour- 
age,-better  will,  and  stronger  resolution  than  he  who  attempts  to  stick 
in  the  dark,  and  says  we  snail  not  move  for  fear  we  may  run  counter  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Kow,  sir,  what  was  that  compact?  Why,  sir,  the  compact  made  by 
the  people  of  the  State  was  that  we  entered  into  this  agreement  and 
surrendered  these  powers  utterly  and  absolutely  to  the  centralized  gov- 
ernment for  several  purposes.  It  was  to  form  a  more  perfect  Union.  It 
was  to  establish  justice.  It  was  to  insure  domestic  tranquillity,  provide 
for  common  defense,  and  the  general  welfare,  and  secure  the  blessinp 
of  liberty  to  ourselves  and  to  our  posterity.  We  find  ourselves  sub- 
jected to  an  innovation,  the  extent  of  which  no  man  can  tell,  which  is 
absolutely  destructive  to  justice;  which  destroys  domestic  tranquillity; 
which  places  an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  common  defense,  destroys  the 
general  welfare,  and  absolutely  undermines  the  blessings  of  liberty 
which  we  claim  for  ourselves  and  for  our  posterity.  Under  that  form 
of  Constitution  it  was  expected  that  the  nations  of  the  earth  would  come 
in  here  and  find  a  common  heritage,  to  grow  up  a  homogeneous  and 
united  people.  The  provisions  were  ample  at  tnat  time,  because  our 
fathers  never  looked  out  beyond  the  western  shore  into  this  great 
unknown  sea  of  hungry  humanity.  They  never  dreamed  that  the 
happy  and  contented  people  were  to  be  exposed  to  such  danger  and 
degradation  as  that  If  they  had,  sir,  does  any  one  doubt  that  those 
wise  men  would  have  framed  this  C/9nslitutiou  so  as  to  give  us  some 
protection  and  some  defense?  They  never  hod  any  such  idea.  They 
never  dreamed  of  the  danger  ahead.  The  provisions  in  respect  to  nat- 
uralization were  broad  and  full.  Congress  was  directed  under  the 
organic  law  to  provide  a  system  of  naturalization  that  9hould  enable 
laen,  whether  oorn  here  or  not,  to  live  among  us  on  equal  terms,  par- 
ticipate in  the  government  of  the  country,  and  bec«)me  American  citizens 
in  every  sense  of  the  word.  They  guaranteed  a  republican  form  of  gov- 
iveniment,  based  upon  intelligence,  upon  education,  and  upon  love  of 
country.  Those  were  the  principles  enunciated  by  the  father  of  his 
counti7;  those  were  the  principles  upon  which  this  government  was 
founds),  and  upon  which  our  fathers  intended  it  should  survive.  That 
was  the  basis,  and  that  is  the  only  basis  upon  which  a  republican  gov- 
ernment can  ever  stand.  It  was  upon  the  idea  of  universal  intelligence, 
where  the  people  in  their  individual  and  collective  capacity,  without 
reference  to  wealth,  stand  equal  before  the  law. 

Well,  sir,  have  we  got  that  form  of  government  here  to-day,  when 
in  our  midst  exista  this  poison;  when  in  our  midst  exists  this  great 
body  of  people  who  have  no  sympathy  or  interest  in  the  government; 
who  take  no  part  in  our  system  of  education ;  a  people  who  have  no 
part  in  the  underlying  religious  ideas  of  our  institutions?  Why,  sir, 
the  argument  on  that  side  has  been  so  forcibly  presented  by  gentlemen 
who  have  preceded  me,  that  it  needs  no  lauguage — indeed,  language 
would  fiail  to  expre^  it  in  all  ita  horrors  and  destructive  capcu;ity.  No 
man  of  intelligence  will  deny,  I  think,  that  this  thing  is  a  curse  that 
will  in  the  end,  if  continued,  destroy  the  very  framework  of  govern- 
ment and  society;  and  when  you  have  said  that,  you  have  said  all  that 
can  be  said  on  that  branch  of  the  subject. 

Now,  we  are  told  that  notwithstanding  we  are  living  under  a  govern- 
ment that  professes  to  carry  out  the  principles  to  which  I  have  referred; 
notwithstanding  we  are  guaranteed  a  republican  form  of  goveniment, 
under  which  all  are  supposed  to  be  equal  before  the  IKw,  we  are 
told  here  to-day  that  we  must  adopt  no  means  here  by  which  we  can 
test  the  validity  of  this  compact,  because  they  say  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  treaties  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  are 
the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  wo  must  not  que:*tion  them.  I  say 
they  are  subject  to  the  interpretation  of  the  Supreme  Court  the  same  as 
any  other  law.  Suppose  for  a  moment  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  two  thiras  of  the  Senate  should  make  a  treaty  with  Great 
Britain,  by  which  certain  portions  of  this  country  should  be  formed 
into  a  kingdom,  or  some  system  of  government  which  should  absolutely 
overthrow  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Slates,  and  the  people  should 
undertake  to  test  it,  as  they  should  test  it.  The  question  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  I  see  no  difference — 
none  laid  down  in  the  books — between  a  treaty  and  a  law  of  Congress. 
And  we  have  the  right,  as  we  have  the  powef,  to  test  it  in  every  way, 
and  this  ia  the  best  way  in  which  it  can  be  tested.  And  I  have  no 
doubt,  if  it  could  be  shown  before  the  Supreme  Court  that  any  treaty  or 
law  of  Cdngress,  whichever  it  may  be,  is,  either  in  itself  or  in  its  results, 
subversive  of  American  liberty,  as  we  all  understand  it,  that  it  would 
be  set  aside  and  annulled,  and  the  people  declared  free  and  indc|)endent 
of  its  operations.  It  might  plunge  us  into  a  war  with  China;  it  might 
bring  about  any  other  international  difficulty,  but  so  lon^  as  the  people 
are  contented  and  prosperous  at  home  it  makes  very  little  difierence 
what  such  difficulty  may  be.  I  say  it  is  our  duty  to  put  a  provision  in 
the  Constitution)  such  a  one  as  in  our  judgment  the  exigencies  of  the 
times  demand,  with  the  purpose — if  for  nothing  else— of  testing  this 
thing  before  the  Courts  of  the  land.  The  gentleman  says  we  cannot  run 
counter  to  the  centra rgovemment;  that  we  are  bound  here  hand  and 
foot  until  Congress  shall  see  fit  to  act,  and  that  the  only  thing  for  us  to 
do  is  to  continue  to  pray  to  Congress  for  relief. 

We  are,  he  said,  to  continue  our  supplications  until  Congress  shall  do 
like  the  wdknan  did — marry  the  man  who  was  courting  her  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  him.  [Laughter.]  Now,  we  have  tried  that  sort  of  thing  for  a 
long  time,  and  no  man  of  intelligence  can  look  ahead  and  give  us  any 
assurance  of  relief  in  that  direction.  I  can  see  no  prospect  of  it.'  We 
know  what  the  feeling  in  other  parts  of  the  country  is,  and  we  know 


the  influence  that  suiToun^s  Congress  in  the  City  of  Washington,  and 
we  know  that  that  influence  will  continue  to  be  exerted  and  continue 
to  have  its  eflect.  It  will  not  be  until  this  State  shall  be  filled  from  one 
end  to  the  other  that  Congress  will  awaken  to  the  necessity  of  doing 
something  for  our  relief.  I  am  free  to  say  that  I  do  not  anticipate  any 
relief  in  that  direction ;  I  see  no  prospect  of  it.  I  can  see  nothing  in 
the  future  which  holds  out  any  hope  of  relief.  If  we  could  see  the  oow 
of  promise,  like  that  which  God  hung  over  the  people  after  the  flood, 
we  might  be  willing  to  wait  yet  a  little  while;  but,  sir,  I  cannot  see  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  On  the  contrary,  the  signs  of  the  times  to  my  mind 
indicate  that  if  we,  as  a  State,  do  not  do  something  for  ourselves,  we  will 
miss  the  only  opportunity  we  shall  have  of  helping  ourselves.  And  here 
in  the  organic  law  is  the  place  to  make  the  attempt. 

Now,  sir,  I  do  not  like  this  article  on  Chinese.  My  opposition  to  it  is 
baaed  upon  this :  that  it  is  evasive ;  that  it  is  attempting  to  do  indirectly 
what  it  seems  by  tacit  consent  we  can  do  directly.  And  if  we  can  do  a  thing 
indirectly,  we  can  do  it  directly.  All  these  provisions  about  requiring 
aliens  to  get  certificates,  and  all  that  sort  of  tning,  are  worse  than  non- 
sense. It  is  unmanly.  If  we  are  going  to  act  at  all  let  us  put  a  broad, 
ojien,  and  manly  declaration  in  the  Constitution,  declaring  that  the 
presence  of  these  })eople  is  a  constant  menace  to  our  government,  and 
then  apply  the  ax  to  the  tree,  and  go  boldly  before  the  Courts  claiming 
our  right  to  act  in  self-defense.  Now,  this  first  section,  let  us  see  what 
that  contains: 

'^Srction  I.  The  Legislature  shall  have  and  shall  exercise  the  power 
to.  enact  all  needful  laws,  and  prescribe  necessary  regulations  for  the 
protection  of  the  State,  and  the  counties,  cities,  and  towns  thereof,  from 
the  burdens  and  evils  ari^ng  from  the  presence  of  aliens,  who  are  or 
who  may  become  vagrants,  paupers,  mendicants,  criminals,  or  invalids 
afflicted  with  contagious  or  infectious  diseases,  and  aliens  otherwise  dan- 
gerous or  detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  State,  and  to 
impose  conditions  upon  which  sucA  persons  may  reside  in  the  State, 
and  to  provide  the  means  and  mode  of  their  removal  from  the  Slate 
upon  failure  or  refusal  to  comply  with  such  conditions ;  provided,  that 
nothing  contained  in  the  foregoing  shall  be  construed  to  impair  or  limit 
the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  pass  such  other  police  laws  or  regula- 
tions OS  it  may  deem  necessary." 

Why,  sir,  that  is  nothing  but  a  declaration  of  the  powers  of  the  State, 
which  it  has  always  had.  The  police  power  of  the  State  has  been 
talked  about  here  from  the  beginning.  We  all  know  what  it  is.  It  is 
to  compel  men  to  slaughter  hogs  outside  of  the  city  limits ;  provides  for 
the  sale  of  milk  cows.  The  State  has  that  power,  and  always  will 
have,  but  that  does  not  help  us  here.  It  is  a  fraud.  It  mutilates  the 
article.  [Applause.]  And  I  am  glad  of  it.  It  is  cowardly.  There  is 
nothing  in  it  which  entitles  it  to  our  respect  There  is  nothing  in  it 
which  entitles  it  to  the  respect  of  mankind.  To  say  that  we  are  going 
to  get  rid  of  a  population  that  are  menacing  free  government,  and 
destroying  our  happiness,  and  carrying  desolation  to  our  homes,  by^the 
exercise  of  the  police  power  of  the  State,  is  utterly  absurd. 

Now,  my  friend  from  Marin  refers  to  his  life-long  services  in  the  cause 
of  abolition.  He  knows  very  well  there  was  a  time  in  the  history  of 
the  abolition  of  negro  slavery  in  this  country  when  it  was  cousiderea  an 
impeachment  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  for  a  man  to  deny 
the  divine  right  of  slavery.  Take  your  books  and  examine  the  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  see  how  many  of  these 
enactments  were  declared  unconstitutional,  one  after  the  other,  as  opposed 
to  the  spirit  of  comity  and  the  right  of  Congress  to  regulate  commerce. 
The  Act  of  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-one,  pa^ed  by  the  State  of 
New  York,  was  contested  upon  the  ground  that  it  was  unconstitutional, 
flying  in  the  face  of  slavery  and  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  to 
pass  It.  That  great  man,  under  whose  teachings  Charles  O'Conor  stood, 
produced  an  argument  almost  identical  with  that  of  the  gentleman  from 
Marin — that  to  undeKake  to  pass  these  laws  was  unconstitutional,  and 
they  were  flying  in  the  face  of  Providence. and  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

Now,  sir,  all  these  provisions  here  are  evasive.  They  undertake  to 
escape  from  the  results  of  a  conflict  of  authority  by  undertaking  to 
accomplish  them  in  an  indirect  way.  In  mv  judgment,  we  ought  to  do 
whatever  we  do,  directly.  I  don't  like  the  language,  "  aliens  ineligible 
to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States."  If  we  mean  Chinamen,  why 
not  say  Chinamen  or  Mongolians?  If  we  intend  to  rid  the  State  of 
them,  let  us  say  so  openly  and  squarely,  and  then  we  will  have  the 
res|)ect  of  the  Courts  and  of  the  government.  They  may  set  aside  the 
declarations  which  we  put  in  the  Constitution,  but  if  they  do,  no  harm 
follows.  We  will  gain  nothing  by  saying  "  persons  ineligible  to  become 
citizens,"  for  everybody  knows  we  mean  that  to  include  the  Chinese, 
and  no  one  else;  so  that  it  is  far  better  and  far  more  manly  to  sa^  China- 
men at  once.  Let  us  make  these  propositions  direct  to  the  point,  and 
.something  will  be  accomplished. 

Now,  my  ideas  of  what  ought  to  be  embraced  in  this  article — and  I 
have  no  doubt  they  will  shock  the  nerves  of  the  gentlemen  who  are 
bound  up  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States — are  somewhat  difier- 
ent  from  this.  They  are  my  honest  views,  and  they  are  open  to  criti- 
cisms. My  ideas  are  embraced  in  an  article  which  I  have  drawn  on 
this  subject,  and  gentlemen  can  vote  for  it  or  not,  as  they  please.  I 
know  of  no  way  to  stiffen  their  backs  or  quicken  their  consciences. 
[Laughter.]     I  will  read  the  article: 

"Articlr  — . 

''in  rslation  to  mongolians. 

"The  people  of  California,  while  recognizing  the  paramount  authority 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  regulate  commerce  and  intercourse 
with  foreign  nations  and  all  treaty  obligations,  demand,  as  they  possess, 
the  inalienable  privilege  of  controlling  their  domestic  aflairs  to  the  end 
that  serfdom  in  every  form  may  be  al^lished,  and  themselves  protected 
from  a  vicious,  non-assimilating  population  incapable  of  the  duties  of 
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American  citizensliip.  As  intelligent  citizenship  must  be  the  reliance 
of  representative  government,  so  must  the  presence  of  large  numbers  of 
persons  incapable  of  such  citizenship  be  its  perpetual  menace.  In  the 
immediate  presence  of  this  danger,  and  threatened  with  its  overpower- 
ing continuance,  a  contingency  not  foreseen,  and  therefore  not  contem- 
plated in  the  grant  of  power  to  regulate  commerce  made  by  the  people 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  the  public  safety  authorizes  and 
demands  the  following  constitutional  provisions: 

"Section  1.  All  Mongolians  withm  this  State  shall  be  required  to 
remove  therefrom  within  four  years  from  the  time  this  Constitution 
takes  effect.  At  the  first  session  of  the  Legislature  convened  hereunder, 
provision  shall  be  made  for  judicial  proce^ings  to  compel  such  removal, 
and  for  the  seizure  and  sale  of  so  much  of  any  property  of  sifch  Mongo- 
lians who  may  not  theretofore  have  voluntarily  departed  within  the 
period  herein  limited,  as  may  be  necessary  to  defray  the  necessary  cost 
of  their  removal  from  this  State  to  their  native  country. 

"  Sbc.  2.  After  this  Constitution  takes  effect,  no  Mongolian  shall  carry 
on  or  maintain  any  business,  occupation,  profession,  or  mechanical 
trade  for  gain,  or  perform  any  usual  manual  labor  for  reward  in  this 
State,  and  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  au^  person  or  persons,  bodies  corpo- 
rate or  politic,  to  employ,  contract  with,  or  harbor  such  aliens,  except 
fur  temporary  accommodation,  shelter,  or  charity. 

"  Seo.  3.  All  persons  or  bodies  corporate  who  shall  violate  the  pro- 
visions of  this  article  shall  pay  to  the  State  suitable  penalties,  to  be 
provided  by  the  Legislature,  and  to  be  recovered  in  civil  action  or 
actions  by  the  people  of  the  State.  No  property  shall  be  exempt  from 
levy  on  execution  or  other  process  issued  to  collect  such  penalties 
according  to  law,  and  such  penalties  shall  be  a  lien  upon  real  property 
superior  to  any  other  lien  created  after  tbjs  Constitution  takes  enect. 

"Src.  4.  All  penalties  collected  under  the  provisions  of  this  article 
shall  be  placed  in  the  State  treasury,  to  the  credit  of  a  fund  to  be  called 
the  "  Mongolian  Transportation  FuiM."  They  shall  be  expended  as  the 
Legislature  may  direct,  in  the  deportation  to  their  native  country  of  all 
Mongolians  who  shall  be  unable  to  provide  trans{x)rtation  thereto  for 
themselves;  and  also  of  all  such  Mongolians  who  may  be  imprisoned 
in  any  State  Prison,  County  Jail,  or  other  place  of  connnement  for  per- 
sons convicted  of  crime;  and  also  of  all  such  Mongolians,  as  aforesaid, 
who  shall  be  or  become  ()aupers  or  inmates  of  public  hospitals,  alms- 
houses, or  places  of  refuge  for  the  indigent  and  destitute. 

'*  Src.  6.  All  such  Mongolians,  as  aforesaid,  who  shall,  after  this  Con- 
stitution takes  effect,  be  convicted  of  any  crime  or  offense  against  the 
laws  of  the  land,  except  capital  offenses,  shall,  in  lieu  of  fine  or  impris- 
onment, or  both,  be  sentenced  to  deportation  from  this  State  to  the 
country  of  their  nativity,  and  the  Legislatufe  shall  make  due  appropria- 
tions of  public  moneys  for  the  purposes  of  this  section  to  supply  any 
deficiency  in  the  fund  to  be  provided  b^  section  three  of  this  article. 

"  Sec.  6.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  provisions  of  this  article." 

Now,  let  me  call  your  attention  to  this  treaty  with  China;  and  as  I 
remarked  at  the  outset  that  I  believe  a  treaty  made  by  the  United  States 
is  subject  to  the  same  test  as  any  law  of  Congress,  and  that  it  may  be 
determined  to  be  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  government 
given  to  us  the  same  as  any  law.  Now,  suppose  you  submit  the  treaty 
to  the  test  of  constitutionality,  and  set  up  that  it  is  not  in  harmony  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  declaring  that 
only  a  homogeneous  people,  an  intelligent  people,  a  liberty-loving  peo- 
ple, are  qualified  to  form  a  republican  government. 

Let  us  see  how  this  treaty  reads : 

"The  twenty-nintli  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  eighteenth  of  June, 
eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-eight,  having  stipulated  for  the  exemption 
of  Christian  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  Chinese  con vertfl  from  per- 
secutions in  China  on  account  of  their  faith,  it  is  further  agreed  that 
citizens  of  the  United  States  in  China,  of  every  religious  persuasion,  and 
Chinese  subjects  in  the  Unite.d  States,  shall  enjoy  entire  liberty  pf  con- 
science, and  shall  be  exempt  from  all  disability  or  persecution  on  account 
of  their  religious  faith  or  worship  in  either  country.  Cemeteries  for 
sepulture  of  the  dead,  of  whatever  nativity  or  nationality,  shall  be  held 
in  respect  and  free  from  disturbance  or  profanation." 

That  is  article  four  of  the  Burlingame  treaty.    Again  I  read : 

"Citizens  of  the  United  States,  visiting  or  residing  in  China,  shall 
enjoy  the  same  privileges,  immunities,  or  exemption,  in  re8)>ect  to  travel 
or  residence,  as  may  there  be  enjoyed  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the 
most  favored  nations;  and,  reciprocally,  Chinese  subjects,  visiting  or 
residing  in  the  United  States,  shall  enjoy  the  same  privileges,  immuni- 
ties, and  exemptions,  in  respect  to  travel  or  residence,  as  may  there  be 
enjoyed  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  most  favored  nation.  But 
•nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  held  to  confer  naturalization  upon 
citizens  of  the  United  States  in  China,  nor  upon  subjects  of  China  in  the 
United  States." 

That  is  the  sixth  article  of  the  treaty — the  most  favored  nation  clause. 
Now,  there  is  upon  the  very  face  of  the  treaty  a  violation  of  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  of  our  whole  system 
of  government.  There  is  a  class  of  people  permitted  to  come'  here 
without  limit  or  restriction,  who  are  acknowledged  to  be  unworthy  of 
becoming  citizens  of  the  United  States.  If  they  were  worthy,  then  that 
power  ought  to  haVe  been  conferred  upon  them.  If  they  are  not  worthy, 
then  they  have  no  business  here,  for  this  country  has  no  use  for  an  alien 
population.  And  I  say  if  this  treaty  was  submitted  to  the  test  of  the 
American  judiciary,  it  would,  in  mv  opinion,  be  held  violate  and  sub- 
versive, and  destructive  of  the  princfples  upon  which  this  government  is 
founded,  as  contained  in  the  instrument  itself. 

Now,  sir,  I  believe  it  is  our  right,  and  not  only  our  right  but  our  duty, 
to  test  this  question.  Whether  the  treaty  will  be  reformed  or  altered  I 
do  not  know.  I  see  that  one  of  our  Representatives  in  Washington  has 
introduced  a  bill  on  this  question,  but  I  do  not  know  what  it  will 
accomplish,  even  should  it  pass.    But  I  want  to  test  this  matter  in  an 


open,  direct,  and  manly  way.  I  want  it  decided  on  a  square  basis.  If 
we  are  overthrown,  well  and  good,  let  us  be  overthrown  upon  a  plain 
question,  and  not  undertake  to  do  it  in  this  indirect  and  unsatisfactory 
manner,  which  will  make  us  the  laughing  stock  of  the  country.  Now, 
section  one  of  the  article  which  I  have  prepared,  says  that  "all 
Mongolians  within  this  State  shall  be  required  to  remove  therefrom 
within  four  years  from  the  time  this  Constitution  takes  effect.  At  the 
first  session  of  the  Legislature  convened  hereunder  provision  shali  be 
made  for  iudicial  pro^edings  to  compel  such  removal,  and  for  the 
seizure  and  sale  of  so  much  of  any  property  of  such  Mongolians  who 
may  not  theretofore  have  voluntarily  departed  within  the  period  herein 
limited,  as  may  be  necessary  to  defray  the  necessary  cost  of  their 
removal  from  this  State  to  their  native  country." 

Now,  it  has  been  argued  that  we  had  the  right  to  take  them  after 
they  got  here  and  locate  them  on  a  sort  of  a  Chinese  reservation,  as  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  locates  the  Indians  upon  reservations 
removed  from  the  settlements,  where  they  are  kept  under  the  control  of 
the  government.  If  we  can  do  that;  if  we  have  the  power  to  designate 
one  place,  we  have  the  power  to  put  them  out  of  the  otate.  If  we  have 
a  right  to  place  one  single  restriction  upon  the  residence  of  the  Chi- 
nese here;  if  we  have  the  right  to  locate  them  upon  any  given  qnarter 
section  of  land  in  this  State,  or  put  any  limit  upon  them  whatever,  upon 
the  ground  that  it  is  necessary  for  t^e  protection  of  the  public,  why, 
then,  if  we  think  it  is  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  public  to  make 
John  go  further,  go  out  of  the  State,  we  have  the  power  to  make  him 
go.  "All  Mongolians  within  this  State  shall  be  required  to  remove 
therefrom  within  four  years  from  the  time  this  Constitution  takes  effect'' 
Now  there  is  something  direct  about  that  proposition.  [Laughter  and 
applause.]  It  is  a  direct  intimation  to  the  Chinaman  that  his  company 
is  not  desirable.  [Laughter.]  l^w  don't  laugh — that  is  the  legitimate 
result,  I  submit — tlie  legitimate,  honest  result  of  the  views  expressed 
upon  this  floor,  and  all  else  that  seeks  to  strike  at  this  thing  is  simply  in 
my  judgment  cowardly  and  evasive.  I  am  prepared  to  vote  for  it, 
because  I  believe,  with  my  colleague  from  San  Francisco,  that  the  Mon- 
golian is  a  curse  to  our  golden  land,  and  because  the  prosperity  and  hap- 
piness of  this  people  depend  uix>n  his  ^oing.  If  anything  is  to  be  done 
that  will  be  effectual,  it  must  be  something  of  this  nature.  We  want  this 
question  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  ot  the  United  States,  and  I  have 
broadly  declared  here  that  we  intend  to  exercise  the  power  which  we 
believe  we  possess  to  rid  ourselves  of  this  dangerous  element,  which  is  a 
perpetual  menace  to  free  institutions.  Why  not  make  this  broad  decla- 
ration instead  of  putting  in  such  a  provision  as  this :  "  The  Legislators 
shall  have  and  shall  exercise  the  power  to  enact  all  needful  laws  and 
prescribe  necessary  regulations  for  the  protection  of  the  State,  and  the 
counties,  cities,  and  towns  thereof,  from  the  burdens  and  evils  arising 
from  the  presence  of  aliens  who  are  or  who  may  become  vagrants,  pau- 
pers, mendicants,  criminals,  or  invalids  afflicted  with  contagious  or 
infectious  diseases,  and  aliens  otherwise  dangerous  or  detrimental  to  the 
well-being  or  peace  of  the  State,  and  to  impose  conditions  upon  which 
such  persons  may  reside  in  the  State,  and  to  provide  the  means  wid 
mode  of  their  removal  from  the  State,  upon  failure  or  refusal  to  comply 
with  such  conditions;  providedf  that  notning  contained  in  the  foregoing 
shall  be  construed  to  impair  or  limit  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to 
pass  such  other  police  laws  or  regulations  as  it  may  deem  necessary." 

I  tell  you  there  is  nothing  in  it.  It  will  accomplish  no  good  what- 
ever. 

Now,  I  will  take  up  section  six,  which  provides  that  "  foreigners  inel- 
igible to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  shall  not  have  the  right  to 
sue  or  be  sued  in  any  of  the  Courts  of  this  State,  and  any  lawyer 
appearing  for  or  against  them,  or  any  of  them,  in  a  civil  proceeding, 
shall  forfeit*  his  license  to  practice  law.  No  such  foreigner  shall  be 
granted  license  to  carzy  on  any  business,  trade,  or  occupation  in  this 
State,  nor  shall  such  license  be  granted  to  any  person  or  corporation 
employing  them.  No  such  foreigner  shall  have  the  right  to  catch  fish 
in  any  of  the  waters  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State;  nor  to  pur- 
chase, own,  or  lease  real  property  in  this  State;  and  all  contracts  of  con- 
veyance or  lease  of  real  estate  to  any  such  foreigner  shall  be  void." 
Now,  why  should  we  put  in  a  provision  that  they  shall  not  fish  in  the 
waters  of  this  State,  nor  to  purchase,  own,  or  lease  real  property?  If 
the  Chinaman  stays  here — if  you  are  going  to  allow  him  to  stay  here — 
he  should  have  every  privilege  that  everybody  else  has.  He  should  be 
allowed  to  engage  in  any  business  he  pleases,  and  earn  his  living.  He 
should  have  the  protection  of  the  laws  guaranteed  to  him,  if  he  is  to  be 
allowed  to  remain  here.  But  I  say  he  shall  not  stay  here.  He  is  under- 
mining the  welfare  and  'prosperity  of  our  people,  and  is  the  cause,  in 
my  iudgment,  of  nine  tenths  of  the  tramping  leet  going  on  all  over  the 
land. 

The  great  corporations,  declaring  dividends  of  seven,  eight,  and  nine 
per  cent,  on  stock  watered  four  or  five  times  over,  have  reduced  the  rate 
of  wages  so  that  the  laboring  man  can  no  longer  support  himself,  and 
wife,  and  little  ones;  and  the  corporations  have  been  enabled  to  do  this 
because  of  the  jiresence  of  this  cneap  labor.  Let  us  take  the  question 
up,  and  if  we  are  going  to  deal  with  it  at  all,  let  us  have  something  that 
will  present  the  question  fairly  and  squarely,  and  not  go  up  to  the 
Supreme  Court  upon  a  provision  that  will  make  us  the  laughing  stock 
of  the  country — which  is  both  a  disgrace  to  manhood  and  a  disgrace  to 
the  State.  If  you  are  going  to  keep  the  Chinaman  here,  give  him  the 
privileges  of  every  other  man,  and  let  him  earn  his  living  the  best  way 
ne  can.  But  if  we  believe,  as  I  think  we  do,  that  his  presence  is  injuri- 
ous and  destructive  to  the  very  form  of  government  under  which  we 
live;  destructive  to  private  rights  and  public  morals;  injurious  to  every 
interest  of  the  State,  there  is  no  other  way  for  Tnen  to  do  but  to  come 
squarely  up  and  say  to  him,  you  shall  go,  [Applause.]  We  will  give 
you  a  reasonable  time,  so  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
may  pass  upon  the  question  of  our  power,  and  decide  between  us,  but 
if  we  have  the  power,  you  shall  go.    [Applause.] 
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Xow,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  offer  this  article  as  a  substitute  to  the 
article  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Chinese. 

Ma.  HILBOBN.  I  do  not  rise  to  make  a  speech,  but  simply  make  a 
motion  that  the  usual  number  of  copies  be  printed.  The  members  will 
then  have  a  chance  to  read  it  and  stud^  it. 

Tbb  CHAIRMAN.  Such  a  motion  is  not  in  order  in  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

BPBICH   or  MR.   MILLKB. 

Mb.  miller.  Mr.  Chairman  :  Not  having  these  amendments,  pro- 
posed by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  and  having  had  no  chance 
to  read  them,  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether,  in  his  plan,  he  proposes  to 
prevent  the  immigration  of  the  Chinese. 

Mb.  BARNES.  No,  sir;  there  is  no  plan  for  anything  of  that  kind. 
They  can  come  as  much  as  they  like;  but  when  they  get  here  we  will 
send  them  back.  If  this  constitutional  provision  shall  be  declared  to 
be  constitutional,  I  don't  think  many  of  tnem  will  be  disposed  to  make 
the  trip.  It  has  been  decided  that  we  cannot  interpose  any  restrictions 
upon  immieration,  but  upon  the  theory  that  when  they  are  here  we  can 
remove  or  deal  with  them,  I  make  this  article.  If  we  send  them  away 
when  they  do  come,  they  will  not  be  apt  to  come. 

Mb.  HILBORN.    I  would  like  to  aslc  the  gentleman  a  question. 

Mb.  BARNES.    Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  HILBORN.  Whether  vou  will  begin  to  remove  them  before  the 
expiration  of  four  years  from  the  passage  of  this  Act. 

Mb.  BARNES.    No,  sir. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Then  I  understand  the  proposition.  It  is  that  the 
Chinese  who  are  here,  and  those  who  come  here,  can  remain  for  four 
years  before  they  are  to  be  disturbed,  before  we  make  any  attempt  to  rid 
ourselves  of  them ;  and  the  Chinese  who  are  not  here  can  come  for  the 
next  four  years,  without  any  effort  on  our  part  towards  their  prohibition. 
That  is  the  sum  and  substance  of  this  proposition.  The  otner  matters 
contained  in  the  article  are  merely  details. 

Now,  I  do  not  see  anything  brave  in  that.  [Laughter.]  I  do  not 
denounce  it  as  cowardly,  as  the  gentleman  did  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  expected,  when  he  got  through  with  his  denunciation  of  cow- 
ardice, that  he  would  propose  something  that  was  the  very  essence  of 
braTcry — something  warlike  [laughter] j  that  he  was  going  to  do  some- 
thing that  would  involve  some  responsibnity.  Instead  of  that,  what  does 
he  propose?  Why,  to  entail  this  evil,  this  curse  which  he  denounces 
with  such  fiery  eloquence,  as  a  perpetual  menace  to  free  institutions,  as 
a  di^jace  to  our  civilization,  as  the  destroyer  of  domestic  peace  and  tran- 
quillity— to  entail  this  evil  upon  the  people  of  California  for  four  years 
more,  without  making  a  step  to  relieve  ourselves  from  it.  And  as  he 
considers  that  the  State  has  the  power,  and  is  the  proper  authority  to 
deal  with  this  question,  it  seems  to  me  he  puts  off  the  day  of  remedy  for 
a  long  time. 

Now,  I  must  confess  that  the  gentleman  frightened  me,  and  I  sup- 
pose the  other  members  of  the  committee  were  frightened  also.  We  are 
a  committee  of  very  cowardly  and  unwarlike  men,  but  we  were  trying 
faithfully  to  devise  some  plan  whereby  the  State  could  relieve  herself 
from  this  evil.  In  our  humble,  quiet,  and  peaceable  way  we  did  what 
we  thought  was  for  the  best.  I  do  not  agree  with  all  that  the  commit- 
tee— the  maiority  of  the  committee — have  done  in  respect  to  these  last 
sections,  and  particularly  in  relation  to  the  non-employment  of  China- 
men. I  opposed  them  in  committee  as  improper  to  be  offered  to  this 
Convention,  but  a  majority  of  them  agreea  to  it,  and  it  was  reported. 
Now,  from  the  reading  of  the  proposition  offered  bv  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco,  Colonel  Barnes,  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  verv  much  of 
an  improvement  upon  these  sections  reported  by  the  majority  of  the 
Committee  on  Chinese,  in  respect  to  non-employment.  We  say  that  we 
will  deal  with  the  paupers,  vagrants,  and  criminals,  as  we  have  the 
undoubted  right  to  do.  We  never  pretended,  never  asserted,  never  inti- 
mated that  this  was  a  complete  remedy  for  the  Chinese  evil.  But  we,  in 
effect,  said  that  in  our  view  of  the  Constitution  the  powers  of  the  State, 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  the  treaties  made  in  pur- 
suance of  it,  that  all  we  could  do  was  to  deal  with  this  class  that  were 
admitted  to  be  dangerous — that  class  of  persons  which  no  foreign  gov- 
ernment has  any  nght  to  allow  to  depart  from  their  shores,  to  import 
into  our  country  under  any  pretense  of  law.  I  explained  that  under  the 
operations  of  the  first  section.  I  thought  we  could  begin  a  system  of 
deportation  at  once,  in  perhaps  a  simple  way — not  such  a  grand,  warlike 
way  as  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  would  do,  but  in  what  I  believe 
to  be  a  legitimate  and  lawful  way.  I  stated  my  belief  that  under  the  sec- 
tion we  could  debar  from  the  State  about  five  thousand  of  these  people 
Eer  annum.  I  believe  so  still.  By  that  means,  before  the  gentleman  will 
ave  blown  a  single  blast  to  call  to  battle  his  army  for  the  banishment  of 
the  Chinaman,  we  will  have  rid  the  State  of  twenty  thousand  of  the 
very  worst  of  these  people.  What  the' gentleman  expects  to  gain  by 
placing  California  in  open  conflict  with  the  treaty  I  cannot  see.  If  we 
send  five  thousand  back  every  year  it  will  have  some  effect  in  stopping 
immigration;  not,  perhaps,  a  very  great  influence,  but  it  will  exert 
some  influence  in  stopping  immigration;  that  is  all  weclaim ;  that  it  will 
have  a  tendency  in  tnat  direction,  because  we  know  that  these  people 
are  aided  in  coming  here.  They  have  not  the  means  themselves  to  get 
here;  they  borrow  the  money — raise  money  in  some  way — by  which  to 
get  here.  They  mortgage  themselves;  they  mortgage  their  wages  and 
Uieir  children — anything  they  have;  mortgage  their  toil  and  labor 
for  years  in  advance  in  order  to  raise  the  means  requisite  to  bring  them 
here.  Now,  we  thought,  by  deporting  five  thousand  every  year  the 
people  in  China  who  are  in  the  habit  of  loaning  this  money, and  giving 
aid  to  these  people  to  come  here,  would  at  once  see  that  they  were  in 
danger  of  losing  the  money  by  reason  of  the  forced  return  of  these  peo- 
ple back  to  China.  It  would  give  them  reason  to  fear  that  they  would 
never  get  back  their  money,  and*  they  would  be  more  careful  about 
making  these  investments.    That  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  pro- 
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posed  that  section.    We  never  pretended,  we  never  dreamed,  that  it 
was  going  to  settle  the  Chinese  question. 

I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  further  argue  the  question  of 
the  power  of  this  State  to  Qualify  an  Act  of  Congress,  or  to  abrogate  a 
treaty,  or  any  part  of  it,  maae  by  the  law-making  power  of  this  country. 
I  say  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessaiy  to  argue  that  question  further,  because 
the  arguments  that  have  been  adduced  on  this  side  of  the  question  have 
not  been  answered.  They  have  never  been  touched.  The  gentleman 
who  has  just  taken  his  seat  has  certainly  not  answered  the  arguments  of 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  or  any  part  of  his  argu- 
ments. I  think  that  question  has  been  so  thoroughly  discussed,  and  the 
arguments  are  so  conclusive,  that  it  may  be  considered  settled  that  the 
remedv,  the  full  remedy,  for  this  evil  of  Chinese  immigration,  rests  not 
with  the  State  but  with  the  General  Government  Gentlemen  seem  to 
forget  here  that  when  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  made  that  instru- 
ment they  did  something  more — they  created  a  nation  among  the  powers 
of  the  earth.  They  created  a  national  sovereignty  upon  the  face  of  this 
planet.  That  governmental  sovereignty,  that  governmental  power,  has 
oeen  maintained  in  the  face  of  the  world  with  tolerable  success  up  to 
this  time.  The^  seem  to  forget  that  every  State  in  this  Union  is  a  sub- 
ordinate sovereignty  to  the  national  sovereignty;  that  the  States  have 
no  relations  with  foreign  powers;  have  not  the  power  to  make  treaties, 
nor  the  power  to  repeal  treaties.  I  do  not  believe  the  State  of  California 
can  repeal  the  Burlingame  treaty ;  I  do  not  believe  that  any  gentleman 
who  has  studied  the  question  thoroughly,  who  understands  the  theory  of 
our  government,  and  the  objects  of  our  government,  its  purposes,  and  its 
powers,  will  contend  for  a  moment  that  the  State  has  the  power  to  repeal, 
or  alter,  or  abrogate  a  treaty  made  by  that  government,  or  an  Act  of 
Congress  either. 

Now,  I  am  not  going  to  repeat  the  arguments  that  have  been  made 
here  by  my  friend  from  Marin,  and  other  able  gentlemen,  in  respect  to 
the  danger  in  the  State's  setting  itself  up  in  defiance  to  the  Federal 
Government.  I  think  it  has  been  sufficiently  demonstrated  here  that  it 
is  an  unwise  policy  to  pursue.  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  a  great  many 
men  in  California  who  are  perfectly  willing,  at  any  time,  to  implicate 
this  State  in  a  conflict  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  They 
say  this  will  be  no  conflict,  or,  if  it  is,  it  will  be  nothing  but  a  peaceable 
conflict.  Now,  suppose  you  pass  an  Act  inhibiting  Chinese  immigration, 
or  any  other  law  in  respect  to  this  question,  clearly  violative  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States.  Suppose  you  prohibit  vessels  bringing 
these  people  into  the  ports  o^  the  State.  You  must  pass  some  Act  of  the 
Legislatqre  to  carry  out  your  prohibition.  You  must  appoint  officials  to 
execute  its  provisions,  and  prevent  the  landing  of  these  people.  How 
will  you  do  this?  Your  ofncers  go  aboard  these  ships  and  say  to  the 
captain,  you  must  not  land  your  passengers,  the  State  forbids  it.  Well, 
suppose  they  say,  we  have  the  right  to  come  and  we  will  come.  You 
take  charge  of  these  vessels,  and  put  them  in  duress,  you  quarantine  the 
passengers,  until  the  case  comes  up  in  the  Courts  to  try  the  validity  of 
the  Acts  of  your  Legislature.  The  case  is  carried  up  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  supposing  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State 
has  decided  in  your  favor.  What  have  you  gained  ?  Why,  you  have 
simply  stood  up  to  be  knocked  down. 

Mr.  BARNES.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  the  Chinese  should 
not  fish  ? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  have  not  proposed  any  such  thing.  The  gentle- 
man had  better  ask  that  question  of  somebody  else.  I  have  not  pro- 
posed, and  I  shall  not  suppoi^  this  fourth  section.  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  State  to  pass  any  such  law.  I  hold  in 
the  first  place  that  the  Chinamen  have  some  rights  of  some  kind.  There 
are  two  kinds  of  domiciles.  One  is  a  political  domicile  entitling  the 
party  to  all  political  privileges.  Another  is  the  social  domicile,  under 
which  he  has  the  right  of  social  domicile,  but  has  no  political  rights, 
but  has  some  rights.  You  cannot  murder  him  with  impunity.  You 
cannot  deprive  him  of  his  property.  You  cannot  deprive  him  of  the 
right  to  live.  He  has  a  right  to  what  he  owns,  and  he  has  a  right  to 
what  he  earns ;  and  I  say  the  right  to  labor  is  as  high  a  righi  as  the  right 
to  live,  because  it  involves  the  right  to  live ;  the  one  includes  the  ot  er , 
because  all  men  must  live  by  labor.  If  you  deprive  a  man  of  the  right 
to  labor  you  deprive  him  of  the  power  of  subsistence.  A  man  cannot 
live  upon  air.  He  cannot  live  on  water.  He  cannot  live  on  the  ele- 
ments. He  must  live  on  something  raised  from  the  soil.  Deprive  him 
of  the  right  to  labor  and  he  must  starve.  I  say  you  cannot  do  that 
with  any  human  creature.  It  is  a  pernicious  principle  upon  which  all 
these  sumptuary  laws  are  founded — like  a  law  saying  that  a  man 
shall  drink  what  the  State  prescril>es.  If  you  can  ^  that  far,  you  can 
go  further,  and  enter  into  his  house  and  see  what  kind  of  a  fire  he  shall 
build ;  what  sort  of  a  house  he  shall  have;  and  what  sort  of  clothes  he 
shall  wear.  I  say  I  will  never  sustain  any  such  propositions.  I  am 
willing  to  go  as  far  as  the  power  of  the  State  will  permit  us  to  go,  and 
that  is,  in  my  view,  to  prohibit  the  dangerous  classes,  such  as  criminals, 
diseased  persons  afflicted  with  contagious  and  infectious  diseases,  and 
paupers,  from  residing  here.  That  class  of  persons  are  included  in  the 
section  favored  by  the  minority  of  the  committee,  but  none  others. 

It  has  been  shown  conclusively  by  the  gentleman  from  Marin  that 
this  class  are  not  included  in  the  treaty.  There  is  no  treaty  with  any 
government  with  whom  the  United  States  have  relations,  which  author- 
ises them  to  cast  upon  our  shores  any  such  class  of  persons;  but  it  does 
not  follow  that  we  have  power  to  prohibit  the  whole  nation,  for  they  are 
not  all  of  that  class.  There  are  other  kinds  of  people.  They  are  not 
all  bad.  They  are  not  all  paupers  and  criminals.  And  if  you  drive 
out  the  whole  nation,  declare  tnat  they  are  universally  bad,  you  do 
something  which  .you  have  no  right  to  do.  Right  and  reason  will  not 
sustain  you  in  it.  The  law  will  not  sustain  you.  It  is  a  violent  assump- 
tion on  your  part  which  the  law  will  not  permit  you  to  profit  by.  It  is 
a  violation  of^  the  United  States  law  regulating  commerce. 

Now,  what  is  commerce?    What  is  commercial  intercourse?    Com- 
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meme  does  not  mean  eimply  to  trade.    It  maans  inlcrcoiii 
of  the  people  of  one  nntiao  with  the  people  of  another  natioa.     Y 
cannot  carty  on  commerce  without  intercourse.     You  cannot  carry 
commerce  within  the  meaning  of  thia  treaty  unless  a  certain  number  of 
the  people  of  the  other  nation  may  reside  in  ;our  country.    This  thing 
has  been  very  veil  explained.     I  say  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  any  State 
to  dictate  \1>  the  Gavemment  of  theUniled  BUtes. 

Ua.  HERRINGTON.    I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  u  question. 

Ma.  MILLER.     Certainly. 

Ha.  HERKINGTON.  Ib  there  not  a  distinction.  a«me  reside  here 
for  work.  Some  do  washing,  some  cook,  and  they  enter  into  various 
employments  in  this  State,  which  have  no  reference  to  intercourse  with 
other  Statea.    Such  residence  has  nothing  whatorer  \o  do  with  cora- 

Ua.'MILLER.  I  think  it  has.  All  ktndsofbusiness  pertain  tocom- 
merce.  They  have  a  right  to  come  here  and  (ravel  around  through  the 
countrT,  and  stay  as  long  as  they  like.  I  think,  in  the  present  state  of 
the  public  mind  upon  this  question,  it  in  unnecessary  to  put  in  an  ille- 
gal thing.  And  if  we  did  put  in  such  a  provision  it  would  do  no  good, 
because,  if  the  people  of  Caliromia  show  a  spasmodic  disposition  on  this 
subject;  if  we  adopt  these  unconstitutional  provisions,  it  will  prejudice 

deport  ourselves  in  this  matter  in  a  digniSed  and  leeal  manner.  That 
Is  my  position.  Now,  my  whole  life  and  conduct  nave  shown  that  1 
have  been  sincere,  and  uniformly  opposed  to  Chinese  immigration.  I 
have  been  opposed  to  it  for  yean — ever  since  my  attention  was  called  to 
the  subject,  and  it  is  not  in  the  mouth  of  any  man  here  to  rise  and  say 
because  I  believe  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Slates  prohibits  us  from 
adopting  these  measures,  1  am  insincere.  Ho  man  has  a  right  to  say  it, 
or  intimate  it.  No  man  has  a  right  to  say  it  of  any  member.  We  are 
here  to  act  upon  our  judgment  and  consciences;  and  God  being  my 
helper,  I  intend  to  do  it,  and  I  can  say  to  the  people  that  I  have  acted 
here  upon  what  I  believe  to  be  reasonable,  legal,  and  just,  1  believe 
the  people  of  California  will  sustain  me.  I  ilo  not  believe  it  is  cowardly 
to  take  such  a  course.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  ever  cowardly  to  do  right. 
[Applause.]  I  am  not  hrava  enough  to  violate  tlie  Conalitution  of  the 
United  States  for  the  purpose  of  this  question,  or  any  other  queatiou,  or 
for  any  other  purpose.     [Applause.] 

Now,  sir,  haven't  there  b(«u  tests  enoughl  Haven't  these  questions 
been  decided  end  settled  over  and  over  again  T  You  all  know  it ;  and 
under  the  preteitt  of  making  a  test  case,  you  propose  to  violate  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States.  You  can  do  as  vou  like ;  1  shall  not  do 
it.  I  am  too  cowardly  to  do  it,  if  jou  please.  1  do  not  propose  to  say 
anything  upon  this  suhject;  I  have  said  all  1  wish  to  say,  as  J  do  not 
wish  to  go  over  whet  has  already  been  said.  It  has  been  ably  and  lib- 
enlly  debated;  nearly  everything  that  can  be  said  on  either  side  has 
been  said,  I  arose  simply  to  vindicate  the  committee  and  myself  from 
these  aspersions — that  the  conduct  of  the  committee  in  reporting  these 
first  and  second  sections  was  oowaidly. 

Ma.  BARKE3.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  was  inclined  to  think  my  friend 

EWtm  San  Francisco,  General  Miller,  was  joking  when  he  rose  to  his  feet 
and  said  he  was  afraid  when  I  commenced  what  I  bad  tusay.  1  thought 
he  meant  it  as  a  joke.  But  I  was  inclined  to  think  before  he  got 
through  that  he  was  afraid.  Bometbina  or  other  was  the  matter— tha" 
he  didn't  seem  tocomprehend  the  remarks'I  made. 

Ma.  MILLER.     I  was  scared.     [Laughler-l 

Ma.  BARNES.     Nobody  is  less  inclined  than  myself  to  charge  thi 

entleman  with  cowardice,  and  nobody  has  charged  him  with  cowardice 
i  hes  been  a  brave  and  valiant  soldier  in  the  army  of  his  country,  and 
everybody  knows  he  is  mil  afraid,  and  nobody  hi 

so  or  to  think  BO.    I  was  Ul ' 

way  to  meet  this  question  v 
cannotbedenied,lhatall  the  provisions  contained  in  the  article  as  sul 
milled  are  in  fact  evasive.  Sow,  I  am  not  in  favor  of  evasion.  I  ai 
in  favor,  either  of  leaving  this  whole  subject  alone,  or  making  a  radici 
article;  one  that  is  fair  and  just;  one  that  is  fair  and  just  to  the  Chines 
fair  and  iust  to  oiirselvea.  And  that  is  no  crime,  as  I  insist,  again 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States;  and  I  (in  not  think  any  gentli 
man  need  be  afraid  to  sustain  that,  or  any  other  proposition  that 
advanced  here  upon  principle,  because  it  may,  in  some  sense,  seem  to  I 
against  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Slates.    Lawyers  r"-"—   -■ 


le  Court  settles 


le  way  or  the  other. 


judges  decide,  and  the  Supi _.     .,   

Now,  to  say  that  this  whole  thing  should  eland  upon  the  undoubted 
question  of  the  police  power  of  the  Stalejis  to  say  too  Utile,    An  entirely 


„ jn  of  things  exist  now  from  what  did  eiist  at 

any  one  of  the  questions  wss  passed  upon  by  the  higher  Courts  of 
nation.  It  is  time  to  advance.  The  gentleman  s^s  his  provision  pro- 
vides for  the  deportation  of  the  criminal  claases.  'That  object  iaatlamed 
by  Ihe  proposition  I  submit,  which  takes  effect  immedialelv.  That  pro- 
vision deals  with  the  criminal  class,  with  which  we  have  the  undouhted 
right  to  deal.     I  propose  to  do  thia,  either  by  general  taiation,  or  by 

requiring  those  who  employ  them  lo  pay  in  some  form  to  the  govern ' 

something  that  should  provide  a  fund,  at  the  end  of  a  given  time, 
amployed  for  the  deportation  of  those  who  belong  to  the  diseased  cl 
J  propose  to  put  the  time  at  four  years,  and  the  gentleman  saya,  why 
not  have  it  operate  at  once.     I  say  they  are  entitled  lo  notice,  and  four 

deal  with  them— a  reasonable  and  fair  length  of  time  for  all  concerned. 
As  far  as  the  criminal  classes  are  concerned,  that  provision  takes  effect 

Now,  it  is  possible,  barely  possible,  that  as  the  science  of  jurisprud< 
grows,  it  has  taken,  and  will  uke,  ateps  in  advance  as  to  what  are  un 
stood  lu  be  popular  rights.    I  do  not  suppose  there  is  a  distinguished 
lawyer  on  this  floor— the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  the 


gentleman  from  Marin,  Mr.  Shelter,  or  the  gentlema 
clsco,  General  Miller,  lawyer  as  well  as  general — who  wouia  umienaM 
to  say  that  in  five  yeara,  or  ten  yean,  the  higher  Courts  may  not  have 
taken  advanced  doctrines  as  to  what  are  considered  popular  rights. 
Such  advances  are  □ecessaiy  in  order  to  keep  pace  with  the  changed 
condition  of  things.  The  bearing  of  circumstances  may  change  and 
alter  the  condition  of  things,  and  the  law,  being  a  pri^resuve  science, 
will  move  along  and  keep  pace  with  this  change;  and  ifvre  put  a  clause 
in  the  Constitution  that  will  permit  this  question  lo  be  reopened  and 
reexamined,  no  man  domI  be  afraid  of  this  being  in  the  nature  of  a 
defiance  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  It  is  the  only  way  to 
test  it.  It  is  the  legitimatCj  legal,  honorable  method  of  testing  it,  aud 
having  our  powers  and  our  rights  defined.  It  does  not  require  either 
bravery  or  cowardice,  and  it  was  not  necessary  for  the  gentleman  to  asy 
that  no  man  bad  a  right  lo  charge  bim  with  insincerity,  for  no  one  did 
charge  him  with  it. 

Ma.  MILLER.    I  did  not  allude  to  you. 

Mb.  KLEINE.    Suppose  the  four  years  eipirea,  and  the  Chinese  do 
not  goT     We  want  them  to  go. 

M  a.  BARNES.    J  propose  to  make  them  gn. 

Ma.   KLEINE.    Perhaps  it  will   lake  four  years  longer  to  make 
them  go. 

Mr.  BARNES.  We  have  a  way  lo  make  them  go:  but  we  wilt  do  it 
according  to  the  forms  of  law.  It  ia  my  purpose  to  deal  will 
ject,  not  only  in  view  of  the  powers  which  it  is  admitted  we 
to  try  and  see  if  we  have  not  something  more.  He  gets  nothing  who 
asks  nolhing.  If  we  fail  to  assert  our  powers,  we  will  reap  no  benefit 
from  them.  They  aay  we  can  deal  with  this  subject  under  our  police 
power,  but  that  is  as  far  as  we  can  go  without  running  counter  to  the 
Conatitution  of  the  United  Stales.  I  have  no  fear  of  hurting  the  Cooati- 
tullon  of  the  United  Stales.  But  what  !  do  aay  is,  that  we  shall  a 
how  far  a  treaty  can  infringe  upon  the  powers  rightfully  belongii 
the  State.  If  we  believe  we  have  rights,  let  us  maintain  those  ri 
and  let  the  United  States  Courts  draw  the  line.  No  harm  is  done  lo  mo 
government,  because  the  Courts  of  that  government  are  the  ones  we 
appeal  to.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  Slates  will  stand  forever, 
against  Ihe  storm  and  tempest,  like  Uie  lighthouse  upon  the  rock-bouni! 
coast.  The  waves  beat  against  rt,  but  still  it  stands.  No  man  prtienda 
!lairo  any  such  thing,  and  it  would  be  folly  if  he  did;  and  the  gentle- 


'XV. 


cL     We  put  it  ic 


tw,"and  if'the  Supreme  Court  shall  d. 

comes  to  be  tested,  that  will  be  the  end  of  it.  But  ir,  U 
advanced  step,  in  accord  with  the  progress  of  the  age,  Ihey  sha 
"'  mpliahed  somethi'iig  of  consequence. 


is  Stale  in 
thai 


iiagogie 


but  myself.  It  would 
lept  silent,  and  agreed 
drift  in  Btralghl  lines 


except  myself.  I  have  nobody  to  plea 
have  been  far  more  agreeable  if  1  could  havi 
with  my  friend    Wilson.     Generally    my  viet 

advance  lo  meet  a  popular  demand  and  a  popular  necessity.  I  am 
so  much  personally  interested  as  many  others.  I  can  live  somewh 
else  as  well  as  here.  Chinese  immigration  atrikea  no  blow  at  me.  1 
I  do  not  want  to  see  this  beaulifiil  land  the  home  of  barbarians.  1  w. 
to  stop  it;  but  I  want  to  deal  with  the  matter  in  en  open,  manly  w 

that  the  men  who  employ  these  Chinamen  shall  be  held  responsil 
I  do  not  claim   that   this  ia  going  to  raise  wages,  or  assist  the  labor- 
ing classes,  except  to  give  them  the  work  which  is  now  performed  i>T 
Chinamen,     I  do  not  Believe  that  the  Chinamen'a  going  will  help  llie 

laboring  classes  as  far  as  wages  are  concei      ' 

laws  which  reach  far  beyoiid  that,     1  ht 

in  that  aspect  nl  all.     I  think  that  Bo  Ion 

they  will  be  comparatively  low   here. 

bring  laborers  here  from  the  East,  and  t 

the  supply.     There  are  others  who  are  iiitereal«l  in  this  quesi 

great  an  extent  as  the  laboring  clossea.     Tlie  taxpayers,  who 


■e  natural 

scussed   Ihi 

•a  are  low  a 

lod  vitally  interested.     The  Chinese  hi 


a  great   v 


iterestad, 
government  within  a  go'- 
emmeui,  wnicn  is  stronger  man  ours.  L.oak  at  the  one  hundred  and 
twenty  thousand  Chinese  in  thia  SUte.  how  few  of  them  resort  lo  our 
Courts  lo  settle  tbeir  own  difierencea. 
them  litigating,  but  it  is  not  general.  TUey  punii 
their  code  of  laws  independent  of  our  Courts.  Thev  have  their  own 
code  of  laws.  They  buy  end  sell  property  according'to  the  laws  of  the 
Empire  of  China.     Whether  Ihis  change  will  help  the  laboring  dssees  I 

great  assistance,  or  that  Iheir  salvation  is   lo  be  worked  out  in  this  war. 
I  did  not  intend  lo  sa^  this  much  at  ihis  lime,  but  I  wanted  to  oorrei^ 
preseiona  that  had  gone  out,  and  make  myself  under- 


it  the  committee  ri 


:  I  believe  the  quel- 

6'Donneii. 

Thi  chairman.     Yes,  sir.     The  SeoreUry  will  read  it. 

Tna  SECRETARY  read  the  amendment  again. 

Ma-  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  1  am  opposed  lo  all  these  amend- 
ments- I  prefer  the  original  section  as  presented  by  the  Committee  on 
Chinese,  because  it  goes  further  and  i«  more  elfective  than  any  of  these 
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amendments.  Kow,  sir,  the  first  section  proyides  that  "  the  Legislatare 
shall  have  and  shall  exercise  the  power  to  enact  all  needful  laws,  and 
preacribe  necessary  regulations  for  the  protection  of  the  State,  and  the 
counties,  cities,  and  towns  thereof,  from  the  hardens  and  evils  arising 
from  the  presence  of  aliens,  who  are  or  who  maj  become  vagrants,  pau- 
pers, mendicants,  criminals,  or  invalids  afflicted  with  contagious  or 
infedious  diseases,  and  aliens  otherwise  dangerous  or  detrimental  to  the 
well-being  or  peace  of  the  State,  and  to  impose  conditions  upon  which 
such  persons  may  reside  in  the  State,  and  to  provide  the  means  and 
mode  of  their  removal  from  the  State  upon  failure  or  refusal  to  comply 
with  such  conditions;  provided,  that  nothing  contained  in  the  foregoing 
shall  be  construed  to  impair  or  limit  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to 
pass  such  other  police  laws  or  regulations  as  it  may  deem  necessary." 

Now,  sir,  all  the  criticisms  upon  this  first  section  are  unmerited, 
because,  under  it,  if  it  is  adopted,  the  Legislature  can  provide  for  the 
removal  of  all  persons,  and  especially  all  Chinamen,  who  are  deemed 
dangerous  to  the  safety  and  well-bemg  of  the  State.  'And  under  that 
section,  sir,  every  Chinaman  in  the  State,  if  the  Legislature  declares 
him  to  be  dangerous  to  the  peace  and  safety  of  the  State,  can  be 
removed  out  of  it,  and  at  once.  There  is  no  four  years  about  it 
Therefore,  I  am  in  favor  of  that  section.  And  I  may  say,  as  a  general 
thing,  that  after  a  committee  have  spent  weeks  upon  a  subject,  and  the 
majority  bring  in  a  report,  I  am  loth  to  offer  or  accept  amendments. 
Now,  my  plan  is  to  adopt  the  report  of  the  committee  down  to  the 
sixth  section.  To  adopt  the  fifth  section  and  stop,  because,  I  think, 
these  sections  cover  the  whole  question.  As  far  as  the  arguments  that 
have  been  presented  here  are  concerned,  I  am  somewhat  astonished,  in 
view  of  these  arguments,  that  the  able  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Wilson,  and  the  learned  gentleman  from  Marin,  Mr.  Shafter,  should 
be  willing  to  support  this  first  section.  They  see  nothing  unconstitu- 
tional in  that,  they  see  nothing  wrong  in  that,  though,  in  point  of  fact, 
it  gives  us  power  to  remove  every  Chinama#in  the  State. 

There  is  another  reason  in  favor  of  adopting  several  sections  in  regard 
to  this  subject — because  it  is  a  well  settled  principle  of  oonstruotion,  that 
in  all  laws  one  section  may  be  constitutional  and  valid,  and  another 
unconstitutionsd  and  invalid.  And  therefore  it  is  that  if  we  adopt  the 
first  section  and  it  shall  bo  held  to  be  constitutional  and  valid,  as  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco  and  the  gentleman  from  Marin  say  they 
Delieve,  then,  at  least,  we  will  have  accomplished  so  much.  Now,  sir, 
as  to  those  arguments  which  have  been  addressed  here  to  the  proposi- 
tion that  the  State  is  bound— absolutely  bound — by  what  the  Federal 
Government  does,  and  has  no  recourse— cannot  resist — when  they 
adduce  such  arguments  they  do  so  against  the  plain  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  C^urt  of  the  United  States.  I  stated  yesteixlay  that  these  six 
Judges  in  the  Passenger  cases  had  declared  that  the  State  had  the  power, 
as  a  matter  of  self-defense,  to  protect  itself  against  injurious  legislation 
by  Congress,  if  attempted.  I  now  find  that  I  was  mistaken  as  to  the 
number — ^there  were  seven.  In  reviewing  it  again  to-day,  I  find  that 
Judge  McLean  says  that  in  giving  this  power  to  Congress,  the  States 
did  not  part  with  the  power  of  self-preservation,  which  must  be  inher- 
ent in  organised  communities.  They  may  guard  against  the  introduction 
of  anything  which  may  corrupt  the  morals  or  endanger  the  lives  and 
health  of  the  citizens.  There  were  seven  Judges  agreed  on  that  point. 
And  no  case  has  been  produced — no  case  can  oe  produced — overruling 
that  decision.  Judge  Wayne  says  that  if  Congress  should  ever  under- 
take to  paas  a  law  which,  against  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  the  State, 
were  to  impose  upon  her  a  dangerous  class  of  citizens,  such  law  would 
be  pronounced  unconstitutional;  and  a  treaty  stands  no  higher  than  a 
law  of  Congress.  All  the  decisions  go  to  the  extent  that  a  Taw  of  Con- 
gress or  a  treaty  in  violation  of  the  Constitution  is  void,  and  has  no 
legiJ  existence  whatever. 

Now,  if  the  committee  will  bear  with  me  a  moment,  I  will  read  a  few 
sentences  from  the  opinion  of  Judge  Wayne : 

**  But  I  have  said  the  States  have  the  right  to  turn  ofi*  paupers,  vaga- 
bonds, and  fugitives  from  justice,  and  the  States  where  slaves  are  have  a 
constitutional  right  to  exclude  all  such  as  are,  from  a  common  ancestry 
and  country,  of  the  same  class  of  nlen.  And  when  Congress  shall  legis- 
late— if  it  ie  not  disrespectful  for  one  who  is  a  member  of  the  judiciary 
to  suppose  so  absurd  a  thing  of  another  department  of  government — to 
make  paupers,  vagabonds,  suspected  persons,  and  fugitives  from  justice 
subjects  ot  admission  into  the  XJnitea  States,  I  do  not  doubt  it  will  be 
found  and  declared,  should  it  ever  become  a  matter  for  judicial  decision, 
that  such  persons  are  not  within  the  regulating  power  which  the  United 
States  have  over  ooqamerce.  Paupers,  vagabonds,  and  fugitives  never 
have  been  subjects  of  rightful  national  intercourse  or  of  commercial 
regulations,  except  in  the  transportation  of  them  to  distant  colonies  to 
get  rid  of  them,  or  for  punishment  as  convicts.  They  have  no  rights  of 
national  intercourse;  no  one  has  a  right  to  transport  them,  without 
authority  of  law,  from  where  they  are  to  any  other  place,  and  their 
only  rights  where  they  may  be  are  such  as  the  law  gives  to  all  men  who 
have  not  altogether  forfeited  its  protection. 

"The  States  may  meet  such  persons  upon  their  arrival  in  port,  and 
may  put  them  under  all  proper  restraints.  They  may  prevent  them 
from  entering  their  territories,  may  carry  them  out  or  drive  them  off. 
But  can  such  a  police  power  bo  rightfully  exercised  over  those  who  are 
not  paupers,  vagabonds,  or  fugitives  from  justice?  The  international 
right  of  visitation  forbids  it.  The  freedom  of  liberty  of  com  merce  allowed 
by  all  European  nations  to  the  inhabitants  of  other  nations  does  not  per- 
mit it;  and  the  constitutional  obligations  of  the  States  of  this  Union  to 
the  United  States,  in  regard  to  commerce,  and  navigation,  and  naturali- 
sation, have  qualified  the  original  discretion  of  the  States  as  to  who  shall 
come  and  live  in  the  United  States." 

Now,  sir,  that  is  what  the  Court  said;  that  is  what  the  Court  deter- 
mined. That  is  what  Justice  Wayne  said ;  that  is  substantially  what 
Justice  McLean  said.  And  Judge  Grier,  7  Howard,  450,  says :  "  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  (what  has  sometimes  been  forgotten)  that  the  contro- 


versy in  this  case  is  not  with  regard  to  the  right  claimed  by  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  in  the  second  section  of  this  Act,  to  repel  from  her  shores 
lunatics,  idiots,  criminals,  or  paupers,  which  any  foreign  country,  or 
even  one  of  her  sister  States  might  endeavor  to  thrust  upon  her;  nor 
the  right  of  any  State,  whose  domestic  security  might  be  endangered  by 
the  admission  of  free  negroes,  to  exclude  them  from  her  borders.  The 
right  of  the  States  has  its  foundation  in  the  sacred  law  of  self-defense, 
which  no  power  granted  to  Congress  can  restrict  or  annul.  It  is  admitted 
by  all,  that  those  powers  which  relate  merely  to  municipal  legislation, 
or  what  may  be  more  properly  called  internal  police,  are  not  surrendered 
or  restrained;  and  that  it  is  as  competent  and  necessary  for  a  State  to  ' 
provide  precautionary  measures  against  the  moral  pestilence  of  paupers, 
va^bonas,and  convicts,  as  it  is  to  guard  against  the  physical  pes^tilence 
which  may  arise  from  unusual  and  infectious  articles  imported.''  **  *  * 

Now,  these  were  cases  in  which  the  State  of  New  York  and  the  State 
of  Massachusetts  attempted  to  impose  a  tax  upon  passengers  arriving 
from  foreign  countries.  That  is,  they  first  attempted  to  require  a  bond 
from  the  master  of  the  vessel  that  such  parties  should  not  become  a 
charge  upon  the  State.  The  Act  provides  that  they  might  go  on  board 
the  ship,  take  a  list  of  these  passengers,  see  who  they  were  and  where 
they  came  from,  exact  a  bond  from  the  master  of  the  vessel  in  the  sum 
of  five  hundred  dollars,  or  any  other  sum,  that  these  people  should  not 
become  a  government  charee.  In  lieu  of  a  bond  it  provided  that  they 
might  accept  a  tax  of  one  aollar  and  fifty  cents  from  each  passenger. 
The  Court  aecided  that  this  was  a  restriction  of  commerce,  ana  therefore 
contrary  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  void.  The  opin- 
ions that  I  have  just  read  go  to  the  extent  of  giving  the  State  power  to 
protect  itself  against  paupers,  vagrants,  and  criminals.  The  second  plan 
presented  here  in  this  report  goes  to  the  extent  of  compelling  prohibition 
of  Chinese  immigration. 

Now,  that  is  a  solemn  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  and  I  challenge  the  ^ntleman  to  produce  anything  to  the  con- 
trary. Now,  sir,  I  was  particularly  lost  in  admiration  at  the  ingenious 
manner  with  which  my  learned  friend  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson, 
touched  this  matter.  He  talked  all  round  the  point,  and  when  I  put  a 
question  to  him,  he  tried  very  hard  not  to  answer  it.  He  is  too  skillful 
and  wary  to  put  his  foot  in  it,  as  he  would  have  done  had  he  answered 
the  question. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  thought  I  had  answered  you  very  successfully. 
Quite  a  number  of  the  people  said  so.     [Laughter.] 

Mb.  HOWARD.  You  didn't  answer  me  at  all,  and  how  it  could  have 
been  successful,  I  do  not  know.  He  was  absolutely  dumb,  and  made  no 
retort.  He  answered  in  the  only  way  he  could,  by  remaining  silent 
about  it.  Now,  sir,  I  say  if  this  people  are  dangerous,  as  they  are 
admitted  to  be,  our  power  to  expel  them  is  undoubted,  according  to  the 
emphatic  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  Are  they 
not  dangerous?  Who  denies  it?  Who  dares  to  deny  it?  Have  they 
not  a  government  of  their  own  here,  independent  of  ours,  by  which 
they  administer  law  and  life  in  open  defiance  of  our  law?  Why,  there 
is  a  sect  in  India  known  as  Thugs  who  murder  everybody  but  their 
own  sect.  Suppose  that  a  cargo  of  Thugs  is  about  to  be  introduced  from 
India  and  landed  here.  Are  we  compelled  to  submit  to  their  introduc- 
tion within  our  borders?  Judge  Wayne,  Judge  Greer,  and  a  majority 
of  the  Court  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-seven,  say  no.  We  may 
meet  them  on  the  shore  and  prevent  their  landing;  or,  if  they  landed, 
send  them  away.  That  is  law  and  common  sense.  But,  according  to 
the  doctrines  of  the  gentlemen  from  Marin,  we  would  have  to  wait 
until  the  Thugs  commenced  to  murder  our  people,  before  we  could 
interfere  and  send  them  away.  Again,  sir,  suppose  the  United  States 
Government  should,  by  subsidizing  a  line  of  steamers,  bring  a  lot  of 
cannibals  here.  Do  the  gentlemen  mean  to  say  we  cannot  meet  these 
cannibals  and  turn  them  away.  According  to  the  haggling  doctrines  of 
the  gentleman  from  Marin  we  must  wait  till  they  have  eaten  a  man 
clear  up  to  his  eyebrows  before  we  must  say  a  word.  We  must  not 
even  protest  against  it  for  fear  of  hurting  somebody's  feelings.  It  is 
absura.  There  is  no  sense  in  it.  There  is  no  reason  in  it.  And  being 
destitute  of  common  sense  and  reason,  it  cannot  be  true  as  a  proposition 
of  constitutional  law. 

TUB  FBKVIOnS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  LAINE.     I  move  the  previousquestion. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Schell,  Rolfe,  West,  and  Smith,  of  San  Francisco. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is,  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried — ayes,  65 ;  noes,  37. 

Trb  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  O'Donnell. 

Lost—ayes,  1 ;  noes,  not  counted. 

Thr  Chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  O'SuUivan. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  it  offered  as  a  substitute,  or  as  an 
addition  to  the  section. 

The  chairman.    As  a  substitute. 

The  substitute  was  rejected. 

Mr.  brown.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  understand  that  I  will  have  to 
offer  my  proposition  section  by  section;  that  it  cannot  be  submitted  as  a 
whole  article. 

Thr  chairman.  Take  them  up  and  offer  them  section  by  section 
as  we  reach  them. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  move  that  the  preamble  and  section  one  be  adopted 
as  a  substitute  to  section  one,  as  reported  by  the  committee. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"The  people  of  California,  while  recognizing  the  paramount  author- 
ity of  the  United  States  of  America  to  regulate  commerce  and  intercourse 
with  foreign  nations,  and  all  treaty  obligations,  demand,  as  they  possess 
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may  be  iboliabed,  aud  themaelvea  protected 

ating  population,  incapable  of  the  duti ' 

intelligent  citiienahip  must  be  the  rel: 


from  a  vicloue,  r 
American  citizecsbip. 

of  represeDtative  government,  bu  iuum<  uie  {jiEiieai:e  ui    urgn  numueni 
peraoDt,  incsipftble  of  such  citiieaeblp,  be  iU  perpetual  menace. 
"In  the  imitiedUte  presence  of  thia  danger,  and  threatened  with 


itingencynotfon 


and  therefore  not 


anif  demanda  the  following 

"Suction  1.     All  Mongol iana  within  thia  SUle  ahal!  be  required  te 

talces  effect.  At  the  Qnt  Besaion  of  the  LegialaL^ire  conTening  hereunder 
provision  ahull  be  made  fnr  judicial  proceeding!  to  compel  uch  removal, 
■nd  for  the  aeiiure  and  aale  of  bo  much  of  any  property  of  such  Mon- 
golians who  may  not  theretofore  have  voluotanty  departed  within  the 
period  herein  limited,  as  may  be  necessary  to  defraj  the  neceasary  cost 
of  their  removal  from  Ibis  Stale  to  their  native  country." 

Thi  chairman.     The  question  ia  on  the  amendment. 

Mm.  BEEE8TECHER.  I  desire  to  have  Colonel  Barnes'  propoailion 
printed.  I  therefore  move  that  the  oommittee  rise,  report  progreia,  and 
■sk  leave  to  sit  ag«u. 

Carried.    Ayes,  80;  noes,  35. 

IN   CONVENTION. 

TBI  PRESIDENT,  tientlemen :  The  CommitUe  of  the  Whole  hai 
'initructed  ma  to  report  that  ihey  have  had  under  eonaideratiou  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Cbineae,  have  made  pragreaa,  and  ask  leave 


"m'b.  HukaTis. 

Ub.  ETEDMAN.    I  hope  the  gentleman  will  withdraw'  the 
temporarily,  so  as  to  permit  the  gentleman  from  Sao  Franciica,  Colonel 
Barnes,  to  make  a  motion  which  he  deairea  to  make. 

Ma.  HDE3T1S.     I  withdraw  it. 

Ml.  BARNES.  I  move  tbal  the  preamble  and  article  submitted  by 
myself  be  printed  and  laid  on  the  desks  of  members  to-morrow  morning. 
I  want  the  propoai lion  te  have  a  fair  consideration. 

Ma.  BEER8TECUER.  I  move  as  an  amendment  thalall  the  sections 
be  printed — four  hundred  aud  eighty  copies — out  of  order. 

TBI  PRESIDENT.    That  is  the  motion  already. 

Ma.  ROLFE.     1  would  like  to  know  whether  the  prinlera  can 
and  iret  it  back  here  in  time.  •■ 

TBI  PRESIDENT.     Yea,  air. 

Mb.  PILCUER.  I  move  as  an  amendment  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
Journal  to-morrow  morning. 

Carried. 


Mb.  STEDMAN.    I  move  we  now  adjourn. 


SEVENTY-SEVENTH   DAY. 

SicBiiuiKTO,  Friday,  December  13Ui,  1878. 
The  Convention  met  io  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min 
otea  1.  H.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 

The  roll  waa  called,  and  membeiB  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 


Lew'C"' 

Lindow. 

MansAeld, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Martin,  of  Santa  CruK, 

McCallu^, 


Andrews, 

Ever, 

Ayen, 

Farrell, 

Barbour, 

Filcher, 

Bame.,' 

Finney, 

Bany, 

Freeman, 

Barton, 

Freud, 

Gsrvoy, 

Belcher, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Boggs, 

Graves, 

Boucher, 

G^gg, 

Brown, 
Bart, 

sue 

Capl^, 

Hali; 

CaiiSy, 

Harrison, 

Chapman, 

Harvey, 

Charles, 

Hetskell, 

Condon, 

Herold, 

Cowden, 

CroMi, 

Hilbom, 

Croutlh, 

Hitehoock 

DdvU, 

Holmes, 

Dean, 

Howani, 

Dowling, 

Huestis, 

Dojle. 

Hughey, 

Dudley,  of  Ban  Joaquin 

,  Hunter, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Dunlap, 

Johnaon, 

Eagonf 

Jones, 

Joyce, 

Eatee, 

Kelley, 

Eatey, 

Koye., 

McConnell, 

McCoy, 

McFarland, 

McNutt, 

Miller, 

MilU, 

Moffat, 

Moreland, 

Neunaber, 

Noel, 

O'Donnell, 

Ohieyer, 

O'Sullivan, 

Porter, 

Beddy,' 


Van 

Walt 

Sweasey, 

Web< 

Swing, 

Well 

Terry, 

West 

Townsend, 

wib. 

Tully, 

Wils. 

Turtle, 

Wya( 

Van  Dyke, 

Faweett, 

Pulli 

Glascock, 

Shoe 

Murphy, 

1^ 

Reed, 

Reynoldi, 

Rhodea, 

Ringgold, 

Rolfe. 

Schell, 

Schomp, 

Shafler, 

Shurlleff, 

Smith,  of  Sante  Clara 

Smith,  of  4th  District 

Smith,  of  San  Francisc 

Soule, 


Leave  of  absence  fb 
cock,  and  Vao^uerel. 
Two  days  leave  of  absence   was  granted   Measr 

Ma.  EVET.    Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  reac 
be  diapenaed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 

Ma.  WINAN8,  from  tbe  flbmrnittse  a 


di,  flfij-llina,  anj-ave,  >litT4eT«n,  mantj-Blne.  <mt  hn 

two  hundred  and  fOrtv.tvo,  (wo  bundnd  sad  (brt^.tavei 
ll>Dr,  too  hnndnd  utd  tl]il74fv(in,  two  handnd  and  uij 
and  Dflmi,  thm  hundred  and  elcbtj.  foor  bundnd  and 


day  was  gr»Dted    Mei 
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SSWIOM 

easential  to  the  preservation  of  the  rights  ai 
Legislature  shall  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means, 
intellectual,  scientific,  moral,  and  agricultural  inipro 
Sbc.  :.  A  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction 
subemalorial  election  after  the  adoption  of  this  Cons 
lour  years  thereafter,  be  elected  by  the  qualified  v 
He  shall  receive  a  salary  equal  to  that  of  the  Secri 
upon  the  duties  of  his  office  on  the  first  i 


__  _      ^t  of  Schools  for  each  coui 

by  the  qualified  voters  thereof  at  the  first  gubernal 
every  four  years  thereaRer;  prouiifcrf,  that  the  Legisia 

'~ re  counties  to  unite  and  elect  one  Superii] 

uniting. 

Tbe  proceeds  of  all  lands  that  have  been  < 
by  the  United  SUtes  to  this  State  for  the-support  « 
which  may  be,  or  may  have  been,  sold  or  dispiued  of, 
dred  thouaand  acres  of  land  granted  to  Ihe  new  SUb 
Congress  distributing  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands 
Sutes  of  the  Union,  approved  A.  D.  one  thousand  e 
forty-one,  and  all  ai"  "        '   '  '  ' 


It  leaving  a  will  o. 


.and  al 


granted  by  Congress  on  tbe  sale  of  lands 
nain  a  perpetual  fund,  the  interest  of  which 
f  the  unsold  lands  and  audi  other  meant 
may  provide,  ahall  he  inviolably  appn^priated  to  the  i 
schools  throughout  the  Slate,  subject  to  tbe  provisio 

Sec.  i.     The  LejEislature  shall  provide  for  a  system 

least  sin  months  in  every  year,  after  the  fjirtyear,  in 
been  esteblished  ;  and  any  school  district  neglecting  U 
port  snrh  a  school,  shall  be  deprived  of  iU  proportioi 
the  public  fund  during  such  neglect. 
Sao.  A.    The  public  school  system  aball  include  | 
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mar  schools,  and  such  high  schools,  evening  schools,  normal  schools,  and 
technical  schools,  as  may  be  established  by  the  Legislature,  or  by  munic- 
ipal or  district  authority;  but  the  entire  revenue  derived  from  the  State 
School  Fund,  and  the  State  school  tax,  shall  be  applied  exclusively  to 
the  support  of  primary  and  grammar  schools. 

Skg.  7.  A  State  Board  of  Education,  consisting  of  two  members  from 
each  Congressional  district,  shall  be  elected  bv  the  qualified  voters  of 
the  district  at  the  first  ^bernatorial  election  after  the  adoption  of  this 
Constitution,  who  shall  hold  their  office  for  the  term  of  four  years,  and 
enter  upon  the  duties  thereof  on  the  first  Monday  of  January  next  after 
their  election;  provided^  that  such  membexs  first  so  elected  shall  be 
divided  into  two  equal  classes — each  class  consisting  of  one  member  from 
each  district — ^and  that  the  first  class  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  expi- 
ration of  two  years  from  the  commencement  of  their  term  of  office;  and 
at  each  general  biennial  election  after  such  gubernatorial  election,  one 
member  of  such  Board  shall  be  elected  from  each  Congressional  district, i 
BO  that  one  half  thereof  shall  be  elected  bienniallv.  The  Superintendent 
of  Public  Instruction  shall  be  ex  officio  a  member  of  such  Board,  and 
President  thereof. 

Skc  8.  The  State  Board  of  Education  shall  recommend  a  series  of 
text-books  for  adoption  by  the  local  Boards  of  Education,  or  by  the 
Boards  of  Supervisors,  and  County  Superintendents  of  the  several  coun- 
ties where  such  local  Boards  do  not  exist,  but  such  recommendation  shall 
not  be  compulsorv.  After  the  adoption  of  a  series  of  text-books  by  said 
Boards,  or  any  of  them,  such  books  must'be  continued  in  use  for  not  less 
than  four  years.  The  State  Board  of  Education  shall  also  have  control 
of  the  examination  of  teachers  and  the  grantfng  of  certificates.  They 
shall  possess  such  further  powers  and  perform  such  further  duties  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  law. 

Sxc.  9.  No  public  money  shall  ever  be  appropriated  for  the  support 
of  any  sectarian  or  denominational  school,  or  any  school  not  under  the 
exclusive  control  of  the  officers  of  the  public  schools. 

Sbc.  10.  ThiB  University  of  California  shall  constitute  a  public  trust, 
and  its  organization  and  government  shall  be  perpetually  continued  in 
their  existing  form  and  character,  subject  onlpr  to  such  legislative  control 
as  may  be  necessary  to  insure  compliance  with  the  terms  of  its  endow- 
ments, and  of  the  several  Acts  of  the  Legislature  of  this  State,  and  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  donating  lands  or  money  for  its 
support.  It  shall  be  entirely,  independent  of  all  political  or  sectarian 
influences,  and  kept  free  therefrom  in  the  appointment  of  its  Regents, 
and  in  the  administration  of  its  afiairs. 

The  PRESIDENT.    The  refwrt  will  lie  on  the  table  and  beprinted. 

Mk.  HILBORN.  The  Committee  on  Mileage  and  Contingent  Expenses 
report  the  following  resolution,  in  relation  to  the  ice  bill  of  December, 
and  recommend  its  adoption : 

Ruolved^  Th«t  the  ram  of  thirty-three  and  eighty  one  hundredths  dollara  be 
appropriated,  out  of  the  fnnd  for  carrying  on  thic  Convention,  to  pay  the  bill  of  the 
Pttcillc  Ice  Company  for  the  month  ending  December  first,  eighteen  hundred  and 
verenty-eight,  and  that  the  warrant  be  drawn  In  fkvor  of  the  Sergeant-aVArms  of 
thle  Coorentlon. 

Adopted. 

PKTITIOK. 

Mb.  swing  presented  the  following  petition,  signed  by  a  number  of 
Hhe  citizens  of  San  Bernardino  County,  against  any  provision  prohibiting 
appropriations  for  charitable  purposes : 

San  Bernabdiiio  CouNf  t,  California,  Norember  12, 1878. 
To  Honorables  Byron  Watem,  H.  C.  Bolfe,  and  B.  G.  Swing,  members  of  the  Con- 

stitntlonal  CouTentlon  of  Calif«niia: 

The  undersigned,  your  conetituenta,  hereby  petition  each  of  you  to  oppose  the 
inaertion  of  any  clause  or  clauses  In  the  new  Constitution  that  will  forbid  or  in  any 
manner  restrict  future  Legislatures  fh>m  appropriating  any  State  moneys  to  private 
orphan  asylums. 

Very  respectfully. 

Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

NO  MORI  ICB. 

Mb.  HILBORN.  As  there  seems  to  be  some  opposition  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  bills,  I  move  that  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  be  directed  to  dis- 
pense with  the  further  use  of  ice  for  members. 

Carried. 

LIMIT  TO  TIMS  OF  8PCAKIV0. 

Mb.  WEBSTER.    Mr.  President :  I  desire  to  call  up  the  notice  I  gave 
yesterday  to  amend  Rules  Fifly-six  and  Forty-three. 
Thb  SECRETARY  read : 
Amend  Rule  Number  Forty-three  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

RULE  HUMBIR  FOBTT-THBKB — TIMB8  A  MIMBER  MAT  8PBAE. 

No  member  shall  speak  more  than  twice  on  any  one  question,  nor 
more  than  fifteen  minutes  at  any  one  time,  without  first  obtaining  leave 
of  the  Convention,  nor  more  than  once  until  other  members  who  have 
not  spoken  shall  speak,  if  they  so  desire. 

Amend  Rule  Number  Fifty-six  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

BULB  NUMBER   FIFTT-SIX. 

The  Rules  of  the  Convention  shall  be  observed  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  so  far  as  they  may  be  applicable,  except  that  the  ayes  and  noes 
shall  not  be  taken,  but  the  previous  question  may  be  moved ;  provided, 
that  when  the  previous  question  is  sustained,  it  shall  only  apply  to  the 
amendments  then  pending,  and  other  amendments  may  be  onered  to 
the  section. 

Mb.  WEBSTER.    Mr.  President:  It  will  be  observed  that  the  only 


speaking 

ments  are  contained  in  that  rule  as  read  with  tbis  exception  that  I  have 
mentioned.     In  amending  Rule  Forty-three  the  only  change  which  is 


made  is  in  adding  after  the  word  "  question,"  in  the  first  line,  the  words 
"nor  more  than  fifteen  minutes  at  any  one  time."  That  is  all  the 
amendments  that  are  made.  The  one  depends  upon  the  other.  With- 
out the  one  is  adopted  the  other  is  useless.  I  think  that  the  reason  for 
these  amendments  are  obvious  to  every  member  of  the  Convention.  It 
is  not  the  design  to  cut  ofif  any  legitimate  debate.  It  is  simply  to  put  it 
within  the  control  of  the  Convention.  The  Convention  ought  to  have 
more  jurisdiction  over  it.  The  time  of  anv  member  will  be  extended 
whenever  the  Convention  desires  to  hear  htm.  Therefore  I  think  that 
the  Convention  should  have  control  over  the  debate. 

Mb.  TINNIN.     I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  Rule  Forty-six. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.    The  gentleman  will  have  to  give  one  day's  notice. 

Mb.  TINNIN.    I  mean  Rule  Forty-three. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Provided^  That  the  Chairman  of  the  sereral  standing  committees  may  have  one 
hour  when  their  reports  are  first  read  In  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mb.  TINNIN.  I  think  that  is  fair.  The  remarks  made  by  the 
Chairmen  on  the  taking  up  of  their  reports  have  been  interesting  and 
instructive. 

Mb.  WEBSTER.  I  think  there  will  be  no  objection  to  its  being  added. 
I  have  no  objection  to  accepting  the  amendment.  This  Convention  will 
extend  the  time  to  any  reasonable  extent  at  any  time. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  Mr.  President:  I  am  utterly  opposed  to  this 
proposition  to  limit  the  time  of  speakers  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  to 
fifteen  minutes.  I  look  upon  it  as  an  attempt,  after  the  great  and  elo- 
quent orators  of  this  body  have  had  full  swing  in  making  known  their 
views,  to  choke  off  the*8mall  fry,  among  whom  I  include  mvself.  I  sub- 
mit to  all  fair-minded,  candid  men,  that  this  would  hardly  be  right  or 
just.  For  myself,  I  have  occupied  the  floor  very  little  indeed,  as  all 
members  know,  not  but  what  I  would  like  to  have  spoken  many  times 
when  I  was  silent,  and  was  unable  to  do  so.  But  tnere  are  questions 
coming  up.  for  discussion  in  which  I  desire  to  take  a  part;  questions  on 
which  I  claim  to  be  somewhat  informed,  and  when  I  shall  speak  upon 
these  questions,  I  will  certainly  require  more  than  fifteen  minutes  to  pre- 
sent my  views  intelligentlv.  There  may  be  only  one  single  question  on 
which  I  shall  desire  to  be  heard  at  any  great  length,  but  under  this  rule 
I  shall  be  cut  off— absolutelv  gagged  from  having  my  full  say.  There 
is  a  subject  to  come  up  which  I  deem  of  vital  importance,  and  one  which 
I  think  should  be  fuilv  ventilated  in  debate.  I  appeal  to  the  common 
sense  of  the  majority,  if  it  is  just  to  apply  the  gag  now,  when  it  will  strike 
members  in  my  position  ?  I  have  sat  in  this  Convention,  and  voted  con- 
stantly against  all  attempts  to  limit  gentlemen  to  any  specified  time,  on 
the  principle  of  doing  unto  others  as  I  would  like  to  be  done  by.  That 
is  an  excellent  principle,  which  we  should  never  forget,  because  if  we  act 
contrary  to  it,  we  may  ourselves  some  time  suffer  for  it.  I  appeal  to  the 
sense  of  justice  of  a  majoritv  of  this  Convention  to  vote  down  this  propo- 
sition to  alter  Rule  Forty-three. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President :  Upon  the  adoption  of  this  amendment 
depends  whether  this  Convention  malces  a  Constitution  or  not.  Seventy- 
six  days  of  the  time  allowed  in  the  Act  are  now  spent,  and  we  have' not 
completed  half  the  work  of  this  Convention.  Alter  the  one  hundred 
days,  we  have  to  depend  upon  our  own  resources.  There  will  be  no 
provision  to  pay  us.  The  money  will  be  exhausted  in  a  few  days  more. 
We  may  draw  warrants  for  the  balance  of  the  one  hundred  days  after 
the  fund  is  exhausted,  but  after  the  one  hundred,  days  expire  members 
will  have  to  remain  at  their  own  expense.  I  do  not  believe  that  a 
majority  of  the  Convention  can  afford  to  stay  here  two  months  longer  to 
complete  a  Constitution.  I  think  fifteen  minutes  is  long  enough  time  for 
any  gentleman  to  express  his  position  on  most  questions,  and  my  expe- 
rience has  been  that  when  a  man  is  talking  to  tne  question  the  point  is 
never  raised.  But  the  Convention  should  have  the  pawer  to  call  time, 
so  that  speeches  should  not  be  made  for  delay.  Members  can  say  all 
that  is  necessary  in  explanation  of  their  votes  in  fifteen  minutes. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  President :  I  shall  vote  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Webster,  but  I  shall 
not  vote  for  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Trinity,  Mr.  Tinnin.  I  want  to  see  all  members  upon  this 
floor  placed  upon  an  e^ual  footing.  I  want  to  see  the  fifteen-minute 
rule  applied  to  all;  and  if  a  member  is  delivering  an  interesting  speech, 
one  in  which  the  Convention  is  interested,  the  time  can  very  easily  be 
extended.  I  do  not  desire  to  see  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 
adopted.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Chairmen  want  that  advantage,  or 
very  few  of  them.  Let  us  have  the  rule,  and  if  the^  are  not  delivering 
interesting  speeches,  let  us  cut  them  off  in  fifteen  minutes. 

Mb.  KLEINE.    I  offer  this,  Mr.  President : 

Rachftd^  That  from  and  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution  no  Mongolian  shall 
be  allowed  to  hare  in  his  poasesilon  any  firearms  of  any  deecrlption. 

The  president.    The  resolution  is  out  of  order. 

Mb.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  that  this  body  will  not 
adopt  this  fifteen-minute  rule,  because  it  will  take  more  time  than  that 
to  discover  where  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin,  stands  on 
any  question.     [Laughter.]     I  am  opposed  to  it. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  this  gag  law, as  it  is  called,  will 
be  sustained.  I  do  not  call  it  a  ^g  law.  I  have  made  a  calculation,  to 
the  best  of  my  mathematical  ability,  as  to  the  length  of  time  that  will 
be  required  to  complete  our  work  at  the  same  rate  of  speed  we  are  going 
now,  and  according  to  the  calculation  that  I  have  made  it  will  take  until 
the  first  of  next  October.  So  any  gentleman  can  see  that  our  work  will 
be  useless.  We  must  get  it  done  by  the  fore  part  of  May.  I  do  not 
charge  it  to  any  gentleman  here,  and  I  do  not  suppose  it  has  been  done, 
but  if  there  are  any  reasonable  number  of  delegates  here  who  are  opposed 
to  this  Constitution,  who  are  working  to  defeat  entirely  the  work  of  the 
Convention,  which  I  do  not  suppose  there  are,  they  could  very  easily  do 
BO  by  talking  against  time,  and  there  has  been  already  too  much  talk  on 
this  matter.    We  have  had  enough  talk.    Let  us  get  down  to  business. 
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Mb.  WELLIK.  Mr.  President :  I  am  rather  sorrv  to  hear  the  gentle- 
man on  the  other  side  of  the  hall  calling  this  gag  law.  I  do  not  look 
upon  it  so.  We  have  spent  seventy-six  days  here,  and  what  have  we 
done?  If  we  keep  on  in  this  way,  when  will  we  ever  get  our  work 
through  ?  I  believe  that  fifteen  minutes  is  long  enough  for  any  delegate 
to  tell  all  he  knows.  The  Chairman  should  have  more  time.  There- 
fore I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  President :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  time  for  four- 
hour  speeches  has  gone  by,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  this  fifteen-minute  rule. 
We  never  will  get  through  unless  we  adopt  some  such  rule.  Gentlemen 
have  occupied  a  half  day  here  talking  about  one  thing  and  another  that 
is  not  to  the  question  at  all.  If  this  rule  is  adopted  every  member  will 
confine  himself  more  directly  to  the  question,  and  in  fifteen  minutes  he 
will  be  done,  and  the  Convention  will  get  through  with  their  work  more 
rapidly. 

Mr.  smith  of  Santa  Clara.  Mr.  President:  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

The  president.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Trinity, 
Mr.  Tinniu,  has  been  accepted  by  the  mover  of  the  amendment  to  the 
rule. 

Mr.  0 'SULLIVAN.    I  call  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 

Messrs.  Stedipan,  Ringgold,  Farrell,  and  Harrison  also  demanded  the 
ayes  and  noes.  * 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    I  move  to  strike  out  the  proviso. 

Mr,  TINNIN.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  previous  question 
had  been  moved. 

The  president.    The  previous  question  had^  not  been  ordered. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  The  ayes  and  noes  had  been 'moved,  therefore  the 
motion  was  not  in  order. 

The  president.  '  The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  amendment  to  Rule  Forty-three  was 
adopted  by  the  following  vote  : 

AYE8. 

Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barnes, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Belcher, 

Blackmer, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Caples, 

Caaserly, 

Chapman, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Cowden, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 

Davis, 

Dean, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Dunlap> 

Edgerton, 

Estee, 

Estey, 

Evev, 

Filcner, 

Finney, 

Freeman, 

Garvey, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Graves, 

Gregg, 

Haffer, 

Hall, 

Barbour, 

Beerstecher, 

Dowling, 

Farrell, 

Freud, 

Kleine, 

The  president.  The  amendment  to  Rule  Forty-three  is  adopted. 
The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  to  Rule  Fifty-six. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment.  I  offer  as  an  amendment  Rule  Fifty-six,  as  printed  in 
the  Standing  Rules.  There  is  going  to  be  another  opportunity  to  get 
rid  of  the  previous  question  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  I  cannot 
afford  to  let  it  pass.  That  is  the  reason  I  move  this  amendment.  There 
is  another  reason.  We  do  not  need  the  previous  question  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  because  we  have  adoptea  the  fifteen-minute  rule.  With 
that  rule  there  is  no  necessity  of  ever  moving  the  previous  question  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  terry.  That  rule  as  printed  in  the  Standing  Rules  contains 
the  words  ''except  for  limiting  toe  times  of  speaking." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  will  send  up  my  amendment. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.      Mr.   President:    I  think  we  can  be   killed  in 


Harrison, 

Ohleyer, 

Harvey, 

Porter, 

Heiskell, 

Prouty, 

Herold, 

Reed, 

Herri  ngton, 

Rhodes, 

Hilbom, 

Rolfe, 

HitchcxKsk, 

Schomp, 

Holmes, 

Shafter, 

Howard, 

Shurtleff*, 

Huestis, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Hughey, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Hunter, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco.. 

Inman, 

Soule, 

Johnson, 

Steele, 

Joyce, 

Stevenson, 

Kelley, 

Stuart, 

Kejes, 

Sweasey, 

Lame, 

Swenson, 

Lampson, 

Swing, 

Larkm, 

Terry, 

Larue, 

Thompson, 

Lewis, 

Tinnin, 

,Lindow, 

Townsend, 

Mansfield, 

TuUy, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Turner, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

Tuttle, 

McCallum, 

Van  Dyke, 

McComas, 

Van  Voorhies, 

McConnell, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

McCoy, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

McFarland, 

Webster, 

McNutt, 

Weller, 

Mills, 

Wellin, 

Moffat,' 

West, 

Moreland, 

Wickes, 

Morse, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Naaon, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Neunaber, 

Wyatt, 

Noel, 

Mr.  President — 118. 

NOES. 

Miller, 

Reynolds, 

Nelson, 

Ringgold, 

O'Donnell, 

Stedman, 

O'Sullivan, 

White, 

Reddy, 

Winans — 1 6. 

fifteen  minutes  by  some  men's  talking,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
adopted. 
The  SECRETARY  read  Mr.  Reynolds' amendment,  as  follows: 

RULE  PIPTY-SIX. 

The  rules  of  the  Convention  shall  be  observed  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  so  far  as  they  may  be  applicable,  except  that  the  ayes  and  noea 
shall  not  be  taken,  aftd  that  the  previous,  question  shall  not  be 
moved. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  Now  that  we  have  adopted  the 
fifteen-minute  rule  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  which  we  ought  to  have 
done  in  the  first  place,  inst&ad  of  the  previous  question,  I  hope  that  the 
Convention  will  take  that  absurdity  out  of  the  rules,  and  do  away  with 
the  previous  question  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

•Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  President:  All  I  desire  to  sav  is  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  amendment  will  defeat  the  rule  we  nave  just  adoptea, 
because  it  excepts  limiting  the  time  of  speaking. 

The  PRESIDENT.    He  does  not  include  that  in  his  amendment. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  Let  me  say  here  that  the  previoos 
question  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  has  had  but  one  single  effect,  not 
to  save  fifteen  minutes  time  on  any  one  question,  but  it  haa  led,  on 
three  different  occasions,  to  having  business  so  Jammed  up  that  it 
required  three  days  to  get  out  of  the  difficulty.  Members  have  been 
surprised  into  votmg  upon  amendments  that  they  did  not  approve.  A 
section  is  read  in  this  way,  an  amendment  is  offered,  and  then  another 
amendment.  A  discussion  ensues,  and  then  some  person,  who  regards 
it  as  his  special  duty,  maves  the  previous  question,  and  that  is  the  onljr 
speech  that  gentleman  ever  makes.  The  Convention  then  comes  to  a 
vote  upon  the  last  pending  amendment,  and  then  turns  its  attention  to 
the  next  amendment.  This  amendment  may  be  a  good  one,  if  it  could 
be  slightly  amended,  but  this  cannot  be  done,  and  the  committee  must 
adopt  it  as  it  is,  or  reject  it  altogether.  In  nine  cases  out  of  ten  gentle- 
men are  compelled  to  vote  for  somethine  that  does  not  suit  them,  and. 
the  result  has  been  that  we  have  been  three  days  at  a  tihie  getting  oat 
of  this  trouble.  Let  us  return  to  something  like  reasonable  sense.  Let 
us  return  to  the  time- honored  custom — a  custom  which  all  legislative 
bodies  have  adopted  since  the  time  when  the  memory  of  man  runs  not 
back.  Have  no  previous  question  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  then 
you  always  have  an  opportunity  to  perfect  your  work.  That  is  what 
the  Committee  of  the  Wnole  is  for. 

Mr.  reddy.  I  think  this  is  rather  a  bad  time  to  change  the 
rules. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  call  for  the  aves  and  noes. 

Messrs.  White,  Inman,  Nelson,  and  Farrell  also  demanded  the  ayea 
and  noes. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  President:  I  undertake  to  say  that  the  con- 
fusion which  has  arisen  here  and  the  misunderstanding,  has  been  from 
the  fact  that  for  days  general  questions  have  been  discussed,  and  the 
immediate  pending  question  has  not  been  referred  to  at  all.  If  we 
continue  with  the  unaerstanding  that  after  a  reasonable  time  discussion 
shall  close,  the  result  will  be  Uiat  members  will  discuss  the  pendinj^ 
question  and  not  the  general  subject.  I  think  we  had  better  not  change 
Uiis  rule  of  disposing  of  the  two  pending  amendments,  which  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco. 

The  president.  The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll  on  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleqian  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

The  roll  waa  call^,  and'  the  aniendment  rejected  by  the  following 
vote: 

AYES. 


Barnes, 

Herrtngton, 

Porter, 

Beerstefcher, 

Hughey, 

Reynolds, 

Blackmer, 

Johnson, 

Ringgold, 

Brown, 

Joyce, 

Shurtleff, 

Casserly, 

Keyes, 

Smith,  of  San  Franciacc 

Condon, 

Kleine, 

Stedman, 

Cowden, 

Laine, 

Steele, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Lindow, 

Stevenson, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

McFarland, 

Sweasey, 

Estee, 

Moffat, 

Swenson, 

Farrell, 

Morse, 

Turner, 

Freeman, 

Nelson, 

Wellin, 

Freud, 

Neunaber, 

White, 

Grace, 

O'Donnell, 

Winans, 

Hager, 

O'Sullivan, 

Mr.  President — 47. 

Harrison, 

NOES. 

Andrews, 

Finney, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Ayers^ 

Garvey, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cms, 

Barry, 

Gorman, 

McCallum, 

Barton, 

Graves, 

McComas, 

Belcher, 

Hall, 

McConnell, 

Boucher, 

Harvey, 

McCoy, 

Burt, 

Heiskell, 

Miller, 

Caples, 

Herold, 

Mills, 

Chapman, 

Hitchcock, 

Moreland, 

Cross, 

Holmes, 

Nason, 

Crouch, 

Huestis, 

Noel, 

Davis, 

Hunter, 

Ohleyer, 

Dean, 

Inman, 

Prouty, 

Doyle, 

Kelley, 

Reddy, 

Dunlap, 

Lampson, 

Reed, 

Edgerton, 

Jjarkm, 

Rhodes, 

Estey, 

Larue, 

Rolfe, 

Evey, 
Filcher, 

Lewis, 

Shafter, 

Idansfield, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 
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*  Oliroraia  Reports,  all  the  aame  waj.  Not  ■  break  [d  the  line,  eii 
in  the  Federal  Courts  or  in  the  St&te  Couriji.  It  ie  true,  air,  geotlei 
have  rend  frona  liisBeiiling  opinions,  and  bj  aaauming  their  positions 
Justify  the  poeittou  the;  take.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  weigbt  would 
■Dj  auch  disseating  opiaiona,  or  such  loose  expressions,  even  though 
they  come  from  eminent  jurists,  bare  vith  soy  Court  where  sue' 
an  unbroken  line  of  authorities  were  presented  on  the  other  eldi 
Why,  of  course,  they  would  not  be  listened  to  Tor  a  moment.  And  tht 
is  just  the  attitude  in  which  this  question  presenta  itseir  before  th 
oammitlee  precisely. 

I  hold  in  mv  hand  the  Federalist,  and  I  wish  lo  read  a  few  remarli 
from  Mr.  Madison  upon  this  question;  and  it  will  be  borne  in  min 
that  not  only  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  but  all  th 
Courts  of  the  Uniou,  wherever  constitutional  questions  ire  invoWed,  th 
s  of  the  Federalist  are  coDsidered  the  beet  kind  of  authority. 
TO  of  the  moat  conspicuous  members  of  the  CoQ- 
le  ConstitutioQ  of  the  irnited  Stales,  Hamilton 
and  Madison.  Mr.  Madison  is  aQSwA-lDg  the  attacks  umb  the  new 
Constitution  made  by  Its  enemies,  on  the  ground  thai  it  had  exceeded 
Ihe  powers  given  to  alter  the  old  articles  of  confederation.  In  warding 
off  attacks  on  that  score  he  would  not  be  likely  to  claim  fur  the  Feder^ 
Government  any  more  powers  than  were  actually  conferred  upon  it, 
because  his  purpose  was  to  show  that  the  government  did  not  poBses! 
unnecessary  powers.  Its  enemies  were  aaymg  that  they  had  given  11 
loo  many  powers,  therefore  I  say  that  he  cannot  be  charged  with  claim- 
ing more  for  it  than  actually  existed.  Mr.  Madison  is  compelled  to 
admit — I  refer  to  the  fortieth  number  of  the  Federalist— that  the  Con- 
vention did  exceed,  in  this  respect,  the  call  for  the  Convention.  He 
says;  "  From  these  two  acts  it  appears,  first,  that  the  object  of  the  Coti- 
veDtioD  was  to  establish  in  these  States  a  fina  nalionat  govrmmenl; 
second,  that  this  government  was  to  be  such  as  would  be  adequalt  to  lAt 
exigeiiciea  of  goeernmeni,  and  tfi£  preservation  of  the  Union." 

Than,  farther  on,  page  one  hundred  and  eighty-six,  he  enumerates  the 
several  jiowera  conferred  on  the  Covcrnment  of  the  Union.     He  says; 

"That  we  may  form  a  correct  judgment  on  this  sul^ect,  it  will  be 
proper  to  review  the  several  powers  conferred  on  the  Government  of  the 
Union  {  and  that  this  may  be  the  more  conveniently  done,  ttiey  may  be 
reduced  into  different  classes,  as  they  relate  to  the  following  diff< 
objects:  First,  security  against  foreign  danger;  second,  regulation o 
intercourse  with  foreign  nations;  tbird,  maintenance  of  harmony  and 
proper  intercourse  among  the  States;  fourth,  certain  miscellaneous  objects 
of  general  utility ;  fifth,  restraint  of  the  Stalaa  from  certain  injt 
acts;  sixth,  proviaions  for  giving  due  efficacy  to  all  these  powers." 

These  were  the  exclusive  powers.     Now,  oa  the  subject  of  treaties,  you 
will  find,  on  page  one  hundred  and  cinety-three,  number  forty-tv 
the  Federalist,  by  Mr.  Madison,  this: 

"  The  second  class  of  powers  lodged  in  the  General  Govemment 
sists  of  those  which  regulate  the  intercourse  with  foreign  nations,  to 
to  make  treaties;  to  send  and  receive  Ambassadors,  ouier  public  M 
ters  and  Consuls,"  etc. 

"  This  class  of  powers  forms  an  obvious  and  essential  branch  of  the 
fedeisl  adminislratioD.  If  we  are  to  be  one  nation,  in  any  respect,  ~ 
clearly  ought  to  be  in  respect  to  other  nations." 

Mb.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I.  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The 
gentleDian  voted  for  the  fifteen-minute  rule,  and  now  he  is  exceeding  his 

Th'i  CHAIRMAN.     The  gentleman's  time  is  up.     Shall  the  gentle- 
man  from  Alameda  have  leave  to  proceed? 
Mb.  0-SULLIVAN.    1  object. 
Mb.  cross.     I  object. 
The  question  was  put,  and  the  Chair  declared  that  the  noes  appeared 

D  was  called  for,  and  the  geDtlemau  was  allowed  to  proceed. 


o  have 


by  a  vote  of  4' 


The  CHAIRMAN.     The  gentleman  fmm  Alameda  will  proceed. 

Mb.  VAN  DYKE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  om  obliged  to  the  Convention. 
Mr.  Madison  says^ 

"  The  powers  le  make  treaties,  and  to  send  and  receive  Ambaasadors, 
speak  their  own  propriety.  Both  of  them  are  comprised  in  the  article 
of  confederation,  with  this  differenco  only,  thSt  the  former  is  disembar- 
rassed by  the  plan  of  the  Convention  of  an  exception,  under  which 
treaties  might  be  substantially  frustrated  by  regulations  of  the  Btatcs." 

Now,  that  was  the  fault  of  the  old  confederatiOD,  that  the  States  might 
interfere  with  treaties,  and  Mr.  Madison  says,  explicitly,  that  in  that 
res|iect,  by  the  new  plan,  the  treaties  are  placed  entirely  above  and 
beyond  the  reach  of  the  Slates.  Now,  again,  in  considering  the  limita- 
tions on  the  Stales,  the  same  great  slatraman  says,  in  referring  to  this 

■'  This  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  made 
in  pursuance  thereof,  or  all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall  be  made,  under 
the  authority  of  the  United  SUtes  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land, 
and  the  Judges  in  every  Slate  will  be  bound  thereby,  anything  In  the 
Constitution  or  laws  of  any  State  to  the  contrary  not  with  stand  lug." 

Now,  he  says,  upon  that : 

"  The  indiscreet  seal  of  the  adversaries  to  the  Constitution  has  betrayed 
them  into  on  attack  on  this  pert  of  it  also,  without  which  it  would  have 
been  evidently  and  radically  defective.  To  be  fully  eeuaible  of  this  we 
need  only  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the  supremscy  of  the  State  Consti- 
tutions had  been  left  complete  by  a  saving  clause  in  their  favor. 

"  In  the  firat  place,  as  these  Conatitutiona  invest  the  State  Legislatures 
with  absolute  sovereignty  in  all  cases  not  excepted  by  the  existing 
articles  of  confederation,  all  the  authorities  contained  In  the  proposed 
Constitution,  so  far  as  they  exceed  those  enumerated  in  the  cotifedera- 
lion,  would  have  been  annulled,  and  the  new  Congress  would  have  been 
reduceil  (o  the  same  impotent  condition  with  their  predecessors. 


"  In  the  next  place,  as  the  Constitutions  of  somi 
ever  expressly  and  fully  recognize  the  existing  p< 
acy,  an  express  saving  of  the  supremacy  of  the  f< 
States  have  brought  into  question  every  power  i 
posed  Constitution. 

"  In  the  third  place,  as  the  Constitutions  of  tl 
from  each  Stale,  it  might  happen  that  a  treaty  or 
and  equal  importance  to  the  States,  would  lulerfi 
with  other  Constitutions,  and  would  consequentl 
the  States,  at  the  same  lime  that  it  would  have  no 

"  In  fine,  the  world  would  have  seen  for  the  i 
government  founded  on  an  inversion  of  the  fund 
all  government;  it  would  have  seen  the  aulhoril; 
everywhere  subordinate  to  the  authority  of  the] 
seen  a  monster,  in  which  the  head  was  under  the  i 

Caa  there  be  anything  added  tothalT  Not  at 
supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  it  makes  ao  diffei 
here,  with  a  clause  of  the  Constitution  or  by  a  sti 
the  same  thing.  It  is  said  that  we  might  do  tl 
Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  would  we  think  of  a 
who  would  bring  week  afler  week  and  day  after  d 
were  forty  authorities  to  show  that  it  had  been  dec 
without  exception  T  lam  not,  for  one,  disposed  to 
tude  either  oi  a  demagogue  or  of  a  fool  in  this  Cons 
I  propose,  air,  here  to  abide  by  my  oath,  and  1  do  n 
this  Coustitntion,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  snythil 
unmistakably  direct— con fi let  with  a  treaty  of  the 
because  we  can  raise  a  point  before  the  Supreme  < 
know  It  has  been  decided  against  us,  it  is  sheer  foil 
to  put  It  in  here.  I  say  it  would  weaken  our  poe 
try.     1  say  we  want  the  cooperation  of  the  whole 

a  great  nation.  It  is  a  matter  which  a  great  na 
time.  And  what  is  required  is  for  the  people  t( 
the  subject,  and  they  are  fast  being  enlightened. 

I  cannot  vote  for  any  part  of  the  proposed  artici 
firat  section  ;  and  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Howard,  that  that  covers  the  whole  thing.  It  is  ( 
It  covers  the  whole  ground.  I  will  support  that  a 
j-rineiples  against  this  Chinese  evil,  and  1  will  si 
of  a  petition  to  Congress  and  the  President  of  the 

Mb.  BARNES.  1  would  like  to  ask  the  genti 
what  he  underatands  by  the  language,  "  and  alieui 
or  detrimental  to  the  well-being  or  peace  of  the  81 

Mb.  van  dyke.  1  suppoee  that  the  LegisI 
under  that  to  exclude  some  classes  of  Chinamen, 
and  it  is  certain  that  the  Slate  can  exclude  paupen 

Ma.  BARNES.  But  I  call  the  gentleman's  al 
"  and  aliens  otherwise  dangerous  or  detrimental 
peace  of  the  Stale." 

Mb.  van  dyke.  1  do  not  know  as  I  am  i 
They  could  drive  out  a  great  many 

Ma.  BARNES.  Then,  if  it  is  ptvpoaed  to  coni 
Legislature,  why  not  lest  it  here  and  now  1 


BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman:  1  do  not  proj) 
prescribed — fifteen  minutes — snd,  in  fact,  i 
diffidence  thai  I  presume  to  say  anything  upon  t 
'   en  discussed  by  some  of  the  ablest  lawyera  of  t 

unequivocally  established  as  thai  we  must  eat  i 

for  ourselves;  and,  in  fad,  if  we  are  only  to  be  gu 

told,  we  are  not  fit  to  vote  in  this  Convention. 

'lOrilies  quoted;  we  have  heard  eminent  men 

,  in  their  discussion,  taking  their  arguments,  it 

things  were  so  beyond  ell  doubt;  then,  whei 

ability,  on  the  same  provision,  wore  engaged  in 

-  .bject  upon  the  opposite  aide,  the  same  would  ap| 

ear.     Now,  I  am  under  the  impresaion  that  it  i 

look  at  this  matter  in  a  certain  light,  and  we  mui 

les  under  which  we  are  acting,  and  if  we  ' 

«hen  the  C^nBtitution  of  the  United  States 

nd  of  men  collected  together,  the  country 

from  under  the  dark  cloud  of  war.  and  those  men  i 

to  posterity  the  advantages  and  beuefits  of  the 


there  we 

Stales.  > 
ciple  of  h 
reality  of 


fill  d 


h  they  got  up  for  the  gover 


rved  at  all  ti 


t  that  a; 


to  the  Consti 
e  find  what  was  th( 
lion.     It  reads  as  follows : 

"  We.  the  people  of  the  United  States,  in  order  Ui 
union,  cstabliab  justice,  insure  domestic  tranquil! 
common  defense,  promote  the  general  welfare,  and 
of  liberty  to  ourselves  and  our  posterity,  do  oniai 
Constitution  for  the  Uniteil  Stales  of  America." 

This  was  one  great  Ihing  to  be  promoted.  This  ii 
up  for  the  welfare  of  the  people;  for  the  prosperity 
we  must  auderstand  this  great  principle  as  expresi 
"itendiog  through  that  great  ■ — ' "  - — "  "■■ 


iderstand  that  anything  t 


r  that  is 
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^welfare  of  the  people,  the  prosperity  of  the  nation,  the  prosperity  of  all 
the  States,  is  in  direct  oondict  with  the  grand  purpose  and  spirit  of  this 
instrument  which  is  expressly  for  the  prosperity  of  the  people.  What 
we  roust  take  into  consideration  is  the  great  spirit  of  this  instrument. 
Now,  if  we  take  this  into  consideration,  we  are  compelled  at  once  to  see, 
with  regard  to  any  matter  here,  it  is  in  conflict  with  these  grand  pro- 
visions in  that  declaration  of  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  We  may  say  the  Burlingame  treaty  was  popular;  the  people 
demanded  it.  So  they  did.  The  people  have  maae  many  popular 
mistakes,  and  Legislatures  have  made  many  popular  mistakes,  and  it 
may  be  that  the  treaty*making  power  has  made  a  mistake,  and  we 
believe  it  has.  It  was  popular  in  its  day.  Now  we  must  consider  that 
this  treaty-making  power  has  the  right--no  one  doubts  that.  The  gen- 
tleman last  on  the  floor  seemed  to  contend  with  great  earnestness  of 
purpose  for  this  right,  but  we  must  understand  that  all  human  institu- 
tions and  human  purposes  are  defective.  Popular  opinion  was  wrong, 
and  this  matter  of  the  treaty  proved  it.  Now,  the  great  matter  is  this, 
shall  we  consider  this  treaty  as  lying  in  the  way  of  getting  out  of  this 
difficolty,  of  getting  rid  of  the  Chinese,  or  the  Mongolian  race,  in  this 
country?  I  am  convinced  that  every  one  of  us  will  admit,  so  soon  as 
we  consider  that  they  deprive  the  white  race  of  labor,  that  they  deplete 
this  country  of  money  and  carry  it  away  into  a  distant  land  where  we 
never  see  it  again,  that  they  are  a  detriment  to  the  country,  that  they 
are  at  variance  with  the  great  interests  of  this  State,  and  that  as  soon  as 
they  are  at  variance  with  the  prosperity  of  the  State,  they  are  at  vari- 
ance with  the  principles  of  the  Constitution. 

Now,  as  to  tnose  who  made  the  Constitution.  We  do  not  doubt  their 
right  We  know  that  they  are  good  authority,  but  we  do  contend  that 
the  matter  has  resulted  differently  from  what  any  one  anticipated,  and 
that  instead  of  the  treaty  being  a  blessing,  instead  of  being  as  intended, 
it  has  turned  out  to  be  a  curse.  Now,  if  we  attempt  to  legislate  against 
this  it  appears  to  me  that  we  should  pronounce  it  an  evil.  I  will  read 
from  article  sixth : 

**  This  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States  which  shall  be 
made  in  pursuance  thereof,  and  all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall  be  made 
under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of 
the  land." 

We  must  look  at  the  spirit,  and  not  the  mere  words.  ''Under  the 
authority."  What  is  the  authority?  The  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  is  the  authority,  aod  the  only  authority  by  which  the  treaty- 
making  power  has  carried  out  what  it  has  in  this  matter;  and  everything 
that  is  made  in  accordance  with  this  is  binding,  is  effectual.  But  we  find 
practically  that  this  is  not  in  accordance  with  that  instrument.  Instead 
of  adding  to  the  prosperity,  and  happiness,  and  tranquillity  of  the  people, 
it  has  the  reverse  enect  to  almost  all  intents  and  purposes.  Now,  we 
should  look  at  this  in  this  light,  and  consider  the  authority.  The  Legis- 
lature frequently  pcMses  laws  that  are  inconsistent  with  the  Constitution. 
This  very  clause  seemed  to  anticipate  the  matter  of  Constitutions  con- 
flicting. Now,  we  find  that  this  snail  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land, 
and  the  laws  of  the  United  States  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  and  the 
treaties,  shall  be  the  supremo  law  of  the  land.  But  the  first  thing 
spoken  of  is  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  these  others  in 
aooordanoe  with  the  same,  and  by  authority  of  the  same.  But  it  must 
be  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution.  The  Constitution 
is  placed  first.  "  Made  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,"  which 
authority  is  the  Constitution: 

"And  the  Judges  in  every  State  shall  be  bound  thereby,  anything  in 
the  Constitution  or  laws  of  any  State  to  the  contrary  notwithstandiag." 

Now,  I  am  fully  impressed  with  the  idea  that  we  can  meet  this  evil,  and 
we  should  act  upon  it  accordingly,  and  in  fact  it  is  proper  and  rieht. 
We  should  carry  out  wishes  here  in  this  Convention.  I  believe  tnat 
we  have  a  right  to  do  so.  Some  say  it  is  treasonable.  You  ought  to 
have  read  the  Constitutioi\,  and  you  would  see  that  it  is  nothing  of  the 
kind.  Treason  is  raising  an  army  against  the  United  States,  or  giving 
aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemy ;  but  making  laws  contrary  is  nothinflf  of 
the  kind.  This  great  treaty  is  a  law  de  faciOf  but  not  a  law  de  jure. 
We  have  a  right  to  go  ahead  and  make  provisions  as  we  choose.  We 
will  be  representing  the  great  spirit  of  the  Constitution.  If  the  treaty 
is  in  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  we  have  the  right  to  go 
on  and  act  outside  of  it. 

aSllABKS  OF  MB.  RIYNOLDS. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  could  commit  no  g^reater  folly 
than  attempt  to  prolong  this  debate.  I  shall,  therefore,  endeavor  to  see 
how  short  i  can  oe — how  brief  my  remarks  can  be  made — not  how  short 
I  can  be.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  unable  to  support  the  substitute  for 
section  one,  which  is  now  pending,  and  in  order  that  there  may  be  an 
understanding  in  reeard  to  this,  I  call  for  the  reading  of  section  one  of 
the  substitute  offered  by  Mr.  Barnes. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sbctiom  1.  All  Mongolians  within  this  State  shall  be  required  to 
remove  therefrom  within  four  years  from  the  time  this  Constitution 
takes  effecL  At  the  first  session  of  the  Legislature  convened  hereunder 
provision  shall  be  made  for  judicial  proceedings  to  compel  such 
removal,  and  for  the  seizure  and  sale  or  so  much  of  any  property  of 
such  Mongolians  who  may  not  theretofore  have  voluntarily  departed 
within  the  period  herein  limited,  as  may  be  necessary  to  defray  the 
necessary  cost  of  their  removal  from  this  State  to  their  native  country. 

Mb.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  ask  leave  to  strike  out  the  word 
"Mongolians,"  and  insert  the  word  "Chinese." 

Mb.  CROSS.  I  object.  That  will  let  in  the  coolies  from  India.  They 
are  the  worst  class  we  have. 

Ma.  REYNOLDS.  JAr.  Chairman :  Two  difficulties  hedge  us  about 
when  we  approach  the  discussion  of  this  question.  If  we  attempt  to 
interfere  with  the  immigration  of  this  class  of  persons,  we  are  immedi- 
ately beset  with  the  interpretation  which  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
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United  States  has  put  upon  the  power  granted  to  Congress  to  regulate 
commerce;  and  the  gentleman  himseliil  Colonel  Barnes,  and  several 
other  legal  lights  on  this  floor,  have  taught  us  to  understand,  and  I 
hesitate  not  to  sa^,^have  convinced  us,  that  it  is  utterly  useless  for  us  to 
attempt  to  prohibit  the  incomine  of  subjects  of  the  Chinese  Empire. 
If  there  has  been  anything  settled  by  this  decision,  it  is  that;  and 
hence,  I  am  surprised  to  see  the  gentleman  himself,  after  successfully 
meeting  that  question  and  settling  it,  introduce  this  section,  one  which  flies 
directly  in  the  face  of  the  very  proposition  he  has  himself  settled.  For, 
as  was  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  when  a  Court 
undertakes  the  examination  of  an  Act  of  Congress,  or  a  State  Legisla- 
ture, it  immediately  looks  through  the  gauze  of  subterfuges  by  which  you 
attempt  to  accomplish  anything  by  indirection,  and  goes  straight  to  the 
subject,  and  hence,  no  one  can  misunderstand  or  can  be  misled  by  this 
section,  which  provides  for  the  deportation  of  the  very  persons  whom 
we  have  no  power  to  prevent  coming  in.  If  we  have  no  power  to  pre- 
vent their  coming,  we  have  no  power  to  deport  them.  Hence,  the  sec- 
tion offered  as  a  substitute  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  is 
answered  by  its  own  argument.  I  ani  opposed  to  that  section  for 
another  reason,  or  I  rather  prefer  the  report  or  the  committee,  because  it 
contains  in  better  form  the  very  same  thing,  but  directed  to  another 
proposition.  The  substitute  is  deportation,  pure  and  simple,  without  a 
reason.  S^ion  one  of  the  report  of  the  committee  provides  that 
vagrants,  paupers,  mendicants,  criminals,  and  persons a£Qicted  with  con- 
tagious or  infectious  diseases,  and  aliens  otherwise  dangerous  or  detri- 
mental to  ^he  well-being  and  peac>e  of  the  State,  may  be  removed  from 
the  State.  There  is  a  reason  which  comes  directly  within  the  doctrine 
of  the  Passenger  cases,  and  directly  within  the  doctrine  of  the  Slaughter- 
house cases,  and  within  subsequent  decisions  following  those,  and  within 
the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  gentlemen  in  debate  here.  If  you  will 
tur%jto  section  seven  you  will  find  another  branch  of  the  same  pubject : 
"Src.  7.  The  presence  of  foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of 
the  United  States  is  declared  hereby  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-bein^ 
of  the  State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  discourage  their  immigration  by 
all  the  means  within  its  power.  It  shall  provide  for  their  exclusion 
from  residence  or  settlement  in  any  portion  of  the  State  it  may  see  fit, 
or  from  the  State,  and  provide  suitaole  methods,  by  their  taxation  or 
otherwise,  for  the  expense  of  such  exclusion.  It  shall  prescribe  suitable 
penalties  for  the  punishment  of  persons  convicted  of  introducing  them 
within  forbidden  limits.  It  shall  delegate  all  necessary  power  to  the 
incorporated  cities  and  towns  of  this  State  for  their  removal  without  the 
limits  of  such  cities  and  towns." 

It  says,  "the  Legislature  shall  discourage  their  immigration  by  all 
means  within  its  power."  I  do  not  know  how  they  will  do  that.  Hera 
are  certain  classes  of  persons  declared  by  the  power  of  the  State — the 
only  power  that  has  a  right  to  judge— 4b  be  dangerous  to  its  well-being, 
and  tnen  it  shall  have  the  power  to  deport  or  remove  them  from  the 
State,  or  to  remove  them  to  different  places  within  the  State,  if  it  so  sees 
fit.  Now,  the  reason  I  am  in  favor  of  the  report  is,  that  H  provides  these 
reasons.  It  tells  why  it  undertakes  to  do  these  things;  and  thus,  so  far 
as  it  can  be  effective  at  all,  it  is  quite  as  effective  as  the  substitute  could 
be  if  it  could  be  adopted. 

And  the  reason  why  I  am  opposed  to  the  substitute  is  because  it  puts 
off  the  time  for  any  attempt  to  enforce  any  of  its  provisions  four  years. 
The  report  of  the  committee  may  be  enforced  at  any  time  after  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Constitution.  So  far  it  may  be  made  effective,  if  effective  at 
all,  within  a  reasonable  time.  The  suostitute  will  delay  action,  if  there 
is  anything  in  it  at  all,  for  four  years.  I  do  not  intend  to  say  a  word 
about  the  inconsistency  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  in  section 
two  that  he  has  offered  here,  with  his  remarks  upon  the  subject.  He 
said  that  he  was  opposed  to  any  act  of  cruelty  towards  this  class  of  per- 
sons; that  the  rignt  to  live  here  and  the  right  to  stay  here  implied  the 
right  to  earn  a  living,  and  he  was  opposed  to  depriving  them  of  the 
right  to  fish.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  he  was  opposed  to  anything 
that  looked  towards  depriving  the  Chinaman  of  earning  a  livelihood,  or 
laboring  wherever  or  whenever  he  could. 

Mb.  BARNES.  I  did  not  say  that.  What  I  said  was  this:  I  was 
opposed  to  these  queue-cutting  ordinances,  and  this  saying  that  a  man 
snould  not  fish. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  That  does  not  better  it  any.  He  follows  up  these 
remarks  by  proposing : 

"  Sic.  2.  After  this  Constitution  takes  effect  no  Mongolian  shall  carry 
on  or  maintain  any  business,  occupation,  profession,  or  mechanical  trade 
for  gain,  or  perform  any  usual  manual  labor  for  reward  in  this  State; 
and  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  or  persons,  bodies  corporate  or 
politic,  to  employ,  contract  with,  or  harbor  such  aliens  except  for  tem- 
porary accommodation,  shelter,  or  charity." 

Well,  if  a  Chinaman  is  entitled  to  make  a  living  in  the  State,  how  is 
he  going  to  do  it  if  he  shall  not  be  employed  ?  Where  is  the  consistency? 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  to  the  gentleman's 
remarks.  They  were  able  and  eloquent,  but  it  seems  to  me,  as  we  have 
heard  it  said  of  another,  that  the  performance  did  not  come  up  to  the 
proclamation;  that  when  we  come  to  read  his  proposition  there  was 
nothing  in  it  except  what  is  in  the  report  in  a  better  shape.  The  fact  is, 
his  proposition  drives  directly  at  the  law,  as  it  has  already  been  settled, 
and  amounts  to  a  system  of  deportation.  I  undertake  to  say  that  you 
might  as  well  meet  the  Chinaman  at  the  wharf,  and  say  that  he  shall 
not  land,  as  to  undertake  to  say  boldly  and  plainly  that  you  will  deport 
him  the  next  minute  after  he 'sets  his  foot  on  the  wharf,  unless  you  can 
establish  some  reason,  some  j>ower,  some  unquestionable  power  within 
the  State  that  will  give  you  tne  right  to  deport  him.  [Cries  of  "  Time."] 
And  then,  when  it  comes  to  the  other  section,  that  no  Mongolian  shall 
be  employed,  that  he  shall  not  work,  the  same  proposition  is  in  better 
shape  m  the  report,  in  section  six,  with  a  slight  amendment. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  time  is  up. 
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Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  not  detain  the  house  but  a  few 
moments.  I  should  not  speak  at  all,  but  I  wish  to  state  just  what  part 
of  this  report  I  can  support.  The  first  section  I  think  we  ought  to  adopt, 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  adopted.    Section  two  reads : 

"  Any  corporation  incorporated  hj  or  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  or 
doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  forfeit  its  franchises,  and  all  legal 
rights  thereunder,  if  it  ever  employs,  in  any  capacity  whatever,  foreign- 
ers who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  under 
the  laws  of  Congress.  This  section  shall  be  enforced  by  appropriate 
legislation.'' 

That  section  I  shall  not  support.  I  shall  not  support  it  because,  among 
other  reasons,  it  would  be  perfectly  futile  if  it  is  intended  to  reach  the 
railroad  company.  That  rail  road  company  exists  under  higher  author- 
ity than  the  corporate  power  of  this  State,  and  we  could  not  make  them 
forfeit  their  charter  if  we  tried  to.  Secondly,  I  think  it  is  barbarous.  I 
confess  that  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  when  he  says  that  the  Chinese 
after  tfiey  are  here  have  a  right  to  work  just  like  anybody  else,  and 
not  under  circumstances  by  which  they  cannot  earn  an  honest  living. 
I  do  not  believe  "  the  Chinese  must  go,"  but  I  think  the  point  is  that 
the  Chinese  shall  not  come.  I  do  not  believe  in  this  idea  tnat  the  Chi- 
nese must  go.  I  think  that  howl  that  has  been  going  over  t|^e  State  has 
delayed  action  on  this  great  subject  at  least  two  or  three  years.  The 
threats  that  have  been  made  everywhere  that  blood  would  flow  in  the 
streets  have  caused  the  people  of  the  East  to  doubt  our  sincerity.  I  wish 
to  read  a  few  words  from  Vattel's  Law  of  Nations,  page  173,  in  regard  to 
this  subject: 

**  The  sovereign  ought  not  to  grant  an  entrance  into  his  state  for  the 

Eurpose  of  drawing  foreigners  into  a  snare;  as  soon  as  he  admits  them 
0  engages  to  protect  them  as  his  own  subjects,  and  to  afford  them  per- 
fect security,  as  far  aa  depends  on  him.  Accordingly,  we  see  that  eirery 
sovereign  who  has  given  an  asylum  to  a  foreigner,  considers  himself  no 
less  offended  by  an  injury  done  to  the  latter,  than  he  would  by  an  act 
of  violence  committed  on  his  own  subject.  Hospitality  was  in  great 
honor  among  the  ancients,  and  even  among  barbarous  nations,  such  as 
the  Germans.  Those  savage  nations  who  treated  strangers  ill,  that 
Scythian  tribe  who  sacrificed  them  to  Diana,  were  universally  held  in 
abhorrence;  and  Grotius  justly  says  that  their  extreme  ferocity  excluded 
them  from  the  great  society  of  mankind.  All  other  nations  had  a  right 
to  unite  their  forces  in  order  to  chastise  them. 

"  From  a  sense  of  gratitude  for  the  protection  granted  him,  and  the 
other  advantages  he  enjoys,  the  foreigner  ought  not  to  content  himself 
with  barely  respecting  the  laws  of  the  country;  he  ought  to  assist  it  upon 
occasion,  and  contribute  to  its  defense,  as  far  as  is  consistent  with  his 
duty  as  citizen  of  another  state.  We  shall  see  elsewhere  what  he  can 
and  ought  to  do,  when  the  countvy  is  engaged  in  a  war.  But  there  is 
nothing  to  hinder  him  from  defending  it  against  pirates  or  robbers, 
against  the  ravages  of  an  inundation,  or  the  devastations  of  fire.  Can 
he  pretend  to  live  under  the  protection  of  a  state,  to  participate  in  a 
variety  of  advantages  it  affords,  and  yet  make  no  exertion  for  its  defense, 
but  remain  an  unconcerned  spectator  to  the  dangers  to  which  the  citi- 
zens are  exposed? 

*'  He  cannot,  indeed,  be  subject  to  those  burdens  that  have  only  a 
relation  to  the  Quality  of  citizens;  but  he  ought  to  bear  his  share  of  all 
the  others.  Bemg  exempted  from  serving  in  the  militia,  and  from  pay- 
ing those  taxes  destined  for  the  support  of  the  rights  of  the  nation,  he 
will  pay  the  duties  imposed  upon  provisions,  merchandise,  etc.,  and,  in 
a  word,  everything  tnat  haa  only  relation  to  his  residence  in  the 
country,  or  to  the  affairs  which  brought  him  thither." 

Vattel  is  a  recognized  authority  upon  the  law  of  nations.  I  appre- 
hend that  the  gentleman  proposes  now  to  create  a  new  law  of  nations, 
and  to  fight  the  whole  world  upon  a  proposition  of  such  gravitv.  I  am, 
therefore,  opposed  to  the  proposition  in  this  report  that  would  prohibit 
a  Chinaman  from  earning  an  honest  living.  I  think  it  is  barbarous;  I 
think  it  is  cruel.  I  say  that  when  they  come  here  under  the  laws  of  the 
country  they  have  a  right  to  earn  their  living,  just  as  any  other 
foreigner  has  when  he  comes  here — a  legal  right — and  it  would  be  bar- 
barous, in  my  opinion,  to  assume  any  other  position.  Now,  so  much  for 
that.     The  thira  sections  provides: 

**  No  alien  ineligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall 
ever  be  employed  on  any  State,  county,  municipal,  or  other  public  work 
in  this  Stat«  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution." 

That  I  shall  favor.  Let  that  work  be  done  by  those  who  will  defend 
it  in  time  of  war  and  maintain  it  in  time  of  peace.  Section  four  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  support  if  it  did  not  contain  the  word  "  Chinese,"  because 
as  it  is  it  will  come  in  direct  conflict  with  the  treaty.  I  would  support 
it  upon  the  proposition  that  if  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
declare  they  are  meligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States,  there 
is  something  about  that  people  that  renders  them  unworthy  of  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  of  the  State,  and  we  have  the  right  to  prohibit  their 
coming.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Stetes  have  held  that  the 
police  powers  of  the  State  are  to  advance  the  safety,  and  happiness,  and 
prosperity  of  the  State,  and  that  under  that  proposition  the  people  have 
a  right  to  provide  for  the  general  welfare.  They  have  a  right  to  say 
that  the  United  States  having  refused  to  allow  a  certain  class  to  become 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  that  that  class  of  people  would  not  advance 
the  general  welfare,  and  that  the  United  States  had  passed  upon  the 
question  of  fact  by  declaring  that  they  were  unworthy  of  citizenship. 
In  the  case  of  Chi  Lung,  the  Court  says: 

"  We  are  not  called  upon  to  decide  for  or  against  the  right  of  a  State,  in 
the  absence  of  legislation  by  Congress,  to  protect  herself  by  necessary 
and  proper  laws  against  paupers  and  convicted  criminals  from  abroad; 
nor  to  lay  down  the  definite  limit  of  such  right,  if  it  exists.  Such  a 
right  can  only  arise  from  a  vital  necessity  for  its  exercise,  and  cannot  be 
carried  beyond  the  scope  of  that  necessity.    When  a  State  statute,  limited 


to  provisions  necessary  and  appropriate  to  that  object  alone,  shall,  in  »  ^ 
proper  controversy,  come  before  us,  it  will  be  time  enough  to  decide  that 
question." 

I  can  probably  support  sections  three,  four,  and  five,  and  that  part  of 
section  six  which  relates  to  the  owning  of  real  estate.  It  is  not  a  debat- 
able proposition  that  the  State  has  the  right  to  prohibit  any  class  owning 
real  estate.  That  is  settled  by  law  and  by  decisions.  I  will  call  your 
attention  to  an  authority,  though  I  have  not  time  to  read  it  It  is  not 
an  American  authority,  but  it  will  be  taken,  I  think,  as  good  law.  It  ia 
a  bdok  written  bv  the  Right  Honorable  Alexander  Cockbum,  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  England.  I  maintein  that  the  States  have  a  right  to  impose 
that  authority,  and  I  hope  that  the  States  will  do  so.  I  would  be  very 
glad  to  support  the  last  part  of  section  six ;  the  first  part  I  cannot. 
These  people  are  a  great  iniury  to  the  State.  We  ought  to  adopt  all 
means  we  can  to  keep  them  from  coming  here  and  sending  them  away 
within  the  law.  But  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believe  that  the  streets 
will  run  with  blood.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believe  that  the  people 
are  going  to  rebel  against  law,  or  against  the  organized  authority  of  this 
State,  or  of  t^ie  General  Government.  I  believe  this  people  are  capable 
of  self-government.  I  believe  that  they  are  capable  of  meeting  any 
and  all  great  questions 

Mb.  JOYCE.  Do  you  think  the  people  are  capable  of  competing  with 
Chinese  labor? 

Mb.  ESTEE.  I  do  not  think  so;  but  I  propose  to  get  rid  of  the 
Chinese  in  a  legitimate  way — in  a  legal  way. 

Mb.  BARNES.     What  is  a  legitimate  way? 

Mb.  ESTEE.  I  would  answer,  first,  by  adopting  section  one,  that 
discourages  their  coming;  section  three  prohibits  their  employment  on 
public  works;  section  four,  by  making  it  general  so  that  it  would  not 
stand  in  direct  opposition  to  the  treaty,  would  discourage  their  coming. 
Adopt  a  memorial  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  to  both  houses 
of  Congress,  and  I  would  have  it  signed  by  every  member  of  this  Con- 
vention, to  show  that  the  people  of  this  State  are  unanimous,  and  I 
think  it  would  have  a  very  marked  effect  upon  the  opinion  that  Con- 
gress might  have  relative  to  this  great  subject  I  do  not  believe  in  this 
proposition  in  section  six:  "  Foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of 
the  United  States  sh^ll  not  have  the  right  to  sue  or  be  sued  in  any  of 
the  Courts  of  this  State ; "  but  I  would  support  that  portion  of  the  section 
which  would  not  allow  them  to  hold  real  estate,  because  that  comes 
within  the  bounds.  • 

Mb.  grace.  What  good  would  it  do  them  to  have  the  right  to  be 
sued? 

Mb.  ESTEE.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  there  are  not  a  great  many  white  men  who  would  get  along  better 
if  they  had  not  the  right  to  be  sued. 

Mb.  KLEINE.  Is  it  more  barbarous  or  more  cruel  to  drive  the  sons 
and  daughters  of  American  citizens  out,  or  to  deprive  coolie  serfs  of 
employment? 

Mb.  ESTEE.  What  can  we  do  here  against  the  whole  civilized 
world?  I  say  if  you  want  to  bring  this  thing  into  disgrace,  if  you  want 
to  be  cruel,  and  do  wrong,  you  will  be  condemned  by  the  beet  thinking 
people  of  the  world,  and  then  you  will  have  this  planted  upon  you  for- 
ever. The  way  to  do  is  to  approach  it  in  a  dignified,  solemn  manner; 
approach  it  in  a  legal  manner;  do  only  those  things  which  we  can  do, 
and  do  it  earnestly,  and  we  will  accomplish  the  result 

BEMABKS   OF   MR.  CAPLRS. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  has  not  been  my  purpose  to  dis- 
cuss this  question,  nor  is  it  now  my  intention  to  go  into  any  general 
discussion  of  the  question.  It  is  apparent  to  all  that  there  ia  really  but 
one  question  to  be  legitimately  discussed  here.  As  to  the  question  of 
this  being  a  great  evil,  there  is  but  one  opinion.  We  all  agree  that  it  is 
an  evil  that  threatens  law,  order,  society,  and  civilization  itself.  Upon 
that  proposition  we  are  all  agreed.  The  real  question,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  should  be  discussed  here  is  that  great  question  that  has  been  fought 
since  the  foundation  of  the  government — the  limits  and  boundaries  of 
State  and  Federal  authority.  It  is  a  legal  question.  It  is  a  great  ques- 
tion, that  has  engaged  the  greatest  minds  of  modem  times.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion that  has  been  fought  on  the  grandest  arena,  the  grandest  rostrum, 
of  modem  times,  and  by  intellectual  giants.  For  that  reason  1  have 
preferred  to  listen  to  a  discusbion  by  our  great  constitutional  lawyers, 
Knowing,  as  I  do,  that  they  were  best  qualified  to  give  us  light  upon 
this  great  subject— -practical  light,  and  light  that  we  need,  to  act  intelli- 
gently. My  purpose,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  rising,  is  to  call  attention  to 
some  pertinent  historical  facts  bearing  upon  this  great  question.  The 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Marin,  a  dav  or  two  since,  in  alluding  to 
this  great  question  of  the  power  of  State  authoritv  and  Federal  authority, 
alluded  to  a  very  celebrated  authority.  After  the  struggle  had  gone  on 
from  the  foundation  of  the  government  down  to  the  year  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  sixty-one,  it  was  submitted  to  the  arbitrament  of  arms,  and 
the  gentleman  tells  us  that  the  whole  question  was  decided  by  Chief 
Justice  Grant,  at  Appomattox.  I  do  not  propose  to  controvert  the  asser- 
tion of  the  gentleman,  for  it  is  eminently  true.  It  is  the  simple  fact  of 
the  case;  but  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  patent  fact  that  that  great 
court  is  the  court  of  last  resori;  and  I  assert  in  this  presence  that  all 
human  institutions,  all  political  rights,  are  based  upon  the  sword,  and 
are  maintained  by  the  sword,  and  that  that  court  to  which  the  gentle- 
man referred  is  in  fact  the  supreme  court,  or  court  of  last  resort  And, 
in  this  connection,  I  would  say  to  my  distinguished  friend  from  Los 
Angeles,  that  it  might  not  be  the  part  of  wisdom  to  ignore  this  decision 
and  its  result  upon  the  Congress  and  upon  the  public  opinion  of  the 
American  people,  because  it  is  a  stubborn  fact.  My  friena  from  Marin 
no  doubt  said  right,  "this  decision  is  final."  All  right  Very  welL  It 
was  our  neighbor's  ox  that  was  gored  then ;  but  to-day  we  find  ourselv< 
here  upon  this  floor,  confronting  a  question  as  broad  as  society,  as  civil- 
ization, and  this  time  the  boot  is  on  the  other  foot     It  is  our  ox  that  is 
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gored  this  time.  I  am  aoiry  it  is  so,  but  such  is  the  fact;  and,  as  I  sug- 
gested, it  may  not  be  wise  in  us  to  ignore  that  great  decision  of  that 
court  of  last  resort. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  whether  that  great 
court  of  last  resort  wiped  out  the  right  of  the  States  to  protect  themselves 
from  dangerous  classes  ? 

Mb.  CAPLES.  I  did  not  propose  to  discuss  this  question,  but  onlj  to 
call  attention  to  pertinent  historical  facts,  and  to  suggest  to  my  friend 
from  Los  Angeles  to  talce  into  consideration  the  bearing  of  that  decision 
upon  popular  opinion  in  these  States  of  the  American  Union.  I  do  not 
undertake  to  say  to  what  extent  that  decision  goes,  but  I  do  undertake 
to  say  that  it  has  had  an  important  bearing  upon  the  judicial  decisions 
of  our  highest  Courts,  and  that  it  has  had  a  marked  influence  upon 
popular  opinion.  And  right  here  is  the  point  at  issue,  the  point  which 
I  aesire  to  call  the  attention  of  this  committee  to.  We  expect  to  frame 
a  Constitution  here;  we  desire  that  it  should  be  adopted  by  the  people; 
we  have  already  arrayed  against  us  the  great  monopoly  of  the  eountry ; 
we  have  already  arrayed  against  us  a  power  that  is  perhaps  equal  to 
that  of  the  people,  and  it  is  an  open  ^ue^ion  whether  we  snail  be  able 
to  carry  it  or  not,  and  the  point  is  this :  can  we  afford  to  array  against 
us  two  important  classes  of  the  community  upon  this  issue — the  over- 
conservative  and  the  timid?  Because,  gentlemen,  talk  as  they  may, 
they  may  say  that  this  is  but  a  judicial  question  that  will  be  decided  by 
the  Courts,  and  there  will  be  no  collision  with  the  Federal  power;  but 
could  they  convince  the  people  of  California  that  there  woula  be  no  col- 
lision? They  might  convince  some.  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  would, 
but  there  would  l^  a  large  class  that  would  not  be  convinced  and  would 
vote  against  ^our  Constitution  through  fear  or  ultra  conservatism.  I 
submit  that  it  would  not  be  wise  in  us  to  adopt  propositions  and  meas- 
ures that  would  array  against  us  that  class.  However  ill  or  well 
founded  their  objections  may  be,  it  would  tell  against  the  adoption  of 
the  Constitution  without  a  doubt. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  a  legal  way,  a  right  way,  and  a  proper  way  in 
everything,  and  there  is  another  way  that  is  illegal,  that  is  wrong,  and 
that  is  impolitic.  The  object,  the  desire,  the  aim  of  this  Convention 
should  be  to  do  the  very  best  that  we  can  do  to  relieve  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia and  the  Pacific  Coast  from  this  great  curse  that  is  upon  us.  Can 
we  do  it  l>est  by  proceeding  regularly,  legally,  legitimately,  or  can  we 
do  it  best  by  an  impotent  exhibition  of  anger,  passion,  and  violence? 

There  is  another  phase  of  this  question,  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  gentlemen  of  this  committee.  It  was  remarked  by  a 
distinguished  gentleman  on  this  floor,  within  the  last  day  or  two,  that 
the  reason  for  conferring  the  franchise  and  ballot  upon  the  negro  was, 
not  that  we  considered  him  capable  of  a  just  ana  wise  and  equitable 
exercise  of  that  power,  but  simply  as  a  matter  of  self-protection ;  pro- 
tection against  oppression.  Now,  I  think,  he  was  right.  I  think,  per- 
haps, that  that  was  the  controlling  idea  with  the  American  people  wnen 
they  conferred  the  ballot  upon  the  negro.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sup- 
pose we  proceed  under  the  impulse  of  passion  or  prejudice,  however 
well  founded  it  may  be.  Suppose  we  persecute  these  people,  and  by 
lawless  measures  attempt  to  free  ourselves  from  this  great  evil,  would 
not  the  logic  of  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  refer  lead  us  to  fear,  at  least, 
that  the  same  reasons  that  operated  in  conferring  the  franchise  upon  the 
negro  would,  in  the  end,  inauce  the  Federal  Government  to  confer  the 
franchise  and  ballot  upon  the  Chinaman?  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
not  wise  to  hide  from  ourselves  the  dan^r  that  menaces  us.  The  wise 
and  iust  course  to  pursue  is  to  proceed  within  the  limits  of  law,  and,  after 
we  have  exhausted  every  eflort  and  have  represented  our  case  fully, 
and  shown  that  our  society  and  our  civilization  depends  upon  our  being 
freed  from  this  great  curse ;  if,  afler  we  have  exhausted  every  effort,  the 
Federal  Government  should  remain  deaf  to  our  appeals;  if  this  fair 
land  and  these  beautiful  valleys  that  we  had  hoped  to  leave  as  a  legacy 
to  our  children,  are  to  be  taken  by  this  brood  of  Mongolians,  then  I 
would  say,  and  if  it  were  in  mv  power  to  do  so,  I  would  speak  it  in  tones 
of  thunder  that  would  shake  the  earth,  that  every  impulse  of  humanity, 
every  instinct  of  our  natures,  would  impel  us  to  prevent  it,  though  we 
perish  in  the  attempt. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  1  do  not  rise  to  make  a  speech  upon 
this  subject.  I  merely  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to 
the  term  which  is  used  in  the  amendment  offered  by  Colonel  Barnes. 
He  uses  there  the  term  ''Mongolian." 

Mb.  BARNES.  I  desire  to  say  that,  afler  looking  into  it,  I  recognize 
the  impropriety  of  the  word,  and  projpose  to  ask  leave  to  make  a  correc- 
tion.   I  think  myself  that  the  word  is  improper  there. 

Mb.  AYERS.  I  merely  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  it  so  that  we  could  alter  it  at  present.  The  term  "  Mongolian  "  is 
one  of  the  great  divisions  of  the  human  race,  and  includes  the  Ameri- 
can Indian,  according  to  the  best  authority  that  we  have. 

Mb.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  listened  with  a  ^reat  deal  of 
patience  to  the  speeches  that  have  been  made  on  this  question.  I  admit 
that  it  has  been  necessary  that  speeches  should  be  made,  and  that  the 
general  principles  connected  with  this  subject  should  be  discussed,  and 
I  am  of  the  opinion  that  that  time  has  paNed.  I  think  henceforth  the 
speeches  should  be  made  directly  to  the  question  before  the  committee, 
and  I  shall  oppose  any  further  general  speeches,  on  general  principles, 
made  perhaps  more  for  buncombe  than  for  anything  else.  It  is  pre- 
sumed now  that  every  gentleman  has  made  up  his  mind.  Let  the 
remarks  in  future  be  practical  and  applied  to  the  auestions  under  con- 
^deration,  and  not  for  such  suggestions  as  the  wisdom  of  the  members 
may  suggest  for  the  general  question  under  consideration.  Believing 
now  that  a  different  system  of^  tactics  should  be  adopted  in  order  that 
this  Convention  may  ^nish  its  deliberations,  I  shall  in  the  future  move 
the  previous  Question  upon  all  occasions,  and  I,  therefore,  move  the 
previous  question  now  upon  the  two  amendments  pending  before  the 
committee. 


The  call  for  the  previous  question  was  seconded  by  Messrs.  Sphell, 
Stedman,  Howard,  Ayers,  and  Laine. 

A  division  was  called  for  and  the  main  question  was  ordered  by  a 
vote  of  73  ayes  to  26  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  substitute  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barnes. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  took  my  seat  with  the  understanding  that  the  word 
"  Chinese ''  should  be  substituted  for  the  word  ''Mongolian." 

The  substitute  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  If  there  be  no  further  amendments  to  section  one 
the  Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

The  SECRETARY  r«ad: 

Sec.  2.  Any  corporation  incorporated  by  or  under  the  laws  of  this 
State,  or  doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  forfeit  its  franchises,  and  all 
legal  rights  thereunder,  if  it  ever  employs,  in  any  capacity  whatever, 
foreigners  who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  tne  united  States 
under  the  laws  of  Congress.  This  section  shall  be  enforced  by  appro- 
priate legislation. 

Mr.  terry.    I  propose  the  following  substitute  for  section  two. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  No  corporation  now  existing;  or  hereafter  formed  under  the  laws  of 
tills  State  shall,  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  employ,  in  any 
way,  any  Chinese  or  Mongolians'.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  such  laws 
as  may  be  necessary  to  enn>rce  this  provision." 

Mb.  west.    I  offer  the  following  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  No  alien  shall  ever  be  employed  in  any  State,  county,  municipal,  or 
other  public  work  in  this  State  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution." 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  San  Joa- 
quin, Mr.  Terry,  whether  his  amendment  does  not  relate  merely  to  cor- 
porations formed  under  the  laws  of  this  State?  What  harm  could  it  do 
to  take  in  all  corporations? 

Mb.  terry.  You  can  provide  for  that  in  another  section.  The 
committee  have  already  provided  that  they  shall  not  be  employed  by 
public  corporations.  I  do  not  believe,  with  some  of  the  gentlemen  who 
nave  spoken  upon  this  question  here,  that  we  have  the  authority  by  a 
statute  of  our  State,  or  by  our  Court,  to  abrogate  a  treaty  made  by  the 
treaty-making  power  of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  believe  that  we  can 
prevent  these  people  landine  or  residing  here,  or  that  we  can  prevent 
any  citi^n  from  employing  them;  but  corporations  are  the  creatures  of 
the  statute.  They  exist  by  the  will  of  the  State,  and  we  can  control  cor- 
porations, and  prevent  tnem  from  employing  any  class  of  laborers  we 
choose.  We  can  make  it  a  condition  of  the  existence  of  their  charter. 
It  is  a  fact  pretty  well  known  that  perhaps  two  thirds  of  the  Chinese 
employed  in  the  State  are  employed  by  corporations.  I  propose  to  dis- 
courage their  immigration  here  by  all  legal  means.  I  do  not  propose,  so 
far  as  any  vote  of  mine  is  concerned,  to  bring  the  State  of  Calitomia  into 
conflict  with  the  power  of  the  government.  I  tried  that  on  once  when 
I  had  a  great  deiu  better  backing  than  now,  and  I  proved  my  faith  by 
my  works.  I  went  to  where  the  fightingr  was  going  on,  and  felt  some  of 
the  missiles.  I  was  whipped,  and  I  had  sense  enough  to  know  it  after 
it  was  done.  I  do  not  propose  to  provoke  any  more  conflicts  of  that 
kind.  [Laughter.]  I  propose  to  exercise  all  the  power  we  have  got, 
and  no  more. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman 
a  question.  I  would  like  to  ask  him  whether  he  has  anticipated  that 
corporations  will  employ  them  through  contractors  and  sub-contractors? 

Mb.  terry.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  an  amendment  that 
na  Chinese  shall  be  employed  by  any  contractor  or  sub-contractor  of 
any  corporation. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joacjuin,  Judge  Terry.  Section 
two  provides  for  the  forfeiture  of  tbe  franchise  of  the  corporation.  You 
cannot  forfeit  the  franchise  of  a  foreign  corporation  doing  business  in 
this  State,  because  we  have  not  grant^  them  the  franchise.  I  am  in 
favor  of  leaving  the  matter  of  penalty  entirely  with  the  Legislature. 
That  is  the  proper  place  to  leave  it.  Therefore,  I  will  vote  lor  Judge 
Terry's  amendment. 

SPEECH  OP  MB.  FAEBELL. 

Mb.  FARRELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  be  a  desire  of  some  per- 
sons on  this  floor  to  rush  this  matter  through  without  a  proper  investi- 
gation, and  I  am  sorry  to  see  it. 

These  same  gentlemen  who  are  desirous  of  so  doing,  have  occupied 
the  time  of  this  Convention  for  over  three  weeks,  on  the  subject  of  cor- 
porations, which,  sir,  is  of  no  importance  whatever  when  compared 
with  this  great  evil,  and  I  hope  and  trust  that  a  free  and  general  dis- 
cussion will  be  allowed  upon  this  question  for  the  benefit  of  the  people 
of  this  State,  and  of  the  United  States. 

Why,  sir,  they  talk  about  Congress  not  taking  any  action  in  this  mat- 
ter. What  can  you  expect  from  Congress,  when  gentlemen  of  this  Con- 
vention, who  were  elected  pledged  to  try  and  remedy  this  evil,  above 
all  others,  attempt  to  rush  it  through  under  a  false  plea  of  economy. 
Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  first  time  that  I  have  attempted  to  occupy 
the  time  of  this  Convention,  and  I  hope  the  same  privilege  will  be 
given  to  me  as  has  been  granted  to  others  to  speak  upon  this  question 
m  general. 

I  hold,  sir,  that  it  is  now  the  duty  of  the  members  of  this  Conven- 
tion, as  representatives  of  the  people  of  this  State,  to  take  such  steps  as 
will  protect  the  people  against  this  Mon^lian  importation. 

It  IS  only  a  pity  for  the  rising  generation,  a  love  for  my  country,  and 
the  principles  of  my  party,  that  compels  me  to  urge  the  arrest  of  this 
great  curse.  The  question  at  present  is :  Have  we  no  power  to  prevent 
the  introduction  of^  these  leprous  serfs  who  come  here  tor  private  specu- 
lation, and  who  are  driving  our  children  into  idleness  and  crime,  and 
our  laboring  men  to  destitution  and  starvation. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


H^  ChairmiiD,  I  wm  utonialied  to  bear  Ihe  gentlemsa  frooi  Boooma, 
Mr.  Stuart,  lake  the  part  of  these  leprous  MaDgoliene,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  he  voa  elected  to  this  Contention  bj  the  so-called  Non- 
partisan partj,  whose  platrorm  londl;  proclaimed  rerorm  upon  this  par- 
ticular subject.  He  talks  about  tramps  I  Who  has  been  the  cause  of 
making  these  men  tramps?  Why,  sir,  it  ia  such  men  as  he  and  the 
maoagera  of  the  Central  Pacirtc  Railroad,  who  employ  them,  and  thej 
are  the  parties  who  will  be  held  responsible  for  the  downfall  at  tbese 
poor  men,  who  are  now  classed  as  tramm.  There  are  hundreds  of  stal- 
wart young  men,  wandering  along  the  lines  of  the  Central  Pacific  Rail- 
roail.  from  house  to  house,  and  from  farm  to  farm,  wb«  are  ready  and 
willing  to  do  the  comnionest  kind  of  work  in  order  to  gain  an  honest 
living.  But,  sir,  how  sad  and  alarming  it  ii  to  know  that  the  sons  of 
men  who  contributed  millions  of  dollars  to  build  that  road  are  set  aside 
for  these  leprous  coolies.  And  jret,  sir,  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco, Mr.  Estee,  objects  to  prohibiting  railroads  from  employing  thera. 

Why,  sir,  it  would  be  better  for  the  people,  and  better  for  the  people 
of  the  State  of  California,  that  the  ground  would  open  and  swallow  up 
the  whole  outfit  of  the  Central  Pacinc  Railroad,  than  '"  ' " 


these  poor  laboring  n 


this  practice  of  employing  these  moon-eyed  lepers,  thereby  driving 
poor  laboring  men  to  desperation  and  starvation,  and  then  brand- 
tramps. 
Diy  iiiipiEBsion  iB,althou|[h  I  am  by  no  means  a  lawyer,  or  versed  in 
the  finely  drawn  lines  which  separate  and  mark  the  boundary  between 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  sovereign  Stale  of  California  and  that  of  the 
General  Government,  that  without  trenching  upon  the  paramount  rights 
of  the  latter,  we  can  still  insert  such  proscriptive  clauses,  and  make 
such  pmscriptive  diatiuctions.  as  will  make  their  continued  stay  in  our 
midst  unprofitable  to  tbem  j  and  God  knows,  when  a  country  becomes 
unprofitable  to  a  Chinaman,  he  won't  stay  in  it;  this,  too,  notwithstand- 
ing the  formidable  character  of  the  Burlingame  treaty  '•'  "• — '"  ■ 

face  as  the  great  atumblin-  '■'-'- ■■■"• 


foi 


'hich  they  say  it  is  impossibh 
_  __       ^  iport  of  the  committee  with  but  fe» 

■rceptions.     To  the  first,  second,  and  third  aeotions  of  the  report,  I  havi 


,  a  general 
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agreement,  that  by  the  use  of  the  terms  "  foreiene: 
to  become  citiiena"  a  complete  escape 
quoted  clause  of  the  Burlmgame  treaty  giving  Chinese 
country  the  same  rights  as  those  of  the  most  favored  nations.     , 

And  yet  our  daily  papers  have  recentlv  conteined  telegrams  announe- 
ing  the  naturalization  of  several  of  the  class  which  the  terms  here  used, 
"  foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citiiena,"  is  intended  especially  to  reach. 
It  seems  as  if  this  question  of  elii;ibilit;r  is  by  no  means  settled  as  yet, 
and  in  view  of  the  uncerteinty  of  anticipating  what  the  decision  of  the 
higher  Courts  will  be,  it  atrikes  me  as  dangeroua  to  the  measures  which 
we  are  discussing  (o  leave  them  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  future, 
where,  too,  an  adverse  deciaioD  may  make  all  the  sectiona  nugatery.  I 
should  and  do  favor,  in  these  three  sections  at  least,  and  wherever  else 
possible,  the  striking  out  of  these  equivocal  terms,  and  boldly  inserting 
thereforjust  what  we  mean;    "  No  Chinese  or  Mongolians." 

As  to  our  right  to  do  this,  irrespective  of  that  magnificent  monument 
erected  on  the  ruin  of  our  mechanical  vooilinns  and  the  dire  distress 
and  prostituted  morality  of  this  coast  to  the  memory  of  Anson  Bur- 
lingame,  the  question  of  corporations,  as  diacussed  for  the  past  three 
weeks,  has  settled  one  thing  beyond  ony  question  of  doubt,  and  that  is, 
the  anqualified  right  of  the  State  to  control  private  corporationa.  And, 
sir,  where  can  that  control  l>e  exercised  to  a  more  salutary  purpose  than 
in  restricting  them  from  using  a  class  of  labor,  no  matter  of  what 
nationality,  no  matter  of  what  treaty  regulations,  which  is,  in  itself,  the 
cause  of  all  (k Is  discontent  and  distress  among  our  laboring  classes.  As 
to  the  other  points,  the  right  of  the  Stale  te  exercise  all  necessary  police 
regulations,  and  to  control  the  character  of  labor  to  be  employed  upon 
Stole  or  public  works,  1  don't  think  any  one  has,  as  yet,  been  able  to 
bring  forward  any  treaty  prohibition  which  oould,  for  a  moment,  object. 

Thecrjof  "the  Chi 
gentlemen  of  the  opposition  parties,  has  become  so  identified  with  the 
future  of  our  State,  if  it  is  to  have  any  future  worthy  of  record,  that  alt 
now  recognise  that  it  has  met  with  a  responsive  throb  in  the  heart  of 
every  well  meaning  citizen  of  the  Pacific  Coast.  1  am  only  anxious, 
therefore,  Mr.  President,  that  what  we  do  sa;  in  this  Constitution  will 
be  comprehensive,  explicit,  and  to  the  point. 

Personally,  I  am  here  representing  a  party  whose  ambition  is  to 
secure  reform  in  this  particular  instance,  and  I  Bland  here  ready  and 
willing  to  vote  for  the  moat  radical  and  sweeping  provisions  which  will 
remedy  this  great  evil.  And  I  am  moat  concerned  to  feel  that  if  we  do 
not  eflect  soma  practical  remedy,  the  temper  and  control  of  a  long  and 
sorely  tried  people  wilt,  after  a  time,  lose  that  reverence  for  law  and 
order  which  la  now  their  greatest  honor.  And  now,  in  conclusion,  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  the  folfcwing  as  a  substitute  for  section  two,  of  the 
report  of  the  committee,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted : 

"  No  corporation  incorporated  by  or  under  Ibe  laws  of  this  Slate,  shall 
employ  any  Chinese  or  Mongolians  in  any  capacity  whatever.  And  a 
violation  of  this  provision  shall  work  a  forfeiture  uf  the  franchise  of  the 
corporation  so  offending.  It  is  hereby  made  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  enforce  this  provision  bv  appropriate  legislation." 

Mb.  HITCHCOCK.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee 
rise,  rejiort  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sif  again. 

'^"''*^'  IN  CONVENTIOS. 

Thr  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
Instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 


The  Convention  will  lake  a  reoees  until  two  o'clock  r, 

AFTEBNOOK  SESSION. 
The  Convention  reassembled  at  one  o'clock  and  thirl 
President  Uoge  in  the  chair. 
Bolt  called  an(l  quorum  present. 


Ml,  CONDON.  Mr.  Preaident;  I  move  that  the  C 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  Preaidei 
for  the  purpose  of  farther  considering  the  report  of  tb< 
Cbinese. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Tax  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendmei 
man  frt>m  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terry. 

Ma.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District  Mr.  Chairman:  I 
amendment  to  the  proposition  of  Judge  Terry. 

Tm  SECRETARY  read  the  amendment : 

"Amend  the  amendment  bV  inserting  after  the  woi 
wonla  •  directly  or  indirectly.' '"' 

Tbi  chairman.     The  question  ia  on  the  amendme: 

Hb.  terry.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

Ma.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  i 
osition  the  most  important  one  that  has  been  ofllered  her 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  matter  which  is  subject  to  the  leas< 
ese.    1  have  no  desi 
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able  arguments  on  both  si 

I  am  willing  to  teke  Ibe  law  and  argumente  of  Mr.  Wits 
to  the  position  I  shall  take  as  against  the  poeition  he  loo 
Now,  it  seems  to  me.  according  to  the  arguments  and  a 
that  we  are  hedged  in  by  three  propoaitiona  of  national 
to  regulate  commerce,  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  in  reg 
'  "        '        '  the  provisions  of  the  Fourteenth  Amc 


to  equal  protection  unde 
by  the  treaty  only  as  to 


thel 


,    Now, 


auinoruicB  mat  wen;  tbbu  sonie  Liuie  ago,  they  were  U. 
treaties  are  construed,  like  Conati  tut  ions,  strictly,  and  any 
therein  ia  law.  As  far  as  it  has  any  application  to  the 
of  the  State,  it  seems  to  me  it  must  tie  expressly  done. 

as  the  treaty  ia  concerned.  There  are  certain  powers, 
acknowledged,  which  our  State  cannot  violate  or  infri 
there  are  certain  other  powers,  domestic  powers,  whic 
given  to  the  State,  which  cannot  be  laken  from  the  State 
the  instance  in  the  Fifth  California  in  regard  to  real  proi 
know  anything  in  this  treaty  which  wilt  prohibit  us  I 
the  employment  of  Chinese  by  corporations  or  iudiv 
ttierefore  ttink  it  ia  perfectly  right  for  this  State  to  take  i 
the  power  it  lias,  of  a  domestic  or  any  other  nature, 
against  this  evil.  Allow  them  for  the  purposes  of  resld 
te  have  full  sway.  Let  the  Chinese  have  their  pound  o 
one  drop  of  blood.  A  corporation  is  the  creature  of  the  I 
by  the  State.  And  for  that  reason  it  seems  to  me,  beca 
chance  for  doubt,  and  l>ec*uae  corporations  have  employi 
Chinamen,  that  this  is  one  step  in  advance,  and  this  me 
adopted.  Aa  to  waiting  upon  Congress,  I  have  not  mu 
plan.  We  here  am  absorbed  in  that  question,  and  th' 
other  States  are  absorbed  in  theq^ueation  of  commerce,  an 
to  think  we  are  in  danger  of  lieing  overruled  by  the  gn 
commerce.  I  am  in  favor  of  doing  everything  we  can 
every  chance,  where  there  ia  no  settled  opinion  against  ' 

Ma.  SMITH,  of  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  ec 
we  have  spent  time  enough  in  areuing  thia  question,  am 
arguments  that  have  been  made  I  cannot  hope  to  say  an 
this  subject,  but,  sir,  it  is  my  duty  to  raise  my  voice  i 
greatest  evil  in  the  State.  According  to  the  Constitutii 
slavery  lannot  exist.  Sut,  air,  I  think  it  is  well  known 
tleman  on  thia  fioor  that  slavery  does  exist  in  the  vi 
Slavery  in  the  South  was  broken  up  by  law,  but  in  this 
is  upheld  by  a  power  above  the  law,  by  the  power  of  th( 
Railroad  Company,  Colonel  Bee,  and  the  Chinese  comp 
wilt  bid  defiance  to  the  law  in  the  future  as  they  ha 
Now.  sir,  the  cooties  imported  by  these  companies  are  n 
They  always  have  to  contribute  to  the«e  companies,  and 
to  do  8o  they  are  put  out  of  the  way. 

Now,  air.  Congress  has  been  petitioned  and  memoria 
again  in  regard  to  thia  matter,  but  to  no  effect,  with  the 
few  Senators  from  this  coast  making  a  few  anti-Chinese 
why?  Not  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  i 
but  for"- '  — '-- ' 


■  the  express  purpose  of  making  political  capital  oi 
But  that  day  ia  past.    The  people  of  California  cai 


demagogue  apeechea  any  longer,  and  they  intend  to 
be  blind  c 


n  hands,  and  apply  their  < 


ledy,  and 
ight  light.     T 
treaty  ia  a  one-aided  treaty,  and  hence  ia  no  treaty  at  all 
that  was  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  Chinese,  and  agair 
clan  of  this  State,  and  the  State  itself,  and  our  brothere 


find  it 


o  theii 


> 
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stitutional  right.  Section  four  of  article  four  of  the  Constitution  reads 
as  follows : 

"7he  United  States  shall  guarantee  to  every  State  in  this  Union  a 
republican  form  of  govemment,  and  shall  protect  each  of  them  against 
inrasion." 

Kow,  who  is  the  best  judge  of  this  invasion.  I  think  the  people  of 
the  State.  When  this  State  is  beinff  overrun  hy  a  foreign  foe,  shall  we 
not  defend  ourselves?  They  are  driving  our  laborers  out  of  employ- 
ment. They  are  stealing  away  our  business.  Is  this  not  an  invasion? 
I  claim  that  it  is.  It  is  immaterial  to  me  what  form  the  invasion  takes. 
When  I  see  these  thinp  I  hold  it  to  be  my  duty  to  raise  my  voice 
against  it,  and  to  do  all  in  my  power  to  protect  myself  and  my  family 
and  the  State.  I  certainly  do  not  propose  to  be  driven  out  of  this  State 
by  this  tide  of  humanity. 

Now,  the  treaty  does  not  say  that  slaves  shall  concentrate  in  any  par- 
ticular number  in  this  country,  and  as  one  of  the  people  I  shall  insist 
upon  the  rights  of  the  State.  Now,  there  seems  to  be  but  one  way  out 
of  this  difficulty.  If  Congress  continues  to  brine  the  Chinese  into  this 
golden  State,  then,  sir,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  people  of  this  State  to  drive 
them  out  of  the  State  in  defiance  of  Congress.  I  hope  we  will  adopt 
section  four  of  this  report,  and  show  Congress  that  we  are  in  earnest  on 
this  matter,  and  if  it  leads  to  riot  and  violence  Congress  will  have  itself 
to  blame. 

It  is  claimed  that  a  person  has  the  ri^ht  to  employ  whoever  he  sees 
fit,  and  that  it  is  essential  to  employ  Chmamen  in  order  to  develop  the 
reaouroes  of  the  State.  I  deny  it.  I  should  like  to  know  of  these 
Chinese  lovers,  to  whom  do  they  sell  the  produce  <^  the  State?  if  it  is 
taken  and  consumed  by  the  Chinese?  The  truth  is  these  men  are  of  a 
grasping,  greedy  mind ;  men  without  souls ;  men  who  do  more  to  hold 
back  the  progress  of  the  State  than  the  Chinese  themselves.  It  is  better 
that  free  labor  be  employed.  If  it  had  been,  the  State  would  be  far  in 
advance  of  what  it  is  to-day.  Whv?  Because  these  white  laborers 
would  become  a  part  of  the  State,  ana  own  homes  and  enter  business  on 
their  own  account.  The  Chinese  do  not  build  up  the  State,  and  if  I  had 
the  power  I  would  make  them  leave. 

Now,  sir,  they  say  this  fourth  section  conflicts  with  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  I  claim  there  is  a  difiference  of  opinion  in  regard 
to  the  Constitution.  I  claim  that  it  does  not  conflict.  That  instrument 
recognizes  the  police  power  of  the  State  to  wipe  out  this  evil,  treaty  or 
no  treaty.  I  hope  this  section  will  be  adopted,  and  this  matter  brought 
before  Congrees,  so  that  the  people  will  know  how  much  to  expect  from 
the  government,  and  apply  their  own  remedy. 

As  regards  section  three,  it  ought  to  be  adopted.  The  Legislature 
passed. a  law  that  no  Chined  \t£oT  should  be  employed  on  the  City 
Hall  in  San  Francisco,  but  that  law  has  been  violated.  So  lon^as  we 
have  unfiuthful  officers,  so  long  will  our  laws  be  of  no  avail. 

8PKKCH   OF   MR.   ELXIKK. 

Mb.  KLEINE.  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  Convention  :  I 
like  to  be  right  in  the  middle  of  the  hall,  and  speak  always  right  in 
the  face  of  men.  The  gentlemen  have  said  on  this  floor,  and  especially 
the  lawyers,  that  we  are  helpless.  That  we  have  the  Burlingame 
treaty,  and  therefore  we  are  helpless.  To  listen  to  these  gentlemen  one 
would  imajgine  we  were  in  the  Empire  of  China.  Now,  ffentlemen, 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  the  people  have  the  right  to 
make  laws.  The  people  send  their  servants  to  make  laws,  and  they 
have  a  right  to  maxe  the  kind  of  laws  they  should  make.  The  people 
of  the  State  of  California  have  sent  you  here  to  get  rid  of  these  Mongo- 
lians. It  is  very  strange,  indeed,  to  hear  these  gentlemen  say,  0,  the 
poot  Chinaman,'what  shall  we  do  with  him?  [Laughter.]  The  gen- 
tlemen better  say.  What  shall  we  do  with  our  poor  boys  and  girls  who 
are  walking  the  streets  in  idleness?  It  is  a  rare  thing  in  San  Fran- 
cisoo  to  find  a  servant  girl  in  a  family.  These  families  have  swapped 
the  servant  girl  for  the  coolie,  and  they  have  them  in  their  families  to 
make  beds  and  do  everything  which  God  intended  for  women  to  do, 
because  they  say :  **  0,  these  girls  are  too  sassy."    [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen,  if  we  have  no  right  to  protect  ourselves;  if  we  are  help- 
less; if  our  sons  and  daughters  of  the  rising  generation  must  be  made 
hoodlums;  if  they  must  be  driven  into  crime,  the  sooner  we  know  it 
the  better.  We  want  to  know  it.  We  have  a  right  to  defend  our- 
selves.   Let  us  know  it,  and  let  the  law  of  self-preservation  rule. 

Now,  gentlemen^  you  remember  in  eishteen  hundred  and  fifty-six 
there  was  a  vigilance  committee  organizeof  in  San  Francisco.  The  gov- 
ernment said,  you  must  not  do  so,  out  they  raised  it^  and  gave  warning 
to  these  political  vagabonds  and  loafers  that  they  must  auit,  and  they 
strung  up  several  of  these  scoundrels,  and  the  rest  escaped  the  country, 
and  the  vigilance  committee  subsided ;  but  some  of  them  are  here  to-day, 
in  this  State,  ready  to  answer  the  call  of  duty  again. 

Now,  gentlemen,  is  it  possible  that  we  have  no  protection  against  this 
curse?  You  say  we  must  appeal  to  Congress.  Haven't  we  been  appeal- 
ing to  Congress  for  the  last  ten  years,  and  what  has  Congress  done  for 
OS?    Nothing  at  all.    Nothing  at  all.    They  have  poked  tun  at  us,  and 

five  us  no  releif.  And  these  lawyers  tell  us  we  can't  do  anything.  Well, 
tell  you  to  pay  very  little  attention  to  what  these  lawyers  say,  because 
the  lawyers  disagree  among  themselves.  Only  a  few  months  ago  they 
made  out  that  this  was  not  an  office,  because  Judge  Fawcett  wanted  to 
retain  his  seat.  They  can  make  white  black,  and  black  white,  so  pay 
no  attention  to  these  lawyers  whatever.  [Laughter.]  Now—just  look, 
listen.  These  gentlemen'  have  said,  what  are  we  going  to  do  with  the 
poor  Chinaman;  Better  say,  what  are  we  going  to  do  with  these  poor 
white  people;  Who  is  going  to  care  for  them?  Go  down  to  San  Fran- 
cisco and  see  these  poor  boys  and  girls  tramping  the  streets  day  afler 
day,  because  they  can't  get  work;  all  on  account  of  this  cheap  labor. 
Gentlemen,  don't  you  know  what  this  cheap  labor  means?  It  means 
extravagance  and  luxury  for  the  capitalists.  That's  what  it  means.  We 
have  a  class  of  capitalisU  that  want  cheap  labor,  they  want  coolies,  they 


want  slaves.     According  to  testimony  taken  before  the  Commission, 
these  Chinamen  can  live  for  eight  cents  a  day.    That's  what  capital 
wants.    They  want  to  bring  us  down  to  the  level  of  the  coolie  himself; 
>to  a  level  with  slave  labor.    Now  they  employ  them  for  servants. 

There's  no  hope  that  Congress  will  do  anything  for  us  on  this  ques- 
tion, unless  this  State  takes  a  step  to  represent  ourselves  before  Con- 
gress. We  can't  expect  anything  from  Congress.  Don't  you  remem- 
ber two  years  ago,  Congress  sent  a  committee  out  here  and  took 
all  the  testimony  of  our  respectable  citisens  of  California,  lawyers 
[laughter],  merchants,  business  men,  mechanics,  and  they  all  said 
the  Chinese  were  ruining  tlie  State,  that  thoy  were  a  curse;  and  did 
they  do  anything?  No,  sir,  not  a  thing;  and  the  Chinese  come,  and 
come,  day  after  day,  and  now  the  sentleman  from  San  Francisco  wants 
to  give  them  four  years  more  belors  we  commence  doing  anything. 
Don't  you  know  there  are  over  forty  thousand -of  them  in  San  Fran- 
cisco? Do  you  remember  some  years  ago,  when  these  Chinamen  rose 
and  massacred  over  seven  hundred  white  men,  women,  and  children ; 
and  not  a  single  word  said  about  it?  Not  a  word  said.  And  we  will 
have  the  same  riots  here  some  day.    It  is  only  a  question  of  time. 

Now,  let  me  read  something— Jisten.  [Laughter.]  The  old  slave- 
holders used  te  declare  slavery  a  divine  institution,  and  it  was  a  favorite 
text,  "  Servants,  obey  your  masters."  I  suppose  Stanford,  and  all  the 
rest  of  them,  will  say  the  same  thing  about  Chinese  coolies.  These 
preachers  say  the  same  thing.    They  seem  to  love  these  coolies. 

Mb.  BOLFE.    The  gentleman's  time  is  up. 

Ma.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.* Chairman:  I  hope,  sir, 

Tbk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  not  debatable.  Those  in  favor  of 
permitting  him  to  proceed  will  say  aye. 

Carried. 

Mb.  KLEINE.  I  tell  you,  I  speak  because  my  duty  compel^  me ; 
because  I  see  the  future  of  this  now.  I  know  some  of  you  gentlemen 
may  think  I  am  talking  excited.  [Laughter.]  No.  I  can  see  the  future, 
ancf  I  predicted  three  years  ago  that  this  slavery  would  overturn  repub- 
Itcan  institutions. 

Now,  I  shall  tell  you  that  in  San  Francisco  only  a  few  Chinese  have 
been  converted,  while  hundreds  of  white  men,  women,  and  children 
have  been  forced  into  crime.  Charity  begins  at  home.  The  ^ood  book 
tells  US,  he  that  don't  provide  for  his  own  home  is  not  a  Christian.  The 
time  will  come  when  these  Chinese  will  drive  out  your  wives  and  chil- 
dren, if  you  don't  drive  out  the  Chinese.  Let  me  tell  you  that  many  of 
your  rich  men  will  become  poor.  I  know  a  rich  man  whose  sons  and 
daughters  are  to-day  poor  miserable  scrubs,  making  a  living  by  day's 
work,  and  perhaps  some  of  yout*  sons  and  daughters  will  commit  mur- 
der, because  forced  to  do  it,  and  they  will  curse  you  and  sa^  :  our  fathers 
protected  this  Chinese  treaty  and  compelled  us  to  come  in  competition 
with  these  coolies,  who  live  tor  eight  cents  a  day,  and  that  is  a  fact.  You 
know  it  is  true.  [Laughter.]  I  won't  say  no  more  now.  I  tell  you  the 
people  have  sent  you  here  to  relieve  them,  and  if  you  don't  do  it  the 
the  people  will  do  it  for  themselves.  Our  white  citizens  will  not  come 
down  to  the  level  of  the  Mongolian  slaves.  They  will  not  live  on  six 
cents  a  day.  Don't  tell  us  we  have  no  power  to  remove  this  curse,  for  I 
know  better.  I  tell  you  if  they  had  these  coolies  in  New  York  or  Wash- 
ington, they  would  not  stand  it  twenty-four  hours.  The  Chinamen 
here  are  criminals  and  paupers.  Now,  why  do  you  tell  us  we  are  help- 
less? Then  we  have  no  government,  for  self-preservation  is  the  first 
law  of  nature. 

[Cries  of  "  Go  on !"  "  Go  on !"] 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment ofiered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terry. 

The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  moves  to  amend  this  amendment  by 
adding  the  following:  ''No  corporation  incorporated  by  or  under  the 
laws  of  this  State,  or  doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  employ  any  Chinese 
or  Mongolians  in  any  capacity  whatever.  A  violation  of  this  provision 
shall  work  a  forfeiture  ot  the  franchise  of  the  corporation  so  oflending. 
It  is  hereby  made  the  duty  of  the  Iiegislature  to  enforce  this  provision 
by  appropriate  legislation." 

Lost. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terry. 

Adopted. 

Thb  chairman.  There  being  no  further  amendmente,  the  Secre- 
tary will  read  section  three. 

Thb  secretary  j-ead : 

"Sbc.  3.  No  alien  ineligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
shall  ever  be  employed  on  any  Stete,  county,  municipal,  or  other  public 
work  in  this  State  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution." 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  the  following  amendment 
to  section  three : 

The  secretary  read: 

"No  alien  ineligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
employed  on  any  State,  county,  or  municipal,  or  other  public  work." 

Thb  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  merely  to  note  the  fact 
that  it  leaves  out  some  unnecessary  words,  and  makes  it  read  better. 
There  is  no  necessity  for  the  words,  "  ip  this  Slate  after  the  adoption  of 
this  Constitution." 

Mb.  MILLER.     I  accept  the  amendment. 

Thb  chairman.  Tne  gentleman  cannot  accept  it.  The  question 
is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

Mb.  WYAtT.     I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  No  Chinese,  except  for  punishment  of  crime,  shall  ever  be  employed 
on  any  State,  county,  municipal,  or  other  public  work  in  this  State 
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Mr.  ROLFE.     Mr.  Chairman :  Is  an  amendment  in  order? 

The  chairman.  You  may  amend  the  substitute,  or  the  original 
section. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  I  offer  an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  whole  section. 
Strike  out  section  four,  with  the  proposed  amendments. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion four,  and  the  proposed  amendments. 

8PRSGH   or   MR.    ROLFR. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  suppose  we  might  just  as  well  test 
the  sense  of  this  Convention  now  on  ttiis  proposition  which  some  of  us 
think  is  clearly  contrary  to  the  Constitution — m  direct  conflict  with  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  am  not  opposed  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  Chinese,  and  I  do  not  suppose  there  is  a  gentleman  on  the  floor 
who  is.  But  while  I  am  not  opposed  to  that,  I  am  opposed  to  running 
our  heads  right  against  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  do  not 
propose  to  take  a  course  that  will  bring  us  into  contempt,  and  expose  us 
to  the  ridicule  of  the  country. 

Now,  I  do  not  see  as  the  proposed  amendment  gets  around  the  objec- 
tions^ which  are  made  to  discriminating  laws.  The  treaty  places  a 
Chinaman  on  the  same  plane  with  other  citizens  of  the  most  favored 
nations,  and  gives  to  them  the  same  privileges ;  and  this  same  treaty 
expressly  provides  that  no  Chinaman  shall  have  the  right  to  become  a 
citisen  of  the  United  States.  That  is  left  to  Congress.  But  with  that 
exception  it  places  the  Chinese  upon  the  same  footing  with  other 
nations — the  same  as  Englishmen  or  Frenchmen.  Well,  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  it  is  not  the  right  of  a  Chinaman  to  become  a 
citizen;  and  then  we  have  that  provision  of  the  treaty  as  an  exception 
to  the  rule  as  to  citizenship.  Now  we  propose  to  get  around  it  by  not 
allowing  aliens  who  cannot  become  citizens  to  do  business  without  pro- 
earing  a  license,  which  is  exactly  the  same  thing  as  a  prohibition.  That, 
I  say,  is  putting  the  Chinaman  upon  a  different  footing,  and  it  will  be 
so  held  by  the  Courts.  Well,  the  Chinamen  not  being  permitted  to 
become  citizens,  if  we  say  none  but  those  who  have  declared  their 
intentions  may  labor  or  do  business  in  the  State,  we  are  putting  him  on 
a  plane  different  from  the  citizens  of  the  most  favored  nations,  and 
therefore  we  are  coming  in  conflict  with  the  treaty  and  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  under  which  the  treaty  was  made.  I  say  such 
enactments  as  this  are  foolish.  If  we  want  to  get  at  it  we  must  do  it  in 
some  other  way.  Instead  of  putting  these  provisio'ns  into  the  Constitu- 
tion, which  will'  make  us  the  laughing  stock  of  the  world,  I  say  we  can 
get  at  it  through  the  Legislature.  You  say  the  Legislature  will  not  do 
anything.  I  sav  such  fears  are  unfounded.  Why,  the  last  Legislature 
passed  an  Act  submitting  the  question  to  the  qualified  voters  of  this  State, 
to  f  bte  whether  they  are  in  favor  or  against  uhinese  immigration.  Any 
gentleman  may  turn  to  the  statutes  and  find  it.  They  are  called  upon 
to  vote  for  or  against  Chinese  immigration.  And  upon  the  result  of  that 
the  Governor  and  Secretary  of  State  are  to  memorialize  the  President  of 
the  United  States  as  to  what  that  decision  may  be. 

Now,  we  can  only  memorialize  Congress  through  the  State  at  large. 
Some  gentlemen  suggest  that  we  pass  around  a  petition  and  get  every 
man  to  sign  it.  That  would  be  very  well,  but  the  Legislature  has 
adopted  a  better  plan.  We  can  have  a  vote  of  the  people  of  the  State  of 
California,  which  will,  I  trust,  be  overwhelmingly  unanimous  against 
Chinese  immigration.  That  will  be  a  memorial  to  send  to  Congress 
which  they  will  be  bound  to  respect.  The^  cannot  help  but  respect  it. 
Under  the  treaty  this  last  amendment  ofilered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Ban  Francisco  is  in  no  better  shape  for  the  purpose  of  getting  around 
the  Constitution  than  this  section  four,  and  I  made  up  my  mina  to  move 
to  strike  out  the  whole  thing,  believing  as  I  do  that  it  is  an  open  viola- 
tion of  the  Constitution  to  pass  this  section,  and  it  will  fall  dead  on  our 
bands.  You  will  scarcely  get  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  who  will  be  willing 
to  enforce  it. 

SPRRCH   OF   MR.   BLACKMRR. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  seconded  the  motion  to  strike 
out,  because  I  wish  to  get  a  vote  of  this  Convention  upon  this  proposi- 
tion. I  am  entirely  opposed  to  it  for  the  reason  so  ably  stated  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Bernardino,  Judge  Rolfe.  I  am  opposed  to  it, 
believing  as  I  do  that  it  is  entirely  unconstitutional,  and  if  adopted 
could  not  be  enforced.  I  believe  the  end  aimed  at  can  be  arrived  at  by 
the  section  already  adopted,  by  means  of  the  Legislature.  This  section, 
in  my  opinion,  is  clearly  unconstitutional.  It  is  already  embraced,  so 
far  as  the  State  has  any  power,  in  the  clause  alrea4y  adopted,  "  and 
aliens  otherwise  dangerous  or  detrimental  to  the  well-being  of^the  State/' 
etc  That  part  is  included  within  the  scope  of  legislative  power.  We 
can  impose  conditions  upon  which  certain  classes  can  reside  m  the  State, 
and  to  provide  means  for  their  removal  from  the  State  in  case  of  a  fail- 
ure to  comply  with  such  conditions.  Now,  if  the  Legislature  desires, 
it  can  do  so  under  the  provisions  of  the  first  section,  and  fix  the  condi- 
tions upon  which  they  may  reside  in  the  State.  If  they  desire  to  make 
up  a  case  to  be  passed  upon  by  the  Courts,  the  Legislature  can  do  it  just 
as  well  as  to  put  something  in  this  Constitution  which  a  majority  of  us 
believe  to  be  unconstitutional.  I  hope  this  motion  to  strike  out  will 
prevail. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  ask  what  question  is 
pending? 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Bernardino  to  strikeout  section  four, and  the  proposed  amend- 
ment. 

8PRRCH   OF  MR.  RRTN0LD8. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  motion  to  strike  out 
will  prevail,  and  I  also  hope  a  similar  motion  will  prevail  as  to  section 
five,  for  the  reasons  which  I  gave  this  momizig  concerning  the  adoption 
of  the  substitute  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  that  the  section 
and  substitute  were  directiv  in  conflict  with  the  doctrine  as  laid  down 


by  the  Courts,  as  to  the  power  of  Congress  over  such  subjecta.  And,  now, 
by  the  adoption  of  sections  four  and  five  of  this  report,  we  are  attempt- 
ing to  go  over  the  same  ground.  I  should  like  to  see  these  two  sections 
stricken  out  for  the  reasons  already  given,  and,  because,  when  I  look  at 
the  work  already  adopted,  I  find  we  nave  practically  covered  the  ground 
in  section  one.  We  have  provided  for  the  deportation  of  alien  criminals; 
that  is  one  thing.  Section  seven  of  the  report  will  strike  out  another 
thing,and  with  MCtion  six,  if  we  adopt  it,  we  shall  have  covered  all  the 
ground  that  it  is  possible  for  us  to  cover  without  flying  directly  in  the 
face  of  the  treaty  alipulations. 

Mr.  white.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  c^entleman  what  there  is  in 
Judge  Hager's  amendment  that  is  opposed  to  the  Constitution,  or  in 
violation  of  the  treaty? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  say  I  desire  to  strike  out  sections  four  and  five 
and  leave  it  stand  as  we  have  adopted  it,  with,  perhaps,  a  portion  of  the 
last  sections,  in  regard  to  denying  aliens  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of 
the  United  States  the  right  to  fish  in  the  waters  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  State,  nor  to  purchase  land  or  hold  any  real  property  in  this 
State,  etc.,  that  covers  one  of  the  most  vital  points  in  this  whole  report. 
If  we  can  prohibit  them  from  purchasing  or  holding  land  we  can  make 
it  almost  impossible  for  them  to  live  here.  There  is  no  Question  of  the 
power  of  the  State  as  to  conferring  the  right  to  hold  lana — no  question 
about  it  at  all.  The  State  can  decide  who  shall  hol^  real  estate,  and  who 
shall  not,  even  as  to  our  own  citizens;  how  much  more  then  has  the 
State  the  right  to  exercise  this  control  over  foreigners. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of  any  instance  where  a 
Chinaman  has  ever  invested  in  real,  estate? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  know  they  have,  largely;  and  it  makes  no  dif- 
ference whether  they  buy  or  lease  lands.  One  is  as  broad  aa  the  other. 
The  use  of  the  land  is  sufiicient  for  their  purposes,  and  if  we  can  deprive 
them  of  the  privilege  of  leasing  real  estate  they  cannot  stay  and  do 
busineas  here. 

1^.  BARNES.  Do  you  say  ^ou  can  put  a  provision  in  the  Constitu- 
tion that  will  prevent  them  living  in  houses? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  what  some  of  the  gentlemen  have  asserted. 
I  have  not  argued  any  such  proposition.  I  propose  to  prevent  him  from 
leasing  real  property. 

Mr.  BARNES.    Why? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Because  we  wish  to  discourage  immigration  and 
encourage  deportation. 

Mr.  BAR>i  ES.  Why  do  you  wish  to  prevent  them  from  leaaing  real 
property  ? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  For  the  purpose  of  preventing  them  from  going 
into  such  branches  of  business  as  require  the  use  of  real  property.  I  do 
not  desire  to  be  interrogated  and  catechised  during  the  brief  time  that  is 
allottod  to  me  on  this  question. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  spent  nearly  the  whole  time  answering  questions 
when  I  waa  on  the  floor,  and  I  thought  that  I  might  be  permitted  to  ask 
one  or  two  questions  in  order  to  have  a  better  understanding  of  the  gen- 
tleman's arguments.  I  wanted  to  know  the  gentleman's  reasons.  I 
understand  the  objurgation  in  respect  to  myself,  but  I  wanted  the  rea- 
sons of  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  sorry  the  gentleman  so  considers  my 
remarks,  for  they  were  not  so  intended,  f  am  opposed  to  these  provis- 
ions which  have  already  been  passed  upon.  If  we  prohibit  Mun^lians 
from  purchasing  real  estate,  he  cannot  enter  into  competition  with  tiie 
granger  and  fruit  grower.  He  cannot  enter  into  competition  with  the 
wheat  grower  as  he  can  now.  I  say,  sir,  that  the  Chinaman  can  enter 
into  competition  with  the  white  man  in  the  raising  of  wheat,  because 
Chinese  labor  is  cheaper  than  white  labor.  He  can  go  into  your  valleys 
and  beat  you  raising  wheat,  because  he  employs  Chinese  labor  at  five 
dollars  a  month  for  a  long  term  of  years,  and  you  are  compelled  to  pay 
white  men  thirty  dollars  a  month.  They  can  raise  gram  and  other 
crops  at  about  half  the  oost  now,  because  they  can  employ  this  cheap 
labor  for  a  term  of  years  at  a  very  low  rate  of  wages,  which  the  white 
man  cannot  do.  So  with  every  other  crop.  Hence,  if  you  can  cut  him 
ofl'  from  leasing  real  property,  he  cannot  then  go  in  and  compete  with 
you  in  the  raising  of  fruit  and  grain.  I  am  sorry  to  see  so  much  objur- 
gation, so  much  argument  against  the  Chinaman  because  he  is  a  China- 
man. That  kind  of  argument  proceeds  upon  a  false  assumption.  He  is 
a  superior  man  in  many  respects.  He  is  superior,  I  say,  in  many 
respects  to  the  white  race.  He  is  superior  as  a  laborer,  as  an  economist, 
to  which  fact  dozens  of  members  on  this  floor  can  atteust  ifi  their  sorrow 
from  their  own  experience.  There  is  no  use  in  declaiming  against  him, 
he  is  our  superior  when  it  comes  to  economy. 

Mr.  LIN  bow.  Let  me  aak  you  a  question.  Will  you  allow  me  to 
ask  you  a  question? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  hope  we  will  avoid  the  absurdity  of  attempting 
to  legislate  against  that  which  it  has  already  been  decreed  we  have  no 
power  to  do,  and  confine  ourselves  to  what  we  may  do;  and  there  is  no 
doubt  as  to  the  right  of  the  State  to  say  who  shall  and  w^ho  shall  not 
own  and  lease  real  property.  I  hope  we  shall  strike  out  sections  four 
and  five,  and  then  adopt  these  clauses  in  regard  to  the  right  to  fish  and 
hold  real  property.  There  is  more  in  these  two  provisions  than  in  all 
the  rest  of  the  stuff  in  this  article.  I  am  willing  to  adopt  anything  that 
can  be  made  of  any  avail;  but  there  is  the  whole  business.  It  is  not 
deportation.  It  is  in  no  way  in  conflict  with  the  treaty,  or  the  Constitu- 
tion, or  laws  of  the  United  States.  It  is  not  contrary  to  any  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  that  I  am  aware  of,  nor  against  any  treaty  stipula- 
tions.    It  runs  against  no  settled  doctrine  of  law. 

Mr.  murphy.    I  move  the  previous  question.     [No  second.] 

SPBBCH   of   MR.  ATRRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  no  serious  objections,  as  far  as 
I  know,  to  the  amendment  offered  by  Judge  Hager,  in  itself,  but  I  do 
object  to  it  as  a  substitute  to  section  four.    As  a  separate  section  I  would 
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probably  be  in  favor  of  it.  If  the  gentleman  will  hold  on  until  we  get 
to  the  sixth  section,  where  his  firoposition  will  be  germane  to  the  sub- 
•ect-matter,  I  think  I  can  favor  his  amendment.  Now,  sir,  there  is  a 
disposition  here  to  treat  the  arguments  and  authorities  introduced  here 
in  favor  of  exclusion  in  an  unfair  manner.  Our  arguments  and  our 
authorities  have  not  been  answered.  They  have  been  sneered  at,  but 
they  have  not  been  answered.  I  say  we  have  shown  on  this  floor  that 
the  Supreme  Court  has  held,  time  and  again,  that  the  States  have  the 
power  undoubtedly  to  protect  themselves  from  the  importation  of  inju- 
rious and  dangerous  classes  of  persons,  persons  who  are  dangerous  and 
detrimental  to  the  best  interests  and  welfare  of  the  State.  And  in  my 
argument,  and  in  that  of  my  worthy  colleague  from  Los  Angeles,  Gen- 
eral Howard,  we  not  only  introduced  the  authorities  in  the  Passenger 
cases,  of  a  majority  of  the  Judges  in  that  case,  and  also  of  the  minority, 
in  support  of  these  measures,  and  their  reasons,  in  my  judgment,  were 
conclusive.  They  have  asserted  that  Judge  McLean  sustained  their 
proposition.  Gentlemen  have  forgotten,  or  ignored  entirely,  the  fact 
that  in  the  debate  on  this  Question,  as  regards  the  powers  of  the  State,  I 
read  from  the  decision  of  Judge  McLean,  which  has  never  been  over- 
ruled or  qualified.  In  Graves  vs.  Slaughter,  (p.  568,  Uth  Peters),  the 
decision  is  to  this  effect: 

**  Each  State  has  a  right  to  protect  itself  against  the  avarice  and  intru- 
sion of  the  slave  dealer;  to  guard  its  citizens  against  the  inconveniences 
and  dangers  of  a  slave  population. 

"The  right  to  exercise  this  power  by  a  State  is  higher  and  deeper  than 
the  Constitution.  The  evil  involves  the  prosperity  and  may  endanger 
the  existence  of  a  State.  Its  power  to  guard  atrainst  and  to  remedy  the 
evil  rests  upon  the  law  of  selt- preservation,  a  Taw  vital  to  every  com- 
munity, and  especially  to  a  sovereign  State." 

That  authority  has  never  been  answered.  It  is  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  upon  that  we  base  section  four  of  this  article,  that  we  have  a  right 
to  preserve  ourselves  from  this  curse.  We  have  a  right  to  protect  our- 
selves from  an  inundation  which  threatens  to  destroy  all  our  industries, 
and  to  destroy  the  morals  of  the  State.  It  has  never  been  answered.  I 
say  if  we  take  this  case  to  the  Supreme  Court,  taking  into  consideration 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  taking  into  consideration  the  character 
of  the  people  that  are  being  thrown  upon  us,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  will  follow  their  decisions  in  the  cases  I  have  mentioned 
and  decide  this  measure  to  be  constitutional.  If  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco,  Jud^e  Hager,  will  withdraw  his  substitute  and  offer  it 
when  we  reach  section  six  of  this  article,  I  will  support  it.  I  will  not 
support  it  as  a  substitute  to  this  section. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  no  obiection  to  withdrawing 
it,  to  be  offered  at  some  other  time.  I  did  not  know  that  section  four 
had  so  many  friends  here.  I  thought  perhaps  it  was  a  proposition 
which  would  not  be  insisted  upon.  I  think  it  is  in  contravention  of  the 
treaty.  But  I  will  withdraw  my  substitute,  and  offer  it  to  some  section 
that  has  not  so  many  friends. 

Thr  chairman.  The  gentleman  withdraws  his  substitute.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  section  four. 

Mr.  LIN  DOW.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"  All  further  immigration  to  this  State  of  Chinese,  ineligible  to  become 
citizens  of  the  United  States  under  the  naturalization  laws  thereof,  is 
hereby  prohibited.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  enforcement 
of  this  section  by  appropriate  legislation." 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.     The  motion  is  to  strike  out  section  four. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  refer  to  the  remarks  of 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Revnolds.  I  wish  to  say  that  if 
he  had  expressed  the  sentiments  which  he  has  here,  in  regard  to  the 
white  race,  before  the  nineteenth  of  June,  he  would  have  been  elected 
to  stay  at  home.  I  hope,  sir,  that  section  four  will  remain  just  as  it  is. 
I  don't  desire  to  occupy  the  time  of  this  Convention  in  discussing  it.  If 
it  is  defeated  it  will  be  heard  from.     I  now  move  the  previous  question. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  committee  is  ready  to  vote.  The  question 
is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  section  four. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  motion  to  strike  out  the  section  pre- 
vailed by  a  vote  of  54  ayes  to  51  noes. 

Mr.  WHITFi.     I  offer  a  section  in  place  of  section  four. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  not  in  order.  The  Secretary  will  read  sec- 
tion five. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

Skc.  5.  No  person  who  is  not  eligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  permitted  to  settle  in  this  State  after  the  adoption 
of  this  C'Onstitution. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  make  the  same  motion,  strike  out 
the  section.  I  will  only  state  that  it  is  the  same  in  substance  as  the 
other.     It  comes  under  the  same  objections. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  section 
five.     Is  the  committee  ready  for  the  question? 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   CROSS. 

Mr.  CROSS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  had  not  intended  to  speak  on  this 
que^^tion,  for  two  or  three  reasons.  One  was  that  I  thought  we  were 
unanimous  upon  the  question.  Another  reason  was  that  it  seemed  to 
inc  we  were  consuming  too  much  time.  But  when  a  motion  has  been 
made  and  carried  to  strike  out  a  previous  section,  and  another  motion  is 
])en(ling  to  strike  out  section  five,  I  deem  it  my  privilege  and  my  duty 
to  state  briefly  to  this  Convention  one  or  two  reasons  why  I  support  these 
measures  which  seem  so  radical.  Now,  sir,  to  me  it  seems  that  the  real 
strength  of  the  propositions  in  opposition  to  Chinese  immigration  has 
not  been  stated  on  the  floor  of  this  Convention.  The  gentleman  from 
Marin,  Judge  Shafler,  stated  the  proposition  of  the  other  side  in  about 
these  words:  he  said  the  Chinese  snould  be  prevented  from  coming 
here  because  they  fill  the  labor  market  and  are  a  moral  pest.  Sir,  there 
id  such  a  thing  as  a  peaceable  struggle  for  the  possession  of  the  soil. 


There  is  such  a  thing  as  a  peaceable  straggle  for  the  possession  of  the 
country.  And  the  laws  which  govern  these  things  are  just  as  well 
established  as  any  of  the  laws  of  nature;  and  they  act,  sir,  with  uner- 
ring certainty.  Now,  sir,  there  is  one  rule  which  will  act  here,  which 
we  are  bound  to  look  at  and  consider  in  our  action  here.  Sir,  when  two 
races  struggle  peaceably  for  the  possession  of  any  soil,  or  any  country,  or 
any  land,  tnat  race,  sir,  will  prevail  in  that  struggle  which  is  most  o^pa- 
ble  of  supporting  itself  upon  any  given  portion  of  the  soil.  That  is  the 
history  of  the  world.    That  is  the  experience  of  all  civilized  races. 

Now,  sir,  experience  has  shown  that  four  or  five  Chinamen  can  wrench 
from  the  soil  a  living  where  only^one  white  man  can  make  a  living. 
Then,  sir,  this  brings  us  right  back  to  the  question  that  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  these  people  are  moral  pests  or  not.  It  is  not  a  Ques- 
tion as  to  whether  they  pack  the  labor  market,  and  take  the  labor  from 
white  men ;  it  is  a  question  as  to  whether  in  a  few  years  from  now  there 
shall  be  a  Mongolian  race  or  a  Caucasian  race  to  dominate  this  land.  It 
is  a  question,  sir,  as  to  whether  this  country  shall  be  covered  by  the 
homes  of  freemen  of  our  own  race,  or  whether  it  shall  be  filled  with 
Chinese  slaves.  It  is  a  question,  sir,  as  to  whether  in  every  hamlet  there 
shall  be  a  Christian  church  or  a  joss  house.  It  is  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  future  schools  of  this  land  shall  be  schools  in  which  shall 
be  taught  the  principles  of  science  and  progress,  or  whether  they  shall 
be  schools  in  which  shall  be  taught  merely  the  writings  of  Con  fact  ua. 
It  is  more,  sir.  It  is  a  question  as  to  whether  our  descendants  shall 
occupy  this  country,  or  whether  it  shall  be  occupied  solely  by  the  Chinese 
race.  It  is  a  question,  sir,  as  to  whether  in  the  near  future' the  descend- 
ants of  the  Caucasian  race  can  find  a  place  in  this  beautiful  and  fertile 
land  which  God  has  given  to  us,  in  which  to  plant  their  feet. 

Now,  sir,  if  clover  and  hay  be  planted  upon  the  same  soil,  the  clorer 
will  ruin  the  hav,  because  clover  lives  upon  less  than  the  hay ;  and  so  it 
is  in  this  struggle  between  the  races.  The  Mongolian  race  will  live  and 
run  the  Caucasian  race  out,  because  it  requires  less  from  the  soil  to  li-re 
upon.  It  was  not  the  superior  intelligence  of  the  white  man  that  took 
this  country  from  the  Indians  and  made  it  a  prosperous  agricultural 
country ;  it  was  the  great  law  of  nature,  acting  in  that  case,  that  enabled 
many  white  men  to  draw  support  from  the  same  piece  of  soil  from 
which  one  Indian  could  draw  support,  and  the  Indians  were  forced  to 
retreat  again  and  a^in,  and  to-day  are  almost  extinct.  And,  sir,  we 
must  take  this  question  as  it  is,  and  we  must  deal  with  it  as  it  is.  It  is 
a  question  as  to  whose  land  this  shall  be.  Now,  viewing  this  question 
in  this  strong  light,  I  am  disposed  to  support  some  measures  which  will 
be  of  some  avail.  I  am  free  to  say  that  I  have  a  stronger  love  for  mj 
own  race  than  I  have  for  the  Mongolian  race.  I  am  frank  to  say  that  I 
will  support  such  measures  as  I  believe  will  make  this  land  in  future 
the  home  of  white  men,  rather  than  the  home  of  a  Mongolian  race.  I 
know  there  are  religionists  who  believe  that  these  rowdy  Chinese  who 
come  here  will  be  Christianized.  But,  sir,  I  assume  that  the  law  of 
nature  will  prevail  over  these  creeds  and  beliefs.  I  believe  the  creed  of 
a  nation  will  always  prevail. 

Now,  sir,  perhaps  some  of  these  measures  seem  a  little  rash.  But  it  is  bet- 
ter that  we  shoula  make  a  strong  effort,  even  if  it  be  a  mistaken  one,  than 
that  we  should  make  none  at  all.  Let  it  be  understood  in  Washington 
that  we  attempted  to  put  some  anti-Chinese  measures  into  the  Constitution 
of  this  State,  and  that  they  were  defeated  by  a  strong  vote ;  let  it  be 
understood  that  they  were  defeated  only  by  a  Vote  of  fifty-five  to  fifly- 
one,  as  was  the  case  with  the  vote  taken  a  few  moments  aso,  on  the 
motion  to  strike  out  section  four,  and  the  members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  will  say,  as  has  already  been  said,  that  the  majority  of  the  peo- 
ple of  California  are  anxious  to  have  these  Chinese  to  remain  among 
them.  I  say  that  all  this  clamor,  and  all  this  opposition  against  the 
Chinese,  amounts  to  nothing  in  Washington,  ana  you  know  it  You 
know  what  President  Hayes'  proclamation  was.  He  did  not  dare  to 
say  anything  touching  this  subject,  and  yet  he  is  Chief  Executive  of 
this  great  nation.  And,  sir,  allow  me  to  say — and  perhaps  it  is  a  little 
out  of  order  here — that  his  actions  in  thus  ignoring  bur  wrongs  will  cer- 
tainly damn  the  Republican  party  in  this  State.     [Applause.] 

Now,  sir,  this  question  of  citizens  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the 
United  States  has  cut  some  figure  here,  and  gentlemen  well  versed  in 
the  law  have  differed  upon  it.  Allow  me  to  say  that  the  United  States 
Congress  has  recognized  a  marked  difference  between  those  who  are 
eligible  to  become  citizens  and  those  who  are  not.  In  all  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  with  regard  to  public  ladds.  Congress  has  so  fixed  the 
matter  that  no  Chinaman  can  acquire  from  the  United  States  any  kind 
of  right  to  land.  He  cannot  locate  at  all.  He  cannot  file  a  homestead. 
He  cannot  file  a  preemption  claim;  cannot  get  any  right  or  title  to 
mining  land ;  and  the  authorities  are  there  in  the  Revised  Statutes  of 
the  United  States.  And  that  being  the  case.  Congress  having  made  this 
distinction  in  these  matters,  I  believe  we  have  the  right  to  make  a  dis- 
tinction in  the  laws  of  this  State,  and  to  say  that  this  country  shall  not 
pass  into  the  possession  of  Chinamen;  that  we  have  a  right  to  prohibit 
them  from  leasing  the  land,  or  buying  land,  and  that  no  man  of  Chinese 
descent  shall  have  the  right  to  the  possession  of  any  land.  I  am  in  favor 
of  this  fifth  proposition.  I  know  it  is  radical.  If  it  shall  conflict,  why,  the 
United  States  will  simply  prevail,  and  we  will  acknowledge  ourselves  in 
error.  We  will  have  done  what  we  could.  It  is  better Ihan  to  make  no 
effort  at  all.  I  believe  these  provisions  are  right  I  hope  when  we  have 
adopted  these  provisions,  those  offered  by  Colonel  Barnes  will  be  brought 
up  and  given  a  full  consideration.  Now,  sir,  let  us  make  a  provision 
here  so  that  if  the  Burlingame  treaty  should  be  repealed  during  this 
Winter,  there  will  be  power  given  by  the  Constitution  to  do  something 
in  this  matter. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    LARKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  regard  to  the  motion  to  strike  out 
section  five  I  shall  detain  this  Convention  but  a  very  few  moments.  I 
do  not  propose  to  argue  the  question  of  evils  arising  from  Chinese  immi- 
gration.    I  say  this  section  ought  to  be  adopted.    This  section  is  now  in 
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the  Constitution  of  Illinois  and  Indiana,  and  ha^  been  for  years.  The 
section  there  was  made  to  apply  to  negroes  and  mulattoes,  and  a  fine 
imposed  for  coming  into  the  State,  and  conditions  upon  which  they  may 
be  transported  from  the  State.  It  existed  to  the  time  of  the  adoption  of 
the  Fourteenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  Supreme  Court  sustained  that  provision.  That  was  in  relation 
to  negroes  born  in  the  United  States;  and,  sir,  there  is  a  class  of  men 
here  now  who  are  far  more  objectionable  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States  than  ever  the  negroes  were  in  any  State.  I  believe  this  right  has 
been  established.  I  believe  we  have  not  the  right  to  prohibit  their 
settlement,  their  right  to  travel,  or  to  come  here  for  commercial  pur- 
poses. But  the  right  to  prevent  them  from  owning  any  land,  or  leasing 
any  land,  or  engaging  in  any  business  here,  I  believe  we  have.  I  have 
offered  a  proposition  here,  which  the  committee  have  seen  fit  to  change 
in  form,  but  the  substance  of  it  is  in  section  five,  and  the  last  clause  of 
section  six.  I  believe  this  to  be  a  gocxi  provision,  and  I  believe  if  we 
adopt  it  the  Supreme  Court  will  sustain  us,  and  uphold  it  as  constitu- 
tional. 

SPERCH  O?   MR.'WKLLIK. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  first  to  correct  a  statement 
made  by  my  colleague  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Freud.  He  gave  the 
Chinese  residents  of  San  Francisco  credit  for  paying-  taxes  upon  one 
million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  while  they  really  pay  on  the 
small  sum  of  four  hundred  and  nineteen  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
thirty  dollars,  as  shown  by  the  Assessor's  reports  published  in  the  Post 
of  December  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-ei^ht. 

I  had  no  intention  of  punishing  this  committee  by  giving  my  opinions 
on  this  subject.  I  hoped  that  the  legal  members  wuuld  explain  to  us  all 
the  rights  we  had,  and  that  we  would  be  able  to  arrive  at  conclusions 
iateliigcnt  and  satisfactory;  but,  after  a  four  days'  debate,  I  am  as 
much  at  a  loss  as  ever.  I  have  heard  some  of  our  best  lawyers  advo- 
cating measures  as  strong  as  any  of  the  demands  of  the  op{3onents  of 
Chinese  immigration;  and  others,  again,  on  the  other  side,  as  fully 
learned,  assert  that  we  have  no  rights  whatever.  Now,  I  am  one  of 
those  who  think  that  something  should  be  done,  and  that  something 
means  to  abate  the  evil,  for  the  evil  is  admitted  by  all. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  a  different  view  of  this  matter  from  that 
expressed  by  many  of  our  delegates.  I  look  upon  the  present  influx  of 
Chinese  as  a  something  to  be  dreaded,  and  an  evil  to  be  prevented  by 
all  the  means  within  the  power  of  the  State,  and  even  expanding  the 
powers  to  make  them  reach  beyond  what  they  seem  to  reach  by  the 
present  interpretation.  I  am  anxious  to  go  to  the  very  extreme  meas- 
ures of  legal  lengths,  and  even  to  the  seemingly  un-American  ideas,  to 
remove  them  from  our  midst.  Some  people  think  we  should  merely 
petition  the  treaty-making  powers,  and  there  let  the  matter  rest.  These 
gentlemen  seem  to  forget  that  California  has  sent  petition  afler  petition 
to  Washington.  And  let  the  Chinamen  answer  what  good  they  have 
done.  We  have  sent  our  members  to  Congress;  and  our  Senators  have 
laid  our  claims  before  the  authorities  at  Washington,  and  they  have 
been  treated  with  scorn.  California  has  sent  up  a  cry  from  the  pulpit 
and  the  press,  and  the  cry  has  been  supported  by  all  classes  of  our  citi- 
zens, and  we  were  answered  that  it  was  an  Irish  alarm.  And  as  for 
these  gentlemen  keeping  their  word  with  the  people,  why,  the  Presi- 
dent —Air.  Hayes — promised  some  relief,  and  then  passed  it  with  silent 
contempt  in  his  message.  And  in  the  face  of  all  this,  we  are  told  to 
memorialize  and  be  patient.  Yes,  memorialize  and  be  patient,  say  these 
well-fed,  well-clad,  well-housed  fortunate  few,  who  are  not  suffering 
yet;  but  the  time  will  come — and  if  nothing  is  done  to  prevent  it,  those 
fortunate  and  very  patient  gentlemen  will  cry  as  loud  as  the  men  who 
are  now  without  house  or  home,  and  who  are  living  like  Digger  Indians, 
degenerate  and  debauched. 

I  look  upon  this  question  not  merely  as  a  conflict  between  labor  and 
capital;  I  view  it  in  a  broader  light.  I  see  in  it  a  struggle  between  two 
raoes—the  ancient  civilization,  better  named  Asiatic  barbarism,  like  a 
tidal  wave  lashing  upon  our  shores,  it  meets  the  modem  Christian  civili- 
zation following  after  the  setting  sun.  The  modern,  in  its  course,  carries 
all  that  is  useful  and  good;  the  ancient,  everything  that  is  degrading. 
The  question  now  is  for  us  to  choose  between  the  two  kinds  of  civilization, 
modern  Christian,  or  ancient  Barbarism.  Why,  this  question  reaches  down 
to  the  very  foundation  of  republicanism  itself,  and  threatens  it  with 
destruction.  Our  grand  institutions  are  in  danger  of  being  overthrown ; 
our  churches  will  soon  become  joss  houses,  and  our  scliools  Chinese 
dwellings,  as  paganism  has  no  use  for  schools  or  places  of  learning.  We 
have  our  choice  now;  yield  to  barbarism  or  sup{x>rt  the  modern  civili- 
zation. I  mean  to  support  the  modern,  even  if  it  should  require  a  resort 
to  the  extreme  and  doubtful  contest  of  war.  The  Administration  which 
refuses  to  answer  the  call  of  the  people  for  protection  from  an  enemy j  is 
an  Administration  not  worthy  of^our  support  or  confidence,  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  people  to  retire  it  by  their  votes,  and  set  up  one  that  will 
come  up  to  the  demands  of  the  times,  and  by  fair  and  determined 
measures  remove  a  threatening  evil. 

More  than  thirty  years  ago  the  people  in  Illinois,  by  force  and  vio- 
lence, drove  the  Mormons  from  their  State,  and  everybody  approved  the 
act.  The  same  Mormons  moved  West  and  settled  in  the  desert,  forming 
a  new  and  strange  government,  and  defying  the  laws  of  the  laud.  And 
why  has  the  government  been  so  silent  upon  the  subject?  There  a 
degrading  custom  of  polygamy  is  carried  on  in  open  defiance  of  the 
established  law,  and  our  authorities  at  Washington  are  blind  to  the 
whole  subject;  and  we  are  threatened  by  dire  calamity  if  we  try  to  rid 
our  State  of  a  degraded  race  which  is  destroying  our  very  existence. 

Do  these  gentlemen  who,  in  their  mild  and  humiliating  way,  mean  to 
tell  us  that  the  government  will  only  bolster  up  and  defend  the  worst 
form  of  de^adation  that  can  be  practiced?  Polygamy  in  Utah  and 
paganism  in  California!  Do  these  gentlemen  mean  to  say  that  the 
Administration  can  look  with  an  approving  eye  u[)on  these  degrading 
things  and  feel  that  it  will  only  punish  those  who  try  to  suppress  them, 
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and  by  such  acts  approve  them?  We  may  well  ask  if  the  gold  of  James 
Q.  Cannon,  and  the  mysterious  heavy  faloxes  of  Chin  Lan  Pin,  of  the 
Chinese  Embassy,  has  anything  to  do  with  these  things;  and  while  all 
this  is  ^oing  on  we  are  told  to  have  patience  and  send  another  memorial. 
You  might  as  well  wait  for  leave  to  put  out  the  fire  that  was  consuming 
your  house  as  send  another  petition. 

I  ho|)e  this  measure  will  pass,  even  if  it  seems  un-American.  We  have 
the  vague  hope  that  the  President  will  yet  move  in  the  matter,  as  the 
political  party  scales  are  so  nicely  balanced  that  the  little  western  State 
of  California  will  be  of  some  importance  in  the  next  Presidential  election, 
and  on  the  ground  of  selfishness,  which  seems  to  move  men  more  than 
reason,  the  government  may  abrogate  the  treaty,  and  then  the  measures 
would  all  come  good;  and  even  if  they  deny  us  this,  the  Courts  can  only 
decide  those  parts  unconstitutional,  and  the  remainder  would  stand. 

The  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Stuart,  made  a  speech  which  was 
only  valuable  as  showing  the  gentleman's  courage.  He  would  destroy 
all  our  naturalization  laws,and,7rom  his  standpoint,  thinks  the  Chinaman 
a  very  desirable  immigrant;  he  seems  to  think  that  he  is  the  onlv  man 
in  California  who  raised  a  family,  and  without  Chinamen  we  would  have 
nothing;  he  says  they  have  created  all  the  wealth,  and  built  all  our 
cities.  Now,  they  may  have  cultivated  his  farm,  and  helped  raise  his 
family,  for  all  I  know  or  care,  but  I  have  seen  most  of  the  cities  of  Cali- 
fornia, and  I  have  yet  to  see  the  first  house  built  by  a  Chinaman. 

Mr.  STUART.    May  I  ask  the  gentleman  a  question? 

Mr.  WELLIN.     Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  STUART.  I  called  upon  the  farmers  around  me  to  see  if  they 
were  not  in  favor  of  the  Chinese,  and  if  not,  to  rise  and  say  so;  and,  as 
they  made  no  reply,  I  considered  they  approved  my  position. 

Mr.  W ELLIN.  Sir,  one  gentleman,  Mr.  White,  of  Santa  Cruz,  rose 
in  his  place,  made  a  sjieech,  and  did  not  approve — he  condemned  your 
course,  and  he  is  a  farmer  of  twenty-five  years'  experience  in  California, 
and  never  employed  a  Chinaman.  And  I  inquired  of  those  who  have 
seats  tfround  me — Mr.  Boucher,  Mr.  McConnell,  Mr.  Schomp,  and 
others — and  not  one  of  these  gentlemen,  all  farmers,  support  you.  You, 
sir,  stand  singly  and  alone.  But  he  would,  if  in  a  Naiional  Constitu- 
tional Convention,  vote  to  abolish  all  naturalization  laws.  We  may 
all  feel  happy  that  the  Constitution  of  the  nation  was  made  by  men  of 
more  liberality.  Have  people  the  right  to  remove  an  objectionable 
thing  from  among  them?  we  have  shown  that  Mormonism  was  driven 
out  of  Illinois  by  violence,  and  we  may  remind  you  of  a  memorable 
tea  party  in  the  Harbor  of  Boston;  and  not  many  years  ago,  in  Staten 
Island,  the  New  York  quarantine  buildings  were  considered  dangerous 
to  the  health  of  the  people,  and  after  the  usual  waiting  and  petitions, 
one  night  a  great  fire  swept  them  all  away,  and  the  danger  was  removed 
forever.  Suppose  a  great  fire  should  occur  in  San  Francisco,  and  a 
nuisance  abated.  Fire  is  a  good  purifier;  but  we  hope  that  it  will  not  be 
required  by  a  free  people.  I  do  not  advocate  insubordination,  but  if  all 
relief  is  denied,  and  the  evil  of  which  we  complain  is  protected;  if  the 
laws  we  make  are  only  to  be  used  to  support  an  evil,  then  the  people 
must  remember  the  Boston  tea  party  ana  the  people  of  Staten  Island. 

Our  learned  lawyers  have  been  as  much  at  sea  in  this  matter  as  the 
ij.en  from  the  field  and  workshops.  Now,  I  am  losing  some  of  my 
good  opinion  of  our  legal  gentlemen  on  constitutional  matters,  when  a 
simple  case  was  placed  in  their  hands  to  bring  an  api)eal  by  this  Con- 
vention from  the  State  Controller,  on  the  payment  of  a  bill,  and  the 
matter  was  done  in  such  an  unprofessional  manner  that  their  case  was 
thrown  out.  I  believe  the  report  of  the  oommittee  should  be  adopted 
with  very  little  amendment,  and  await  the  action  of  the  Courts,  and 
then  do  whatever  the  times  may  demand,  and  I  am  fully  convinced 
that  if  the  presence  of  the  Chinese  was  as  injurious  to  the  rich  as  it  is  to 
the  poor,  a  remedy  would  soon  be  found. 

A  year  ago  last  June,  some  Chinamen  located  in  the  fashionable  picrt 
of  New  York  and  built  their  wooden  shanty,  engaged  in  the  laundry 
business,  and  were  doing  well ;  but  one  mornine  a  gang  of  men  came 
and  tore  down  the  house,  threw  its  contents  on  the  ground,  stacked  the 
material  on  their  wagons  and  drove  oflT.  Now,  if  this  was  done  in  San 
Francisco,  what  name  would  thev  get,  and  what  would  be  done?  They 
would  be  called  hoodlums,  and  be  punished  by  the  law.  But  this  was 
done  in  New  York  by  the  police,  and  the  materials  of  the  building 
carried  off  to  the  corporation  yard.    And  the  people  approved  of  the  act. 

Wait  till  the  Chinamen  get  to  going  East  in  consiaerable  numbers, 
and  we  shall  see  a  revulsion  of  sentiment  that  will  cause  these  proposed 
measures  to  be  regarded  in  a  very  different  light.  There  is  not  a  city  in 
the  Union  that  would  have  stood  what  San  Francisco  has.  The  people 
have  been  patient  and  long  suffering,  and  they  are  looking  to  this  Con- 
vention for  some  legal  redress.  And  now  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  first 
one  section  and  then  another,  until  there  will  be  nothing  left  of  the 
report.  I  say,  let  us  adopt  these  provisions,  and  let  their  constitution- 
ality be  tested  before  the  Courts.  If  the  Courts  shall  decide  them  to  be 
unconstitutional,  all  we  have  to  do  is  to  submit.  But  let  us  see  how  far 
we  are  permitted  to  go.  It  is  our  dutv  to  try  every  means  within  our 
power  to  do  away  with  this  curse,  and  if  we  do  not  make  the  attempt 
we  will  never  accomplish  anything. 

REMARKS  0?   MR.  DUDLEY. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  do  as  much  as  any 
member  on  this  floor  to  remedy  this  matter.  Section  four  has  already 
been  stricken  out,  because  it  was  considered  to  be  in  contravention  of  the 
treaty  between  China  and  the  United  States.  Section  five,  notwith- 
stanaing  the  eloquent  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  £1  Dorado,  I 
consider  to  be  in  contravention  of  section  five  of  the  treaty  with  China, 
which  recognizes  the  right  of  men  to  change  their  residence.  I  am, 
therefore,  in  favor  of  striking  it  out. 

.     SPEROH  OF  VR.   WHITB. 

Mr.  WHITE.      Mr.  Chairman:   I  offer  an  amendment  to  seotion 
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tivr.  I  ofTar  it  for  the  reason  that  the  roiiveiitiua  tieenis  l<r  be  ruthcr 
tender- fooled  on  tlie  proposition  to  prohibit  Chinamen  from  re»iding 
here,  and  I  am  villing  to  put  sonietliiug  in  that  vitl  qualify  it.  1  am 
aatoniahed.  after  the  universal  expression  of  opinion  on  this  floor,  that 
the  Convention  should  be  so  tender- footed.  I  am  astonished  that  the 
Convention  should  bave  rejected  section  four,  contraiy  to  the  eipnoscd 
desire  of  its  rapmijers.  I  cannot  understand  the  difference  between 
section  four  and  section  five,  though  my  friend  Larkin  voted  in  favor 
of  striking  out  section  four.  I  Chink  they  are  exactly  the  same,  and  I 
am  in  hopes  my  amendment  will  suit  the  gentlemen,  i>ecflU3e  it  pro- 
Tides  that  no  force  shall  be  used.  Now,  sir,  I  meau  to  support  the 
amendment  of  Judge  Ilager  with  all  my  energy  when  the  time  comes 
for  it  to  be  introduced  again.  I  believe  it  dues  the  vbole  businefis, 
while  I  believe  it  doea  not  conflict  with  the  laws,  or  the  treaties,  or  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  think  he  has  already  shown  that 
it  does  not  conflict.  It  will,  of  course,  be  some  inconvenience  to  while 
immigranta  arriving  here,  hut  we  must  do  something  if  we  wish  to 
accomplish  anything.  They  will  be  put  to  some  inconvenience,  but  it 
will  only  be  temporary.  That,  in  my  opinion,  will  end  the  matter.  I 
believe  it  will  accomplish  mure  than  the  entire  report  of  [be  committee 
toWBidg  driving  the  Chinese  out  of  the  country.  1  ofler  this  as  an 
amendmeut; 

"  Sec.  i.  The  Governor  shall,  by  proclamation,  forbid  the  entrance  into 
this  State,  after  the  first  day  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty, 
of  any  Chinaman  or  Mongolian.  Any  such  person  arriving  in  this  Stat^; 
after  the  first  day  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  may  be 
expelled  from  the  Slate  by  such  means  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Iiegislalurei  proeided,  Ihul,  nothing  in  this  section,  nor  any  law  passed  in 
pursuance  thereof,  shall  authnrite  the  Governor,  or  any  Btate  oHicer,  in 
the  expulsion  of  any  such  Chinese  or  Mongolian,  to  forcibly  resist  the 
civil  or  military  power  of  the  United  States.  If  the  Govenior  shall  be 
prevented  from  enforcing  this  section,  or  the  laws  made  in  pursuance 
thereof,  by  the  Government  of  tlie  United  States,  then  it  shall  be  the  duty 
of  the  Governor  to  lake  such  action  as  will  enable  him  to  contest  the 
ri^^ht  of  the  United  Slates  to  prevent  the  execution  and  enforcement  of 
this  section, and  the  laws  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  before  the  Supreme 
Court  oflhe  United  States." 


1.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Chairman 

notion  was  made 


<w  that  the  Conve 
(ill  not  strike! 


6ve.  I  don't  see  why  the  m 
because,  iu  my  view,  section  four  was  the  best  section  reported  by  tl 
committee.  Why?  Because  it  strikes  directly  at  the  evil.  It  wi 
defeated  because  members  thought  that  it  was  g<>ing  beyond  the  powe 
of  the  State.  I  claim  that  it  is  an  open  question  as  to  the  power  of  tl 
State.  Notwithstanding  the  authorities  that  have  been  cited  here,  au 
the  arguments  that  have  been  made,  1  claim  that  this  is  en  open  que 


IS  four 


ve.     Mr.Chairi 


1,1  will  ready 


a  paragraph 


lofJustice  Mcl*an,  in  the  Passenger  eases,  whi 
yet  been  read,  page  one  hundred  end  thirty-two,  seventeenth  of  Curtis; 

"  No  one  has  )'et  drawn  the  line  clearly,  because,  perhaps,  no  one  can 
draw  it,  between  the  commercial  |>ower  of  the  Union  and  the  municipal 
power  of  a  State.  Numerous  cases  have  arisen,  involving  these  powers, 
which  have  been  decided,  but  a  rule  has  necessarily  been  observed  as 
applicable  to  the  circumstances  of  each  case.  And  so  must  every  case  be 
adjudged." 

Kow,  sir,  from  the  discussion  on  this  floor,  I  believe  it  will  be  con- 
ceded H9  a  fact  that  we  must  stop  this  Chinese  immigration,  or  the 
civilizationof  this  country  will  be  destroyed.  We  must  slop  this  Chi- 
nese immigration,  or  our  State  will  be  destroyed.  That,  sir,  is  the 
proposition,  and  I  believe  that  nine  tenths  of  those  on  this  floor  are  of 


al  b 


to  Congress  the  States  did  n 
.herant  in 


organised  community.  They  may  guard  against  the  introduction 
anything  which  may  corrupt  the  morals  or  endanger  the  health  or  li' 
of  their  citiaens." 

I  say  this,  sir,  that  if  the  cjiiestion  involved  in  these  two  sections  e' 
was  decided,  it  was  decided  in  favor  of  the  Stole  having  the  power 
regulate  this  matter.     This  is  a  question  that  must  be  met,  and  I  am 

section  four.  It  becomes  us,  in  view  of  the  surroundings,  to  meet  thi 
questions  as  Americans  ought  to  meet  every  question,  fairly  and  square 
and  the  question  was  squarely  met  in  section  four,  which  bus  ht 
stricken  out.  What  isour  position  ?  We  are  the  advance  guard  of  ci 
HiBtion.  We  are  here  at  the  front,  at  the  western  margin  of  the  eropi 
lir,  meeting  and  facing  this  evil,  that  if  it  cannot  be  n 


ivill   n 


Pacific  Coast,  but  it  will  destroy  A 
land. 


n  throughout  the 


IS  though  ( 
hing  oT  tl 


Now,  sir,  certain  gentli 
were  advocating  revolution.     Nothii  _ 

stand  that  when  we  are  sumding  here  contending  for  our  right  to  deal 
with  this  question,  independent  of  the  Federal  Government,  that  we  are 
advocating  revolutionary  meaauros.  This,  at  least,  is  an  open  question, 
and  it  is  a  question  that  ought  to  be  tried  by  the  highest  tribunal  in  the 
land.  We  arguing,  not  in  the  spirit  of  a  revolution,  but  in  a  spirit  that 
becomes  American  citizens,  and  if  the  decision  is  against  us  we  will 
actcpl  it  in  the  same  spirit.  I  regret  to  hear  any  threats  of  riot  and 
revolution.    1  concur  with  the  gentleman  from  Son  Francisco,  Mr.  Beer- 


steehcr,  that  this  government  is  drifting  into  absoli 
him  in  that.  But  riot  and  revolution  and  violeni 
absolutism.  It  will  h,Bve  no  other  effect.  And  I  i 
remedy  proposed  in  sections  four  and  Ave  should 
Government  will  help  us  out.  I  hope  section  five 
out.     I  am  sorry  that  section  four  has  been  slrickei 


rolved  in  » 
It  the  Conn 


is  Conve 


n  Ave  that 


the  two  sections  perhaps  t«  enable  them 
one  might  have  been  bf  questionable  character  an 
federal  power  in  prohibiting  immigration.  The 
power  of  the  State  acting  within  its  own  jurisdicl 
who  could  not  support  section  four  on  aconunt  ot 
the  Federal  Constitution,  may  safely  support  sect 
oueslion  tA  a  iudicial  determination.  Now.  what 
re?     The   first  thing  w 


Conv 


t  judgment  recorded  in 


luthorit 


and  wishes  of  i 
tional  Conv, 
!■>  cap«!ity 
represenlin 


sovereign  people  of  a  Stale 
body.  Weobtainalistoft 
the'work  back  to  them  for 
these  declarations  in  the  Constitution  in  ordvr 
pledges  they  made  to  the  Stote.  We  expressly 
bring  the  whole  power  of  the  State  lo  bear  for  tl 
evil.  How  is  it,  sir,  that  these  gentlemen  speak 
declaring  themselves  opposed  to  Chinese  iminigrs 

religious  and  refuse  us  their  aid  1  We  are  soon  to 
upon  a  proposition  here  which  is  based  upon  the 
wliich  powers  have  never  been  denied,  and  canr 
gentleman  upon  this  floor.  The  Slate 
m  regnnl  to  the  regulation  of  its  inter 
law  this  cannot  be  controverted.  1  en< 
men  here  a  declaration  that  they  were  in  favor  • 
verge  of  oonstitutional  law.  I  wanted  to  obtain 
declaration  that  they  were  in  earnest  in  nsing  th 
not  questioned  to  prohibit  this  iniuiigratiou,  the  p 
does  possess  over  its  internal  atl'airs,  in  the  regulal 
governmental  atTairs,  its  public  Wi    ' 


tal  alTair! 


Yout 


n  deni 


adopted  a  provision  forbidding  corpon 
"ut  do  you  think  that  is  a  sulticje 

-eth 


aolher.     When 


Jiey  o' 


e  lin< 


ke  up  another 

oes.     We  all  know  that.     They  came  to  Califon 

IS  what  they  came  for  in  the  beginning.     But  tl 

B  such  that  they  bi  

d  they  can  resort 
.ploytl    --       "- 


it  goes, b 


vill  n 


icfory  t< 


satisfied  with  a  stone,  f  am  in  favor  of  adopting  tl 
it  only  declares  that  they  shall  not  be  allowed  lo 
the  basis  upon  which  legislation  is  lo  be  built. 
Convention  wilt  adopt  the  section. 


Ma.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  When  Issl 
few  words  to  say  in  reference  to  sections  four  and 
licular  objections  to  sections  five  and  seven,  if  Ihej 
declaration  of  principles,  though  one  is  a  repetitio 
not  know  that  there  is  any  particular  objection  lo 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairma 
the  position  taken  by  the  gentleman  from  El  I 
somewhat  confused  as  regards  the  Constitution  of 
tution  of  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  eighteen. hum 

"  The  General  Assemply  shall,  at  ils  first  sessior 
Constitution,  pass  such  laws  as  will  efleclually  p 
color  from  immigrating  to  and  setthug  in  this  Sti 
prevent  the  owners  of  slaves  from  bringing  them 
purpose  of  setting  them  free." 

I  will  ask  the  Secretary  to  read  a  portion  of  a: 
Constitution  of  Indiana,  of  eighteen  hundred  and 

Tmr  SECRETARY  read: 

"Section  1.  No  negro  or  mulatto  shall  come 
Stale  after  Ihe  adoption  of  this  Consitulion. 

"  Stc.  2.  All  contracts  made  with  any  negro  o 
the  State,  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  foreg 
void;  and  any  person  who  shall  employ  such 
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otherwise  encourage  him  to  remain  in  the  State,  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  less  than  ten  dollars,  nor  more  than  five  hundred 
dollars." 

There  seems  to  be  a  large  number  of  gentlemen  in  this  Convention 
who  are  in  the  position  of  the  man  down  £ast  in  regard  to  the  Maine 
liquor  law.  He  said  he  was  in  favor  of  the  law  but  against  iU  execu- 
tion. [Laughter.]  They  all  deprecate  this  evil,  and  admit  that  it  is 
monstrous — a  terrible  thing.  But  they  say  they  can't  do  anything;  that 
we  are  tied  upj  that  we  have  no  power.  Now,  sir,  that  was  before  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  they  decided  that  the  State  had 
the  power,  as  a  matter  of  self-defense,  to  exclude  a  population  deemed 
injurious,  notwithstanding  it  was  an  interruption  of  commerce.  That 
is  what  Judge  McLean  said;  that  is  what  Judge  Wayne  said.  As  a 
matter  of  self-defense  the  State  has  a  right  to  exclude  an  obnoxious  pop- 
ulation. Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must  say  that  it  is  a  little  extraordi- 
nary that,  with  this  great  evil  hanging  over  us,  we  are  not  willing  to  go 
to  the  extent  that  the  States  of  Illinois  and  Indiana  were  willing  to  go  to 
in  relation  to  mulattoes  and  negroes.  It  shows  one  thing,  I  think,  con- 
clusively, that  if  the  United  States  had  not  been  reiniorced  by  iliese 
V^estem  men,  she  never  would  have  won  the  fight,  and  that  the  men  of 
the  West  have  at  least  some  courage,  moral  and  physical,  and  thev  are 
willing  to  take  some  of  these  consequences,  be  they  what  they  may.  ^ow, 
are  we  not  willing  to  act  when  we  are  supported,  as  I  say  we  are,  as  I 
say  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  decided  we  are,  are  we 
not  bound  to  act?  For,  in  almost  every  case,  that  has  been  cited  here  by 
the  other  side,  relates  to  a  tax  which  was  levied  before  the  ihimigranls 
had  landed. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  and  always  has  been  in  this  State  a  party  in 
fevor  of  Chinese  immigration,  and  there  is  now.  They  have  not  all 
got  the  frankness  of  my  friend  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Stuart,  but  while 
they  do  not  care  to  acknowledge  it,  they  are  none  the  less  in  favor  of  it. 
They  are  in  favor  of  it,  but  have  not  the  courage  to  say  so.  These  largo 
corporations  are  in  favor  of  this  cheap  labor.  The  man  who  cultivates 
thousands  of  acres  is  in  favor  of  this  cheap  labor;  the  more  he  can  get 
of  it  the  larger  his  profits  will  be,  and  the  more  he  is  in  favor  of  it.  That 
ifl  the  position  we  are  in  to-day,  sir. 

Mb.  JOYCE.  Don't  you  think  the  majority  of  this  Convention  are 
in  favor  of  it? 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  do  not  know  what  Uiey  are  in  favor  of.  To  my 
mind  the  principle  of  section  five  is  the  same  as  section  four.  I  shall 
support  it  oecause  I  believe  we  have  the  constitutional  right  to  do  it: 
because  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Uuited  States,  which  is  the  final 
arbiter  on  constitutional  law,  has  said  so.  And  even  if  the  State  Con- 
stitutions to  which  I  have  referred,  were  in  some  respects  contrary,  they 
are  entitled  to  great  weight  with  me.  But  it  so  happens  that  they  are 
quite  the  contrary. 

Now,  sir,  it  has  been  said  by  my  friend  from  Sacramento,  Doctor 
Caplcs,  that  this  question  has  been  construed  and  settled  by  Judge 
Grant,  and  that  since  then,  the  States  have  no  rights.  Well,  sir,  I  pre- 
fer the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  to  that  of 
Judge  Grant 

Mr.  CAPLES.  If  the  gentleman  will  permit  me,  he  is  mistaken.  I 
did  not  say  that  the  States  had  no  rights  since.  I  did  say  that  I  believed 
that  great  decision  had  colored  and  influenced  the  opinions  and  decisions 
of  Courts  and  changed  popular  opinion. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  arn  glad  to  hear  the  gentleman  admit  that  the 
States  have  still  some  rights  left,  notwithstanding  the  decision  of  Chief 
Justice  Grant.  As  I  was  about  to  say,  I  acknowledge  that  Chief  Justice 
Grant  is  weighty  on  ne[x)ti8m,  the  third  term,  and  imperialism;  but  on 

?[uestions  of  constitutional  law,  the  gentleman  will  excuse  me  for  pre- 
erriug  the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and 
especially  as  expressed  in  their  judgments  since  the  rebellion.  They 
have  put  an  end  to  bayonet  government,  I  trust  never  to  be  revived  in 
this  country.  It  is  due  to  that  Court  to  say,  that  amid  all  the  bitterness 
and  violence  of  party  and  sectional  conflict,  it  has  maintained  the  true 

Srinciples  of  the  government,  and  as  a  general  thing  the  rights  of  the 
tates. 

Now,  sir,  I  say  that  the  fifth  section  is  supported  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States;  supported  by  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States;  ana  for  that  reason  I  shall  vote  against  the  motion 
to  strike  out.  I  shall  also  vo^e  for  Judge  Hager's  proposition,  with  some 
amendments  that  are  necessary.  But  the  fifth  section  is  clear,  and  is 
supported  by  the  decisions  of  the  highest  tribunals  in  the  land. 

Mr.  WHITE.     I  withdraw  my  amendment  for  the  present. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Santa  Cruz  withdraws  his 
amendment  temporarily. 

SFinCCH   OF  MR.   CAPLES. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  am  sorry  to  be  engaged  in  the  thankless  task  of 
tearing  down  the  beautiful  air  castles  built  by  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles.  I  am  really  surprised  to  hear  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  draw  a  parallel,  or  assume  to  tiraw  a  par- 
allel, between  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  of  Illinois  of  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-eight,  and  the  Constitution  of  Indiana,  in  excluding 
the  free  negroes  and  mulattoes  from  that  State.  Why,  the  gentleman 
knows  very  well  that  there  was  no  Burlingame  treaty  in  existence  at 
that  time.  We  had  no  treaty  with  the  King  of  Dahomey,  or  with  the 
Southern  States.  It  was  years  and  years  before,  and  there  is  no  parallel 
at  all  in  the  cases.  The  section  declares  that  the  Chinese  shall  not  reside 
in  California.  The  treaty  declares  in  express  terms  that  they  shall 
reside  in  California  if  they  want  to.  Now  if  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Los  Angeles  had,  like  the  Pope,  fulminated  a  bull  against  the 
Burlingame  treaty,  I  would  have  joined  him  with  all  my  heart. 

Mr.TIOWARD.  The  gentleman  will  excuse  me,  but  that  is  precisely 
what  I  have  done.  I  say  the  treaty,  so  far  as  it  conflicts  with  our  power 
to  exclude  this  class  of  people,  is  totally  void. 


Mr.  CAPLES.  I  took  an  oath,  when  I  entered  upon  my  duties  here, 
to  support  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  ana  the  Constitution  of 
the  Stiite  of  California.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  declares 
that  the  Constitution,  and  the  laws  enacted  in  pursuance  thereof,  and  the 
treaties  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  are  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 
The  treaty — and  I  am  free  to  say  that  it  is  the  sum  of  all  villainies — 
nevertheless  the  treaty  is  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  I  have  sworn 
to  support  it.  And  I  say  it  declares  in  plain  specific  language,  that  these 
people  shall  have  the  right  to  come  and  reside  here,  while  this  fifth  section 
says  they  shall  not  reside  here. 

Mr.  AYERS.    I  desire  to  ask  a  question. 

Mr.  CAPLES.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  AYERS.  If  the  treaty  violates  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  then  it  cannot  be  constitutional,  and  by  adhering  to  the  treaty 
we  would  be  violating  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which  is 
higher  than  the  treaty. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  The  gentleman  raises  a  constitutional  question  that 
must  be  determined  by  tlie  Federal  authorities  and  the  Courts.  It  has 
not  been  declared  unconstitutional,  and  Ifke  a  law  is  binding  until  it  is 
repealed  or  declared  unconstitutional.  I  am  free  to  concur  with  the 
gentleman  that  the  treaty  is  in  conflict  with  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  But  until  it  is  so  declarsd  and  set 
aside  it  is  binding. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Allow  me  to  ask  how  we  can  make  a  case  in  order  to 
test  the  question  as  to  whether  it  is  constitutional  or  not,  if  we  cannot 
make  it  in  this  way.  What  we  want  is  to  make  a  case  to  test  that  very 
question. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  A  case  can  be  made — there  is  no  difficulty  in  that 
respect.  But  I  think  there  could  not  be  a  worse  way  than  to  incorporate 
a  provision  that  is  clearly  in  direct  conflict  with  the  laws  and  treaties  of 
the  United  States.  The  gentleman  asks  how  we  are  going  to  make  this 
test.  Let  the  Legislature  enact  a  law,  and  if  it  is  set  aside  as  being 
unconstitutional,  there  is  no  harm  done.  But  if  we  put  in  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  State  a  provision  that  is  clearly  in  conflict  with  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  we  cannot  repeal  it,  and  that  is  where  the 
principal  objection  comes  in.  It  will  defeat  the  Constitution  and  swamp 
it  out  of  sight.  I  desire  that  we  shall  make  a  Constitution  that  shall  be 
adopted  by  the  people.  If  we  load  it  down  with  things  of  this  kind,  it 
will  be  rejected.  I  am,  therefore,  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  strike  out 
section  five. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion five. 

8PKECH   OF   MR.   WSST. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  A  few  weeks  ago  the  people  of  Califor- 
nia were  surprised  that  an  individual  of  some  note,  and  of  some  repu* 
tation  for  truth,  having  something  of  a  position  in  the  political  world, 
should  assert  in  Washington  that  the  people  of  California  were  not 
opposed  to  Chinese  immigration ;  that  only  Kearney  and  some  of  the 
ignorant  Irish  followers  were  opposed  to  the  Chinese.  Now,  sir,  this 
Convention  is  supposed  to  represent  the  public  sentiment  of  California. 
It  is  supposed,  by  its  acts,  to  reflect  the  will  and  sentiments  of  the  people 
of  the  State.  Now,  if  the  vote  taken  by  this  Convention  upon  the 
motion  to  strike  out  section  four  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Chi- 
nese Immigration  is  a  correct  criterion  of  the  opinions  of  the  members 
of  this  Convention,  then  the  people  of  California  are  not  properly  repre- 
sented, and  there  will  be  a  seeming  verification  of  Mr.  Bee's  statement, 
that  it  is  only  the  ignorant  Irish  who  are  in  favor  of  stopping  Chinese 
immigration. 

Now,  one  word  in  regard  to  the  decision  of  Chief  Justice  Grant.  I 
was  one  of  the  jurymen  who  helped  to  decide  the  question  upon  that 
occasion,  and  I  speak  for  the  balance  of  the  jury  when  I  say  that  the 
question  there  decided  was  that  a  State  of  this  Union  could  not  secede, 
and  that  the  laws  of  Congress,  made  in  pursuance  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  should  be  obeyed,  and  the  citizens  of  this  govern- 
ment who  believed  in  those  principles  defended  them  with  their  lives, 
and  by  their  sacred  honor.  But,  sir,  I  deny  in  toto  the  assumption  that 
any  part  of  t)ie  question  was  in  issue.  I  say,  as  my  colleague  has  said, 
that  the  only  wey  to  try  the  constitutionality  of  that  treaty  is  to  make 
up  a  case  and  take  it  before  the  proper  tribunal.  I  say  this  is  one  of 
the  highest  rights  of  an  American  citizen,  and  I  shall  vote  in  favor  of 
retaining  section  five.  Therefore  I  hope  that  the  motion  made  by  the 
gentleman  who  represents  the  equinoctial  line  will  be  voted  down  by 
this  Convention,  and  that  we  shall  retain  it  simply  as  a  proposition 
declaring  that  the  further  immigration  of  the  Chinese  into  this  State  as 
citizens,  hecoming  citizens,  shall  not  be  allowed.  By  striking  it  out  vou 
give  the  lie  to  the  assertion  that  the  people  of  this  State  are  opposed  to 
Chinese  immigration.  If  we  put  that  declaration  in  the  Constitution, 
we  simply  declare,  as  the  representatives  of  the  people  of  this  State,  that 
the  further  immigration  of  Chinese  into  this  State  is  subversive  of  the 
best  interests  of  the  people,  and  that  therefore  we  enter  our  solemn  pro- 
test against  it.  Upon  that  provision  we  will  go  to  the  Courts  and  appeal 
to  them  to  protect  us,  and  defend  us  in  our  rights.  It  will  be  valuable 
as  an  oflicial  protest,  even  if  for  no  other  purpose. 

Mr.  CAPLES.     Allow  me  a  question. 

Mr.  west.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Is  the  gentleman  not  aware  that  the  Committee  on 
Chinese  have  under  consideration,  and  in  course  of  preparation,  a 
memorial  to  Congress  on  this  subject,  in  which  it  is  expected  there  will 
be  universal  condemnation  of  this  evil? 

Mr.  west.  I  am  aware  of  that  fact,  and  I  know  that  so  long  as  we 
content  ourselves  with  drafting  memorials  so  long  will  we  be  left  with- 
out aid.  You  know  the  axiom — "the  gods  help  those  who  help  them- 
selves." How  will  our  memorial  be  received  by  Congress,  and  the 
Eeople  on  the  other  side  of  the  mountains,  when  the  record  of  the  vote 
y  which  this  Convention  has  stricken  out  section  five  has  gone  along 
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•ubmit  the  following,  and  recommend  its  adoption,  and  also  that  It  be  printed  in  the 

Jonrnal. 
For  the  Committee:  W.  H.  L.  BARNES, 

VOLNEY  E.  HOWARD, 
P.  T.  DOWLING. 

Constitutional  Convention  or  Calii^rnia,  1 
Sacsahknto,  December  — ,  1878.    ) 

To  the  Goremon  of  Oregon,  Nevada,  and  Washington  Territory:  Your  attention 
ifl  respectfully  invited  to  a  reaolution  adopted  by  this  body,  on  Uie  9th  instant,  of 
which  the  following  le  a  copy : 

Jte»>lvetly  That  a  committeo  of  three  be  appointed  by  the  Chair  to  draft  petitions 
ti>  be  forwiu^ed  by  this  Convention  to  the  GoTernors  of  Oregon,  Nevada,  and  Wash* 
ington  Territory,  requesting  their  Excellencies  to  memorialize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  tlie  Senate,  on  behalf  of  their  States  and  Territory,  for  a  modiflca- 
tioD  of  the  Burlingame  treaty,  now  existing  between  the  Chinese  Empire  and  the 
Repnblic  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Tills  body  entertains  no  doubt  that  the  people  of  Oregon,  Nevada,  and  Washington 
Territory  are  in  full  accord  with  the  people  of  Califurnia  in  desiring  to  prevent  the 
further  immigration  of  the  Chinese,  and  to  compel  the  removal  of  those  now  domi- 
ciled upon  tlie  Pacific  ('oast.  It  believes  that  your  Excellencies  have  recognized 
the  evils  which  have  resulted  from  the  presence  of  the  Chinese,  and  that  your  Excel- 
lencies will  cheerfully  unite  with  us  in  the  expression  of  the  existing  universal 
sentiment  of  hostility  to  its  continuance,  to  the  President  and  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  end  that  the  treaty  now  existing  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Empire  of  (liina  may  be  abrogated,  or  so  modified  as  to  permit  the  prevention  of 
further  immigration  of  a  vicious  and  non-assimilating  population. 

You  understand,  doubtless,  as  we  do,  that  these  people  have  no  respect  or  regard 
for  our  government,  either  as  to  its  form  or  administration ;  that  they  govern  them- 
selves by  a  system  of  laws  peculiar  to  themselves,  and  have  their  own  tribunals  for 
the  adminlstnition  of  law ;  that  twenty -five  years*  experience  has  shown  that  they 
are  incapable  of  assimilation,  either  in  sentiment,  habits  of  life,  or  religion  ;  that  they 
are  rapidly  absorbing  all  branches  of  mechanical  and  manual  labor,  and  expelling 
from  most  ordinary  pursuits  the  middle  and  poorer  classes  of  our  citizens;  that  the 
destitntion  thus  caused  is  developing  a  race  of  American  paupers,  criminals,  and 
tramps,  instead  of  a  race  of  industrious,  virtuous,  and  intelligent  American  citizens; 
ih&t  the  existence  of  either  an  aristocratic  or  servile  class  is  a  perpetual  menace  of 
free  Institutions,  and  that  both  these  deplorable  results  of  Chinese  immigration  are 
imminent,  and  have  already  manifested  themselves;  that  the  habits  of  the  Chinese, 
the  absence  of  the  ftimily  relation,  of  fixed  homes,  and  of  decent  social  life  among 
them,  enable  ihem  to  support  themselves  and  accumulate  money  upon  wages  which 
would  starve  an  American  citizen,  and  that  their  accumulations  are  very  rarely 
expended  or  invested  in  the  oommunitics  where  they  are  domiciled,  but  are  trans- 
mitted to  the  country  of  ttieir  nativity,  and  that  they  are  therefore  enabled  to  avoid 
tMxatlon  and  any  considerable  share  of  the  burdens  of  government,  and  to  drain  the 
circulating  capital  of  the  coast ;  while  their  criminal  habits  and  utter  immorality 
are  filling  our  prisons,  jails,  almshouses,  and  placer  of  refuge  for  the  destitute,  and 
debasing,  by  example  and  intercourse,  the  rising  generation.  We  Iwlieve  that  these 
considerations,  and  others  that  may  occur  to  your  Excellencies,  should  be  pressed 
upon  the  attention  of  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  Hutted  States. 

This  body  will  take  occasion  to  express  the  views  indicated  above  to  the  President 
and  Senate  of  the  Unite<l  states,  and  respectfully  request  your  Excellencies  to  ofll- 
ttally  addrees  the  treaty-making  ptiwer  of  the  government  and  Congress  to  the  same 
pffect,  to  the  end  that  they  may  understand  the  wishes,  necessities,  and  demands  of 
the  people  of  the  Pacific  Coast  in  reference  to  the  qifestion  of  Chinese  immigration. 

Mr,  DOWLING  offered  the  following  resolution: 

A'esofvecf,  That  the  Secretary  be  and  is  hereby  directed  to  cause  the  memorial  to 
the  Governors  t  f  Oregon,  Nevada. and  Washington  Territory  to  be  suitably  engrossed 
for  the  signature  of  the  President  of  the  (Convention,  and  transmit  the  same  by  mail 
to  the  Governors  of  said  States,  and  also  that  a  copy  of  the  same,  when  executed  by 
the  President,  be  printed  and  forwarded  to  the  (Jovemon  of  all  the  States  of  the 
United  States. 

Mb.  DOWLING.  I  move  the  adoption  of  the  report  and  the  memo- 
rial. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  President :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  resolution  is 
rather  premature.  We  have  not  adopted  the  memorial  yet.  I  believe  that 
the  Chairman  asked  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Journal.  I  am  not  able  to 
give  it  sufficient  consideration  now. 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  President:  I  would  ask  if  it  would  not  be  proper 
to  amend  it  so  as  to  include  Arizona  Territory  ?  We  could  insert  aAer 
Wafihineton  Territory,  Arizona  Territory. 

Me.  BARNES.  Mr.  President:  I  would  like  to  say,  in"  reference  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Trinity,  that  the  resolution  directed 
the  memorial  to  be  ^dressed  to  the  Governors  of  these  States  and  Wash- 
ington Territory,  and  that  was  the  limit.  If  it  is  to  be  amended  now,  it 
may  perhaps  be  well,  as  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernar- 
dino, Mr.  Kolfe,  to  have  it  printed  and  submitted  to  the  examination  of 
the  Convention.  I  move  that  it  be  printed  out  of  order,  and  laid  upon 
the  desks  of  members. 

The  motion  prevailed,  and  the  report  and  memorial  were  laid  on  the 
table  and  ordered  printed. 

Mr.  miller,  rrom  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  presented  the  follow- 
ing report : 

Mr.  Prisidsnt;  The  Committee  on  Chinese,  to  whom  was  referred  the  resolution 
of  the  (Convention  instructing  the  committee  to  prepare  and  report  memorials  to 
the  President,  Senate,  and  House  of  Jtepresentatives  of  the  United  States,  praying 
^r  the  modification  of  the  treaty  with  China,  and  the  necessary  national  legislation 
fur  the  prohibition  of  Chinese  immigration,  begs  leave  to  submit  herewith  the  draft 
of  two  memorials  upon  this  subject — one  to  the  President,  and  one  to  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States — with  the  recommendation  that 
these  memorials,  if  approved  by  the  (Convention,  be  properly  engrossed  and  prepared 
for  the  signatures  of  the  members  of  this  Convention,  and  that  all  members  be 
reqiiested  to  sign  the  same. 

xonr  committee  respectfully  returns  herewith  the  draft  of  a  memorial  on  the 
same  subject,  which  was  referred  to  the  committee  on  the  twelfth  instant,  the  com- 
mittee having  failed  to  adopt-it. 

Bespectfuliy  submitted. 

JOHN  F.  MILLER,  Chairman. 

Sacraheitto,  December  14th,  1878. 

Tt>  the  President  of  tlie  United  States : 

Ws,  the  members  of  the  Constitutional  Convention  of  the  State  of  California, 
rapectfally  represent  that  the  continued  immigration  of  Chinese  to  this  coast 
endangen  the  health,  peace,  and  prosperity  of  the  people.  This  representation  we 
make  upon  our  own  knowledge  olT  the  facts,  and  therefore  earnestly  request  such 
Execntivs  action  in  respect  to  the  existing  treaty  with  Gbina  as  will  afford  relief 
from  the  evils  of  such  immigration. 

To  the  honorable  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  Elates: 

We,  the  members  of  the  Constitutional  Convention  of  the  State  of  Califurnia, 
req>ectrally  represent  that  the  continued  immigration  of  Cliinese  to  this  coast 


endangers  the  health,  peace,  and  prosperity  of  the  people.  This  representation  we 
make  upon  our  own  knowledge  of  the  facts,  and  therefore  earnestly  ask  that  the 
necessary  national  legislation  be  promptly  had  to  prohibit  their  further  immigration. 

SEMARKS   OF   ME.   KILLER. 

Mb.  miller.  Mr.  President:  The  committee  instructed  me  to 
explain  to  the  Convention  that  it  was  thought  best  to  make  these 
memorials  as  short  as  possible,  and  merely  expressive  of  the  sentiment 
of  the  people  of  California  as  represented  by  the  delegates  of  this  Con- 
vention, that  the  Chinese  immigration  ought  to  be  prohibited.  There 
have  been  a  number  of  memorials  sent  to  Washington  to  the  President 
and  to  Congress,  in  which  the  whole  Chinese  question  has  been  elab- 
orately argued.  The  committee  thought  that  if  this  Convention,  or  the 
members  of  this  Convention,  who  represent  the  whole  people  of  the 
State  of  California,  in  this  brief  manner  expressed  their  views  or  their 
belief  that  Chinese  immigration  was  an  evil  that  ought  to  be  prohibited, 
and  state  that  they  do  it  from  their  own  knowledge  of  the  facts,  that 
argument  would  be  unnecessary  in  such  a  document;  that  the  argu- 
ment had  better  be  left  to  our  Representatives  in  Congress;  that  we 
merely  reinforce  them  by  this  expression  of  the  popular  will  of  the 
people  of  California.  Representations  have  been  made,  as  we  under- 
stand, that  the  opposition  to  Chinese  immigration  in  this  State  is  con- 
fined to  a  limited  class  of  our  people.  By  this  act  we  mean  to  show 
that  it  is  not  confined  to  a  single  class  of  our  population,  but  the  dissat- 
isfaction was  universal.  The  memorial  that  has  been  submitted  here 
this  morning  by  my  friend  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barnes,  of  the 
Special  Committee,  addressed  to  the  Governors  of  certain  States,  does 
argue  thequestion,  I  think,  very  clearly  and  well.  A  memorial  was 
sent  last  Winter,  at  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  I  think  by  the 
Senate,  which  goes  into  an  elaborate  argument  upon  the  subject.  It 
might  be  well  to  send  these  memorials  to  the  different  Governors  as  well 
as  Senators  and  Representatives.  I  merely  rose  to  state  that  opinion  of 
our  committee  that  it  was  best  to  present  a  brief  memorial  to  the  point, 
as  we  have  done,  and  it  is  for  the  Convention  to  decide  whether  they 
will  adopt  them. 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   BARXES. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Mr.  President :  I  do  not  understand  that  the  memo- 
rial presented  by  the  Special  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  an  address 
to  the  Governors  undertakes  to  argue  the  question  at  all.  I  understand 
it  rather  to  be  a  statement  of  facts  from  which  the  arguments  may  be 
adduced  that  this  treaty  ought  to  be  refohned  or  abrogated  entirely.  I 
think  that  the  ground  taken  by  the  Committee  on  Chinese  is  hardly 
tenable.  We  must  admit  no  question  that  the  recommendation  of  a  body 
of  this  character,  abroad  at  least,  if  not  at  home,  is  such  as  to  entitle  it 
to  respect,  and  it  is  hardlv  enough  to  address  a  communication  to  the 
President  and  Senate  of  the  United  States  as  lonsr  as  an  invitation  to 
dinner,  or  a  dunning  letter,  saying,  in  effect,  that  this  claim  against  the 
government  has  been  put  in  our  hands  for  collection,  and  they  had 
better  speedily  attend  to  it.  I  think  it  would  be  fairer,  in  the  sense  of 
making  the  case  plainer,  if  this  body  were  to  take  the  trouble,  and  the 
committee  were  to  take  the  time,  to  state,  as  it  could  be  stated  in  very 
much  better  language,  and  more  oonciselv,  I  think,  upon  careful  con- 
sideration, a  full  review  of  the  subject;  ior,  indeed,  when  one  under- 
takes to  consider  the  facts,  they  go  on  until  it  gets  to  be  a  very  large 
subject  for  consideration.  A  suggestion  was  made  to  me  that  it  ought  to 
be  a  statement  of  the  effect  of  this  system  of  peonage  that  exists  among 
us;  the  fact  that  it  is  &  system  of  slavery  worse  than  the  one  that  has 
been  abolished  in  this  country,  from  the  fact  that  the  owner  is  not  a 
resident;  that  the  result  of  this  labor  is  transmitted  to  another  country. 
That,  of  itself,  is  a  very  importent  question.  I  think  it  all  ought  to  be 
considered.  After  taking  up  this  question,  and  giving  it  considerable 
attention,  I  found  myself  drifting  naturallv  into  a  very  radical  view  of 
the  subject,  but  a  radical  view  that,  I  think,  can  be  sustained  upon 
the  principles  of  law  and  upon  the  principles  of  justice. 

The  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Van  Dvke,  in  falling  back  upon 
his  constitutional  objections,  remarked  that  he  did  not  intend  to  be  a 
demagozue  or  a  fool.  I  would  suggest  to  all  gentlemen  of  his  senti- 
ments that  while  it  is  easy  enough -to  avoid  being  a  demagogue,  as  I 
understand  the  word,  instead  of  attempting  to  strike  an^  blow  for  popu- 
lar rights  by  keeping  still,  or  falling  back  on  constitutional  objections, 
when  you  come  to  the  question  of  being  a  fool,  man  proposes  on  that 
subject,  but  GK)d  disposes.  [Laughter.]  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
gentleman  is  in  his  seat.  If  he  is,  he  must  be  doing  what  the  gentle- 
man from  Marin  alluded  to  the  other  day — sitting  upon  his  head. 

Mr.  SCHELL.     [Sotto  voce.]    That's  good  sand  lot  talk. 

Mr.  BARNES.  The  gentleman  to  my  right  sa^s  that  is  good  sand 
lot  talk.  I  want  to  be  understood,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  he  changed 
in  my  course  by  enemies  in  the  field,  nor  by  side-bar  remarks,  and  I 
will  say  to  my  friend  from  Trinity — [examining  the  card  on  the  mem- 
ber's desk] — Mr.  Schell,  well,  remarks  of  that  kind  come  from  a  shell  that 
has  nothing  in  it.  In  pressing  this  matter  upon  the  consideration  of 
the  Convention  I  wish  to  say  once  for  all,  for  myself,  that  I  have  no 
part  nor  lot  with  the  sand  lots,  nor  with  anybody  else;  but  I  am  free  to 
say  this,  that  if  the  sand  lot^  has  an  idea  that  is  a  good  idea,  I  am  will- 
ing to  help  it.  There  is  a  great  deal  about  the  sand  lots  that  is  right, 
and  there  is  a  great  deal  about  the  sand  lots  that  is  wrong — villainously 
wrong — and  I  regret  for  the  sake  of  themselves  that  some  of  the  gentle- 
men who  represent  what  we  have  come  to  call  the  sand  lots,  because 
they  meet  out  of  doors  to  discuss  grievances,  real  or  fancied,  have  got 
up  here  and  made  speeches,  like  Mr.  Wellin,  and  talked  about  the 
streets  of  San  Francisco  running  in  blood,  and  about  fire  and  rapine. 

Mr.  wellin.  I  do  not  think  I  used  any  such  language.  Dr. 
O'Donnell  made  some  such  remark,  but  he  is  not  the  mouthpiece  of  the 
sand  lots. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  understood  several  of  the  gentlemen  to  make  allu- 
sions of  that  kind.    The  principle  is  right,  but  that  sort  of  discussion  is 
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it  might  be  submitted  again.  They  have  here  a  report  of  three  hundred 
and  two  pages,  the  most  conclusive  document  we  could  offer  to  the  Con- 
gress, or  the  people  of  the  United  States,  on  this  subject.  If  an^  change 
should  be  made  I  would  move  to  substitute  this,  and  I  believe  this 
would  satisfy  any  gentleman  on  this  floor.  But  I  believe  our  report  is 
sufficient.  Our  own  delegations  in  Congress,  in  both  houses,  are  familiar 
with  this  subject.  We  thought  that  the  main  object  would  be  to  have 
e;ich  member  of  this  Convention  subscribe  to  the  report.  Such  a  report 
was  made,  as  we  did  not  believe  any  man  could  hesitate  to  sign.  The 
main  object  was  to  have  a  unanimous  vote  of  this  Convention. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  it  be  recommitted  to  the 
committee,  with  a  request  that  they  insert  a  brief  statement  of  facts.  I 
do  not  understand  that  we  want  a  statement  of  all  the  facts  and  evidence 
of  the  subject  at  all,  but  that  there  shall  be  a  statement  of  something 
more  than  that  we  believe  the  presence  of  the  ('hinese  is  injurious  to 
the  health,  the  prosperity,  and  the  j)eace  of  the  State.  I  think  that  is 
hnrdly  enough.  If  brevity  is  the  soul  of  wit,  why,  that  is  the  wittiest 
thing'on  a  big  subject  that  was  probably  ever  written.  It  is  too  brief,  I 
think.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Convention  will  agree  with  me, 
of  course.  I  intended  to  hiake  a  motion  to  make  it  a  little  more  ample. 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  occasion  for  writing.  We  do  not  want 
figures  of  speech,  but  a  very  plain  statement  of  facts,  setting  forth  some 
of  the  salient  points.  We  all  know  that  the  ground  taken  by  those  in 
favor  of  the  Chinese  in  the  East  is,  that  the  opposition  to  them  is  con- 
fined entirely  to  the  uneducated  portion  of  the  people  of  this  State; 
therefore,  when  a  representative  body  like  this  speaks,  what  it  says  will 
be  read  and  will  be  considered,  and  I  think  it  ought  to  be  something 
longer  than  that  which  has  been  presented. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President:  The  object  of  the  committee  was  to 
draw  such  a  document  that  every  member  would  sign  it.  I  think  the 
committee  acted  judiciously.  I  am  very  certain  that  it  will  commend 
itself  to  very  nearly  every  man  in  the  Convention. 

RCMARES   OF   MR.    ANDRRWS. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  this  motion  to  recommit 
will  not  prevail,  and  that  if  it  is  recommitted,  it  will  be  to  some  other 
committee  than  the  Committee  on  Chinese.  This  memorial,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  meets  with  the  ideas  of  that  committee  unanimously,  and,  Mr. 
President,  I  do  not  think  that  the  objections  raised  by  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco  are  well  taken.  That  memorial  expresses  that 
Chinese  immigration  is  an  evil,  dangerous  to  the  peace,  happiness,  and 
prosperity  of  the  people  of  this  State.  I  do  not  remember  the  language, 
but  It  expresses  it,  in  my  opinion,  sufficiently.  Could  we  have  expres^ 
!nore,  even  if  we  adopted  the  language  of  the  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco?  We  express,  as  we  believe,  the  sentiment  of  the  people  of 
this  State,  and  express  it  fairly  and  fully,  and  I  do  hope,  if  it  is  to  be 
rerv>inmitted,  it  will  be  recommitted  to  bome  other  committee,  or  that  it 
will  be  recommitted  to  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Colonel 
Barnes.  , 

RRVARKS   of  MR.  8HURTLEFF. 

Mr.  SlIURTLEFF.  Mr.  President;  As  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee I  would  say  that  I  supported  this  memorial  because  it  is  short. 
There  have  been  many  memorials  sent  from  this  State  that  have  not 
been  considered,  and  it  is  a  well  known  fact  that  matters  that  come 
before  the  President  and  Cabinet  are  not  considered  if  they  are  couched 
in  lengthy  terms.  This,  I  admit,  and  we  all  feel,  is  a  great  national 
question.  It  is  a  question  that  concerns  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
but  it  has  not  made  its  mark  yet,  as  it  should  have  done,  upon  the 
councils  of  the  nation.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  some  statesmen  are  cogni- 
zant of  this  matter,  and  that  great  men  are  paying  their  attention  to 
it  and  are  drawing  conclusions,  among  them  Senator  Bayard,  of  Dela- 
ware. He  speaks  of  it  as  a  statesman  grappling  with  a  great  issue. 
The  evils  are  set  forth  there  briefly,  and  I  think  sufficiently,  and  I 
believe  it  will  meet  the  attention  of  the  President  and  Cabinet.  The 
long  documents  that  have  been  sent  from  here  have  not  had  the  atten- 
tion that  they  should  have  had,  but  I  believe  this  sets  forth  the  evils, 
and  the  arguments  will  be  presented  by  our  delegation  in  Congress.  I 
support  the  memorial  because  it  is  short. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CASSERLT. 

Mb.  CASSERLY.  Mr.  President:  I  confess  that  when  I  saw  the 
memorial,  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  I  experienced  a  feel- 
ing of  disappointment.  Of  course  no  sensible  person  would  be  in  favor 
of  a  memorial  so  long  that  the  average  man  would  not  have  time  to  read 
it  and  carry  it  in  his  head,  but  there  is  certainly  a  distinction  to  be 
drawn  between  a  memorial  so  very  short  as  this  is  and  one  of  the  length 
I  have  just  described.  We  must  remember  that  it  will  be  scrutinized 
by  men  who  are  familiar  with  documents,  and  with  the  expressions  of 
men  who  feel  that  they  are  suffering  great  wrong.  When  this  is  printed 
it  will  make  about  two  lines  and  a  half  of  ordinary  print.  Shall  I  be 
told  that  a  people  feeling  that  they  are  struggling  with  an  enormous 
wrong  can  salis^  themselves  by  a  complaint  of  two  lines  and  a  half  in 
print?  Why,  sir,  it  is  not  reasonable  on  the  face  of  it.  I  am  in  favor  ol 
recommitting  this  memorial.  I  believe  that  a  memorial  properly  drawn, 
with  sufficient  fullness  to  coverall  the  cardinal  facts,  would  be  a  great 
help  to  us,  and  for  one  I  should  not  consider  the  time  spent  in  recom- 
mitting the  memorial  lost.  I  think  it  is  a  very  critical  movement.  If 
I  diJ  not  think  so  I  would  not  rise  at  this  time  to  interfere  in  the  slight- 
est degree  in  its  disposition ;  but  feeling  as  I  do,  I  think  the  best  disposi- 
tion that  can  be  made  of  it  is  to  recommit  it  to  the  committee.  Then  I 
shall  ask  leave  to  amend  the  memorial  as  it  now  js  by  inserting  the 
word  "morals"  after  the  word  "place."  I  want  that  inserted,  if  the 
Convention  will  allow  it,  because,  m  common  with  a  very  great  number 
of  the  people  of  this  State,  I  consider  the  moral  aspect  of  this  Chinese 
queation  a»  a  predominant  one. 

Mb.  RINGGOLD.     Mr.  President:  I  hope  it  will  be  recommitted.     If 


the  only  point  is  to  have  it  brief,  why,  just  put  in  "The  Chinese  must 
gol" 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  the  motion  will  prevail.  As 
I  understand  it  the  memorial  merely  gives  the  deductions  from  facts, 
and  does  not  set  forth  the  facts.  No  one  wants  one  of  the  length  referred 
to  by  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin,  but  we  want  one  that 
will  set  forth  the  facts  clearly  and  distinctly. 

ERMARKS   OF   MR.   HAGER. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  President :  I  do  not  think,  sir,  that  it  is  of  so  much 
consequence  what  the  language  may  be  in  this  memorial,  provided  it 

foes  far  enough  to  indicate  what  public  sentiment  is  in  this  State.  When 
was  at  Washington  I  had  the  privilege  of  presenting  a  memorial  upon 
this  subject  in  the  Senate.  It  was  looked  upon  as  the  expression  of 
opinion  of  a  political  body,  to  a  certain  extent,  and  in  course  of  time — in 
atx>ut  two  weeks — as  soon  as  the  report  of  the  remarks  I  made  on  the 
memorial  came  to  California,  a  pamphlet  from  some  of  those  in  favor  of 
Chinese  immigration  was  placed  upon  the  desk  of  every  Senator.  I  have 
one  somewhere.  The  pamphlet  favored  Chinese  immigration  on  human- 
itarian grounds,  for  the  purpose  of  converting  this  great  people  to  Chris- 
tianity. It  stated  that  the  matter  was  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
religious  men  here,  and  looked  forward  to  the  conversion  of  that  people, 
that  they  might  be  sent  back  to  China  as  Christians  to  Christianize  that 
country.  After  this  pamphlet  came  Senators  came  to  me  and  said : 
"  Why,  they  tell  me  these  [>eople  are  all  to  be  converted  to  Christianity." 
That  is  the  influence  brought  to  bear.  It  does  not  matter  about  words. 
What  we  wish  to  effect  is  to  convince  the  authorities  at  Washington  that 
the  people  of  the  State  of  California  are  opposed  to  Chinese  immigration, 
not  as  individuals,  but  that  the  public  sentiment  throughout  the  State  is 
opposed  to  it;  and  when  we  produce  that  effect  there  we  })erhaps  will 
be  able  to  get  something  done  for  our  relief  here.  Now,  I  would  prefer — 
I  care  not  how  short  it  may  be — but  I  would  prefer  that  it  should  be 
presented  to  this  body  and  voted  upon  with  the  ayes  and  noes  recorded 
at  length,  and  certified,  with  the  request  that  it  be  forwarded  by  the 
Governor,  under  the  seal  of  State.  Give  it  some  official  consequence,  in 
accordance  with  the  sentiment  of  this  body.  I  would  suggest  this  in 
preference  to  every  member  signing  his  name.  Let  every  member's 
name  be  recorded  "  yea,"  or  "  nay."  Let  it  appear  that  the  "  ayes  "  and 
"noes"  were  called, and  the  "ayes"  recorded, and  the  "noes"  recorded, 
and  then  certified  by  our  officers  here,  and  forwarded  by  the  Governor 
of  the  State,  under  the  official  seal,  with  the  "  aves"  and  "  noes.''  There 
our  names  would  be  in  print.  I  think  that  if  it  should  pass  this  body 
unanimously,  as  I  hope  it  will,  and  it  should  state  that  the  ayes  and 
noes  were  called,  and  that  it  passed  unanimously — "ayes,  one  hundred 
and  forty,  or  one  hundred  and  fifty;  no  noes" — it  would  have  more 
effect  than  if  we  undertook  to  put  our  sign-manual  there,  which  perha|)s 
they  could  not  read.  My  friend  in  front  writes  very  well,  but  it  is  hard 
to  read  his  handwriting.  I  write  very  well,  but  some  people  complain 
that  they  cannot  read  it.  They  would  see,  then,  that  it  is  the  act  of  the 
Convention,  and  I  would  prefer  that  course  in  order  that  it  may  speak 
as  the  act  of  the  Convention,  instead  of  the  act  of  us  as  individuals.  Let 
it  be  forwarded  either  by  the  Governor  or  the  Secretary  of  State. 

remarks  of   MR.   REYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  that  the  motion  to  recom- 
mit the  memorial  to  the  committee  will  prevail,  for  several  reasons.  I 
desire,  Mr.  President,  that  this  memorial  be  presented  in  the  shape  of 
something  more  than  a  mere  formal  State  paper,  that  contains  nothing 
but  a  few  glittering  generalities.  I  desire  that  this  memorial  shall  con- 
tain a  few  concise  reasons  why  we  are  opposed  to  the  further  incoming 
of  the  subjects  of  the  Emperor  of  China.  I  desire  this,  Mr.  President, 
because  I  am  convinced  that  there  never  has  been  any  honest  work  done 
in  Washington  on  this  subiect.  We  have  sent  committees  there,  and  we 
have  Congressmen  there  who  have  pretended  to  scratch  around  the  edges 
of  the  question,  but  they  have  only  done  so  much  as  seemed  to  be  neces- 
sary to  affect  public  opinion  at  home,  and  not  to  accomplish  the  objects 
which  they  pretend  to  be  working  for  in  Washington — tne  abrogation  or 
the  modification  of  the  treaty.  And,  sir,  the  resolutions  and  memorials 
that  have  been  sent  from  this  State  and  from  the  Legislature  contain 
within  themselves  their  own  repudiation.  Why?  Because  they  were 
couched  in  terms  that  meant  notning,  or  because  they  gave  reasons  that 
nobody  of  any  sense  would  ever  believe  that  we  meant.  They  were 
made  up  of  glittering  generalities,  and  were  a  good  deal  like  scolding  the 
Chinaman  ^iHiis  vices,  and  condemning  him  hecause  he  was  an  inferior 
man,  or  something  of  that  sort  of  stuff.  Why,  we  must  take  the  broad 
ground  and  oppose  the  Chinaman  because  we  know  he  is  essentially  a 
slave,  and  because  there  is  an  eternal  and  unending  conflict  between 
free  and  slave  labor.  We  know  that  he  is  a  slave  in  many  instances, 
and  to  a  great  extent,  and  when  he  is  not  so  his  ancestry,  his  condition, 
his  relations,  his  capacity  for  labor,  his  capacity  to  live  on  next  to  noth- 
ing, makes  him,  in  comparison  w^ith  our  white  laborer,  essentially  a 
slave.  Now, let  us  set  forth  these  honest  reasons  in  this  memorial.  Do 
not  let  us  pretend  that  he  is  a  man  of  so  many  vices  that  we  cannot 
endure  him.  That  is  not  true.  It  is  on  account  of  his  virtues  that 
we  fear  him.  Let  us  say  so.  That  is  why  I  want  some  of  these  fair, 
square  reasons,  showing  that  there  is  heart  in  it;  that  we  believe  in  it; 
statements  that  do  not  carry  on  their  own  faces  their  own  repudiation. 
Such  has  been  the  character  of  the  memorials  that  have  been  sent  to 
Congress  heretofore.  Do  not  let  us  trifle  away  the  time  reading  any 
more  such.  State  what  we  mean.  Admit  that  the  Chinaman  can  out- 
work us;  admit  that  he  can  live  on  less;  but  don't  scold  at  him  because 
he  is  an  inferior  man,  or  because  of  his  vices.  It  is  all  folly  to  talk  about 
such  stuff.  It  is  because  he  is  essentially  a  slave,  and  because  his  civil- 
ization and  his  ancestry  make  him  so.  I  understand,  Mr.  President, 
that  while  he  was  on  the  floor,  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr. 
Ringgold,  stated  that  if  I  had  uttered  such  sentiments  before  the  uin^- 
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locath  of  June  last,  I  would  have  been  etecled  (o  stay  at  home.  So  be 
it,  if  moh  be  tbe  case.  1  desire  lo  atate  the  truth,  if  there  is  nnt  nnolher 
man  fram  the  saml  lot  who  dare,  1  went  to  see  this  opposition  lo  the 
Chinamen  put  on  the  true  crDund;  on  the  etound  that  Tree  labor  cannot 
oompetewith  him.  Weal!  remember  the  fouryear^of  carnage  that  thia 
country  haa  endured,  with  all  it«  Bubaequent  train  of  evils,  for  what? 
To  uttle  the  conflict  between  free  atid  slave  labor.  We  thonglit.  Mr. 
President,  when  that  conSict  was  settled  that  all  our  evils  would  din- 
appear.  It  is  not  true.  Each  queMion  is  confronted  with  evils  that  tax 
'  Lr«  as  difficult  to  so)i-e  as  the  last.  We  find  nuraelvea 
1  an  evil  no  less  in  magnitude  than  African  slavery, 
much.  Now,  let  us  not  scnitf  h  around  the  edges  of 
it;  state  the  true  reasons;  something  that  cannot'be  miauaderetood, 
and  show  to  eveirbody  that  we  mean  what  we  sav;  that  w^  do  nnl 
undertake  to  obtain  action  from  CongreHa,  nor  from  the  Administration, 
nor  from  the  government,  on  any  false  reasons,  hut  for  the  true  one.and 
let  this  be  sufficiently  staled.  Do  not  be  afraid  to  cover  a  half  page  ol 
fonlseip  withprint  in  order  to  atato  it. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  in  a  waiiderii-g  way  I  have  slated  a  few  of  the 
reasons  why  I  would  like  to  s^e  that  rejiort  recommitted,  in  order  thi 
it  may  be  made  to  state  the  ease  a  little  more  clearly  and  more  fully, 
want  to  disclaim  any  intention  to  reflecting  any  disrespect  on  tbe  con 
niittee  at  all.  I  think  they  thought  they  were  acting  wisely ;  but  it 
•eems  lo  me  that  we  ought  to  go  a  step  farther,  atid  that  we  can  do  so 
with  profit. 

Mit.HOWARD.     Mr.Pr^sidcnt;  I  demand  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Freud,  Herrington,  Wyalt,  McComaa,  and 
Wickes. 

The  main  question  was  ordered,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  70  eyes 
to  in  noes. 

Thk  president.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  recommit  the 
memorials  to  the  Commitlee  on  Chinese,  with  the  request  that  they 
Insert  a  brief  statement  of  facta. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Ma.  HOWARD.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Cbioese. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OP  TfiE  WHOLE. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.     Section  five  is  under  omsi.leration. 

Ma.  BLACKMEK.     I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

TBa  SECRETARY  rend: 

"Add  to  section  live  the  following:  '  Except  such  settlement  be  by  vir- 
tue of  rights  derived  from  treaties  made  by  the  Government  of  the 

;  Then  the  section  would  read  as 


followi 


Eible  to  become  a  citiien  of  the 
:  in  this  State  aAcr  the  adoption 
ui  HUB  \A<a>nn,umnii  e^wpt  »ucu  seitlement  be  bv  virtue  of  rights 
derived  from  treaties  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
with  foreign  nations." 

1  think  that  is  the  ground  that  we  ought  to  take  i  that  we  should  say 
distinctly  that  it  is  only  to  be  pmhibited  when  these  rights  arc  not 
stated  in  the  treaty  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  with 
B  foreign  nation.  1  do  nut  believe,  and  1  am  not  yet  convinced  by  any 
argument,  or  any  cases  that  have  been  cited  here,  that  this  fltlh  section 
is  a  constitutional  provision,  and  1  cannot  support  it  in  its  present  shape, 
but  with  this  amendment  I  can  support  it.  Then,  of  course,  if  their 
•ettlement  be  by  virtue  of  rights  derived  from  trealits  made  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  the  State  can  have  nothing  to  say  about 
it.     I  cannot  go  beyond  that. 


Ma.  BEERSTECHEIi.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  desire  to  sav  any- 
thing further  than  to  call  attention  to  this  amendment.  The  amend- 
ment sa^s,  "Add  to  section  five  the  following:  Except  such  settlement 
be  bv  virtue  of  rights  derived  from  treaties  made  by  the  Government  of 
the  tinitcd  States  with  foreign  nations." 

If  we  add  that  amendment  to  section  five,  then  section  Eve  means 
nothing  at  all.  You  might  as  well  strike  it  out,  because  tt  is  in  express 
words  recognizing  the  authority  of  the  United  Slates  to  bind  lis  in  our 
internal  concerns  by  a  treaty  when  they  cannot  bind  us  by  a  law 
of  Congress.  Where  a  law  of  Congress  would  be  unconstitutional,  a 
treaty  would  be  unconstitutional.  Iiecause  it  is  nothing  more  than  a  mere 
Act  of  Congress.  If  we  desire  to  declare  that  that  shall  be  tbe  supreme 
law  of  the  Slato.then  we  in  effect  declare  that  the  Burlingame  treaty  is  a 
part  of  our  Constitution.  It  is  the  most  ridiculous  and  absurd  proposition 
that  has  been  brought  here,  and  especially  by  a  gentleman  who  desires 
to  see  the  Chinese  go.  I  respect  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  for 
tbe  opinions  he  has  brought  befare  the  comniitlee.  but  it  seems  to  me 
tiiat  the  method  that  he  desires  to  have  us  adopt  here  is  a  very  strange 
We  have  been  contesting  against  the  rights  of  the  goi 


I  hope  the  ni 


bind  us  by  a  treaty  where  they"could  not  blnd^us  by  nn  Act  of  Congress, 
e  the  niuenclment  will  l>e  promptly  voted  down,  because  if  we  put 
1  the  Constitution  we  had  Mtter  adjourn  sine  die.  and  go  home. 
Mr.  BLACKMER.     Do  you  recognise  that  the  Buriingame  treaty  bos 
any  authoritv  over  the  citiiena  ofthis  State  Bt  all? 
Ma.  BEEftSTECHER.     Yes. 

Mb.  BLACKMER.     It  recognises  the  right  of  people  to  settle  here. 
Ma.  BEDEBSTECIIER.     It  recognizes  tbe  right  lo  dwell  here. 
Ma.  BLACKMER.    There  may  be  a  distinction  between  settling  and 


Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  I  have  never  co 
vent  the  Chinese  from  coming  here,  but  I  b 
after  tliey  get  here.  I  believe  that  among 
Stato  is  the  right  of  intomal  regulation. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  If  we  cannot  prevent  thei 
prevent  them  from  settling  here? 

Ma.  BEEBSTECHEB.  Yes;  we  can.  ^ 
engaging  in  business,  from  being  employed 
ing  a  livlng.and  prevent  their  settling  bv  st 
was  admitted  by  f  '  ■      -■    - 


n  Chin. 


He 


says' 


Ma.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  Chairman  : 

we  doll 
ry  for  t 

times  enough,  end  it  is  nn  the  ground  tl 
Iteyond  that.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  pit^  the  ^ 
found  out  that  if  we  ever  succeed  in  riddin 
called,  of  cheapChlnese  labor,  it  mu.1t  be  up< 
labor,  and  to  that  it  must  come.  You  conn 
is  B  Chinaman;  nor  because  he  smokes  o 
rice:  but  you  can  exclude  him  because  he  li 
this  amendment  will  be  promptly  voted  do' 
In  protect  ourselves  against  slave  labor,  and 
ities.  In  Groves  vs.  Slaughtor,  15  Peters,  th 
"  Each  State  has  a  right  to  protect  iUe 
intrusion  of  the  slave  dealer;  to  guard  its  ct 

The  Chinese  population  is  a  slave  popu 
more  daiigemus  because  il  is  viduntary.    i 

"  The  right  to  exercise  this  power  by  a  Stt 
the  Constitution.  The  evil  involves  the  pn 
the  existence  of  the  Stale.  Ita  power  lo  g 
evil  rests  upon  the  law  of  self-preservation; 
munity,  and  especially  to  a  sovereign  Slaie.' 

It  is'bigher  and  deeper  than  the  Constitul 
deeper  than  any  treaty.  Upon  that  groun 
opjKisition  lo  the  treaty;  because  it  is  a  higl: 
anv  Constitution  to  protect  ourselves  sgaiusl 
only  of  slave  dealers  but  of  slave  labor. 

Mr   GRACE.    I  want  to  know  if  you  mi 


is  that  he  is  essentially 


Mr.  HALL.    Mr.Chai; 


>xialing  laws  of  the  loud.  We  have  declan 
epnrt  the  power  of  the  State  to  pass  all  ni 
or  the  protection  of  the  peojde  of  this  Stab 
langerous  class  of  people.  That  power  is 
lection.  We  have  gone  further  and  impose 
iro  the  creatures  of  authority  of  the  Stote  J 
his  obnoxious   cl^ass.     We  have  gone   furl 
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foreign  nations  at  its  will  and  at  its  pleasui 

— ereignty  of  Ihe  Kational  Government,  at 

it  even  if  there  were  no  treaty  here  at  all 

the  protection  of  this  government  in  thi 

:  subject;  and  that  seems  to  be  the  opinii 

the  United  Stoles  in  some  of  their  decieloiu 

the  government  shall  give  to  a  foreigner 

Lth  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

.  >vemmcnt  of  the  United  States  has  the  ahi 

ject.    There  is  but  a  single  limitation,  and  tl 

article  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Stal 

"  The  immigration  or  importation  of  suoli 

>w  existing  shall  think  proper  to  admit,  ih: 

ingress  prior  to  the  vear  eighteen  hundred 

I  know  very  well  that  that  provision  was 

slave  traffic  at  that  time  which  the  SUtes  i 

limits!  but  it  announced  a  power  and  princi 

the  Federal  Government  to  exclude  such  peo 

to  admit,  and  by  neccsxery  implication  it  f 

may  choose  to  exclude.     In  other  words,  it  fi 
power  of  the  Federal  Governnieat  over  tbe  v 


Dec.  14, 1878. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION.* 


713 


Now,  as  to  the  decisions  referred  to  and  the  arguments  before  this 
committee,  it  seems  to  me  that  they  leave  no  doubt  upon  this  subject; 
with  all  due  deference  to  the  able  and  the  plausible  arguments  which 
have  come  from  the  members  of  the  profession  upon  the  other  side.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  Courts  have  defined  very  clearly  the  powers  of  the 
General  Government  and  the  powers  of  the  State  Government  on  this 
subject,  declaring  in  the  broadest  terms  the  entire  power  of  the  Federal 
Government  over  this  subject,  save  and  except  the  remnant  which  is 
left  to  it  called  the  power  of  police  regulation,  and  defining  that  so  that 
the  power  of  the  State  shall  extend  to  the  right  to  exclude  paupers, 
vagrants,  and  criminals  from  its  borders — people  of  that  class  who  are 
dangerous  to  its  prosj^erity  and  its  peace:  expressing  the  general  power 
of  the  Federal  Government  over  the  subject,  and  defining  with  clear- 
ness and  precision  the  narrow  limit  of  the  powers  of  the  State  over  this 
aubiect. 

Lntertaining  these  views,  I  believe  that  this  provision,  unless  it  be 
amended  as  is  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego,  will  be  a 
violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  an  infraction  of 
a  treaty  made  in  pursuance  thereof.  As  we  have  taken  an  oath  here  to 
support  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  it  necessarily  carries  with 
it  an  obligation  to  support  this  treaty.  It  must  stand,  and  it  must  be 
operative  until  it  is  set  aside.  It  must  gt)vern  any  action  here  until  it 
is  set  aside  by  some  action  of  the  government.  That  is  my  rule  of 
action,  and  howsoever  strongly  I  might  desire  to  go  farther  against  what 
I  believe  in  common  with  the  delegates  on  this  floor  generally,  to  be  a 
great  evil,  threatening  the  peace  and  pros[>erity  of  the  people  of 'this 
State,  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty,  sir,  to  pass  beyond  the  boundary  which 
has  been  fixed  for  the  exercise  of  my  ofiicial  functions,  by  the  oath 
which  I  took  at  that  stand.  Hence,  sir,  this  amendment  will  receive 
ray  approval,  but  the  provisions  of  the  section  without  it  cannot  receive 
my  assent. 

If  I  am  permitted  to  go  farther  for  a  few  moments  I  will  direct  atten- 
tion to  section  six.  We  find  there  a  provision  to  the  following  efl^ect: 
"  Foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  shall  not 
have  the  right  to  sue  or  be  sued  in  any  of  the  Courts  of  this  State." 
Now,  there  is  a  provision  which  it  seems  to  me  will  operate  to  confiscate 
the  property  ot  this  objectionable  class.  We  have  had  this  people 
among  us  since  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty.  They  have  been  coming 
here  in  large  numbers  for  the  last  twenty-eight  years.  It  is  admrtted 
that  they  have  acquired  a  very  considerable  amount  of  projM»rty,  esti- 
mated from  four  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  up  to  a  million  and 
a  half  of  dollars.  It  has  been  acquire<l  by  these  people  who  have  come 
here  by  the  invitation  of  the  Federal  Government,  under  and  by  virtue 
of  the  sanction  and  authority  of  the  Burlingame  treaty. 

They  have  come  here  and  acquired  property  under  a  declaration  in 
our  Courts,  declaring  all  men  are  free  and  independent,  and  having  and 
possessing  the  right  to  acquire,  possess,  and  protect  property.  Thev  have 
come  here  under  laws  declaring  that  foreigners  becoming  bona  ficfe  resi- 
dents shall  have  the  rights  of  possessing,  enjoying,  and  inheriting  prop- 
erty as  native  born  citizens.  Now,  under  these  provisions  these  people 
have  been  among  us  and  acquired  profjerty  to  the  amount  above  named^ 
possibly  the  higheramount  being  nearer  the  truth  than  the  lesser  amount. 
S'ow,  sir,  we  prr^pose  what?  To  say  in  section  six  that  they  shall  not  be 
permitted  to  sue  or  be  sued.  That  is  about  e(|Hivalent  to  uncovering 
this  property  from  the  protection  which  it  is  entitled  to  by  our  own  laws, 
independent  of  Federal  recognition  of  the  subject.  They  have  acquired 
this  property  in  a  legitimate  way,  and  yet  we  propose  to  say  in  this 
section  six  that  they  shall  not  be  permitted  to  sue  or  be  sued;  that  they 
shall  not  be  admitted  to  the  exercise  of  those  remedies  which  are  enioyed 
by  every  other  member  of  the  community.  Pass  this  provision  and  does 
it  not  expose  this  property  to  rapine  and  plunder?  is  it  not  an  invita- 
tion to  strip  them  ot  the  property  which  they  have  acquired  by  the 
authority  of  the  laws  of  tne  land,  Federal  as  well  as  State?  What 
would  property  be  worth,  if  the  owner  or  the  claimant  of  it  is  not 
allowed  to  resort  to  the  Courts,  and  to  the  remedies  prescribed  by  law 
for  security  and  protection.  To  a  provision  of  that  kind  I  cannot  give 
my  assent.  I  think,  sir,  that  the  objections  which  I  have  stated  here, 
hastily  and  in  a  general  form,  will  apply  to  each  and  every  one,  in  a 
greater  or  less  extent,  of  the  provisions  which  follow  section  six.  For 
these  i^^asons  I  will  support  the  proposed  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Deigo,  Mr.  Blackmer,  and  when  the  time  comes  for  recording 
our  votes,  I  must  record  myself  against  every  subsequent  provision  in 
this  report. 

BKMARKS   OF   MB.   LARKIK. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  intend  to  occupy  the  time 
of  this  Convention,  because  I  think  there  has  been  enougn  discussion 
upon  this  question  to  proceed  to  vote  upon  it.  I  shall  vote  in  favor  of 
section  five,  but  having  on  yesterday  voted  against  section  four — in 
favor  of  striking  out  section  four — I  propose  to  give  my  reason.  There 
is  a  difference  between  the  two  sections,  to  my  mind.  The  Burlingame 
treaty,  to  my  mind,  was  a  commercial  treaty.  It  allowed  their  landing 
in  the  country,  and  it  was  believed  that  that  was  the  sole  purpose  of  that 
treaty.  And  if  they  had  had  any  intention  of  making  them  citizens  and 
giving  them  residence — permanent  residence  in  this  State;  if  that  had 
been  intended,  that  they  should  have  a  permanent  residence  and  possess 
the  rights  of  the  most  favored  residents — they  would  have  declared  that 
they  should  have  the  right  of  citizenship;  because  the  policy  of  our 
government  is,  if  they  desire  them  to  be  permanent  resiaents,  to  give 
them  the  right  of  citizenship.  That  has  been  the  policy  of  this  govern- 
ment from  its  foundation.  This  proiiosition  in  section  five  is  upon  the 
question  of  settlement.  We  are  here  in  Sacramento  as  residents.  We 
have  not  settled.  We  are  temporary  residents.  We  are  not  settlers.  A 
man  settles  by  removing  his  home  and  his  tools  here,  and  settling  down 
here.  The  Chinese,  under  that  treaty,  have  the  right  of  residence  for 
commercial  purooses,  but  they  have  no  right  to  enter  in  and  take  posses- 
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sion  of  our  land.  That  is  a  right  that  belongs  to  American  citizens,  and 
it  is  a  right  reserved  to  the  State,  and  which  we  propose  to  declare  here. 
Even  the  Republican  party  has  gone  back  on  ''the  universal  fatherhood 
of  God  and  brotherhood  of  man,"  and  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
is  a  white  man's  government,  made  for  the  white  man.  This  State 
should  be  a  State  for  white  men,  w^ithout  any  respect  to  the  treaty,  or 
misinterpretation  of  any  treaty.  The  State  has  the  right  of  self-preserva- 
tion. It  is  the  same  right  that  a  man  of  family  hafe  to  protect  nis  house 
and  home.  The  State  has  the  right  to  say  that  our  people  have  a  right 
to  the  land  and  the  water,  and  to  control  the  destiny  of  the  State.  Allow 
one  million  of  these  people  to  come  in  here,  and  the  country  would  be 
taken  possession  of  by  them.  That  is  a  right  that  belongs  to  us,  and 
that  has  never  been  transferred.  It  is  a  right  that  New  York  declared — 
that  a  certain  element  from  Europe  should  not  settle  there.  This 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego  seeks  to  nullify  that. 
That  right,  I  claim,  has  never  been  denied  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States — that  no  treaty  with  any  country  in  the  world  has  for- 
bidden a  State  to  exercise  the  right  to  say  as  to  who  shall  settle  an<l 
become  permanent  citizens  of  the  State.  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
will  be  voted  down,  and  that  the  section  will  stand  as  it  is,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  ourselves  and  our^hildren.  When  one  race  is  mixed  with 
another,  it  does  not  elevate  the  lower  grade  to  the  level  of  the  higher, 
but  it  lowers  the  higher  grade  to  the  level  of  the  lower. 

Mr.  FILCHER.     But  how  is  the  word  "settler"  to  be  defined? 

Mr.  LARKIN.  The  common  use  of  the  word,  as  used  in  law  and  in 
language,  "settler"  means  a  permanent  resident  It  is  so  recognized 
in  the  use  of  the  word  whether  in  law  or  in  a  conversation.  I  hoM 
that  this  is  a  vital  question,  and  still  further,  I  would  have  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  providing  that  no  person, 
unless  he  be  a  white  man,  be  permitted  to  settle  in  the  United  States, 
after  the  adoption  of  that  amendment.  We  want  no  other  race  here. 
The  future  or  this  republic  demands  that  it  shall  be  a  white  man's 
government,  and  that  all  other  races  shall  be  excluded.  The  whole 
future  of  this  country  rests  upon  propositions  like  this  fifth  section,  and 
they  must  be  embodied  in  the  whole  foreign  policy  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  under  our  system. 

SPEECH    OF   MR.    AYF.R8. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  desire  to  travel  over  the 
ground  again  that  has  been  traveled  over  several  times  in  this  Conven- 
tion, but  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  whose  con- 
science is  arrested  at  the  threshold  of  the  ti-eaty  jwwer,  I  would  like  to 
say  that  the  friends  of  this  Section,  and  the  friends  of  this  principle  of 
the  Constitution,  plant  themselves  on  the  ground  of  the  reserved  rights 
of  the  States  guaranteed  to  them  by  the  Constitution,  and  which  no 
treaty  can  override  without  becoming  unconstitutional  and  void.  In 
the  beginning  of  this  debate  I  think  that  our  side  fairly,  clearly,  and 
plainly  pointed  out  the  position  which  we  occupy  with  reference  to  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  and  I  may  say  that  in  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Holmes  vs.  Jennison 
et  al.,  I  think  this  principle  is  clearly  illustrated.  In  that  decision  the 
Court  says: 

*'  The  power  to  make  treaties  is  given  by  the  Constitution  in  general 
terms,  without  any  description  of  the  objects  intended  to  be  embraced  by 
it,  and  consequently,  it  was  designed  to  include  all  those  subjects  which 
in  the  ordinary  intercourse  of  nations  had  usually  been  made  subjects 
of  negotiation  and  treaty,  and  which  are  consistent  with  the  nature  of 
oiir  institutions,  and  the  distribution  of  powers  between  the  General  and 
State  Governments."     (14  Peters,  569.) 

And  I  will  here  say,  parenthetically,  that  my  friend  from'  San  Diego 
was  altogether  wrong  when  he  charged  that  I  tried  to  impose  upon  this 
Convention  a  reading  of  law  which  was  not  in  good  faith. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  I  beg  the  gentleman's  pardon,  I  did  not  take 
that  position. 

Mr.  AYERS.  He  stated,  if  I  recollect  right,  that  I  had  not  read  the 
entire  substance  of  the  matter  alluded  to  in  the  authority,  and  that  I 
left  it  unfinished,  and  therefore  1  took  advantage  of  the  Convention,  or 
seemingly  took  advantage  of  the  Convention,  by  not  giving  in  good  faith 
the  whole  substance.  That  is,  that  in  arguing  Uf>on  the  powers  of  the 
State  I  had  quoted  from  page  forty-eight,  of  5th   Wheaton's  reports,  a 

Paragraph  wnich  related  entirely  to  the  commercial  powers  of  the  States, 
made  that  Quotation  simply  for  my  argument  in  reply  to  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Chinese  Comimttee  and  suggestions  in  this  Convention.  He 
had  said  that  the  section  was  repugnant  to  that  portion  of  the  Constitu- 
tion which  gave  the  regulation  of  commerce  to  Congress,  and  that  is 
simply  what  I  quoted  from  Wheaton,  to  show  where  it  was  not  pro- 
hibited in  express  terms  to  the  States,  where  it  was  not  exclusive  in  its 
nature,  and  where  it  was  not  granted  to  the  Federal  Government  in 
express  terms. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  with  reference  to  this  treaty  argument,  I  say 
that  where  a  treaty  transcends  the  reserved  powei*s  of  the  States  it  is 
unconstitutional  and  void;  that  it  is  inconsistent  'Mvith  the  nature  of 
our  institutions  and  the  distribution  of  powers  between  the  General  and 
State  Governments."  We  claim  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Senate  have  no  power  to  make  a  treaty  with  China,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  infringe  upon  and  overturn  the  reserved  rights  of 
this  State,  as  they  claim  they  have  done  in  this  treaty  with  China,  to 
the  material  injury  of  the  people.  I  will  also  refer  to  the  opinion  of 
Justice  Baldwin  in  the  same  case,  published  in  the  Appendix  to  four- 
teenth Peters.     He  says : 

"  It  is  but  a  poor  and  meager  remnant  of  the  once  sovereign  power  of  the 
States;  a  miserable  shield  and  patch  of  independence  which  tne  Constitu- 
tion has  not  taken  from  them,  if,  in  the  regulation  of  its  internal  police. 
State  sovereignty  has  become  so  shorn  of  authority  as  to  be  incompetent 
only  to  exclude  paupers,  who  may  be  a  burden  on  the  pockets  of  its 
citizens;  unsound  infectious  articles,  or  diseases  which  mav  affect  their 
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upon  the  Chinese  to  fish  in  the  waters  of  the  State.    I  would  ask  you  if 
there  is  any  ot^'ection  to  including  that  inhibition  in  the  section? 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  I  do  not  believe  that  we  have  the  power  to  do  it. 
I  say  when  you  do  that  you  go  beyond  the  authority  of  this  State. 
Now,  sir,  I  believe  that  a  revolution  in  sentiment  everywhere  is  coming 
upon  this  as  well  as  the  people  East  of  the  Rocky  Mountains.  I  believe 
that  the  election  which  will  be  holden  here  next  Fall  upon  this  question 
will  have  a  great  bearing  upon  the  action  of  Congress,  where  the  vote 
upon  this  direct  question — Chinese  or  no  Chinese — is  to  be  taken.  And 
I  believe  that  a  memorial  to  Ciuigress  will  also  have  its  intluence;  and 
I  believe  when  it  is  understood  that  distress  has  overtaken  this 
8Uite,  which  in  the  last  thirtv  vears  has  abided  more  wealth  to  the  com- 
iiierce  and  the  coffers  of  the  nation  than  any  State  in  the  Union,  or 
country  in  the  world — according  to  its  size;  that  when  the  people  of  the 
North,  with  whom  we  stood  shoulder  to  shoulder  in  the  great  struggle 
for  national  life;  when  the  South  in  their  great  calamity,  which  occur- 
red just  a  few  months  ago,  and  we  poured  out  our  money  and  sympathy 
as  freely  as  the  gentle  dews  fall  from  heaven ;  and  when  the  people  of 
tho  whole  country  see  as  we  stand  here  driven  to  the  verge  of  constitu- 
tional law,  and  now  upon  the  line  between  constitutional,  State,  and 
national  rights — that  when  they  see  us  in  this  position,  with  one  hand 
pressing  back  the  hordes  of  Asia,  and  with  the  other  upholding  and 
defending  the  Federal  Constitution,  that  they  will  meet  us  at  the  thresh- 
old and  assist  us  in  driving  this  curse  from  the  land. 

RRIIARKS    OF    MB.    BEERSTECHKB. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  do  not  desire  to  speak  on 
this  subject  to  any  extent,  but  I  favor  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  FrancistH),  Mr.  Reynolds,  for  the  reason  that  he 
embraces  the  inhibition  against  the  Chinese  fishing  in  the  waters  of  this 
State,  as  the  fisheries  are  gradually  passing  into  the  hands  of  Chinese, 
and  in  a  few  years  the  Chinese  will  be  the  only  fishers  in  the  State. 
There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  about  our  right  to  control  the  fisheries 
and  say  who  shall  fish  in  the  waters  of  this  State.  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  committee  to  a  note  to  section  one  thousand  and  seventv-three  of 
Story  on  the  Constitution,  the  last  edition  by  Judge  Cooley.  It  is  there 
stated  : 

**  The  State  may  control  the  fisheries  within  its  limits  and  confine  the 
privileges  thereof  to  its  own  citizens." 

He  cites  a  number  of  cti.ses  in  8up})ort  of  the  statement.  Mr.  Cooley, 
in  his  Constitutional  Limitations,  on  page  524  says  : 

**The  rights  of  which  we  here  speak  are  considered  as  pertaining  to 
the  State  by  virtue  of  an  authority  existing  in  every  sovereignty,  and 
which  is  called  the  eminent  domain.  Some  of  these  are  complete  with- 
out any  action  on  the  part  of  the  State;  as  is  the  case  with  the  rights  of 
navigation  in  its  seas,  lakes,  and  public  rivers,  the  rights  of  fisherv  in 
public  waters,  and  the  right  of  the  State  to  the  precious  metals  which 
may  be  mined  within  its  limits." 

There  is  no  doubt  about  the  right  of  the  State  to  say  who  shall  fish 
within  the  waters  of  this  State.  The  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Web- 
ster is  the  same  as  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Revnolds,  with  the 
exception  that  Mr.  Reynolds  says  that  no  Chinese  shall  fish  in  the 
waters  of  this  State.  I  believe  that  we  have  a  right  in  law  and  in  justice 
to  put  this  inhibition  in  the  Constitution,  and  therefore  I  am  in  favor  of 
the  amendment  of  Mr.  Reynolds  in  preference  to  that  of  Mr.  Webster. 
It  includes  an  inhibition  that  we  can  legally  make. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman:  Neither  the  original  nor  the 
amendment  covers  the  Question.  Both  say  "foreigners  ineligible  to 
become  citizens."  The  Chinese  are  not  so.  There  are  Chinese  natural- 
ized now. 

REMARKS   or   MR.    HALE. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  seconded  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  fi-om  Alameda,  Mr.  Webster.  As  has  been  said  by  many 
gentlemen,  I  would  be  willing,  for  one,  to  go  just  as  far  toward  the 
exclusion  of  Chinamen  from  residence  and  from  all  classes  of  employ- 
ment in  the  State  of  California  as  I  think  we  are  able  to  do  consistently 
with  the  oaths  we  have  taken  to  support  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  I  have  no  desire,  sir,  to  attempt  a  discussion  of  the  question 
broadly;  suffice  it  to  say  that,  after  listening  to  many  eloquent  gentle- 
men on  this  subject,  I  believe  that  the  ju<lgmcntof  the  men,  women, 
and  children  of  the  State  of  California,  and  of  the  whole  Pacific  Coast, 
can  be  epitomized  in  one  brief  sentence,  that  they  are  prepared  to  do  all 
within  tneir  power  to  prevent  in  the  future  the  increase  of  Chinese  |X)p- 
ulation  on  this  coast.  Now,  sir,  taking  this  view  of  it,  I  take  it  that  it 
is  the  united  voice  and  wish  of  the  ijeople  of  this  State  who  sent  us 
here,  to  frame  an  organic  law,  to  do  all  in  our  power  consistent  with  our 
allegiance  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  to  the  laws  and 
treaties  of  the  United  States,  to  avert  the  evils  of  Chinese  immigration. 
I  believe,  sir,  that  it  is  within  our  power  to  prohibit  foreigners  not  eligi- 
ble to  become  citizens  of  tho  United  States  from  purchasing  or  leasing 
real  estate  within  the  State.  I  am  not  unaware,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
there  issome  doubt  upon  legal  authority,  and  high  legal  authority,  upon 
this  proposition;  yet,  after  having  examined  this  question  in  the  past, 
and  naving  listened  with  such  attention  as  I  have  been  able  to,  to  the 
arguments  made  upon  the  subject,  I  have  yet  to  hear  that  which 
chanjces  my  previously  formed  opinion  upon  the  subject,  and  that  is 
that  it  is  within  our  power  to  make  that  prohibition  effective. 

An  objection  may  be  raised  in  regard  to  the  obligation  of  the  State  not 
to  interfere  WMth  the  power  of  the  General  Government  to  disjwse  of 

?tublic  lands  in  this  St^ite;  but,  sir,  it  may  be  noted  in  the  laws  of  the 
Fnited  States  providing  for  the  alienation  of  the  public  lands  belonging 
to  that  government  within  our  limits,  there  are  no  provisions  by  which 
these  lands  are  provided  to  be  sold  by  the  government, except  to  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  those  who  have  declared  their  intention  to 
become  such.  For  instance,  it  will  be  remembered  by  the  lawyers  on 
the  floor  that  until  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-six,  no  provision  was 


made  for  the  alienation  of  any  of  the  lands  generally  known  and  classed 
as  mineral  lands,  being  part  of  the  public  domain.  By  a  series  of  Acts, 
commencing  July  twenty-sixth,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-six,  and 
running  down  to  either  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy  or  eighteen  hun 
dred  and  seventy-two,  the  last  Act  upon  the  subject,  the  rtght  to  occupy 
the  public  lands  of  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  mining,  fof 
delving  for  minerals,  the  right  of  occupancv,  and  trie  right  to  purchase 
ultimately  and  to  take  title  by  patent,  is  limited  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  and  those  who  have  declared  their  intentions  to  become  such. 
And,  sir,  if  you  will  look  through  the  body  of  our  law  providing  for  the 
alienation  of  agricultural  lands,  by  preemption  and  homestead,  you  will 
find  that  the  right  i.s  nowhere  extended  to  any  others  than  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  and  those  who  have  declared  their  intentions  to 
become  such.  I,  therefore,  take  the  view  of  this  j)olicy  as  manifested 
by  tho  government  of  the  United  States,  that  we  are  not  in  want  of 
harmony  with  the  government,  that  we  are  not  in  conflict  with  the 
spirit  or  letter  of  the  Constitution  when  we  put  into  the  framework  • 
of  our  Constitution  a  prohibition  equally  applicable  to  all  foreigners 
who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Now,  if  we 
look  through  the  body  of  our  Federal  law,  we  will  find  that  there  is 
nowhere  an  authorization  to  acquire  property  from  the  government 
except  in  favor  of  citizens,  and  those  who  have  declared  their  inten- 
tions to  become  such.  We  are,  therefore,  within  the  limits  of  that 
rule,  because  wo  only  prohibit  those  from  acquiring  title  to  real  prop- 
erty who  are  ineligible  to  become  citizens. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  vote  for  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Reynolds,  if  I  believed 
that  we  could  safely  go  so  far.  I  am  not  satisfied  that  we  could  do  that. 
I  do  believe,  however,  that  we  can  go  to  the  extent  of  prohibiting  those 
persons  ineligible  to  become  citizens  from  acquiring  a  title,  either  in  fee 
or  by  lease,  to  real  pn^perty  in  this  State;  and  if  we  do  that  we  shall 
have  effected  some  direct  relief,  something  verv  jwtent  towards  the 
exclusion  of  this  class  of  i>eople  from  our  coast.  I  hope  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Webster,  may  be  adopted  by  the 
committee. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    BELCHER. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  committee  further  than  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  we  can  right- 
fully prohibit  this  element  from  leasing  any  real  estate.  You  say  we 
cannot  prohibit  their  coming  here  nor  their  residing  here,  but  we  may 
prohibit  their  leasing  property.  If  they  have  a  right  to  come  here, 
even  for  the  purpose  of  commerce,  I  am  unable  to  see  how  they  can 
come  here  for  the  purposes  of  commerce  or  temporary  residence  unless 
they  can  lease  some  property  on  which  to  live.  You  may  say,  in  a 
hotel.  That  does  not  meet  the  question.  If  China  has  the  right  of 
commercial  intercourse  with  us,  if  she  has  a  right  to  have  commercial 
business  here.  Consuls  and  other  officers,  they  have  the  right  to  lease 
something  to  do  business  in,  and  a  right  to  lease  a  place  to  live  in.  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  are  going  too  far  when  we  say  that  no  foreigner 
ineligible  to  citizenship  shall  be  jiermitted  to  lease  any  real  property  in 
the  State.  I  know  the  evil  that  is  attempted  to  be  cured — these  men 
leasing  gardens,  raising  vegetables,  and  all  tnat — ^and  the  end  is  a  desira- 
ble one ;  but  while  we  are  attem^iting  to  do  something  we  ought  not  to  go 
too  far.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  cannot  say  that  no  foreigner  ineligible 
to  become  a  citizen  shall  ever  lease  any  real  property. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Our  people  go  there  and  cannot  lease  nmperty  or  hold 
propertv,  under  our  treaty. 

Mr.  fiELCHER.  I  do  not  know  how  it  may  be  in  China;  but  I  know 
we  permit  the  citizens  of  other  nationalities  to  lease  and  occupy  real 
propertv  here,  and  we  permit  the  inhabitants  of  China  to  come  here 
unaer  tliis  treaty  and  to  have  all  the  privileges  of  other  nations.  Now, 
how  they  are  to  come  here,  and  live  here,  unless  they  can  occupy  real 
property,  lease  real  property,  and  hold  real  property  for  the  time,  is 
more  than  I  can  see.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  clause  that  prohibits  the 
Chinaman  from  fishing  in  the  wrfters  of  the  State.  I  think  we  can  do 
that,  whore  they  are  engaged  in  fishing.  I  am  in  favor  of  prohibiting 
that;  and  I  am  in  favor  of  prohibiting  their  purchasing  or  holding  land. 
I  would  be  in  favor  of  prohibiting  the  leasing,  if  I  thought  we  could  do 
that.  Now,  of  course,  back  of  this  is  the  question  as  to  the  mass  of  the 
people  coming  here;  but  if  they  have  the  ri^ht  to  come  here  and  settle, 
and  live  here,  then  they  have  the  right  to  lease  property  to  live  upon, 
and  must  occupy  it  for  the  time.  I  think  we  go  too  far  in  saying  that 
no  land  shall  ever  be  leased  by  any  of  these  men.  I  suppose  no  one 
here  is  in  favor  of  this  section  six.  I  hear  nothing  in  favor  of  it,  and 
therefore  shall  say  nothing  against  it. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  DUDLEY,  OF  SOLANO. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  committee  has  in  its 
wisdom  refused  to  strike  out  section  five.  That  section  reads:  "No 
i>erson  who  is  not  eligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  i)ermitted  to  settle  in  this  State  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitu- 
tion." It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  going  nearly  as  far  as  the 
most  radical  would  deem  it  necessary  to  go.  It  is  an  acknowledged  fact 
by  everybody  that  these  Chinamen  are  here.  It  is  generally  conceded 
by  all  cUizens  that  they  are  obnoxious  to  the  interests  of  the  State;  that 
they  are  obnoxious  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  generally,  from 
various  causes.  But  they  are  here.  One  gentleman  stated  here  several 
years  ago,  and  made  himself  very  obnoxious  by  saying  it,  that  these 
Chinamen  must  either  work,  beg,'  starve,  or  steal.  Now,  it  has  been 
argued  upon  this  floor  that  this  Convention  ought  to  so  hamper  these 
Chinamen  that  they  cannot  obtain  a  livelihood;  that  we  ought  to  force 
them  into  tho  class  of  paupers  and  vagrants  in  order  to  make  them  come 
within  the  law.  They  propose  to  make  them  a  burden  upon  the  State 
of  ('alifornia — to  make  them  an  absolute  burden  upon  the  taxpayers  of 
California.  I  would  like  to  know  how  many  of  the  taxpayers  of  Cali- 
fornia are  willing  to  accept  them.    As  to  whether  they  should  fish  or 
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,  not,  I  do  Dot  know  whether  it  is  a  mat  ..  ,     ^ 

I  pTMttme  that  the  power  lo  exclude  them  Trom  tishiiig  is  the  p 

'  exclude  them  from  any  other  business.     Kow,  I  am   iDrlined  to  thi: 
tlial  in  the  waj  of  martet  gardening  they  conie  in  more  direct  conigie 
tlon  than  they  do  in  fishing.     They  must  do  something.     Tbegentlcm 
from  Sao  Francisco  sajs  they  must  go  home,  but  manv  or  tlicrn  e 
totklly  unable  lo  so  home.    lliey  have  not  got  the  means  to  go  hon 
They  have  come  here  on  the  invitation  of  the  United  States,  and  there 
wai  t,  tune  when  the  people  of  the  United  States  looked  upon  them  as 
dntrable  immigrants— as  a  desirable  labor  element.    [  recognize  the  fact 
that  that  was  a  mistake— I  believe  that  it  was  a  mistake. 

Ua.  HERRINOTON.     HavenH  Ihev  got  ample  room  in 
StaUsT 

Mb.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.    Undoubtedly  they  have ;  but  the  question 
is,  whether  the  State  authorities  have  the  power  to  ilrive  them  from 
pdnt  to  another.    They  have  hecD  invittd  here  bv  th«  people  of 

.  Unified  States.  The  Uuited  SUtus  rnlered  into  tn'aty  stipulations  ¥ 
them,  guaranteeing  them  certain  rights  and  privileges.  As  an  enlight- 
ened nation,  ss  a  civilized  people,  we  ought  to  be  content  with  testing 
our  power  under  section  five,  without  attempting  to  moke  paupers  of 
them,  and  place  Ihem  as  a  burden  upon  the  State  treasury  nf  California. 
As  to  this  matter  of  leasing  land.  I  think  the  gentleman  from  Vubs, 
Judge  Belcher,  is  certainly  correct  in  his  view  of  that  case,  a|d  I  doubt 

iT  anj  measure  of  that  kind  will  relieve  us  ' '    '  "' 

'     only  relief  that  can  be  had  is  lo  stop  their 

when  time  shall  remove  them  from  among  us.  Their  general  dlsinsilion 
lo  get  home  as  soon  as  possible,  and  the  feet  that  tliey  die  off  rapidly, 
will  relieve  California  perhnja  as  fast  as  desirable,  even  to  the  labor  ele- 
ment of  Callforuia.  As  lo  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
meda, that  thev  run  him  out  of  business ;  that  they  can  cultivate  small 
fruits  and  market  gardei)3,and  Bell  their  prod  ace  for  less  than  any  oil 
elasB  of  people,  then,  of  course,  that  class  of  produce  is  furnished 
consumers  at  vaatly  less  lates  llian  it  would  be  without  them.  Thai 
true.  Let  them  be  swept  away  within  a  week,  or  within  a  liav,  and  all 
thsae  places  left  vacant,  what  is  the  result?  Why,  sir,  the  gentleman 
bwa  Alameda,  instead  of  cultivating  his  orchard  and  vineyani,  would 
takfi  it  up  and  plow  it  and  sow  It  lo  wheat ;  and  every  person,  like  the 
mechanic,  who  produces  no  vegetables,  and  who  consumed  this  produce 
largely  at  the  late  prices,  would  be  compelled  to  pay  once,  twice,  or 
three  times  the  price,  or  go  without  them.  The  demand  will  be  good, 
however.  The  funds  that  are  now  used  for  this  purpose  will  be  used  for 
■omething  else, 

I  desire  to  sar  that  It  does  seem  to  me  that  after  refusing  to  strike  out 

.  section  five  we  have  done  enough.  Wc  have  placed  ourselves  in  a  jiosi- 
tion  to  test  the  question  uf  our  rights  under  the  Irentv.  Kow,  then,asto 
the  objection  lo  Ibie  class  of  people,  the  gentleman  iVom  El  Dorado.  Mr. 
Larkin,  has  taken  the  position  that  they  are  obnoxious  on  account  of 
eolor.  I  think  tbem  obnoxious,  as  he  docs,  but  not  on  account  of  their 
color,  but  because  of  their  nan-assimilative  qualities.  They  cannot 
become  of  us,  nor  a  part  of  us.     They  cannot  cissimilate  with   the 

-.  Chairman:  I  ho|>e  that  the  committee  will  rise 
,  and  thai  before  we  adjoilrn  to-day  we  wilt  dis- 
pose of  this  business.    1  move  that  the  comniiciee  rise,  report  progress, 
and  ask  leave  lo  sit  again. 
Carried. 

IN  CONVEXTION, 

Thi  president.     Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 

instructed  me  lo  report  that  they  have  hart   under  consideration  thi 

report  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  have  mode  progress,  and  aak  leavi 
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Mb.  miller.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
retolve  itself  into  Conimitke  of  the  Whole,  the  President  pn>  tern,  in 
the  chair,  fur  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Chinese. 

IS  COMMITTEE  OP  THE  WHOLE. 
Ma.  BARNES.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  Inquire  if  there  is  a  quorum 

Mr.  CROSS.  Mr.Chnirman:  I  move,  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
that  Question,  that  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  call  the  roll. 

Mb.  BLACICMEK.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
lor  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  there  is  a  quorum  present, 

Ma.HUfcT:S.     I  raise  a  point  of  order. 

TniCHAIftMAN.  The  Convenlion  has  resolved  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole.  There  can  be  no  roll  call  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  as  I  understand  il, 

Mb.  NOEL-    I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  in  order  to  see  if  we 

Thi  chairman.  The  motion  is  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  aak  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN   CONVENTION. 

Tat  PRESIDENT  pro  tern.    The  Secretnry  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  seventy-eight  members  found  present. 

Mb.  miller.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committeeof  the  Whole,  the  Prasidentpro  tern,  in  the 


chair,  for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the 
on  Chinese. 

Carried. 

IN   COMMITTEE  OF  THE  W 

Tbi  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  au 

THE    PREVIOl'S    QtliaTION. 

Ma.  HCE3TI8.     I   move  the  previous  que 

Secondeil  by  Messrs.  Moreland,  Noel,  and  Eve 
The  CHAIRMAN.     The  tiuestion  is,  Shall  th 

Carried, 

[Ma.  TINNIN  in  the  chair.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  am 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco. 

The  vole  was  taken,  but  objections  being  ro 
quorum  voting,  tt  was  put  again. 

Division  bemg  cslled.  the  committee  divided,  c 
adopted— nves.  72;  noes.  S. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  Secretary  will  read 
bv  the  gentleman  from  Atatnedu,  Mr.  Websler. 
'Tni  SECRETARY  rraid  the  amendmenL 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  question   Is  on  the  ai 
the  gentleman  from  Alameda.  Mr.  Webster. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  si: 
Reynolds. 

Adopted— ayes,  43;  noes.  3.^. 

Ma.  SMITH.     Is  ao  ameudmenl  in  order! 

Ma.  LARUE.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  send  up  an 


Mb,  SMITH.     Fin 


Th«  SECRETARY  read: 

"  No  Chinese,  or  foreigners  Ineligible  to  becomi 
Slates,  shall  be  allowed  lo  fish  in  any  of  the  wal 
purchase  or  own  any  real  property,  nor  any  inter 
rent,  bold,  or  use  any  land  for  the  purpose  of  aj 
graziug.  or  oilier  means  of  profit,  and  all  conlraci 
right  or  interest  in  real  pmjierty.  and  any  lease  c 
poses  of  agriculture,  horticulture,  or  grazlng.or  o 
or  with  anr  such  foreigners,  shall  be  void  and  nc 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment  is  out  of 
it  is  offered  as  a  substitute. 

Mr.  smith.  Allow  me  to  explain  what  th 
amendment  as  adopted,  it  seems  lo  me.  will  He 
One  of  the  most  important  objects  la  to  prevent  tl 
'---'     For  fear  it  might  di  '    '  "■    "  '    ' 

other  way,  we  ought  lo  reconsider  the  matter  in 
vision  in.  Where  I  live  the  Chinamen  do  all  the 
great  deal  of  laud,  and  take  the  place  of  a  greai 
If  this  amendment  is  in  order,  I  hope  it  will  be  i 

Thi  chairman.  I  rule  the  gentleman's  an 
for  the  reason  that  a  portion  of  the  substitute 
be  stricken  out  by  it,  and  it  covers  part  of  the  aa 
the  Convenlion. 

Mb.  smith.  I  then  move  to  reconsider  the  ' 
stilute  was  ailopted.in  order  lo  have  a  chance  to  i 

The  CHAI  UMAN.  That  nan  only  be  done  by 
of  the  house.    The  Chair  hears  objections. 

Mr.  BURT.  Mr.  Chairman:  Will  il  not  be  ii 
man  to  add  to  the  substitute  already  adopted  by  tl 
amendment  ontv  adds  to  it,  is  not  that  in  order* 

The  CHAIBSIAN.     By  the  rules  the  gentlemi 

nanlmous  consent  of  the  Convention.      The  Coi 

ibstKute  for  the  section,  and  the  geutlemsn  u 

hicb  strikes  out  a  portion  of  what  has  alreart' 
Convention,     It  is  therefore  ruled  out  of  order. 

Mb.  NOEL.    Mr.  Cha... 

offer  as  an  addition  to  ll 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.    He  can  o Oar 
tion  after  we  get  through  with  the  article. 
NOEL.     I  wish  to  offer  It  now. 
.    HAGER.     I  underelood  the  Chair  to  rule 
sider  the  vote  by  which  Ihe  substitute  was  adopte 

The  chairman.  Ucannot  be  reconsidered  w 
being  given,  except  by  unanlmoua  consent  of  the 

Mu.  HAGER.  That  only  applies  to  a  tinal  voti 
of  the  Whole.  This  is  not  a  final  vote.  We  mat 
econsider  without  going  through  the  formula  of'. 

Mb.  LARUE.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  rise  lo  a  poin 

The  chairman.     Stale  your  point  of  order. 

Ma,  LARUE.    We  are  acting  under  the  previo 

The  chairman.  The  previous  question  onl 
lent.     The  point  of  order  is  not  vrell  taken. 

Mb.  HAGER.  We  have  exhausted  the  prevli 
orrect  ruling  in  regard  lo  the  progress  of  the  bu 
these  sections  here.  If  we  adopt  an  amendmei 
that  we  have  made  a  mistake,  it  seems  lo  me  ver 
■  notice  and  wait  until  the  next  day  befi 
,ho  correction.  That  rule  only  relates  to  a 
LARUE.  Mr.  Chairman;  I  risa  for  inforr 
NOEL.    Mr.  Chairman :  1  rise  to  a  point  i 
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Th«  chairman.    The  centleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  NOEL.  My  point  of  order  is  that  the  gentleman  is  not  direct- 
ing his  remarks  to  any  question  pending  before  the  Convention.  There 
is  no  question  before  the  Convention. 

Thk  chairman.    The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 

Mb.  ROLFE.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    State  your  point  of  order. 

Ma.  ROLFE.  My  point  of  order  is  that  the  Chair  has  already  ruled 
the  motion  out  of  order,  and  there  has  been  no  appeal  taken  from  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair,  hence  any  further  discussion  is  out  of  order. 

Thb  chairman.  The  Chair  rules  the  jX)int  of  order  well  taken, 
unless  there  is  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

Mb.  HAGER.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Chair  to  the 
fact 

Mb.  ROLFE.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  insist  upon  my  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  rules  that  the  adoption  of  the  substi- 
tute for  section  six  was  a  final  vote,  as  far  as  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  is  concerned. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  If  I  understand  the  Chair  correctly  the  decision 
is  that  the  adoption  of  the  substitute  is  a  final  vote.  And  I  understand 
there  are  gentlemen  here  who  desire  to  amend  that  substitule  without 
striking  out  or  destroying  anything  that  has  already  been  adopted,  or 
altering  the  substance  of  what  has  been  adopted.  It  seems  to  me  the 
efiPect  of  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  is  to  prevent  a  measure  from  being  per- 
fected. Now,  if  we  have  adopted  a  substitute,  and  amendments  are 
oflTered  which  do  not  change  the  character  of  the  substitute,  they  ought 
to  be  entertained.  They  are  certainly  in  order,  and  I  think, the  ruling 
of  the  Chair  is  wrong. 

Mr.  NOEL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  Chair 
hflLS  ruled  on  the  question  and  no  appeal  has  been  taken  ,*  this  debate 
is  therefore  out  of  order. 

The  chairman.  The  point  of  order  is  well  taken.  The  Chair 
will  entertain  any  motion  to  amend  section  six,  which  does  not  strike 
out  the  substitute,  or  any  portion  of  it. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  understand  that  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  tfom  Kern  does  not  strike  out  any  portion  of 
section  six,  but  is  simply  a  further  amendment. 

Mb.  NOEL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  insist  upon  my  amendment  being 
read. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  the  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  No  Chinese  shall  be  allowed  to  catch  fish  in  any  of  the  waters  of 
this  State,  nor  to  take  game  within  the  limits  of  the  State;  provided^ 
immature  tadpoles  and  pollywogs  shall  not  be  considered  fish,  nor 
tomcats  and  mud  hens  as  game." 

[Laughter.] 

The  chairman.    The  amendment  is  out  of  order. 

Mb.  NOEL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  'contend  that  vay  amendment  is 
cognate  to  the  subject  under  discussion. 

Tub  chairman.  The  amendment  is  frivolous,  and  will  not  be 
entertained. 

Me.  NOEL.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  germane  to  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  the  sub- 
stitute. 

The  secretary  read: 

''  Insert  between  the  words  '  no '  and  '  alien '  the  words  '  Mongolian 


or 


I  f* 


Mr.  west.    I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  chairman.    State  your  point  of  order. 

Mb.  west.  The  committee  have  already  adopted  the  substitute.  It 
has  been  adopted  as  a  whole  and  cannot  be  amended.  Amendments 
were  in  order  to  the  substitute  before  it  was  adopted,  but  having  been 
adopted  as  a  whole  it  cannot  be  amended. 

Mb.  HAGER.  We  have  taken  a  final  vote  by  adopting  the  substi- 
tute, and  how  can  it  be  subject  to  further  amendment?  The  Chair  has 
decided  that  the  adoption  of  the  substitute  was  a  final  vote,  and  how 
are  you  going  to  amend  it  ? 

The  Chairman.  As  far  as  it  went,  additions  can  be  made.  No 
portion  of  it  can  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  ROLFE.     I  claim  the  floor. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  Not  one  word  is 
stricken  from  the  substitute  by  my  amendment;  it  only  adds  to  it. 

Mb.  ROLFE.    Mr.  Chairman:' Have  I  the  floor  or  not? 

M|^.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  insist  upon  my  point  of  order,  that 
the  committee  have  adopted  the  substitute,  and  thereby  have  exhausted 
their  resources  for  amending  it.  It  is  a  final  action,  and  no  further 
amendment  can  be  allowed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken.  The  com- 
mittee have  a  right  to  perfect  the  substitute  by  adding  to  it. 

Mb.  west.  The  right  to  perfect  a  proposition  is  exhausted  when 
that  proposition  is  adopted,  therefore  we  cannot  proceed  to  further  amend 
it  after  it  is  adopted. 

The  chairman.    The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 

BEMABKS   OF   MR.   ROLFS. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  suppose  all  this  talk  will  not  count 
on  my  fifteen  minutes.  I  do  not  offer  this  amendment  by  way  of  a  joke, 
or  as  a  frivolous  proposition,  or  in  any  manner  to  impair  the  section.  I 
do  it  in  good  faith.  Now,  if  there  is  anything  in  this  section  six,  if  we 
can  sustain  it  under  the  treaty— and  I  am  in  hopes  we  can — I  am  under 
the  impression  if  there  is  any  part  of  the  article  that  can  be  maintained 
under  the  treaty,  I  think  it  is  section  six,  as  it  has  been  finally  adopted. 
Therefore,  I  offer  this  amendment  for  the  purpose  of  obviating  wnat  I 
am  afraid  may  be  an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  its  execution,  by  inserting 
the  word  "Mongolian,''  so  that  no  Mongolian  or  alien  shall  have  these 


privileges;  because  it  may  be  finally  decided  that  there  is  nothing  in 
our  naturalization  law^s  which  will  preclude  them  from  becoming  citi- 
zens, in  which  event  the  provision,  as  it  now  stands,  would  be  of  no 
avail  whatever.  That  is  as  yet  an  open  question,  and  some  of  the  Courts 
are  naturalizing  the  Chinamen;  therefore,  if  that  should  be  the  result; 
if  it  should  finally  be  determined  by  the  highest  Court  in  the  land  that 
the  Chinese  may  become  citizens,  or  if  Congress  should  pass  a  law  to 
that  effect.  But  if  you  put  the  word  "Mongolian"  in  there,  that 
includes  them,  whether  they  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  or 
not.  Then,  if  this  has  any  force  at  all,  we  can  at  least  exclude  those  who 
are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States — who  are  not  actually  citizens — and 
if  they  are  aliens  and  Mongolians  too,  we  can  exclude  them  just  the 
same;  and  if  they  should  be  decided  to  be  eligible  to  citizenship,  if  this 
provision  will  hold  water,  wc  can  still  exclude  them.  I  think  it  is 
important  that  this  amendment  should  be  made  to  the  substitute. 

REMARKS   OF   ME.   ATERS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  briefly  to  give  my  reasons  for 
objecting  to  the  use  of  this  word  "Mongolian**  in  the  Constitution. 
The  term  Mongolians  does  not  apply  exclusively  to  the  Chinese.  It  is 
a  generic  type  of  the  human  family,  and  some  of  the  leading  authori- 
ties on  ethnology  have  divided  the  species  into  three  classes — Mongolian, 
Caucasian,  and  Ne^ro.  Some  of  them  claim  that  the  word  Mongol 
embraces  the  American  Indian.  Now,  if  you  are  going  to  put  that  term 
into  the  Constitution,  and  the  Courts  come  to  construe  it,  where  will  you 
be?  Y'ou  are  not  confining  it  to  the  Chinese,  and  they  are  the  people 
aimed  at.  Why  not  come  at  it  directly  and  say  Chinese?  I  opine  that 
almost  every  gentleman  on  this  floor  was  sent  here  for  the  purpose  of 
procuring  legislation  that  will  prevent  the  immigration  and  settlement 
of  the  Chinese.  Not  Mongolians,  but  Chinese.  If  you  place  the  word 
Mongolian  there  for  the  purpose  of  reaching  the  Chinese,  you  may  find 
yourselves  badly  mistaken  when  the  Ctuirts  come  to  construe  it.  I 
hope  the  gentlemen  of  this  Convention  will  not  place  a  word  in  there 
that  will  be  capable  of  having  a  double  meaning  placed  upon  it.  We 
all  know  that  we  mean  the  Chinamen,  and  why  pot  say  Chinamen? 

Mr.  reed.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  this  is  altogether  too 
important  a  measure  for  us  to  undertake  to  pass  upon  here  with  a  slitn 
house.  I  think  we  ought  to  adjourn.  There  is  scarcely  a  quorum 
present.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  asK  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  hope  the  committee  will  not  rise. 
We  are  here  for  business,  and  if  members  absent  themselves  that  is  not 
our  fault.    We  are  not  responsible  for  their  running  away. 

The  chairman.    The  motion  is  that  the  committee  rise. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino,  Mr.  Rolfe,  to  insert  the 
words  "  Mongolian  or." 

Lost. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Kern.  I  move  to  insert  in  the  same  place  the  words 
"  Chinese  or,"  so  as  to  read  "  no  Chinese  or  alien,"  etc. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  part  of  the  amendment  relative  to  fishing, 
if  it  is  adopted,  will  prevent  the  Chinese  representing  the  Empire  of 
China  from  going  fisliing  for  pleasure.  He  can  bo  arrested  for  nshing 
for  pleasure.     I  think  it  ought  to  be  qualified. 

Mr.  AY^ERS.  I  will  inform  the  gentleman  that  the  Chinese  who 
represent  the  Empire  of  China  are  here  under  the  law  of  nations,  and 
this  provision  would  not  affect  them  in  any  way. 

Mr.  BARNES.     I  think  that  is  an  error. 

Mr.  WELLIN.     Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  ever  knew 
a  Chinaman  to  go  fishing  for  pleasure? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Convention  to  the  fact  that  whoever  oflered  that  amendment  is 
intending  to  defeat  the  whole  section.  It  is  no  friend  of  the  section 
who  offers  such  an  amendment  as  that.  It  practically  allows  every 
Chinaman  to  fish  whenever  he  pleases.     It  leaves  out  the  most  essential 

fart,  and  practically  allows  the  Chinaman  to  do  whatever  he  pleases. 
t  does  not  follow,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that  they  are  all  aliens.  Lots 
of  them  were  bom  right  here,  and  they  are  not  aliens.  They  are 
citizens  of  the  United  States.  If  the  wonl  aliens  covers  the  Chinese, 
what  is  the  use  of  putting  the  word  Chinese  in  there? 

Mr.  TULLY.     I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Any  minister  of  any  religious  denomination  who  shall  teach  or  read 
the  Scriptures,  or  attempt  to  convert  to  the  Christian  faith,  any  Mon- 
golian resident  of  this  State,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  felony,  and, 
upon  conviction  thereof,  shall  forfeit  his  privilege  to  preach  and  forever 
be  disqualified  from  citizenship,  and,  upon  conviction  for  the  second 
offense,  shall  be  imprisoned  for  life, and  every  such  converted  Mongolian 
shall  be  arrested  and  banished  from  the  State  as  more  dangerous  than 
the  pagan  himself." 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Out  of  order. 

M  R.  TULLY.     I  offer  another  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Any  physician  or  surgeon  who  shall  willfully  render  any  medical  or 
surgical  aid  to  any  person  not  entitled  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States" 

The  chairman.    Ruled  out  of  order  as  frivolous. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  express  my  regret  that  so 
many  members  are  willing  to  turn  this  subject  into  ridicule,  when  the 
whole  people  of  the  State  are  watching  it  with  such  deep  solicitude. 


DEBATES  AND  PfeOCEEDlNGS 


Mb.  BLACKMER. 
uu'lentotid. 
Th«  CHAIRMAN.    The  questioa  i. 


rord  "  ChincBC  "  after  the  word 

itber  aliens." 

t  tbat  tlie  nineadment  is  not 

n  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 


[Cries  of  "  Division,''  "  division."] 

The  Conveniion  dividnl,  and  the  vot«  atood :  Ayeg,  36 ;  noes,  !T. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.     No  quorum  voting. 

Ma.  CONDON.  There  are  members  present  who  do  not  vole  on  either 
side.    The  rules  call  on  nil  to  vole. 

Mn.  LARKIN.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Stale  voiir  point  of  order. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  tintess  the  ayes  nmi  noes  ate  eslleJ  it  is  not  possible 
to  iletcrmine  wliether  there  ia  a  quorum  voting  or  not. 

Mh.  CONDON.  Undoubtedly  there  Eccms  lo  t>e  a  miaapprebenaion 
about  thia  amendiuent.  I  ask  for  the  Chair  to  direct  the  Secretary  to 
read  it  acain. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  I  would  like  to  know  what  tlie  dilfereuee  is  between 
the  other  ameudment  aud  thia  one!  Can  the  Chair  point  out  the 
difTerenceT 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 


The 


vote  stood  ;  Ayes,  41 ; 
CHAIRMAN.  Then 
AYKRS.     I  more  Ih 


n  transact  business. 

Mb.  STITART.    I  have  an  amendni 

Mr.  AVKRS.     Does  the  Chair  ileci 


Now,  liow  is  the  Chair  to  know  whetlier  there 

quorum  here.    If  there  is  a  quorum  jiresent  u 

offer. 


it  there  must  be  a  quorum 


E  CHAIRMAN,'  Yet, 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Uentlemen:  On  the  ameDdment  offered  by  th 
gentleman  from  Kern.  Mr.  Smith,  division  was  ulled  for,  aud  on  the 
divisiou  there  were  11  ayes  and  31  noes,  not  betnj;  a  quorum  of  thi 
body,  and  the  Oiair  ruled  that  there  not  being  a  quorum  voting,  Iber 
WAS  DO  vote.  From  this  decision  of  the  Chair  the  genllemau  from  Lu 
Angeles,  Mr.  Avers,  appeala.  The  question  now  ia.  Shall  the  decisio 
of  tha  Chair  stand  as  tlie  Judgment  of  the  ConventionT 

Ma.  STEDMAN.     Mr.  Chairman  :  1  rise  to  ask  a  question.     What  i 

does  it  go  overt    Can  we  go  on  with  auj  other  business,  and  adopt  an 
other  section? 

Mk.  HOWABD,  of  Los  Angeles, 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  gentle 

Ma.  HOWARD.    While  the  Chi 


Tub  chairman.    The  Chair  had  not  put  tbequeati 
custom  that  has  prevailed  here. 
Ma.  HOWARD.    There  is  no  book  on  earth  that  will. 


Mb.  DAVIS,    Mr.Cho 


'lio  hav 


ted  on 


Thati 
in  any  such 
the  Chair,  because  he  ia  right. 
I  ask  if  there  are  not  gentlemen  pr 
answer  that  queation,  because  I  ha' 
man:  There  is  no  way  of  delermi 


The  CHAIRMAN.     I  cauuo 
way  of  knowing. 

Me.  HEISK^LL.    Mr.  Chai 
unless  the  roll  is  called. 

Me.  CROSS.     Our  rulea  provide  that  the  Committee  of  the  Wholi 
shall  be  governed  by  tbe  same  rules  as  in  the  Couvention,  except  as  ti 


Mr.  Cbairmai 
esent,  and  if  we 
othing.    If  we  i 


I  am  satisfied  that  there 


B.  BARNli:S.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  understand  the  r 
having  gone  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  a  quorui 
resent.  If  a  vote  is  taken  and  a  quorum  does  not  v 
re  of  it,  but  go  on  with   the  buaiuess.     There  is  no 


biles. 


ractice  of  Legislative  Assem- 
gulng  to  give  us  something 


t.  BARNES.     My  friend  Sledi 
useiul,  and  I  give  way. 

Mb.  6TKDMAN.    Cushing  says,  paragraph  1991,  that  if  at  any  time 
there  ia  not  a  quorum  present,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  " 
Whole  must  immediately  leave  tbe  chair  and  the  Speaker  must  reau 
the  chair,  and  the  House  must  then  proceed  U>  ascertain  if  there 


If  I 


n  does  not  appear  t 
has  been  raised  v 


I  present,  the  Speake 


hether  there  is  a 
rum  present  or  noL    I  do  not  want  to  instruct  the  Chair,  but  I  mi 
give  my  opinion,  and  1  hold,  sir,  that  it  is  your  duty  to  immediately  go 
into  Convention  aud  order  the  calling  of  the  roll  to  see  if  there  is  a  i] 
rum  present,  aud  if  there  is,  we  can  go  back  into  Committee  of 


The  Secrelary  can  count  and  see  i 
necessary  to  voti;.  Section  ninete 
when  tbe  number  ia  reduced  be 
decide  that  fact.  If  the  Chair  det 
by  count,  we  can  proceed,  and  if 
quorum  present,  it  Is  not  necess 
propoBition.  It  is  not  material  ' 
there  is  a  quorum  present,  (ijr  a  n 
regard  to  whether  there  is  a  quori 


mbers  shall  vote  when  the  roll 
division.  Therefore  a  ruajorit; 
,.  determines  the  question  at  an 
hiB.  STEDMAN.     The  langua 


ithat 


will  k 


B  Chair 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair 

Mb.  AVERS.  Except  by  coun 
Ma.  HALL.  Mr.  Chairman:  i 
Convention  shall  couslituleaquoi 
rule  applies  to  Ihe  Cuniinittee  of  t 
I  awume  Ihnt  there  must  be  a  m 
The  CHAIRMAN.  Aa  far  as  t 
what  the  decision  of  the  house  ii 
ruled  that  it  requires  a  majority 
tion.    The  Chair  ascertained  that 


From  that 


mllen 


Tbe  queslion  now  is.  Shall  the  do 

Ma.  ANDREWS.     I  under^tan 

must  vote  in  the  Committee  of  tbi 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.     Yes,  sir. 

Ma.  ANDRKWS.     I  beliovelh 

it  is  neivssary  for  a  quorum  to  vol 

Mb.  UARRY.     Mr.  Chairman: 

to  be  like  a  B.-hool  bov's  day,  and 

Things  do  not  go  riglit  at  all,  and 

any  further,    flhink  It  is  belter  I 

better  for  the  interests  of  tbe  pcof 

I,  therefore,  move  that  the  commii 

to  sit  again. 

Me.  STEDMAN.  I  rise  to  a  o 
ram  in  the  Committee  of  the  Wl 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  moti. 
progress,  aud  ask  leave  to  ait  agai 
The  vote  st.jod  43  aves  to  38  n« 
Me.  cross.  Mr.ijbairman: 
The  chairman.     Yes,  sir,  tl 

IS  co; 

The  CHAIR.  Gentlemen:  Tl 
instructed  ine  to  re[iort  that  thi 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Chim 
lo  ait  again.     What  is  the  pleasur 


Mb.  LABKIN.  I  move  a  ca 
The  chair.  Tbe  gentlemi 
f  ouse.  Tbe  question  is  on  the 
Carried. 

The  CHAIR.  The  Secrets rv 
The  roll  was  called,  and  meni 


Dowl 


ing, 


Dunlup, 

Eatey, 

Evey, 

Filcher, 

Finney, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Gorman, 


Manstielil 

Martin,  o 

McCallur 

McComas 

McConne 

McCoy, 

McNutl, 


Dec.  14, 1878. 


OP  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


?ld 


Thompson, 
Tinnin, 

Tuttle, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Tully, 
Turner, 

Walker,  of  Tuol 
Webster, 

ABSENT. 

Barnes, 

Grace, 

Beerstecher, 

Graves, 

Belcher, 
Berry, 

Hager, 
Hale, 

Big^, 
Boucher, 

Harvey, 
Herold, 

Campbell, 

Casflerly, 

Chapman, 

Hilbom, 

Hitchcock, 

Hunter, 

Cowden, 

In  man. 

Crouoh, 

Johnson, 

Doyle, 

Keyes, 

Weller, 
Wellin, 
West, 
White— 87. 


O'SuUivan, 
Overton, 
PuUiam, 
Reddy, 
Schell, 
Schomp, 
Shafler, 
Shoemaker, 
Swing, 
Terry, 
Townsend, 
Vacquerel, 
Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Lavigne,  Van  Dyke, 

Dudley,  of  Solano,  Lindow,  Walker,  of  Marin, 

£agon,  Martin,  of  Alameda,       Waters, 

Edgerton,  McFarland,  '  Wickes, 

E^ee,  •  Mills,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Farrell,  Murphy,  Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Fawcett,  Nelson,  Winans, 

Freeman,  O'Donnell,  Wyatt, 

Glascock,  Ohleyer,  Mr.  President — 63. 

The  CHAIR.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  absentees. 

The  SECRETARY  called  over  the  absentees. 

Mr.  NOEL.  Mr.  President:  I  would  like  to  inquire  if  the  Conven- 
tion has  voted  to  have  a  call  of  the  house.' 

The  CHAIR.    Yes,  sir;  the  question  was  put  to  the  house. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  move  that  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  be  instructed  to 
bring  the  absentees  before  the  bar  of  this  house,  except  those  who  are 
absent  with  leave. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  move  as  an  amendment  to  the 
motion  that  they  be  brought  here  on  Monday,  at  two  o'clock,  under 
arrest,  by  the  Sergeant-at-Arms.  I  think  it  is  perfectly  disgraceful 
such  proceedings  as  we  have  had.  I  think  when  men  abandon  their 
duty  that  they  should  be  brought  up  and  exposed  before  the  country.  I 
think  the  people  of  the  State  ought  to  be  informed  of  it. 

Mb.  NOEL.  I  raise  a  point  of  order,  that  the  vote  just  taken  shows 
there  is  not  a  quorum  present,  and  it  is  not  competent  to  do  any 
business. 

The  CHAIR.    A  quorum  has  a  right  to  send  for  absent  members. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  I  move  that  the  Secretary  be  instructed  to  furnish 
the  Sergeant-at-Arms  with  a  list  of  the  absent  members  who  have 
leave  of  absence. 

Mr.  BARRY.    I  move  that  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn. 

Ma.  HOWARD.    There  is  already  a  motion  pending. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  I  rise  to  ask  if  there  is  a  quorum  present.  I  pro- 
test against  this  sort  of  demagogy  and  humbuggery,  and  demand  that 
we  go  on  with  our  work. 

Mb.  NOEL.    I  don't  see  why  the  gentleman  don't  go  to  work. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  like  to  inquire  "whether  the  Chair  knows 
whether  there  is  a  quorum  present  or  not.  I  move  that  this  foolishness 
stop,  and  that  further  proceedings  under  the  call  be  suspended,  and  that 
we  proceed  to  business. 

The  chair.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  adjourn. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIIt.  The  motion  now  Is  that  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  be  sent 
after  the  absentees,  to  be  brought  here  at  two  o'clock  on  Monday. 

Mr.  TULLY.  I  hope  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  will  withdraw 
his  motion.  It  is  impracticable.  Many  of  the  absent  members  are  in 
remote  parts  of  the  State,  and  it  will  involve  a  great  deal  of  expense  to 
bring  them  here  out  of  the  Convention  Fund.  I  don't  see  any  practical 
good  to  result  from  such  a  proceeding.  I  hox)e  it  will  be  withdrawn,  and 
that  the  Convention  will  settle  down  and  dispose  of  as  much  of  this 
Chinese  question  a»  possible.  I  think  it  would  be  more  profitable  to 
ourselves,  and  give  better  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  the  State.  I  hope 
the  motion  will  be  withdrawn  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles. 

Mb.  white.  I  hope  a  resolution  will  be  presented  to  have  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms go  after  these  men  and  bring  them  in,  or  as  far  as  it  is 
practicable,  because  the  conduct  of  some  members  on  Saturdays  and 
Mondays  is  entirely  inexcusable,  and  if  we  do  anything,  we  ought  to 
do  something;  determined;  and  if  we  lose  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  the 
day  in  bringmg  these  men  here,  I  am  in  favor  of  it,  because  we  have  a 

freat  deal  of  work  before  us,  and  every  week  it  is  the  same  old  thing, 
hey  run  out  of  the  room  on  purpose,  and  then  when  we  call  the  roil 
they  come  in  again.  I  think  this  thing  should  be  exposed,  and  the 
people  should  know  who  it  is. 

Mb.  reed.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  exigencies  of 
the  case  do  not  require  such  rigorous  measures,  and  when  you  consider 
the  matter  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  is  going  to  incur  considerable  expense 
in  carrying  out  this  resolution.  How  is  that  expense  to  be  paid?  We 
cannot  pay  it.  We  have  no  authority  to  order  it  paid.  We  have  no 
authority  to  take  it  out  of  the  fund.  And  I  think  we  had  better  look 
at  what  we  are  doing. 

Mr,  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  There  is  no  necessity  of  going  out 
of  town.  The  officer  can  take  them,  and  on  Monday  morning  bring 
them  before  the  bar  of  the  House.  I  want  to  bring  them  here  and  give 
them  a  chance  to  make  their  excuses. 

Me.  JOYCE.  I  offer  an  amendment,  that  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  be 
instructed  to  get  what  he  can  find  in  the  city,  so  as  not  to  incur  any 
expense. 

Mb.  AYERS.    I  accept  that  amendment. 


Mb.  LARKIN.     What  is  the  question  before  the  Cyuvention? 

The  chair.  That  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  be  sent  out  after  the 
absentees,  and  brin^  them  in  at  two  o'clock  on  Monday,  all  that  he  can 
find  within  the  limits  of  the  city. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  desire  to  ask  leave  of  absence  for  Mr.  Martin,  of 
Alameda,  on  account 

The  chair.  It  is  not  in  order.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President :  My  understanding  of  the  law  is 
that  a  motion  to  dispense  with  further  proceedings  under  the  call  of  the 
house  is  always  in  order,  and  I  insist  upon  my  motion  to  dispense  with 
further  proceedings  under  the  call. 

Mb.  CROSS.    Mr.  Chairman :  Is  a  motion  in  order? 

The  chair.  No,  sir.  It  is  moved  that  further  proceedings  under 
the  call  be  dispensed  with. 

Mb.  LARUE.     I  move  to  lay  the  whole  subject-matter  on  the  table. 

Mb.  cross.     I  move  we  go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  chair.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Sacramento,  Mr.  Larue,  to  lay  the  whole  subject-mattor  on  the  table. 

Carried. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  move  we  go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  take 
up  the  Chinese  article. 

A   QUESTION   OP   PBIVILEOE. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  President:  In  the  correspond- 
ence to  the  Chronicle,  I  have  been  somewhat  misrepresented  as  to  my 
opinions  upon  this  Chinesn  question.  I  suppose  it  is  an  error,  but,  nt 
the  same  time,  that  paper  has  a  large  circulation,  and  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  placed  upon  the  side  of  Mr.  Stuart  and  Mr.  Wilson  upon  this  matter. 
I  understand  from  the  correspondent  that  the  misrepresentation  was  not 
made  at  this  end,  so  it  must  have  been  changed  at  t}ie  other  end  of  the 
line.  I  will  state  here,  in  regard  to  Mr.  Wiison's  statement  of  tlfe  law, 
as  1  then  stated,  that  it  was  correct 

Mb.  AYERS.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order 

Mb.  tully.  I  move  that  the  Chronicle  be  directed  to  correct  it, and 
that  further  proceedings  be  dispensed  with. 

The  chair.    That  motion  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  law,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Wilson,  does  not  interfere 
with  these  domestic  powers  of  the  State,  which  still  remain,  and  that 
under  those  powers 

[Noise,  objections,  and  general  confusion.] 

I  believe  this  Convention  have  given  other  members  a  chance  to  set 
themselves  right;  and  I  ask  them  to  extend  the  same  courtesy  tome. 
I  have  no  doubt  this  Convention  understands  how  I  stand  on  this  mat- 
ter, but  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  set  myself  right  before  the  people  of 
this  State 

Mb.  AYERS.  I  rise  for  information.  Is  the  gentleman  speaking  to 
a  question  of  privilege? 

The  CHAIR.    Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  SMITH.  As  I  stated  then,  I  hold,  with  Mr.  Wilson,  that  the 
State  has  certain  reserved  powers  that  the  Fourteenth  Amendment,  nor 
the  treaty,  nor  any  other  provision,  can  take  away,  and  that  under  these 
powers  we  have  authority  over  the  Chinese  in  this  State. 

,  resolution. 

Mb.  LARKIN.    I  desire  to  offer  a  resolution. 
The  secretary  read: 

Seiolved^  That  the  SergeAat-at-Arms  Is  hereby  requestod  to  fbmlsh  the  Conven- 
tion  the  number  of  employes  now  employed  in  the  Convuntion,  and  to  state  if  there 
are  any  that  are  not  required  for  the  performance  of  the  work  iu  the  future ;  also, 
if  there  are  any  employed  that  are  not  auUiorissed  by  law. 

The  chair.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  this  resolution. 

Mb.  HUESTIS.  I  would  like  to  hear  the  gentleman  assign  some  rea- 
son why  this  resolution  should  be  adopted  before  I  vote  on  it.  I  want 
to  know  what  it  is  for. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  As  the  time  expires  next  week  in  which  there  will 
be  money  in  the  treasury  for  us  to  draw  on,  the  Controller  will  not  pay 
any  attaches  unless  they  belong  to  the  Convention,  as  authorized  by  law. 
We  have  some  attaches  that  the  law  authorizes.  I  want  to  know 
whether  there  are  any  that  we  can  get  along  without.  This  resolution 
simply  calls  for  information.  The  Convention  can  then  determine 
whether  to  act  upon  that  information  or  not.  The  Sergeant-at-Arms 
will  report  the  number,  and  we  can  see  whether  we  are  employing  more 
than  we  are  authorized  to  do.     I  hope  the  resolution  will  be  adopted. 

The  chair.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

It  was  adopted. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  I  move  that  the  house  now  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  to  further  consider  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Chinese. 

Mb.  GREGG.    I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 

Mb.  LARKIN.    Ayes  and  noes. 

Mb.  HOWARD.    Ayes  and  noes. 

Mb.  FILCHER.    Ayes  and  noes. 

Mb.  HUESTIS.    Ayes  and  noes. 

The  chair.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  adjourn. 

Lost. 

Mb.  CONDON.  I  ask  the  Chair  if,  when  we  go  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  and  a  vote  is  teken,  and  it  is  found  that  no  quorum  has  not 
voted,  whether  the  Chair  will  hold,  as  he  did  this  afternoon,  that  it  is 
not  a  vote,  because  no  quorum  has  voted? 

The  chair.    Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  CONDON.  Then,  sir,  in  that  view  of  the  case,  I  move  that  this 
Convention  do  now  adjourn  to  meet  next  Monday,  at  ten  o'clock. 

Lost. 

The  chair.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  go  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Carried. 


DEBATES  AND  WlOCEEDINGS 


IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WUOLE. 

Thr  CHAIB.  The  question  is  on  tlie  pending  amendment,  which  the 
SeercUrv  will  read. 

Thr  SECBETAItY  read: 

"Insert  betweeo  the  nords  'no' and  'alien,'  in  the  aiith  line,  the 
words  '  Chinese  or,'  so  as  to  read  '  no  Chinese  or  alien,"  etc. ;  and  also 
in  the  last  line,  the  same  atiienihiient." 

The  amendment  was  lust. 

Mb.  TULLY.     I  liTer  an  amendmeDt. 

Ths  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Strike  out  and  insrK:  *  No  foreigner  can  catch  fish,  if  he  is  addicted 
to  the  prufcsaion  or  aKearing.'  "     [ULugliler.l 

Thk  chair.     Out  of  order. 

Mil.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  Diitrict.  I  move  lo  amend  by  inserting  in 
line  eight,  after  the  word  "ulien,"  the  wonia  '■  (o  use  for  the  purpose  of 


horticulture,  garden 


T  purposes  of  profit 


tnd  I  Bhall  vot. 


purposea.    It  allows  them 
am  oppoeed  to  the  amend  i 

Mb.  SMITH.  The  gpniifiiiuii 
pose  of  the  amendment.  It  eayi 
includes  all  business  of  profit. 

Ma.  LAKKIX.  My  criticism  is  that  you  name  certain  purposes,  and 
therefore  that  leaves  all  other  avenues  open  to  them. 

Tat  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  ailoption  of  the  aniend- 

Lost. 

TuR  CHAIRMAN.     Tiie  Secrvtar?  will  read  section  seven. 

Th«  SECRCTARY  read : 

Skc.  T.  The  presence  of  foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citiiens  of  the 
United  States  ia  declared  hire  by  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-being  of  the 
State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  discourage  their  immigration  bv  all  the 
means  within  their  ]x)wer.  It  shall  provide  for  their  eiclusion  from  resi- 
dence or  ietlleinent  in  any  portion  of  the  Slate  it  may  see  fit,  or  frotii 
the  Stale,  and  provide  suitable  metboils.  by  their  taxation  or  otherwise, 
for  the  exponse  of  such  exclusion.  II  shall  prescribe  suitable  {lenallies 
for  the  punishment  of  persons  convicted  of  introducing  them  within 
forbidden  liinils.  It  shall  delegate  all  necessary  [lomer  to  the  incorfB- 
raled  cities  and  towns  of  this  Stat«  for  their  removal  without  the  limits 

Mb.  UERRINGTON.*    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  an  amendment. 
Me.  LARUE.    I  have  an  amendment. 
Ma,  HERRINOTON.    Mr.  Chain 
The  CHAIRMAN.     Yes,  sir;  send 
Thr  SECRETARY  read: 
"Strike  out  all  of  lines  one  and 
Mongolians  or  Chinese  in  this  State 


:  Is  my  amendment  in  order! 


nserl;  '  The  presence  of 

hereby  to  be  dangerous 

u>  EDO  weiL-oeing  mcreoi;'  ana  also  siriKe  oui  all  the  section    after  the 

or  Chinese  in  this  State  is  declared  hereby  to  be  dangerous  lo  the  well- 
being  thereof,  and  the  Legislature  shall  disoourage  their  immigration  by 
all  the  means  within  their  power.'  " 

Thr  chairman.     The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Mk.  LARUE.    Mr.  Chairman  :  1  olfur  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 

TsR  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Strike  out  all   of  section  seven  alUr  the  word   '  power,'  in  line 


Mr.  BLACKMKR.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment,  as  it  is  precisely  the  same  as  one  I  had  premred  to 
offer.  I  believe  that  is  all  we  can  do,  and  all  we  ought  to  do.  It  is  an 
outspoken  Btateinent  by  this  Convention,  assembled  here  for  the  purpose 
of  framing  an  organic  law  for  the  people,  that  we  believe  the  presence  of 
thisclasB  uf  persons  to  be  dangerous  to  the  welfare  of  the  State;  and  we 
'      ■  ■  ■      B  shalldoall  within  its  power  lo  prevent  their 


and  sottlen 


inlhelii 


if  the  St 


(ohave  that  statement  in  that  form,  or  stronger,  if  it  is  possible  to  get  it, 
and  embodied  in  the  work  of  this  Convention.  And  1  do  this  to  be  con- 
sistent with  what  I  have  done  before.  I  second  the  motion  to  strike  out 
all  the  latter  part  of  that  section.  If  you  will  remember,  I  strove  to 
take  out  of  this  article  section  four,  and  also  section  five.  Section  four 
was  stricken  out  by  a  stiall  majority,  but  section  live  was  retained.  I 
then  made  an  effort  to  bring  section  five  within  the  scope  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  and  of  the  treaty.  That  afso  failrd;  and  if 
the  memberB  of  the  Convention  want  to  meet  that  responsibility,  and 
say  that  the  treaty  is  not  binding  upon  this  Convention,  1  ani  willing 
they  should  do  it;  but  in  regard  to  this  section,  we  should  certainly 
strike  out  all  after  the  word  "power,"  and  let  this  matter  of  fact 
declaraUon  sUnd.  While  I  am  anxious  to  do  all  that  is  legal,  I  do 
believe  that  even  the  Chinaman,  obnoxious  as  he  is,  has  some  rights 
that  the  white  man  is  bound  Co  re<>pect.  I  do  believe  in  going  behind 
the  treaty,  and  saying  that  the  Chinese  should  not  be  invited  to  our 
shores;  but  as  long  as  that  treaty  sUnds  aa  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 
I  do  not  believe  it  should  be  violated.  Until  tliat  treaty  is  repealed, 
they  have  some  rights  which  we  are  bound  to  respect. 

THK    FHEVIOCS  qCKSTJOir. 

Mr.  STUART.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  motion  was  duly  seconded. 

Mb.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  case  the  previous  question  it 
not  sustained,  will  the  Chair  rule  that  the  section  will  have  to  go  over 
one  day  T 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Yes,  sir.  The  question  is.  Shall  the  main  ques- 
tion be  now  put! 


Thevi 


ii  ayes- 
MB.  HUESTiS.  I  rise  to  a  r 
Mr.  UKECIU.  I  risetoapoi 
Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  Sec: 
Ma.  II  KRBINtiTON.  I  ask 
Thr  CHAIRMAN.     If  there 

leave.     The  Secretary  will  read 

Sacra  mpnto. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 
"Strikeout  all  of  section  sevc 
Division  was  called  for,  and 

the  Chair  declared  the  amendra 
Mb.  CROSS.    Mr.  Chairman 

side  has  defeated  our  amendun 

witetber  there  is  a  quorum  voti 
Mr.  BARBOUR.     Mr.  Chain 


I  demand  lo  know  it. 

THRCHAIRM.VN.     ThegenI 
before.     I  will   inform  him  tha 

'"mh.  barrel' R^'  Tbatisnol 
Mr.  CROSS.    It  takes  sevenl 
Thr  CHAIRMAN.    Doealhe 
Mr.  CROSS,     Yea,  Bir. 
Thr  chairman.    Then  th 

not  adopted,  because  there  was  i 
Ma.    WEST.      I    protest  aga 

pro,.«ilions.     [Laughter.] 
Thr  chairman.    The  Ch. 

members.  The  Chair  will  put  i 
The  next  vote,  on  division,  re 
Me.  WEST.     Mr.  Chairman: 

bers  who  do  not  vote  either  wav 

the  action  of  those  who  are  trvi 

Me.  HOWARD.     Mr.  CUairr 

■■     The  CHAIRMAN.     The  gen 

Mr.  UuWAHD.     II  having  I 

quorum  present,  that  settles  Ih 

hers  refuse  to  vole  does  not  havi 
Mr.  ROLFB.     Allow  me  on 
ijority  of  that  quoru 


Itn 


eventy-B. 


ry  w 


Mr.' JOYCE.  I  would  lik< 
snnot  decide  whether  there  i 
.  call  of  the  house.  The  othi 
The  CHAIRMAN.  We  wil 
The  vole  was  taken  again,  i 
Ma.  STU'ABT.  I  would  su 
Qns  we  would  KCt  along 
The  chairman.  There 
uled  that  a  quorum  must  vot« 

M,a.  JOYCE.     I  move  that  th 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  que! 

n  the  table. 
Division  was  called,  and  th 

IOCS,  43. 
The  CHAIRMAN,     The  noes 
Mr,  JONES,      Unless  there 

gain.    The  Chair  has  so  ruled 


Thr  CHAIRMAN. 
Ma-TULLY.  That  there  is  i 
Me,  LARKIN.  I  move  we  [ 
ceed  lo  the  consideration  of  secli 
Mr.  NOEL.    I  call  for  the  ru 

Tbr  chairman.  The  Cha 
adopted , 

Al R.  McCALLUM.     r  rise  to  I 

Thr  CHAIRMAN,  'Slate  yoi 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  app 
question  on  the  appeal. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  poic 
tion  is  now  on  the  appeal  from  I 
Shall  the  derision  ot  the  Chair  E 

Ma.BTEDMAS.     Mr.  Chain 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  Mr.  Sled 
Shall  the  decision  uf  the  Chair  ei 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  rise  to  a 
lav  the  appeal  on  the  table,  and 
to'know  how  that  motion  was  1< 

Mb.  HEISKELL.  It  is  evidc 
question, and  that  is  by  calling  I 
are  but  six  persons  voting  on  a  | 
two  in  the  negative,  that  the  mi 
the  measure,  and  it  is  just  that 
refuse  to  vote,  and  under  this 
Convention. 

Mb.  cross,    I  cannot  see  an; 
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nor  to  the  people  of  this  State,  for  us  to  stay  here  this  afternoon,  and  I 
therefore  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again. 

Thk  chairman.  The  appeal  is  pending.  The  question  is.  Shall 
the  decision  of  the  Chair  stana  as  the  judgment  of  the  nouse? 

Mr.  LARUE.  I  desire  to  ask  a  question.  This  house  is  composed  of 
one  hundred  and  fifty  members,  and  seventy-six  constitutes  a  quorum 
of  the  house.  Now,  we  sesolve  ourselves  into  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
and  there  are  seventy  present.  Then  two  gentlemen  go  away,  and 
according  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  we  caunot  do  anything,  because 
there  is  no  quorum  present.  They  refuse  to  vote.  I  hold  if  there  is  a 
quorum  present  it  is  all  sufficient. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is,  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
stand  as  the  jud^ent  of  the  Convention?  The  Chair  has  no  preference 
in  this  matter;  in  fact,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  hope  the  Convention 
will  overrule  the  Chair. 

Mb.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  read  this 
to  sustain  the  decision  of  the  Chair 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  raise  the  point  of  order  that  the  reading  at  this 
time  is  out  of  order. 

Thk  chairman.  The  point  of  order  is  well  taken.  The  question 
is  on  sustaining  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

Ayes  15,  noes  45;  and  the  decision  of  the  Chair  was  overruled. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  I  raise  the  point  of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum 
voting.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  van  VOORHIES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  would  incjuire  whether 
or  not,  when  a  Quorum  is  present,  and  a  vote  is  taken,  it  is  necessary 
that  a  quorum  snould  vote? 

Thk  chairman.    The  Convention  has  just  decided  that  it  is  not. 

Mb.  van  VOORHIES.    Then  I  think  the  Convention  is  wrong. 

The  chairman.  The  Secretary  will  take  up  the  amendment  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  power." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  this  amendment  to  strike  out 
section  seven 

Mb.  LARUE.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  We  are  acting  under  the 
previous  question  on  this  amendment,  and  the  gentleman  has  no  riglit 
to  discuss  it. 

The  chairman.  That  is  the  way  the  Chair  understands  it,  and 
consequently  is  out  of  order.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Liarue. 

Division  being  called,  the  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  56 
ayes  to  18  noes. 

'Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  wish  to  give  notice  that  at  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  I  shall  move  to  reconsider  the 
Yoie  by  which  this  portion  of  section  seven  is  stricken  ouL  I  will  also 
state  that  I  voted  aye  on  the  motion,  in  order  to  have  a  chance  to  make 
this  motion. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  I  second  that  motion,  and  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  this  Convention  to  the  fact  that  you  are  stultifying  yourselves 
by  voting  that  the  Chinese  shall  not  settle  in  this  State,  and  then  voting 
down  a  proposition  that  the  Legislature  shall  oppose  them  by  all  the 
means  in  its  power. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  section 
seven,  by  way  of  a  substitute. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

<' Substitute  for  section  seven  the  following:  'The  presence  of  Chinese 
in  this  State  is  declared  herein  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-being  of  the 
State.  The  importation  of  Chinese  coolies,  being  a  form  of  human 
slavery,  is  forever  prohibited,  and  all  contracts  for  coolie  labor  shall  be 
void,  and  all  contractors  for  coolie  labor  shall  be  liable  to  the  pains  and 
punishments  provided  by  the  law  of  Congress  against  importers  of 
African  slaves.  In  all  trials  under  State  jurisdiction  for  violations  of 
this  section,  the  jury  shall  be  the  judge  of  the  law  and  the  facts  in  each 
ease.     This  section  shall  be  enforced  by  appropriate  legislation.' " 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  out  of  order,  as  the  Convention  has  adopted 
a  portion  of  section  seven,  and  you  cannot  now  strike  it  out. 

Mb.  BARRY.  I  move  to  amend  section  seven  as  amended  by  adding 
my  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    That  is  in  order. 

Mb.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  offering  this  amendment  to  section 
seven  it  will  be  unnecessary  for  me  to  dwell  upon  the  evils  of  Chinese 
immigration.  All  that  has  been  said  by  the  learned  and  eloquent  gen- 
tlemen, and  it  is  more  than  sufficient  to  convince  this  (M>mmittee  that 
this  is  an  evil  which  should  be  curbed,  and  that  it  is  within  the  power 
of  this  Convention  to  curb  and  restrain  the  further  extension  of  this  evil 
within  this  State.  As  regards  section  five,  I  voted  for  it  because  I 
believed  it  was  within  the  power  of  the  State  to  do  this,  even  though 
gentlemen  speak  of  the  sacredness  of  treaties  made  between  this  country 
and  China.  As  far  as  that  is  concerned,  this  amendment  refers  only  to 
those  who  come  here  as  coolie  slaves.  It  is  well  known  that  slavery 
does  exist  in  this  State  in  the  form  of  Chinese  coolieism.  Now,  sir, 
provided  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  should  hold  section  five 
to  be  unconstitutional,  we  will  still  have  something  to  fall  back  on.  We 
would  still  have  this  section  seven.  It  provides  tnat  Chinese  coolieism, 
in  this  State,  is  a  form  of  human  slavery,  and  shall  be  prevented,  and 
that  those  who  import  Chinese  here,  they  being  slaves — being  a  form  of 
human  slavery — shall  be  forever  prohibited  in  this  State.  Now,  sir, 
if  the  Convention  does  not  have  the  power  under  the  powers  of  the 
State — under  its  police  powers — to  prevent  it  from  being  overrun  by  a 
class  of  that  character,  then  it  certainly  does  have  the  power  to  adopt  a 
section  like  this.  I  don't  think  there  is  any  fear  about  its  not  being  con- 
stitutional. It  is  well  known,  and  admitted  by  eminent  gentlemen  on 
this  floor,  that  human  slavery  does  exist  in  this  State.  Chinese  slavery 
does  exist.  That  being  the  case,  I  presume  no  gentleman  will  deny 
that  a  proposition  of  this  kind  is  legal. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  the  sec- 
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tion  merely  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  the  phraseology.  In  the  second 
line  I  move  to  strike  out  the  word  "herein,"  and  insert  before  the  word 
"  declared  "  the  word  "  hereby." 

The  chairman.  The  Convention  has  adopted  a  portion  of  the  sec- 
tion, and  it  is  not  in  order  to  move  to  strike  it  out.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barry. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  make  the  same  point  of  order  against  that  as  the 
Chair  has  just  made  against  me.  I  propose  merely  to  strike  out  one 
word  and  insert  another,  not  for  the  purpose  of  changing  the  sense,  but 
merely  the  phraseology  for  the  purpose  of  improving  it  a  little,  and  now 
comes  an  amendment  to  strike  out  two  entire  lines  of  the  amendment 
already  adopted.  If  I  cannot  strike  out  one  word  without  being  out  of 
order,  how  is  it  that  another  gentleman  can  strike  out  two  whole  lines 
and  still  be  in  order? 

The  chairman.    This  amendment  don't  strike  out  anything. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    It  strikes  out  all  of  the  third  and  fourth  lines. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  wish  to  say  this:  I  would  like  to  see  all  these 
amendments  in  such  language  that  they  will  mean  something.  The 
last  amendment  offered  says  that  the  importation  of  Chinese  coolies  is  a 
form  of  human  slavery.  The  importation  is  not  a  form  of  slavery. 
Therefore  there  is  no  sense  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  cross.  I  raise  the  point  of  order  that  there  is  not  a  quorum 
present. 

The  chairman.    Not  well  taken. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Now,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  that 
has  been  offered  here,  and  I  insist  upon  a  ruling  upon  my  point  of  order. 
If  I  understand  it,  the  section  now  ends  at  the  word  "power."  Am  I 
correct?  * 

The  chairman.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Very  well;  now  the  Chair  has  just  ruled  that  to 
strike  out  the  word  "  herein "  is  not  in  order,  because  that  has  been 
adopted,  and  now  here  is  an  amendment  which  strikes  out  more  than 
one  whole  line. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Will  you  allow  me  to  explain  a  moment.    The 

{gentleman  offered  his  amendment  to  strike  out.  The  Chair  ruled  that 
le  could  not  do  it.  Then  he  said  he  offered  it  as  an  addition,  which  the 
Chair  said  he  could  do.  This  is  not  to  strike  out  at  all,  it  is  in  addition. 
It  is  a  mere  rej)etition  of  the  former  language.  • 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Well,  sir,  as  I  heard  the  amendment  read,  it  com- 
mences at  the  beginning.    Section  seven  as  adopted  reads : 

"  The  presence  of  foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United 
States  is  declared  herein  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-being  of  the  State, 
and  the  Legislature  shall  discourage  their  immigration  by  all  the  means 
within  its  power." 

Then  you  propose  to  add  to  that  the  amendment  that : 

"The  presence  of  Chinese  in  this  State  is  declared  herein  to  be  dan- 
gerous to  the  well-being  of  the  State,"  etc. 

The  absurdity  of  this  amendment  appears  by  reading  it;  and  it 
strikes  out  a  portion  of  the  amendment  in  reality,  and  that  is  as  much 
out  of  order  as  mine,  and  more. 

Mr.  BARRY.  I  ask  leave  to  strike  out  the  first  portion  of  my  amend- 
ment. 

The  CHAIR.    If  there  is  no  objection  it  will  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  BARRY.  There  is  a  mistake  there;  I  don't  know  whether  it  is 
mine  or  not.     In  place  of  "  importation,"  it  should  be  "  presence." 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried — ayes,  34 ;  noes,  29. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  CHAIR.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Chinese,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  TULLY.    I  move  we  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And,  at  four  o'clock  and  twenty-five  minutes  p.  m.,  the  Convention 
stood  adjourned  until  Monday  morning. 


EIGHTIETH    DAY. 

Sacramento,  Monday,  December  16th,  1878. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M. 

Assistant  Secretary  THORNTON.  Gentlemen  :  The  President  and 
President  pro  tem.  being  absent,  the  first  business  in  order  will  be  the 
election  of  a  temporary  President. 

Mr.  L  ARKIN.    Mr.  Secretary :  I  nominate  Mr.  Tinnin,  of  Trinity. 

Mr.  Tinnin  was  elected,  took  the  chair,  and  called  the  Convention  to 
order. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barnes, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 


present. 

Biggs, 
Blackmer, 

Condon, 
Cowden, 

Boggs, 
Brown, 

Cross, 
Crouch, 

Burt, 

Davis, 

Campbell, 
Caples, 
Chapman, 
Charles, 

Dean, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

bee.  16, 1878. 


OF  THE  CONSTif  UTIONaL  COIJVEJJTIOII. 


723 


be  ascertained  for  the  information  of  this  Convention  between  now  and 
to-morrow,  I  have  not  the  least  objection  in  the  world  that  the  matter 
go  over  until  to-morrow,  at  two  o'clock,  but  I  am  unable  to  see  what 
there  is  in  the  world  that  the  Convention  can  get  posted  on  between 
now  and  to-morrow,  or  between  now  and  next  week,  in  regard  to  the 
matter.  All  there  is  is  three  petitions — one  from  Mariposa  County  and 
two  from  Merced  County— containing  the  names  of  about  one  hundred 
and  forty  or  one  hundred  and  fifty  men.  That  is  all  there  is  to  see.  As 
to  the  man  himself,  W.  J.  Howard,  I  do  not  know  how  thev  will  find 
out  anything  about  him,  except  by  coming  to  the  men  that  know  him; 
aud  if  they  come  to  men  that  know  hijn — to  Mr.  Heiskell,  Mr.  Holmes, 
myself,  and  I  do  not  know  who  else — they  will  be  satisfied.  I  have 
known  him  for  some  twenty-nine  or  thirty  years,  as  a  resident  sometimes 
of  Merced  and  sometimes  of  Mariposa  County.  Other  gentlemen  have 
known  him  the  same  length  of  time,  I  presume;  and  during  that  time 
he  has  been  a  man  respected  in  the  county  where  he  resided.  He  has 
been  a  member  of  the  Legislature,  some  years  ago.  He  was  appointed, 
in  Mariposa  County,  two  or  three  years  ago,  by  the  Board  of  Suj)er- 
viaors,  as  District  Attorney,  to  fill  a  vacancy,  and  he  filled  that  vacancy 
with  credit  and  honor.  Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  insist  upon  an  immediate 
election  at  all,  if  it  seems  to  the  members  of  this  body  that  anything  is 
to  be  gained  by  a  delay  of  a  day  or  two  days.  I  have  no  objection  at 
all  that  the  matter  should  go  over  until  two  o'clock  to-morrow,  or  anv 
other  time,  if  there  is  anything  to  investigate;  but  what  strikes  me  fs 
this:  I  do  not  see  what  further  or  other  information  it  is  possible  to 
obtain. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  the  delegation 
knows  whether  these  petitions  are  the  work  of  Mr.  Howard,  or  some  of 
his  friends,  or  whether  it  comes  spontaneously  from  the  people? 

Mb.  JONES.  I  cannot  answer  the  question  any  further  than  this: 
that  I  have  looked  over  the  names  on  the  petitions.  The  names  are 
signed  in  the  handwriting  of  the  business  men  of  these  counties.  I  rec- 
ognize their  handwriting,  and  could  swear  to  their  signatures  in  any 
Court.  I  recognize  that  most  of  these  men  are  men  that  do  not  do  any- 
thing at  the  dictation  of  anybody  else.  They  would  not  sign  a  petition 
for  anybody  unless  they  thought  it  a  right  thing  and  a  good  thing  to  do. 
As  to  whether  Mr.  Howard  ever  asked  them  to  sign  anything  or  not  I 
do  not  know,  and  I  submit  that  that  is  a  point  of  no  consequence  at  all, 
provided  it  be  true,  as  I  assert,  that  the  men  are  men  who  do  not  sign 
papers  because  men  go  and  stick  them  under  their  noses.  I  am  one  of 
that  kind,  t-oo. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  President:  It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  go  on  with 
this  election  now  we  shall  be  acting  with  indecent  haste.  I  have  no 
doubt  but  what  this  applicant  is  a  perfect  j^entleman.  I  do  not  have 
any  reason  for  thinking  otherwise,  but  it  is  only  within  the  last  ten 
minutes  that  I  have  heard  that  there  was  an  intention  to  fill  this 
vacancy.  I  want  a  few  hours  time  to  think  it  over,  otherwise  I  shall 
be  compelled  to  ask  leave  to  decline  voting.  If  we  allow  this  to  be 
brought  up  this  morning  in  this  shape  we  must  allow  it  again,  and 
although  this  may  be  perfectly  fair  ana  honest  this  mornine,  and  noth- 
ing like  a  trap  that  is  sprung  upon  us,  yet  there  may  be  a  dishonest  appli- 
cant hereafter.  I  do  not  say  tnere  will  be,  but  there  might  be.  We  will 
establish  a  precedent  which  we  will  be  pained  to  look  to.  I  do  not 
think  we  ought  to  take  action  on  it  to-day. 

Mb.  JONES.     I  accept  the  amendment  for  Tuesday,  at  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

Mb.  GRACE.  Mr.  Fresi<Ient:  I  think  this  is  a  very  hasty  matter.  I 
want  to  lay  the  whole  matter  on  the  table,  and  I  now  move  that  this 
matter  be  laid  on  the  table. 

[Criesof  "Nol"    "No  I"] 

The  motion  was  lost. 

Mr.  grace.  I  move  to  amend  that  we  also  fill  the  vacancy  caused 
by  the  death  of  Bernard  F.  Kenny,  of  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  amendment  is  not  cog- 
nate to  the  motion. 

The  chair.    The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  think  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco  should  be  a  separate  motion.  His  motion  will  be  in  order 
after  this  motion  is  disposed  of. 

Mr.  grace.  I  am  not  certain  that  the  motion  is  in  order,  but  my 
opinion  is  that  it  is.  I  do  not  see  why  this  motion  cannot  be  amended 
as  well  as  any  other. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President :  If  I  understand  the  position  it  is 
this:  the  gentleman  from  Mariposa  moves  that  we  proce^  to  fill  the 
vacancy  caused  by  the  death  ot  Mr.  Strong,  and  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco  moves  to  amend  so  that  we  also  fill  the  vacancy  caused 
by  the  death  of  Mr.  Kenn^. 

The  chair.    The  Chair  has  decided  it  to  be  in  order. 

Mr.  HDESTIS.  Mr.  President:  With  all  due  respect  to  the  Chair,  I 
shall  have  to  dissent  from  the  ruling.  I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Chair.  The  appeal  is  that  the  Chair  rules  that  it  is  in  order  to  incorpo- 
rate an  amendment  that  the  vacancy  from  San  Francisco  shall  be  filled 
at  the  same  time. 

Thr  CHAIR.    The  Chair  sees  no  second  to  the  appeal. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President:  There  is  no  petition  here  from  the 
people  of  San  Francisco  to  fill  a  vacancy.  If  a  majority  of  the  delega- 
tion require  it  I  will  support  it.  The  people  of  Mariposa  and  Merced 
have  requested  it.  If  the  people  of  San  Francisco  so  desire  it  let  them 
show  it,  and  I  will  support  it.  But  I  think  that  it  should  not  be  con- 
nected with  this  matter. 

Mb.  WHITE.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will  pre- 
"vail,  and  I  think  it  highly  proper  that  if  one  vacancy  should  be  filled 
that  the  other  should  be.  This  is  not  a  matter  that  concerns  one  section 
alone.  This  is  a  matter  that  concerns  the  people  of  the  whole  State, 
and  if  we  go  to  filling  vacancies  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  not  fill 
all  the  vacancies. 

Mb.  KLEINE.    Mr.  President:  I  do  not  see  why  the  Workingmen's 


party  should  not  have  the  same  right  to  ^lect  another  delegate  in  the 
place  of  Mr.  Kenny.  Haven't  we  got  as  much  right  to  one  of  our  dele- 
gates as  the  gentleman  from  Merced?  I  say  if  a  majority  of  the  dele- 
gates vote  against  filling  the  vacancy  of  Mr.  Kenny,  they  ought  to  vote 
against  filling  the  vacancy  of  Mr.  Strong. 

Mr.  well  in.  Mr.  President:  I  would  not  have  taken  the  floor 
except  to  reply  to  Mr.  Larkin.  I  would  say  to  that  gentleman  that  the 
general  unaerstanding  has  been  that  they  would  not  ask  to  fill  the 
vacancy  caused  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Kenny,  because  it  was  understood 
that  the  vacancy  caused  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Strong  would  not  be  filled. 
But  now  the  matter  has  come  up,  and  &i  it  is  proposed  to  fill  one  vacancy, 
we  will  ask  also  to  fill  the  other.  I  will  also  state  to  the  gentleman 
from  El  Dorado  that  while  in  San  Francisco  a  large  number  of  people 
came  to  me,  and  to  various  delegates,  and  asked  us  to  have  the  vacancy 
filled,  naming  some  persons,  and  we  agreed  that  as  there  were  two 
vacancies  to  be  filled,  to  let  the  matter  rest.  But  now  if  a  disposition  is 
felt  to  fill  one  vacancv,  we  shall  name  you  a  gentleman  who  is  worthy 
of  a  place  upon  this  noor. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President:  The  matter  of  filling  the  vacancy 
caused  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Kenny  is  one  that  had  not  occurred  to  my 
mind  as  being  connected  with  the  question  of  filling  that  from  Merced. 
I  perceive  now  that  it  has  a  bearing  upon  the  matter  in  the  minds  of 
members  of  the  Convention.  I  do  not  believe  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco  to  be  a  proper  amendment,  under  parlia- 
mentary rules,  to  a  motion  to  fill  the  vacancy  from  Merced,  and  U[X)n 
an  appeal  I  shall  be  bound  to  vote  against  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  that 
the  motion  to  fill  the  vacancy  from  San  Francisco  is  properly  an  amend- 
ment to  the  motion  to  fill  the  vacancy  from  Merced.  But  I  say  this, 
that  while  that  is  my  opinion,  it  is  simply  in  regard  to  the  order  of 
thin^,  and  that  whenever  members  of  this  body  from  San  Francisco 
nominate  any  man  to  fill  the  vacancy  made  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Kenny, 
and  guarantee  to  this  body  that  the  candidate  is  a  proper  man  for  the 

1)lace,  I  will  recognize  the  so  called  Workingmen  of  San  Francisco  as 
laving  a  majority  in  this  body  from  that  city,  and  shall  vote  readily 
and  cheerfully  for  the  man  that  they  nominate.  I  shall  vote  that  the 
vacancy  be  filled,  in  the  first  instance,  and  that  it  be  filled,  in  the  second 
instance,  by  the  man  they  nominate.  There  is  no  desire  to  get  a  vote 
one  way  nor  the  other  In  this  matter;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  all  my 
friends,  and  all  those  who  are  acquainted  with  Mr.  Howard,  feel  as  I  tlo 
in  regard  to  that;  that  when  the  people  of  San  Francisco  ask  to  have  a 
vacancy  filled  that  we  shall  take  the  opinions  of  these  men  as  entirely 
satisfactory  to  us.  The  gentlemen  from  San  Francisco,  who  by  all  right 
and  precedent  are  to  be  regarded  as  the  representatives  of  that  city  and 
county,  shall  have  my  vote  for  any  m%fi  they  name  to  fill  any  vacancy 
that  has  occurred  or  shall  occur  in  their  representation  here.  I  say  there 
is  nothing  at  all  in  the  line  of  gaining  an  additional  vote  one  way  or 
the  other,  and  I  cannot  say  in  what  direction  the  vote  of  the  person 
that  I  noniinate  to  fill  the  vacancy  from  Merced  and  Mariposa  will 
be  given,  except  from  mere  inference,  from  a  knowledge  of  his  life  and 
character  for  many  years.  I  have-had  no  pledge,  no  assurances  upon  the 
subject  at  all.  I  simply  know  him  as  a  business  man,  as  an  old  Califor- 
nian,  who  knows,  or  ought  to  know,  as  much  about  the  wants  of  the 
people  as  anybody  else,  and  who  can  be  trusted  to  exercise  his  judgment 
properly,  honestly,  and  well  in  assisting  this  body  to  conclude  the  labors 
that  are  before  them.  The  main  object  for  which  I  have  spoken  this  id 
to  assure  members  of  this  Convention  that  there  is  no  claptrap,  tliat 
there  is  nothing  to  be  sprung  at  all,  and  if  they  want  more  time  than 
until  to-morrow  at  two  o'clock,  let  them  make  it  Wednesday,  or  Thurs- 
day, if  there  is  anything  to  investigate.  If  there  is  anything  to  inves- 
tigate, all  right.  But  if  there  is  nothing  to  be  suspected  as  being  wrong, 
why  then,  having  accepted  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Santa 
Cruz  that  we  proceed  to  an  election  to-morrow,  at  two  o'clock,  I  hope 
that  may  be  done.  But  simply  as  a  technical  matter  and  nothing  else, 
I  do  not  see  how  a  motion  to  fill  a  vacancy  from  Mariposa  and  Merced 
has  any  connection  whatever  with  a  motion  to  fill  a  vacancy  from  some 
other  place,  and  I  do  not  understand  that  a  motion  to  fill  the  vacancy 
from  San  Francisco  is  a  matter  cognate  to  the  motion  to  fill  the  vacancy 
from  Merced  and  Mariposa;  but  it  does  not  matter,  in  a  practical  sense, 
for  if  the  decision  of  the  Chair  be  sustained,  I  shall  certainly  vote  witli 
the  gentlemen  from  San  Francisco  in  regard  to  filling  their  vacancy,  if 
they  wish  it  filled,  and  shall  vote  for  the  candidate  they  name  when 
they  name  him. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  set  the  gentleman's 
heart  at  rest  by  informing  him  that  we  seek  not  to  interfere  with  his 
filling  the  vacancy  at  all,  but  that  the  question  of  vacancy  having  been 
raised,  and  there  being  still  other  vacancies  to  fill,  that  it  is  entirely 
proper  that  an  amendment  be  made  to  the  motion  to  go  into  an  election 
on  a  certain  day  to  fill  other  or  all  vacancies.  We  seek  not  to  interfere 
with  filling  the  vacancy  from  Merced,  but  we  desire  to  fill  the  other 
vacancy  at  the  same  time.    But  in  regard  to  the  hypercriticisms  of  the 

? gentleman  from  El  Dorado,  I  do  not  see  why  he  should  be  so  wonder- 
ully  hypercritical  as  to  whether  the  people  of  San  Francisco  want  to  till 
the  vacancy.  It  is  enough  that  the  Convention  has  the  power,  and  it 
should  be  enough  for  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado  that  the  gentlemen 
from  San  Francisco  indicate  their  wish.  If  he  wants  to  vote  against  it 
let  him  do  so.  If  he  wishes  to  oppose  filling  the  vacancy,  let  him  under- 
take it  if  he  wanta  to. 

Mr.  LARKIN.     I  will  support  it  if  the  people  of  San  Francisco 
wish  it. 
Mr.  heiskell  offered  the  following  as  an  amendment: 

Retolved^  That  the  CJonvention,  on  Tuesday,  at  two  o'clock,  proceed  to  fill  tho 
vacancies  caused  by  the  deaths  of  J.  M.  Strong,  of  Merced  and  Mariposa,  and  B.  F. 
Kenny,  of  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  martin,  of  Santa  Cruz.    I  accept  that  amendment. 
Mb.  WICKES.    I  move  that  the  whole  matter  be  indefinitely  post- 
poned. 
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tilis  Chinese  curse,  he  is  equally  anxious  to  act  within  what  seems  to 
fcim  constitutional  limits,  afl  fixed  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  Now,  this  word  coolieism.  here  introduced,  it  seems  to  me,  has, 
.-among  those  who  are  familiar  with  this  Chinese  Question  in  its  later 
phases,  a  well  defined  meaning.  I  think  the  word  nas  its  origin  as  the 
Chairman  stated,  or  very  nearly  so;  yet  this  word  has  come  now  to  have 
a  very  definite  meaning,  and  is  used  with  as  exact  a  meaning  as  almost 
any  terra.  Now,  sir,  the  word  slavery  is  not  a  synonymous  term. 
Oolieism  is  a  contract  by  which  the  Mongolian  is  imported  from  his 
native  country  to  some  foreign  country,  there  to  work  a  certain  period 
of  time  to  pay  his  passage.  Now,  that  is  the  meaning  of  coolieism,  as 
treated  even  in  our  popular  magazines — a  word  which  has  come  to  have, 
in  our  literature,  witn  regard  to  tne  Chinese,  especially,  a  definite  meaning. 
If  a  Chinaman  pays  nis  own  way  to  the  United  States,  or  to  the 
British  Colonies,  or  to  Australia,  and  there  goes  to  work,  receiving  his 
own  pay,  he  is  not  a  coolie.  But  if  under  a  contract,  made  previous  to 
his  importation,  he  engages  to  work  a  long  period  of  years  for  his 
importation  priee,  then,  as  I  understand  this  clause,  he  is  a  coolie.  They 
'exist  in  the  British  Colonies  and  Australia,  and  they  are  numerous  in 
California.  A  large  portion  of  them  have  worked  out  their  time.  A 
large  portion  of  them  here  are  not  coolies.  We  have  come  by  some 
means  to  use  the  word  coolie  for  Mongolian.  Just  how  the  word  has 
come  in  use  here  I  do  not  know.  In  California  our  Chinese  have  already 
passed  the  period  of  coolieism.  I  think  the  period  of  coolieism  is  about 
six  years.  That  is,  a  Chinaman  from  Hongkong  is  brought  from  China 
under  a  contract  that,  in  consideration  of  being  landed  here,  he  will 
work  a  period  of  six  years,  and  pay  all,  or  a  certain  portion  of  all,  that  he 
edPns  during  that  time  to  those  who  import  him,  out  during  that  time 
the  latter  will  have  absolute  care  of  him,  take  care  of  him  in  sickness, 
etc 

The  Six  Companies  bring  nearly  all  of  the  Chinamen  here  under  such 
contracts.  As  a  rule,  those  who  want  to  come  here  go  to  the  agents  of 
these  companies  and  make  their  arrangements  with  those  agents.  When 
they  come  over  here  they  find  out  that  it  is  a  hard  bargain,  that  they 
have  made  a  hard  bargain,  and  by  the  time  their  pericNd  of  coolieism 
expires  a  large  portion  of  thein  are  used  up.  If  we  put  this  in  the  Con- 
stitution we  shall  be  doing  this  race  an  act  of  justice,  to  say  that  these 
contracts  should  not  be  binding  upon  them  when  they  reach  our  soil, 
for  it  is  a  stage  of  slavery,  although  not  involuntary  slavery,  because 
they  si^  these  contracts  of  coolieism.  Now,  if  we  pass  an  Act  or  adopt 
a  constitutional  provision  which  shall  make  these  contracts  of  coolieism 
void,  then  I  think  we  will  interfere  with  the  importation  of  Chinese  in 
this  way,  that  the  companies  will  not  bring  them  here  if  the  law  of  this 
State  is  such  that  they  are  no  longer  bound  by  these  coolie  contracts; 
and  I  will  attempt  to  say  that  they  are  very  hard  contracts,  such  as  we 
would  not  allow  an  American  citizen  to  be  bound  by ;  and  these  con- 
tracts are  the  very  means  of  bringing  nearly  all  of  the  CMfnese  to  this 
State  that  come  here. 

Mr.  miller.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  that  the  word ''coolieism" 
has  such  a  well  defined  meaning  that  a  Court  could  determine  what  it 
meant  ? 

Mb.  cross.  I  think  it  could.  I  do  not  think  it  is  so  much  a  word 
in  law  as  it  is  in  this  particular  branch  of  affairs.  Now,  one  word  as  to 
the  remarks  of  General  Miller  as  to  this  section  and  section  five.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  quite  a  difference  between  the  latter  part  of 
section  seven  and  the  section  five  of  which  the  gentleman  speaks. 

Mr.  miller.    The  first  four  lines. 

Mr.  cross.  Section  five  is  as  follows:  "No  person  who  is  not 
eligible  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  permitted  to 
settle  in  this  State  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution."  Section 
seven  says:  "It  shall  provide  for  their  exclusion  from  residence  or 
settlement  in  any  portion  of  the  State  it  may  see  fit,  or  from  the  State,  and 
provide  suitable  methods,  by  their  taxation,  or  otherwise,  for  the  expense 
of  such  exclusion."  It  seems  to  me  that  we  have  three  points  to 
attempt  to  reach  in  this  matter;  whether  we  shall  gain  them,  is  really 
a  question  which  we  might  consider,  but  I  feel  bound  to  make  the 
attempt.  One  is  to  prevent  their  coming,  by  an  attempt  to  prevent 
immigration ;  next,  adopting  such  provisions,  not  amounting  to  direct 
prohibition,  as  will  discourage  their  coming;  and  third,  adopting  such 
regulations  as  will  make  them  less  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  State, 
and  less  liable  to  come  in  contact  with  our  civilization  when  they  are 
here.  Section  five  is  a  direct  prohibition  to  their  coming;  and  Iwill 
say  that  I  have  some  doubt  as  to  whether  it  is  not  in  violation  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  mean  an  honest,  unrebellious 
attempt  to  have  it  determined  as  between  the  State  and  the  United 
States.  This  portion  of  section  seven  is  this:  that  there  are  places  in 
the  United  States  more  dangerous  to  have  them  reside  than  in  other 
places.  Two  years  ago  there  came  the  scourge  of  diphtheria,  and  the 
deaths  without  exception  were  confined  to  the  families  and  children 
who  lived  in  the  neighborhood  directly  suiTounding  Chinatown.  Dr. 
Capl^  and  those  who  are  physicians  here  will  understand  that  directly 
in  that  vicinity  were  the  places  where  the  scourge  took  death  to  almost 
every  individual  that  was  attacked,  and  yet  other  portions  of  the  city 
located  in  the  same  way,  but  not  near  Chinatown,  were  entirely 
untouched  by  it.  Now  this  section  provides  that  the  Legislature  may 
provide  for  their  exclusion  from  the  city  to- such  localities  as  they  see 
fit;  and  that  they  may  require  them  not  to  settle  in  such  places.  It 
may  provide  for  excluding  them  from  the  State.  I  am  not  sure  that 
"the  word  would  be  more  apt  if  it  had  said  "deport"  them  from  the 
State. 

Mb.  miller.  The  treaty  permits  of  their  residence  in  the  State, 
and  as  I  looked  at  it  they  could  not  be  excluded  from  settling  in  the 
State. 

Mb.  cross.  Perhaps  it  would  have  been  a  little  better  if  the  word 
"  settlement"  had  come  first.  "  Residence"  is  an  intention  to  remain. 
But  the  words  in  a  Constitution  do  not  always  come  fHA  they  should,  ai)d 


so  this  word  "  residence  "  has  come  first.  It  says  it  may  exclude  them 
from  residence.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  reaches  a  point  not  reached  by 
section  five.  They  may  prevent  them  from  acquiring  a  settlement  or 
being  settled,  it  may  break  up  their  residence  and  compel  them  to  go. 
Now,  sir,  if  the  Burlingame  treaty  were  abrogated  to-day,  and  we  had 
none  of  these  provisions,  the  Chinese  could  come  and  settle  here.  But 
suppose  we  had  the  fifth  section,  that  there  should  not  be  any  more 
immigration,  the  result  would  be  that  we  would  have  about  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty  thousand  of  them  in  the  State,  but  no  more  could 
come.  Now  we  want  more,  that  we  may  be  freed  from  the  injuries  of 
those  who  are  here ;  that  we  may  be  permitted  to  exclude  them  from 
the  localities  where  they  may  be  most  injurious.  If  the  treaty  should 
be  repealed,  and  this  Constitution  adopted,  then  we  would  have  these 
provisions  so  as  to  go  right  to  work  ana  protect  ourselves  against  those 
who  are  here.  The  fifth  section  provides  that  no  more  shall  come,  and 
this  portion  of  the  seventh  section  provides  the  means  by  which  we  can 
regulate  those  that  are  here. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  time  is  up. 

Mb.  FREUD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Sierra,  Mr.  Barry,  will  be  a<lopted.  It  embodies  in  it 
measures  which,  if  ratified  by  the  people,  may  tend  to  repress  this  Chi- 
nese immigration.  In  regard  to  the  word  "coolie,"  it  nas  at  present 
attained  a  well  defined  signification.  Moreover,  it  has  been  used  in 
some  of  the  various  Statfes  of  the  Union.  Section  one,  of  article  twenty- 
two,  of  the  Constitution  of  Texas,  uses  the  word,  and  prohibits  t  he 
importation  of  coolies;  so  we  see  that  it  has  obtained  a  signification  that 
can  be  construed  by  the  Courts. 

remarks  of    MR.   ROLFB. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  merely  take  two  or  three  min- 
utes. After  hearing  the  explanation  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada, 
Mr.  Cross,  I  am  inclined  to  concur  with  him  in  his  views,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sierra,  Mr.  Barry, 
does  not  cover  it.  The  idea  is  to  nullify  these  contracts  by  which  aliens 
bind  themselves  to  be  transported  to  this  country  and  work  for  a  certain 
length  of  time  to  pay  for  their  transportation ;  that  these  contracts  shall 
not  be  binding  on  them  whenever  they  come  here.  But  if  we  do  that 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  should  frame  a  section  directly  to  the  point,  and 
expressing  that  such  contracts  shall  be  null  and  void,  and  those  who 
enter  into  those  contracts  when  they  come  here  should  be  free  from 
them.  But  if  this  is  coolieism,  and  I  will  admit  that  I  am  not  very 
well  versed  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word,  then  coolieism,  in  my  mind, 
is  not  slavery.  If  this  is  coolieism,  then  thousands  of  California  miners 
were  coolies.  I  know  of  my  own  knowledge  hundreds;  I  have  no 
doubt  thousands  of  men  came  here  in  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine, 
eighteen  hundred  and  fifty,  and  eighteen  hundred  and  fifly-one  under 
contracts.  Some  of  them  were  honest  enough  to  fulfill  their  contracts, 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  such  contracts  are  immoral  or  evil. 
But  if  we  want  to  annul  such  contracts,  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  if, 
instead  of  calling  that  slavery,  and  then,  in  a  roundabout  way  pro- 
hibiting it,  it  would  not  be  better  to  say  directly  what  we  mean.  Slavery 
is  already  prohibited.  Anybody  who  comes  here  as  a  slave,  #ie  minute 
he  strikes  American  soil  he  is  free,  under  the  Constitution  and  laws  of 
the  United  States  and  this  State,  and  saying  that  anything  is  slavery 
does  not  make  it  so.  Still,  I  have  no  objection  to  prohibiting  this 
importation  of  coolies  or  Chinamen  in  this  manner  if  we  can,  and  I  am 
inclined  to  think  we  can,  read  it  in  that  way;  but  I  would  suggest  if  it 
would  not  be  better  to  frame  a  section  and  specify  it  in  so  many  words, 
and  that  it  shall  be  a  crime  to  enforce  them.  I  am  not  sure  that  it 
would  not  be  a  good  idea  to  go  that  far;  but  name  the  contracts.  I  am 
afraid  the  Courts  will  say  if  coolieism  is  slavery,  then  the  contracts  are 
not  coolieism. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   WINANS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Blackmer  was  accepted,  I  understand  that  the  amendment  is  now  sub- 
ject to  amendment,  and  I  offer  the  following  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment: 

The  secretary  read: 

"  The  Legislature  shall  delegate  all  necessary  power  to  the  incorporated 
cities  and  towns  of  this  State,  for  the  removal  of  Chinamen  without  the 
limits  of  such  cities  and  towns,  or  for  their  location  within  prescribed 
portions  of  those  limiCs." 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  I  understand  while  I  was  tem- 
porarily absent  on  Saturday  afternoon,  and  was  about  to  be  made  the 
object  of  a  peculiar  visitation  by  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  the  Committer 
of  the  Whole  struck  out  all  of  section  seven  after  the  word  "power."' 
Now,  my  amendment  looks  to  a  restoration,  in  a  modified  form,  and 
with  more  extended  application,  of  a  portion  of  that  section.  By  pro- 
posing it  in  the  form  in  which  I  submit  it,  I  leave  out  that  portion  which 
provides  for  their  exclusion  from  the  State.  As  that  is  a  matter  involv- 
mg  legitimate  debate  as  to  its  constitutionality,  it  would  be  well  to  pre- 
sent that  separately  on  the  reconsideration,  and  meet  the  proposition 
squarely,  face  to  face,  upon  the  constitutional  idea.  But,  in  the  mean- 
time, if  that  should  perish  from  the  constitutional  scruples  of  certiiiii 
gentlemen  upon  this  noor,  which  I  think,  in  many  instances,  are  unduly 
strained  and  carried  beyond  the  reasonable  boundaries;  still  I  wish,  in 
deference  to  that  idea,  to  protect  from  its  application  the  section  which 
I  now  introduce  in  the  form  of  an  amenanient,  and  which  is  clearly 
exempt  from  any  constitutional  inhibition  or  otyeetion.  Now,  sir,  in 
regard  to  the  term  coolie,  I  consider  that  it  is  sufficiently  definite  to 
answer  the  purposes  of  this  section  or  this  amendment.  It  does  n<»t 
mean  slavery  in  its  actual  form,  pure  and  simple;  it  does  not  mean  sucli 
slavery  as  ooi^stituted  the  system  under  which  the  African  was  the  sub- 
ject of  his  owners.  As  I  understand,  it  constitutes  a  syst-em  of  peonage. 
I  conceive  that  the  Courts  can  always  determine  the  meaning  of  words 
by  giving  tq  the  word  the  general  and  received   acceptation  which 
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peonage.  I  am  glad  tliat  the  gentleman  from  Sierra  has  thought  of  this 
subject,  and  has  so  ably  presented  thought  in  his  amendment.  If 
we  surround  this  subject  with  all  the  prohibitions  we  possibly  can;  if 
we  make  it  difficult,  or  even  impossible  for  the  Chinese  to  remain  upon 
our  soil;  if,  while  they  are  here,  we  prevent  them  from  enjoving  all  the 
immunities  which  they  now  enjoy,  and  freeze  them  out;  if  we  render 
their  labor  unprofitable  to  their  masters,  we  will  help  tocyt  theGordian 
knot  Then,  again,  I  say  that  the  power  of  the  State  is  supreme  for 
exclusion.  I  say  it,  and  eminent  gentlemen  on  this  floor  have  said  it, 
and  producetl  the  authorities  to  show  it.  Then  I  say  we  would  be  false 
to  our  trust  and  false  to  ourselves,  unless  we  place  certain  provisions  in 
here  that  can  be  tested  and  can  be  decided  in  the  highest  Courts  of  our 
land,  so  that  we  can  draw  the  lines. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will  be 
adopted,  because  it  really  means  something.  Those  who  are  opposed  to 
doing  anything  of  course  they  will  object,  and  they  ought  to  vote  against 
it ;  but  those  who  are  in  favor  of  doing  something  effective  ought  to  vote 
for  the  section  as  amended  now.    All  of  the  amendments  are  excellent. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   THOMPSON. 

*Mr.  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  my  mind  this  question  of 
Chinese  immigration  is  of  greater  and  more  vital  importance  than  any 
other  that  will  come  before  this  Convention  during  our  deliberations, 
and  yet  when  we  look  at  it  in  an  intellectual  and  legal  point  of  view, 
we  see  at  a  glance  that  our  powers  are  very  limited  to  deal  with  this 
great  subject  in  the  way  we  would  all  like  to  without  coming  in  direct 
conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  or  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Burlingame  treaty.  Yet,  Mr.  President,  I  am  willing  to 
go  as  far  as  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  by  way  of  police,  sanitary, 
criminal,  or  vagrant  regulations,  or  refusing  to  license  tnis  class  of  aliens 
to  carry  on  any  trade  or  business  whatever,  il  we  can  in  any  way,  by 
statute  or  otherwise,  prevent  the  same.  And  I  would  go  further  and 
continue  to  hamper  them  in  every  way  that  human  ingenuity  could 
invent,  so  that  the  "  heathen  Chinee  "  himself  would  see  that  it  was 
getting  too  hot  for  him  to  attempt  to  try  to  make  a  living  here,  and 
would  consequently  leave  for  his  own  or  some  other  more  genial  climate 
for  him  at  least.  There  has  been  so  much  said  on  this  question,  Mr. 
President,  that  I  shall  not  attempt  to  delineate  to  thi^  Convention  all 
the  numerous  causes  why  the  vast  hordes  of  this  insignificant  and  loath- 
some people  should  be  prohibited  from  swarmimg  amongst  us  in  untold 
thousands,  unless  the  powers  at  Washington  provide,  and  that  quickly, 
some  sure  and  wholesome  measures  to  prevent  it.  Therefore,  I  shall  be 
brief,  and  allude  only  to  a  few  of  the  most  injurious  and  evil  consequences 
that  this  people  are  bringing  upon  us  in  various  ways.  I  hold,  Mr. 
President,  that  unlimited  Chinese  immigration  is  a  blight  and  a  curse  to 
our  fair  State,  from  the  fact  that  it  is  in.the  first  place  coming  in  direct 
competition  with  the  free  labor  of  our  own  white  population,  to  that 
extent  that  it  will  ere  long  be  next  to  impossible  for  a  white  man  or 
woman  to  procure  work  at  all,  even  at  the  present  starving  prices  of 
Chinese  wages.  You  may  say  that  we  have  already  arrived  at  this  state 
of  affairs  pretty  generally  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this 
great  State.  It  requires  no  argument  to  convince  anv  candid  mind  of 
this  fact.  If  it  does,  go  with  me  through  the  streets  of  our  cities,  look  at 
the  hundreds  of  poor,  anxious,  wan,  careworn  faces  of  the  laboring 
classes,  seeking,  day  after  day,  in  vain  for  an  opportunity  to  get  a  day's 
work  at  any  price,  and  unable  to  obtain  it.  Look  at  our  cities  again  in 
another  and  more  humiliating  aspect  either  by  gas  or  davlight,  anv- 
where  on  the  Pacific  Slope;  visit  tue  public  brothels,  behold  the  woful 
sights  that  meet  you  there.  Why,  you  see  scores  and  hundreds  of  once 
Ijeautiful,  lovely,  and  virtuous  females  who  have  been  driven  to  the 
vilest  sinks  of  iniquity,  and  the  lowest  grade  of  female  degradation,  and 
shame,  all  for  the  want  of  the  opportunity  of  making  an  honest  living 
in  the  numerous  vocations  that  these  Chinese  hordes  are  in  every 
direction  usurping  and  taking  away  from  them.  Behold  the  spectacle  i 
Is  it  not  enough  to  make  one's  heart  shudder  to  contemplate  the  scene? 
Again,  look  at  it  in  another  serious  aspect  and  see  the  hundreds  of  youths 
who  have  contracted  from  the  above,  and  the  miserable  Chinese  prosti- 
tutes, the  most  loathsome  and  almost  incurable  diseases  that  humanity 
is  heir  to,  in  addition  to  having  their  minds  and  morals  corrupted  per- 
adventure  beyond  all  future  reiormation. 

Mr.  President,  how,  I  ask,  in  the  name  of  humanity,  can  we  improve 
this  painful  state  of  affairs,  under  existing  circumstances,  with  the  con- 
tinued influx  of  unlimited  Chinese  immigration,  with  the  treaty  with 
that  province  staring  us  in  the  face?  I  see  but  one  way,  and  that  is  by 
way  of  memorial  to  Congress,  couched  in  the  most  respectful,  yet 
impressive  terms,  the  ingenuity  of  this  Convention  can  devise,  request- 
ing them  to  take  immediate  action.  If  we  cannot  get  relief  in  this  way, 
I,  for  one,  have  not  the  faith  of  a  grain  of  mustard  seed  that  we  can 
accomplish  it  in  any  way  that  has  been  proposed  from  the  other  side 
without  coming  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  as 
I  have  before  indicated.  If  we  cannot  accomplish  anything  in  this 
way,  anything  that  this  Convention  can  do  more  than  to  adopt  the 
first  and  perhaps  the  third  section  of  the  report  of  the  committee 
would  be  vain  and  absolutely  futile,  and  it  would  be  only  a  matter  of 
time  when  the  Supreme  Court  would  reverse  all  that  we  adopt  beyond 
these  sections. 

As  for  State  rights  in  the  premises,  I  consider  that  but  an  empty 
bubble,  long  since  exploded  and  settled  bv  the  sword,  and  confirmed  by 
Chief  Justice  Grant,  with  one  hundred  thousand  Associate  Justices 
standing  around  him  at  Appomattox  Court  House,  as  has  been  well  said 
by  the  gentleman  from  Marin.  I  hope,  therefore,  we  shall  hear  no 
more  foolish  arguments  of  this  kind,  but  abide  the  time  that  we  may 
get  relief  from  national  authority.  Now,  Mr.  President,  I  will  add,  in 
conclusion, that  I  do  not  believe  that  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  is  more 
opposed  to  the  unlimited  immigration  of  Chinese  than  I  am,  and  I  have 
never,  in  the  twenty  years  that  I  have  lived  in  this  State,  given  a  Chi- 


naman a  day's  work,  nor  do  I  ever  expect  to.  If  everybody  would  do 
this  it  would  go  a  long  way  towards  removing  this  incubus;  but  every- 
body will  not  do  it,  so  we  are  cut  off  from  this  source.  I  would  like  to, 
if  I  could,  vote  with  my  San  Francisco  colleagues  for  all  of  the  most 
stringent  propositions  of  the  committee,  if  I  could  without  it  appearing 
puerile  and  silly;  but  as  it  comes,  in  my  mind,  in  conflict  with  the 
national  government,  I  must  refrain  from  doing  so,  as  I  believe,  with 
many  others,  that  such  a  course  would  delay  the  object  we  all  wish  to 
attain.  But  if  Congress  does  not  grant  us  the  relief  required  by  prohib- 
iting the  Burlingame  treaty,  I  fear,  as  a  great  statesman  has  said  before 
me  on  another  subject,  some  future  bard  may  sing  of  California  in  this 
wise:        ^ 

"The  star  of  Hope  shone  brightest  in  the  west. 

The  star  of  Liberty  the  last  the  best. 

It,  too,  has  set  on  her  golden  shore, 
^     And  life,  hoi>e,  and  freedom  light  up  earth  no  more." 

Mr.  white.     I  move  the  previous  question.  • 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Ayers,  Freud,  Belcher,  and  Lampson. 

The  main  question  was  ordered.  ^ 

Thb  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  Mr.  Ayers. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  division,  by  a  vot«  of  47  ayes  to  30 
noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  now  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  as  amended. 

Adopted. 

The  chairman.  Are  there  any  further  amendments  to  section 
seven? 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman:  Is  an  amendment  to  the  part 
which  is  adopted  in  order  now? 

The  chairman.    Yes,  sir;  an  addition. 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.'Chairmau :  The  part  adopted  refers  to  an  Act 
of  Congress.  It  seems  to  me  that  whenever  we  legislate  here  we  should 
legislate  for  ourselves,  and  not  refer  to  the  legislation  of  another  govern- 
ment and  another  system  of  laws.  The  amendment  which  I  have  sent 
up  is  to  this  effect:  Strike  out  the  words  ''subject  to  the  penalties  and 
punishments  provided  in  the  law  of  Congress  against  the  importation  of 
African  slaves,"  and  insert  ''subject  to  such  penalties  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Legislature."  Now,  the  Act  of  Congress  provides  as  the 
punishment  for  that  offense  a  fine  not  exceeding  seven  thousand  dollars 
and  imprisonment  not  less  than  three  years  nor  more  than  seven  years. 
That  is  the  Act  of  Congress.  Something  might  be  said  about  that  pen- 
alty. It  is  said  that  coolieism  is  the  letting  of  labor  or  a  contract  by 
which  a  party  agrees  to  perform  services  for  a  certain  length  of  time.  If 
the  penalty  prescribed  is  imprisonment  at  hard  labor  for  not  less  than 
three  vears,  it  would  seem  a  pretty  severe  penalty,  and  the  penalty 
must  be  in  proportion  to  the  oflrense.  Now,  this  penalty  is  -the  penalty 
applied  for  stealing  men;  but  I  object  to  it  principally  because  it  is  a 
reference  to  the  laws  of  another  government,  another  system  of  statutes 
not  under  the  control  of  this  State,  either  its  Legislature  or  this  Conven- 
tion. This  law  may  be  changed  wholly.  Instead  of  having  this  pen- 
alty, it  might  be  repealed  by  Congress.  I  think  we  should  refer  here  to 
such  penalties  as  tne  Legislature  may  prescribe,  and  not  such  as  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  may  prescribe.  The  amendment,  I  think, 
should  be  adopted. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  the  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Strike  out  the  words  '  subject  to  the  penalties  and  punishments  pro- 
vided in  the  law  of  Congress  against  the  importation  of  African  slaves,' 
and  insert  the  words  '  subject  to  such  penalties  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  Legislature.' " 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  entirely  concur  in  the  views 
expressed  by  the  honorable  delegate  from  the  Third  Congessional  Dis- 
trict. I  think  we  should  do  our  own  legislation  and  impose  our  own 
penalties.  This  objection  struck  me  as  a  forcible  one  to  the  proposition 
of  the  gentleman  from  Sierra,  Mr.  Barry,  when  it  was  introduced,  but 
I  was  not  willing  to  oppose  it  then  or  suggest  any  change,  because  I  was 
fearful  that  in  the  similitude  of  amendments  the  main  proposition  might 
be  sacrificed  and  lost,  but  inasmuch  as  the  proposition  is  now  before  us 
and  has  been  adopted,  I  suggest  that  it  would  be  directly  in  the  line  of 
right  enactment  for  us  to  remove  that  one  objectionable  provision,  and 
leave  the  matter  entirely  to  State  action  and  State  control. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.    I  would  like  to  hear  section  seven,  as  adopted,  read. 

The  secretary  read : 

Skc.  7.  The  presence  of  foreigners  ineligible  to  become  citizens  of 
the  United  States  is  declared  herein  to  be  dangerous  to  the  well-being  of 
the  State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  discourage  their  immigration  by  all 
the  means  within  its  power.  Asiatic  coolieism  being  a  form  of  human 
slavery,  is  forever  prohibited  in  this  Stete,  and  all  contracts  for  coolie 
labor  are  null  and  void.  All  companies  or  corporations,  whether  formed 
in  this  country  or  any  foreign  country  for  the  importation  of  such  labor, 
shall  be  subject  to  such  penalties  as  the  Legislature  may  prescribe.  The 
Legislature  shall  delegate  all  necessary  power  to  the  incorporated  cities 
and  towns  of  this  State,  for  the  removal  of  Chinese  without  the  limits  of 
such  cities  and  towns,  or  their  location  within  prescribed  portions  of  those 
limits,  and  it  shall  also  provide  the  necessary  legislation  to  prohibit  the 
introduction  into  this  State  of  Chinese  after  the  adoption  of  this  Consti- 
tution.   This  section  shall  be  enforced  bv  appropriate  legislation. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  we  are  now  on  section 
eight. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  eight. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  8.  Public  officers  within  this  SUte  are  forbidden  to  employ 
Chinese  in  any  capacity  whatever.  Violation  of  this  provision  shall  be 
ground  for  removal  from  office ;  and  no  person  shall  oe'eligible  to  any 
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AFTERNOON  SESSION, 
asembled  at  two  o'clock  r.  u.    President  pro 
mm  present. 


'.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  re 
of  the  Whole,  Tor  the  purpose  ot  conaiderine  the 
ee  on  Military  Affaire. 

Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Preaidcnl;  I  move  to  amend 
x<rt  of  llie  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation 
1  that  lirst. 

:.  President:  With  respect  to  the  amendment  ol 
xia  Aneeles,  I  deaire  to  say  that  tbe  re[>art  stand) 
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Lob  Angelea.  I  think  tlio  gentleman  from  S.  . 
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me  and  taiatioo  Itefore  Ihe  holidays.  It  ia  now 
iug  we  have  lo  consider,  and  1  trust  we  will  take 

'.  President ;  I  have  an  amendment  to  the  amcnd- 
e  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taia- 
:ial  order,  lo  he  taken  up  immediately  after  the 
-t  on  military  albira.  I  make  that  motion, 
ion't  know  why  it  should  be  postponed  till  after 
imittce  on  MillUry  AfTairs  ia  disposed  of.  Our 
it  of  very  great  importance,  and  the  subject  of 
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be  inserted  in  the  (Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Section  eight,  of 
article  one,  provides  for  this  subject  in  prescribing  the  powers  of  Con- 
gress : 

"  To  provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  suppress  insurrections,  and  repel  invasions. 

"To  provide  for  organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  militia, 
and  for  governing  such  part  of  them  as  may  be  employed  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  reserving  to  the  States  respectiveljr  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  officers  and  the  authority  of  training  the  militia  according 
to  the  discipline  prescribed  bv  Congress." 

In  addition  to  that  I  find  in  article  two  a  declaration  that  a  well 
regulated  militia,  being  necessary  to  the  security  of  free  States,  the  right 
of  the  people  to  keep  and  bear  arms  shall  not  be  infringed.  Now,  we 
know  that  this  <][uestion  was  considered  a  very  important  one  in  the 
early  organization  of  the  government,  and  it  is  no  less  important  now 
than  it  was  then,  because  the  i)eople  had  their  choice  then  as  they  have 
now  between  a  well  organized  State  militia  in  the  several  States  and  a 
standing  army  maintained  by  the  central  government,  which,  under  our 
system  of  republican  institutions,  has  always  been  considered  an  enemy 
to  liberty,  and  when  the  people  had  their  choice  between  maintaining  a 
large  standing  army,  maintained  by  the  General  Government  as  the 
great  armies  of  Europe  are  maintained,  at  a  vast  cost  to  the  General  Gov- 
ernment and  to  the  people,  they  determined  upon  the  plan  which  now 
exists,  that  is  to  say,  to  provide  for  the  organization  and  equipment  of  a 
militia  force. 

The  question  as  to  the  relation  of  the  militia  to  the  General  Govern- 
ment has  been  deemed  of  sufficient  importance  to  receive  the  construc- 
tion and  iudicial  determination  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  relations  and  duties  of  the  General  Government  have 
been  determined  and  fixed,  not  merely  in  the  Constitution  and  by 
statute,  but  by  elaborate  decisions  of  the  Court  of  last  resort — the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

So  important  has  this  subject  been  considered,  that  at  every  session  of 
Congress  since  this  government  was  organized  there  have  been  appro- 
priations made  to  the  several  States  mr  arms  and  munitions  of  war. 
You  are  all  aware,  I  suppose,  that  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
the  only  office  required  to  be  maintained  in  any  State  is  the  office  and 
department  of  Aujutant-General  of  the  State.  He  is  the  only  person  in 
the  State  who,  by  the  operation  of  law,  is  required  to  make  communi- 
cations to  and  keep  in  correspondence  with  the  General  Government, 
Every  year  he  makes  up  a  roll  which  is  sent  to  Washington,  which 
shows  upon  its  face  the  number  of  able-bodied  citizens  between  the  ages 
of  eighteen  and  forty-five  vears  who  are  capable  of  bearing  arms.  That 
roll,  so  returned,  is  made  the  basis  upon  which  arms  and  munitions  of 
war  are  distributed  by  the  General  Government  to  the  several  States. 
Therefore,  under  our  duty  to  tlie  General  Govemnient,  the  obligations 
which  exist,  the  office  and  department  of  Adjutant-General  cannot  be 
abolished.  Now,  the  theory  of  all  this  is,  and  of  all  the  laws,  that  Con- 
gress shall  prescribe  the  general  rules  for  a  uniform  system  for  the 
State,  secure  the  enrollment  of  all  able-bodied  males,  etc.,  but  all  the 
details  and  all  the  management  of  the  troops  are  left  to  the  State,  and 
they  are  only  to  be  called  upon  when  it  mav  become  necessary  by  reason  of 
some  public  emergency.  This  power  of  calling  out  the  military  has 
been  very  seldom  exercised.  It  was  exercised  to  suppress  the  insurrec- 
tion in  Pennsylvania  in  seventeen  hundred  and  ninety-four.  It  was 
also  exercised  during  the  war  of  eighteen  hundred  and  twelve ;  the 
whole  of  the  latter  fight,  and,  indeed,  I  may  say  of  the  rebellion,  being 
conducted  by  the  militia  of  the  States.  Now,  down  to  the  time  of  the 
rebellion  the  militia  was  regarded  with  general  disgust.  It  was  consid- 
ered an  absurdity  for  a  man  to  belong  to  a  military  company.  He  was 
the  butt  of  everybody's  jokes,  and  the  object  of  public  contempt,  if 
nothing  more.  But  ever  since  the  rebellion,  in  all  the  States  or  this 
Union,  at  least  north  of  the  line  over  which  the  contending  parties  fought, 
as  much  attention  has  been  given  to  the  foundation  and  organization  and 
disciplining  of  militia  as  to  any  other  department  of  government. 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  State  of  New 
York.  In  that  State  they  have  an  organized  and  armed  militia  of 
nineteen  thousand  nine  hundred  and  ninety-one  men,  consisting  of 
eight  divisions,  with  ail  the  arms,  accouterments,  ammunition,  etc.  A 
great  deal  of  fault  has  been  found  at  the  extent  of  the  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  militia  in  this  State.  The  report  of  tne  Controller 
of  this  State,  which  has  been  laid  upon  the  desks  of  members,  shows 
what  has  been  done  in  this  regard.  I  may  here  remark  that  the  report 
of  the  committee  as  submitted,  and  which  has  been  read,  the  first  section 
of  which  we  are  considering,  consists  of  six  sections,  upon  which  this 
committee  has  agreed.  There  is  a  minority  report — I  don't  Know  that  it  can 
be  called  a  minority  report,  because  it  is  signed  by  a  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee— which  dififers  from  this  report  as  to  what  the  appropriation  shall 
be,  and  as  to  what  shall  be  the  limit  of  the  militia  force  of  the  State. 
It  is  proposed  in  that  report  that  the  Legislature  shall  be  limited  by  the 
Constitution,  and  that  the  entire  appropriation  for  any  one  year  shall 
not  exceed  twenty-five  thousand  dollars. 

Now,  sir,  I  desire  to  speak  to  the  whole  of  this  report;  and,  as  far  as 
my  judgment  goes,  if  it  is  worth  anything  this  limitation  should  not  be 
put  upon  the  Legislature,  either  as  to  the  extent  of  the  appropriations 
which  may  be  made  for  the  support  of  the  militia,  or  as  to  the  number 
of  the  force.  And  we  shall  see,  b^  looking  briefly  at  what  the  other 
States  have  done,  how  little  necessity  there  is  for  putting  into  the  Con- 
stitution such  a  provision  as  this.  Now,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  the 
State  supplies  armories,  arms,  transportation,  and  supplies,  and  pays  for 
all  services  rendered.  The  members  of  the  National  Guard  are  exempt 
from  jury  duty.  Now,  in  that  State,  during  the  year  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy-seven,  the  appropriation  for  the  support  of  the  National 
Guard  was  seven  hundred  and  forty-five  thousand  three  hundred  and 
forty-six  dollars  and  thirty-three  cents.  This  was  something  like  two 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  above  the  previous  appropriations,  but 


it  was  made  necessary,  owing  to  the  so  called  labor  riots.  And  while 
commenting  upon  this  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  this  fact:  that  while  in 
the  State  of  New  York  where  these  labor  riots — or  whatever  they  were 
called — burst  upon  that  city,  as  they  did  in  Pennsylvania,  the  State  of 
New  York  was  in  such  a  condition,  and  had  such  a  force  of  men,  that  it 
only  expended  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  in  putting  down 
the  riots  which  threatened  the  destruction  of  an  immense  amount  of 
property,  and  if  it  had  succeeded  would  have  cut  off  communication 
between  the  great  grain  growing  regions  of  the  West  and  the  State  of 
New  Yorft.  At  an  expense  of  two  hundred  and  fitly  thousand  dollars 
they  put  a  prompt  end  to  it  so  that  no  property  was  destroyed  and  no 
lives. 

Now,  in  the  State  of  Penns^ivania,  where  the^  had  no  such  system, 
where  they  relied  upon  mere  volunteer  companies,  we  all  know  what 
destruction  there  was  upon  the  great  railroads  which  cost  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania  not  less  than  fifteen  million  dollars  inside  of  forty-eight 
hours.  This  shows  the  difierenee  between  the  two  systems.  No  lives 
or  property  were  destroyed  in  New  York,  while  the  destruction  of  life 
ana  property  in  Pennsylvania  was  terrible. 

In  the  State  of  Massachusetts — and  I  remember  hearing  a  good  Irish 
friend  of  mine  in  San  Francisco  say,  ^hen  his  son  asked  how  ne  should 
vote,  watch  Massachusetts  vote,  and  vote  that  way.  Now  look  at  that 
State.  That  State  maintains  a  force  of  thirty-six  thousand  and  eighty. 
The  State  furnishes  armories,  arms,  drill  grounds,  and  target  ranges.  It 
exempts  the  members  from  jury  duty  afler  nine  years  of  service.  The 
expense  for  supporting  these  amounts  to  four  hundred  and  fifty-four 
thousand  two  hundred  and  seventy-four  dollars  and  sixty-seven  cents. 
In  addition  to  that  the  State  receives  from  the  United  States  for  arras, 
six  thousand  two  hundred  and  thirty-seven  dollars  and  twenty-one  cents. 

Even  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey  they  have  a  force  of  forty -eight  com- 
panies, or  about  three  thousand  five  hundred  men.  The  State  furnishes 
armories,  arms,  transportation,  etc,  at  an  expense  of  seventy  thousand 
dollars  per  annum.  Then  they  receive  from  the  United  States  four 
thousand  dollars,  and  the  members  of  organized  militia  companies  are 
exempt  from  jury  duty. 

The  State  of  Connecticut  has  a  force  of  two  thousand  two  hundred 
and  ninety-three  men.  The  State  furnishes  armories,  arms,  etc.,  and 
pays  two  dollars  per  day  to  each  member  of  a  company  for  seven  days 
services  in  each  year. 

In  the  State  of  Maine  they  have  a  force  of  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-three  men.  They  furnish  armories,  etc.,  have  one  armory,  and 
one  regiment  of  cadets.  Even  for  that  small  force  of  only  eight  hundred 
men  the  State  pays  thirty-five  thousand  dollars  per  annum. 

In  Vermont  the  State  furnishes  the  armories,  arms,  etc.,  and  pays  two 
dollars  a  day  to  each  member  for  five  days  services  in  each  year;  encour- 
ages target  practice,  makes  appropriations  fur  it,  furnishes  all  the  money 
for  that  purpose,  which  is  done  in  every  State,  I  believe,  except  California. 
And,  sir,  wnile  we  are  poking  fun  at  the  militia,  I  regard  this  matter 
with  considerable  State  pride;  and,  notwithstanding  the  poor  encour- 
agement that  has  been  given  the  marksmen  of  this  State,  have  won  the 
admiration  of  every  State  in  this  Union,  and  of  every  government  in 
the  world.  The  California  marksmen  have  been  taken  from  among  the 
clerks,  and  shop  boys,  and  those  young  men  of  San  Francisco  and  else- 
where, who  have  been  made  the  butt  of  laughter  and  sneers  of  so  many 
men.  These  marksmen  have  been  taken  out  of  stores,  and  blacksmitk 
shops,  and  various  other  callings,  and  I  say  they  should  be  encouraged 
and  not  sneered  at. 

Now,  sir,  take  the  State  of  Rhode  Island^ven  that  little  handful  of 
dirt,  Khode  Island — and  she  has  a  force  of  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
men.  They  have  arms,  armories,  etc.,  furnished  them,  ana  a  muster  of 
the  troops  is  had  every  year,  and  each  officer  and  private  is  furnished 
with  transportation  and  one  dollar  and  a  half  per  day.  The  State 
receives  two  thousand  dollars  a  year  from  the  General  Government,  and 
the  rest  is  raised  by  a  general  tax. 

Now,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  where,  I  say,  they  had  no  such 
organization  as  in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  no  appropriations  worth 
s{)eaking  of  were  made — no  encouragement  was  given — the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania was  forced  to  expend,  in  addition  to  the  enormous  loss  of  prop- 
erty that  was  destroyed,  to  keep  together  the  independent  military 
companies  of  the  State,  the  sdm  of  seven  hundred  and  ten  thousand 
dollars  for  that  one  occasion  alone. 

In  Ohio  they  have  reorganized  the  militia,  and  they  now  have  an 
efi'ectual  militia.  The  State  furnishes  arms,  armories,  etc.,  pays  the 
members  for  services  during  a  certain  number  of  days,  exempts  them 
from  jury  duty,  and  also  from  the  road  tax. 

In  Nevada  there  is  a  force  of  five  hundred  men ;  the  State  furnishes 
arms,  armories,  etc.,  and  allows  five  hundred  dollars  to  each  company. 

Kentucky  has  recently  commenced  to  organize  her  militia,  and  an 
annual  tax  has  been  levied  which  will  place  them  on  a  good  footing. 
The  State  furnishes  arms,  armories,  etc. 

Texas,  of  course,  is  an  exception,  because  the  militia  are  always  liable 
to  be  called  upon  at  a  moment's  notice.  The  State  appropriates,!  think, 
about  six  hundred  and  twenty-nine  thousand  dollars  a  year. 

In  Louisiana  they  have  a  total  force  of  two  thousand  nine  hundred 
and  seventy  men.  The  State  furnishes  arms,  armories,  etc.,  and  annual 
appropriations  are  made. 

In  Florida  they  have  a  very  creditable  organization,  and  they  appro- 
priate about  thirtv  thousand  dollars  a  year. 

Many  of  the  otKer  States  I  could  name  would  make  an  equally  good 
showing.  Now,  in  the  State  of  California  you  will  see  how  meager, 
how  utterly  inadequate  the  means  will  be  if  this  constitutional  provision 
which  is  proposed  here  should  be  adopted.  It  is  proposed  to  put  a  limit 
in  the  Constitution  ^  as  to  leave  no  discretion  to  the  Legislature  at  all, 
either  as  to  the  number  of  men  or  as  to  the  amount  of  the  appropriation. 
Now,  sir,  in  view  of  what  the  other  States  have  done,  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  very  unwise,  upon  the  principle  of  economy,  so  called,  for  this 
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ronvention  to  take  such  a  coarse  as  that.  In  California  we  have  a  total 
force  of  two  thousand  seven  hundred  men.  The  appropriation  amounts 
to  forty-five  thousand  two  hundred  and  sixtv-four  aollars  a  year.  And 
instead  of  the  State,  as  in  these  other  cases  that  I  have  mentioned,  fur- 
nishing arms,  armories,  etc.,  the  companies  themselves  have  to  furnish 
them  out  of  the  allowance.  The  allowance  for  target  practice  amounts 
to  about  two  days'  pay  for  a  policeman,  and  they  save  to  the  people  of 
the  large  cities  an  enormous  expense  in  the  matter  of  a  large  police 
force,  for  a  well  organized  militia  stands  ready  at  all  times,  at  a  moment's 
notice,  to  come  to  the  rescue  when  property  is  in  danger.  Now,  how 
paltry  this  appropriation  seems  when  we  come  to  compare  it  with  the 
appropriations  made  by  the  other  States.  How  little  and  trifling  the 
sum  seems  for  the  ^vemment  to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  an  institu- 
tion for  the  protection  of  life  and  property,  in  case  of  riot  and  conflagra- 
tion. Why,  sir,  the  army  of  Germany  costs  two  hundred  and  sixty- 
eight  dollars  and  seventy-five  cents  per  man  ,*  Rusdia,  two  hundred  and 
eleven  dollars;  Italy,  two  hundred  and  twenty-four  dollars;  France, 
two  hundred  and  seventy-nine  dollars;  and  England,  four  hundred  and 
seventy-eight  dollars.  Now,  what  a  vast  diflerenoe  there  is  between  the 
expensive  system  adopted  by  the  nations  of  Europe  and  that  adopted  by 
this  country. 

As  I  said,  sir,  the  report  of  the  committee  embracing  these  six  sec- 
tions embodies  the  views  of  the  militia  of  this  State,  and  are  based  on 
provisions  of  other  State  Constitutions.  We  have  considered  the  best 
interests  of  the  State;  and,  while  some  complaint  has  been  made  that  a 
large  portion  of  these  appropriations  go  to  San  Francisco,  I  say  it  is  not 
improper  or  unjust  that  so  much  of  the  militia  force  should  be  located 
in  San  Francisco,  for  there  is  where  there  is  the  greatest  necessity.  And 
I  say  now,  to  the  gentlemen  of  this  Convention,  that  any  attempt  to 
reduce  the  appropriation  by  constitutional  provisions,  will  be  an  act  of 
extreme  unwisdom,  which  would  have  an  encouraging  influence  upon 
disorderly  persons  in  San  Francisco.  I  know  that  gentlemen  outside  of 
that  city — gentlemen  connected  with  the  agricultural  interests  of  the 
Stale — look  upon  this  matter  of  spending  forty-five  thousand  dollars  a 
year  for  the  support  of  this  establishment  as  a  thfng  which  is  unneces- 
sary. They  hear  the  subject  discussed  to  a  considerable  extent,  and 
they  think  they  understand  it,  but  I  think  they  will  see  the  propriety  of 
leaving  this  matter  of  the  amount  of  money  to  be  expended  and  tne  num- 
ber of  the  force  to  the  Legislature.  Why,  sir,  every  farmer  on  this  floor 
knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  last  year  the  militia  saved  the  City  of  San 
Francisco  from  riot  and  fire,  w^hich  might  have  cost  the  city  one  hun- 
dred million  dollars  in  property.  We  all  know  that  there  is  a  large 
class  of  persons  there  who  feel — I  doubt  not  with  considerable  justice — 
that  the  presence  of  the  Chinese  is  sufficient  cause  for  tliem  to  bring 
about  a  public  disturbance.  We  know  the  public  mind  is  greatly  agi- 
tated upon  this  subject,  and  I  cannot  but  regard  the  putting  of  such  a 
restriction  as  this  in  the  Constitution  as  an  act  of  extreme  unwisdom. 

Who  is  objecting?  Who  is  protesting  against  it?  Why,  sir,  the  peo- 
ple of  San  Francisco,  who  pay  a  large  portion  of  the  taxes  of  this  State, 
are  not  protesting  against  it.  I  have  not  heard  a  single  man  from  that 
city  object  to  it.  On  the  contrary,  if  petitions  were  of  any  use,  if  it  was 
necessary,  I  could  bring  the  unanimous  voice  of  the  property  holders, 
men  who  have  the  interest  of  that  city  at  heart,  in  favor  of  the  position 
I  have  taken — not  merely  rich  men,  but  poor  men ;  not  merely  the  men 
of  large  means,  but  those  of  small  means:  men  who  have  their  little 
homesteads;  those  families  who  feel  that  they  cannot  afibrd  to  sufl'er 
from  riot,  or  conflagration,  or  disturbance  of  any  character.  We  cannot 
aflford  to  wipe  out  the  militia  system  and  leave  pro^)erty  and  life  at  the 
mercy  of  the  mob.  I  submit  that  such  a  course  is  both  unwise  and 
indiitcreet.  This  is  a  matter  we  can  safely  leave  to  the  Legislature.  It 
ought  to  be  left  to  the  Legislature.  Why  should  we  limit  it  for  ten 
years?  Is  there  any  sentleman  on  this  floor  who  can  look  forward  ten 
years  and  say  what  tne  United  States  are  going  to  do?  I  must  say  I 
cannot.  I  do  not  know  what  may  be  the  result  of  a  year,  or  a  day,  or  a 
night.  If  the  necessity  should  arise  for  legislative  action,  the  Legisla- 
ture ought  to  have  the  power  to  control  this  matter. 

Now,  I  had  intended  running  over,  to  some  extent,  the  authorities  on 
this  subject,  and  quoting  the  views  of  some  of  the  best  military  men  of 
our  own  country  who  have  given  this  subject  attention,  but  I  have  not 
time  now  to  do  iL  I  simply  ask  that  the  report  of  the  committee  be 
adopted,  and  that  this  Convention  will  not  decide  to  put  in  the  limita- 
tions contained  in  the  minority  report. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.    I  rise  to  a  point  of  order — the  majority  report. 

Me.  BARNES.  I  have  said  so  several  times.  As  I  said  in  tne  begin- 
ning, a  majority  of  the  committee  saw  fit  to  sign  the  adverse  rejKJrt, 
urging  that  the  powers  of  the  Legislature  shafl  be  restricted  to  giving 
ten  companies  support,  not  to  exceed  twenty-five  thousand  dollars  a 
year.  I  know  my  voung  friend  challenged  my  admiration  when,  on 
signing  that  report,  he  said  he  could  take  one  thousand  men  and  march 
from  Siskiyou  to  San  Biego  (if  noboily  opposed  him).  It  is  simply  a 
({uestion  of  judgment,  that  is  all.  We  have  a  very  economical  system 
in  this  State,  when  we  come  to  compare  the  appropriations  made  by  this 
State  with  those  of  other  States.  Notwithstanding  that  we  have  an 
organized  force  of  militia  in  this  State  equal  to  that  of  any  State  in  the 
Union,  as  far  as  efficiency  is  concerned,  and  it  is  superior  to  many.  I 
ask  that  this  article  may  be  adopted,  without  speaking  to  it  section  by 
section,  because  I  have  read  over  legislative  extracts  from  other  States 
bearing  upon  the  whole  question.  I  say  that  the  Constitution  is 
noplace  to  fix  the  amount  of  the  appropriation;  that  should  be  left 
entirely  to  the  Legislature,  so  that  when  occasions  and  exigencies 
demand  it,  they  can  act  untrammeled  by  any  constitutional  limitation. 
They  can  reduce  the  amount  if  they  see  fit,  or  they  can  increase  it  if 
the  exigencies  demand  an  increase.  I  believe  the  present  militia  force 
is  absolutely  necessary  for  the  safety  and  protection  of  the  City  of  San 
Francisco,  and  men  outside  have  no  reason  to  complain,  for  they  are 
almost  as  much  interested  in  the  prosperity  of  that  city  as  the  residents 


themselves.  No  part  of  the  State  can  strike  a  blow  at  San  Francisco 
without  injuring  every  other  part  of  the  State.  San  Francisco  desires 
that  the  militia  shall  at  least  be  maintained  at  its  present  standard,  and 
San  Francisco  pays  a  large  portion  of  the  taxes  of  this  State. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    MOFFAT. 

Mr.  MOFFAT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  ten  companies  are  all  that 
this  State  requires.  What  is  the  use  of  all  this  militia?  Under  the 
present  system  we  have  forty  companies,  which  would  make  four  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  men.  What  is  the  use  of  all  this  militia?  What  is 
the  use  of  supporting  it?  It  is  taxing  the  people  for  nothing.  Now  niv 
opinion  is,  that  we  reduce  the  number  down  to  ten  companies.  That  h 
all  the  State  requires  in  my  opinion.  That  would  give  six  huiulied 
men  in  San  Francisc**.  I  believe  that  is  all  that  is  required  to  perform 
all  the  police  regulations  of  that  city,  and  all  that  the  pcofile  demand. 
I  believe  that  an  appropriation  of  twenty-one  thousand  dollars  a  yoar 
is  sufficient  to  pay  that  number  of  men  fairly  for  their  w^ork,  and  k<ep 
their  arms  in  good  repair.  Now,  in  San  Francisco,  I  know  of  my  own 
knowledge,  that  there  is  many  a  man  in  San  Francisco  who  is  perform- 
ing military  duty  that  is  doing  himself  and  his  family  an  injury,  and 
appropriating  money  for  these  companies  which  his  family  should' have. 
I  know  that  to  be  a  fact.  Any  amount  of  them.  They  are  so  infatuated 
that  they  go  down  in  their  pockets  and  always  leave  their  families. 
I  believe  we  ought  to  reduce  it  down  to  twenty-five  thousand  dollars  a 
year — cut  the  whole  thing  down  as  the  committee  have  marked  it  out, 
to  about  two  hundred  men,  and  reduce  the  appropriation  down  to 
twenty-five  thousand  dollars,  and  cut  down  the  Adjutant-General  to 
two  thousand  dollars  a  year.  I  don't  see  any  use  of  taxing  the  people. 
I  believe  the  proposition  in  the  report  of  the  committee  is  right.  1 
understand  that  the  Adjutant-General's  salary  is  four  thousand  dollars. 
That  makes  an  expense  in  that  office  of  seven  thousand  dollars.  That 
is  more  than  manv  a  man  with  fiflv  thousand  dollars  invested  in  a  farm 
can  make.  There  is  too  much  time  and  money  spent  on  military 
aflairs.  I  believe  it  ought  to  be  put  in  the  Constitution  so  as  to  pro- 
hibit the  Legislature  from  spending  so  much  money.  Put  it  in  the 
Constitution,  and  that  settles  the  thing  for  ten  years,  and  that  will  be 
the  end  of  it.  Twenty-five  thousand  dollars  is  enough,  and  no  member 
of  the  committee  was  in  favor  of  cutting  it  down  below  that  amount. 
Every  man  subject  to  military  duty  is  taxed  six  bits.  My  friend 
Stedman  is  full  of  statistics,  and  he  will  give  you  this  part  of  it.  Let 
us  take  this  thing  away  from  the  Legislature,  and  that  is  all  that  the 
people  are  willing  to  pay  for. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  ofl*er  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Add  to  section  one:  *  Officers  of  the  militia  shall  be  elected  or 
appointed  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature  shall  from  time  to  time 
direct,,and  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor.  The  Governor  shall 
have  power  to  call  forth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  State,  to 
suppress  insurrections  and  rei>el  invasions.'  " 

Mr.  BARNES.  The  same  matter  is  en^bodied  in  sections  two,  throe, 
and  four  of  this  article. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  section  one. 

SPEECH    OF   MR.    CAMPBF.LL. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  My  object  in  ofTeriug  this  amend- 
meni  is  to  place  the  Constitution  on  the  same  footing,  in  tne  same  lan- 
guage precisely,  as  the  Constitutioij  has  heretofore  stood.  And  if  tliia 
amendment  is  passed  I  shall  then  ask  the  house  to  strikeout  all  tho 
remaining  sections,  and  that  will  leave  the  Constitution  just  as  it  is 
to-day.  Now,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to  this  tinkering  with  every  section 
and  every  article  of  the  Constitution.  There  are  instances  where  we 
are  called  upon  to  legislate — all  that  class  of  cases  where  there  are  plaiu 
and  acknowledged  defects  in  the  present  Constitution.  But  as  far  as 
other  portions  of  the  Constitution  are  concerned — those  which  are  not 
connected  with  coqwrations,  Chinese,  taxation,  etc.,  1  am  in  favor  of 
leaving  them  as  they  are  as  far  as  possible.  In  those  cases  there  are 
exceptions,  because  it  is  plain  that  something  should  be  done  in  order  to 
correct  existing  evils. 

Now,  this  is  a  subject  where  the  Legislature  is  not  liable  to  do  any- 
thing improper,  and  this  is  a  matter  that  may  safely  be  left  to  legit^Ia- 
tive  discretion,  so  that  they  may  regulate  the  matter  according  to  t)ie 
exigencies  and  circumstances  of  the  case.    So  far  as  I  know  there  is  no 

feneral  public  complaint  in  regard  to  this  portion  of  the  Constitution, 
'rom  the  observations  I  have  made  I  have  found  the  opinion  universally 
expressed  that  it  is  unwise  for  this  Convention  Co  attempt  to  tinker  with 
and  change  every  section  in  the  Constitution;  to  subject  every  part  of  it 
to  change  and  alteration.  And  further,  that  it  is  unwise  and  unreasona- 
ble for  us  to  assume  that  we  know  everything,  and  that  the  LegislatJires 
which  are  to  assemble  hereafter  will  know  nothing.  It  is  wrong  for  us 
to  tie  up  the  hands  of  the  Legislature  for  ten  years  upon  a  subjtct  that 
ought  to  be  elastic,  and  about  which  there  is  no  general  complaint. 
Now,  here  we  are  on  the  seventy-sixth  day  of  the  session.  If  we  go  on 
with  amendment  after  amendment  amending  everything  in  this  Con- 
stitution, we  shall  not  get  through  in  time  to  enable  the  i>eople  to  know 
what  they  are  voting  on.  This  Constitution  has  to  be  submitted  to  t)ic 
people  in  May  next,  and  we  have  been  now  nearly  three  months 
engaged  here  and  have  only  finished  three  or  four  articles.  Now, 
except  whenever  public  experience  and  observation  show  that  a  radical 
change  is  required,  let  us  a<ihore  to  the  old  C<3nstitution.  Let  us  leave 
something  to  legislative  discretion.  So  far  as  I  know  there  has  been  no 
complaint  in  this  State  in  regard  to  this  particular  article  in  the  Consti- 
tution. Why  not  leave  it  as  it  is?  Why  tinker  with  it,  and  spend  day 
after  dav  in  debating  upon  a  proposition  which,  if  the  people  should 
adopt,  they  might  regret  within  twenty-four  hours  after  its  adoption  ?  I 
hope,  sir,  as  far  as  possible,  we  will  adhere  to  the  old  Constitution,  and 
it  IS  for  this  purpose  that  I  have  oflered  this  amendment.    There  is  no 
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a  gatiafied,  u  ragarda  I 


9  portion  of  tbe  Cod- 


in  of  the  Convention  lo  the  fact  tha 
the  Bame  us  section  one  of  the  existing  Conititu 
of  the  amendment  proposed  hy  the  geQtlemai 


a  wh^  are  70U  tinkering  the  old  ConstitutioD  T 
[  am  not  tinkering  it  at  all.    I  am  adopting  the 
istitutioD  precisely.    This  amendment  makes  it 

other  sections  have  not  been  read. 
'Ho,  sir,  because  section  one  is  the  section  under 
le  to  add  seetiona  two  and  three  of  the  old  Con- 
,he  language  identical,  and  it  will  be  there  all  in 

n't  deny  that  at  all. 

ear  the  same  lecture  here  that  we  have  heard 
hat  it  is  improper  lo  correct  anything  in  the  old 
re  to  be  right  in  the  eyes  of  some  gentlemen.    I 

correct  every  part  of  it  us  wo  go  along,  when- 
con  make  any  improvement  in  it.     I  insist  upoi 

in  the  State  generally  that  there  ia  a  great  dea 


r  that  character,  I  think  that 
sholesale."  Jury  duty  has  got  down,  Mr.  Chair- 
link  it  should  not  be  done.     I  hope  we  will  cor- 
re  find  we  can  make  an  improvement.     We  are 
«e,  and  we  can  settle  it  here  ourselves  as  well  as 

e  Slate,  and  1  hope  we  will  do  ourtiuty. 

i^hairman  :  1  believe,air,  Ihatl  am  in  favor  of  the 
>j  the. gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Campbell. 
:er  ia  concerned,  it  does  appear  Ui  me  that  it  does 
eal,  and  I  believe  tbe  old  Constitution  will  give 
9  anything  wo  will  be  likely  to  putinita  place. 

change  will  amount  to  a  great  deal  either  way. 
serious  objoctiona  lo  determining  the  amount  to 

military  comiMmieS  of  this  Slate,  hut  t  do  not 
mportance  to  bother  with  it,  especially  when  the 
.ime  reduce  the  amount  for  that  purpose  ;  and  if 
c  demand  for  auch  a  reduction  they  will  do  it, 
iew  of  the  subject,  though  I  am  in  lavor  of  low 
1  favor  of  the  amendment.  But  there  may  be 
s  tliere  have  been  in  almoat  every  State,  when 
le  Lei^alalure  to  have  this  power.  I  hope  we 
speeddy,  and  I  think  the  beat  solution  of  it  ie 
^ntleman  from  Alameda,  Judge  Campbell. 
Mr.  Chairman :  An  amendment  lo  the  amend- 


lent,  'but  no  appropriation  for  the  support  of  the 
B  year  exceed  tlio  sum  of  twenty-five  thousand 
of  war,  insurrection,  riot,  or  invasion,  when  tbe 

rbe  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 


r.  Chairman:  I  waa  not  aware  that  Ibis  report 
ly.  I  expected  to  be  prepared  fully  upon  thia 
ood  that  the  legislative  article  was  coming  up, 
repared  to  discuss  this  article.  I  do  not  desire  lo 
lent  Ufion  this  question,  but  I  wish  merely  lo 
i  committee  to  the  report  which  has  been  received 
nswer  to  a  resolution  by  this  Convention.  Wbat 
>all  your  attention  lo  is  the  figures.  If  members 
they  will  find  that  the  appropriations  under  the 
--  -J)  be  fearful.    In  fact,  sir,  if  we  ' ■  -'--- 


ie  militia  of  thia  Btjkte  than  tbe  totarcost  of  the 
id  the  figures  of  that  report  to  show  tbe  oost  of 
N  For  the  year  ending  June  thirtieth,  eighteen 
it  cost  the  sum  of  six  uioueand  and  eighty-four 
ents;  for  the  same  period  ending  June  thirtieth, 
fly-seven,  four  thousand  six  hundred  and  ninety 
cents;   eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-eight,  six 

and  sixty-three  dollars  and  seventy-seven  cents ; 

fitly-nine,  four  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
id  fifty  cents;  eighteen  hundred        -     -    ' 


uety-six  doll  are  and  eighty-six 
ixly-one,  fonr  thousand  five  hundred  ant 
y-five  cents;  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty. 


id  fifty- 


ity-eight  cents,  which  also  included  deficiencies 
jng  lo  over  six  thousand  dollars;  eighlren  tiun- 
se  hundred  and  forty-one  thousand  nine  hundred 
lixty-eight  cenla;  eigbleen  hundred  and  sixty- 
id  three  hundred  sixty-two  dollars  and  seventy- 
Ired  and  slzty-iix,  forty  thousand  and  fifty-eight 


dollars  and  thirty-nine  cents;  eighteen  I 
hundred  thonsand  four  hundred  and  aizi 
centa;  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-eigh 
hundred  and  twenty-nine  dollars  and  foui 
and  aixty-uine,  fifty-two  thousnnri  four  h 
and  fiay-fivc  centa;  eighteen  hundred  ai 
sand  eight  hundred  and  ninety -eight  dolli 
hundred  and  aeventy-one,  thirtr-seven  1 
twenty-seven  dollars  and  twenty-four  a 
seventy-two,  forty-nine  thousand  nine  hui 
seventeen  cents;  eiRht«en  hundred  and  se 
sand  one  hundred  and  six  dollars  and  ai 

dollars  and  eighty-live  cents ;  eighteen  hui 
eight  thousand  four  hundred  and  sixty-f 
eighteen  hundred  andaevenly-aix,thirty-n 

ninety-eight  thousand  one  hundred  and 
three  cents ;  eighteen  hundred  and  sevent 
seventy  hundred  and  seventy-two  doll  an 
hundred  and  aerenty-nine,  iSrty-one  thou 
teen  dollars;  eighteen  hundred  and  eig 
hundred  and  fourteen  dollars;  making  a  I 
dred  and  twenty  thousand  two  hundred 
seventy-eight  cents. 

I  don't  know  how  these  deficiencies  can 
that  matter.  But  I  know  there  lias  been 
What  should  cause  this  increase  is  more  I 
need  that  it  should  be  increased.  Why  w 
hundred  and  seventy-nine  and  eighty  the 
hundred  and  two  thousand  eight  hundred 
the  two  years — fiflv-oiie  thousand  four  hu 
year.  What  for?  'l  ask  the  gentleman  fn 
what  it  WIS  for,  this  fiftv-one  thousand  do 

Ma.  BAHKE9.  For^he  purposes  of  tl 
1  did  not  keep  the  accounts  of  the  Slate, 
expended  for.  and  what  is  more,  I  don't  a 
.  Ha.  STEDMAN.  What  benefit  has  1 
expenditure  of  this  vast  amount  of  mone} 
six  thousand  dollarawas  appropriated  fo 
while  stationed  at  San  Francisco,  when  th 
a  riot  I  was  there  in  Ssn  Francisco— I  h 
yean—almost  all  my  life,  and  I  was  th 
that  time,  and  I  saw  no  need  of  the  militia 
hundred  thousand  people  of  San  Francie 
was  no  riot.  Then  what  ia  this  money  ap 
want  to  draw  money  out  of  the  State  trvat 

Mr.  President,  I  regard  this  in  a  great  1 
ture.  I  am  radical  enough  to  say  that  I  v 
the  militia.  At  times  they  are  a  necesaai 
like  a  great  many  other  evils  we  have.  / 
be  useful— I  don't  know  whether  they  wo 
the  civil  war  was  raeing,  it  was  not  the  1 
sir,  when  the  war  broke  out,  they  threw  t 
country.     I  say,  sir,  that  the  Seventh  Regi 


0  the  w 


e  late 


Mr.  BARNES.  Let  me  ask  you  a  quee 
Ban  Francisco  when  the  news  came  of  the 

Mb.  STEDMAH.    Yes,  sir;  I  know  all . 

Ha.  BARNES.  Does  the  gentleman 
regiment  that  reached  Washington  aRer 
that  city,  was  tbo  Sixth  and  Seventh  Rt 

intlo  go 


niliti 
fa.  STEDMAN. 


Regiment, 

not  the  om 

dings. 


nthew 


!  that  first  started.    I  did  n 


Now  Isay,ifthereiBnot9omereStrictio 
restricting  them  from  appropriating  vast  s 
day  that  it  will  cost  more  to  maintain  th 
does  the  civil  service  of  the  State.  I  think 
a  clause  as  this  ouEht  to  be  put  in  the  Cons 
demand  it.  I  shall  vote  lo  put  it  in  thei 
will  adopt  thia  amendment  of  the  genllei 

Ma.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman ;  I 
State  for  the  last  twenty-eight  years,  and 
have  lived  in  San  Francisco,  and  1  ha> 
derived  from  the  militia.  In  eighteen  hui 
Vigilance  Committee  look  charge  of  .th< 
militia  waa  called  out  and  one  hundred  a 
call.  My  friend  Barnes  knows  that  to  b 
was  required  they  were  not  there. 

Mr.  IIARNES.     Not  where? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Not  ready  to  take 
the  Bute  fn>m  invaaiou.  Now,  !  am  entii 
organized  the  second  company  that  was  ev 
what  was  the  result  T  Why,  they  were  of  1 
[Laughter.]     They  were  the  beat  compi 
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the  cit}'.  Wiicn  the  militia  were  caJloH  out  the  jvople  of  Snn  Francisco 
had  no  couHdence  iu  them  whatever,  bccfiuae  Ibry  were  all  lotkeil  up  in 
Lhe  f^uiorie^,  and  so  thev  ordered  out  (ho  citizena  with  eluba  Oifld  pistola. 
This  was  calltd  the  Plelthandle  Brigade.  Now,  sir,  that  is  llic  fact  that 
tho  people  of  this  Btato  hnv«  got  no  confidence  in  the  militia.  How,  Tor 
1  Tel*  dajs,  as  1  said,  thej-  were  compelled  to  remain  at  the  arniories. 
It  cost  the  SUte  for  that  service  Sve  thousand  two  hundred  anrl  two 
Jollars.  That  large  amount  of  money  was  taken  out  of  the  treaaurj  for 
nothing.  I  had  a  conversation  with  one  of  the  captains  of  one  of  the 
Dumpaniea  who  occupied  the  armory  on  Montgomery  street.  He  said 
lit  taej  wanted  was  an  opportunity  to  fire  into  nome  of  these  working- 
men.  Now,  if  that  had  occurred  there,  if  there  had  been  a  single  shot 
Bred  there  by  one  of  the  militia,  the  whole  city  would  have  been  in 
Sames.  Every  otKccr  of  the  city,  and  his  residence,  was  known,  and 
Ihey  would  have  BuQercd  for  it,  Ad  a  few  dozen  of  them  would  have 
been  killed  maybe.  But  they  were  locked  up  in  the  armories.  Never 
ine  of  them  was  seen  on  the  atreeteon  that  occasion.  You  all  know  that 
to  be  a  fact.     [Laughter.) 

How  did  they  have  any  (endeucy  to  quell  the  mob?  There  never 
iva«  any  mob.  I  have  lived  there  for  twenty-eight  years  and  1  never 
Hw  any  signs  of  a  mob.  I  never  saw  n  city  in  Letter  condition  than 
?an  Francisco  has. been  in  since  the  Workingnien's  party  has  been  in 
■xiatenco.  Never  in  my  life.  It  was  never  in  danger.  The  only  way 
fou  could  have  got  up  a  liot  there  was  to  get  two  or  three  of  the  militia 
A  ahoot  some  of  the  workinginen.  I  never  saw  any  benefit  they  could 
5e  to  the  Slate,  except  to  cause  a  riot.  It  is  of  no  benefit  whatever.  The 
noney  appro|irialcd  for  the  militia  at  that  time  was  a  perfect  waste,  and 
w»a  of  no  use  in  the  world.    Some  of  these  big  vultures,  I  don't  care  to 

IS  about  tbe  extent  of  their  usefulness.  [Laughter.]  They  are  used 
Tor  political  purposes,  and  nothing  else.  They  are  of  no  benefit  In  the 
State  whatever;  and  if  there  is  t«  be  any  appropriation  at  all,  I  would 
limit  it  down  to  five  thousand  a  year.  1  hope,  sir,  that  this  section  one 
will  be  stricken  out  altogether. 

Ma.  HILBORN.  Mr.  Chairman;  I  wish  lo  occupy  one  moment.  1 
kanw  something  of  this  extra  appropriation  of  five  thousand  dollars 
alluded  to  by  the  gentleman,  and  1  will  say  that  wo  paid  this  per  diem 


nell  and  bis  friends. 

Ua.  O'DONXELL.  There  was  never  any  intention  whatever  lo 
interfere  with  the  arms  of  this  State.  There  was  not  the  least  danger  in 
the  world,  and  you  all  know  that  to  be  a  fact. 

U«.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  not  say  a  word  on  this 
question  were  it  not  for  a  remark  made  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Afiaira.  lie  said,  I  believe,  in  bis  speech,  that  the 
farmers  werj  opiiosed  to  voting  a  sufficient  amount  of  money  to  support 
the  militia  of  the  Stale. 

Ma.  BARNES.  I  did  not  mean  to  say  that  exactly.  I  said  it  was  the 
eipreasion  in  the  committee  that  there  was  a  sentiment  among  theagri- 
cultural  portions  of  tbe  Slate  to  tbatelTect,  and  that  I  did  not  see  why 
such  a  feeling  should  exist  because  they  were  all  deeply  interested  in 
the  welfare  oT  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  STUART.  I  think,  sir,  that  the  farmera.  the  ugriculturista,  tbe 
prodncere  of  California,  are  as  lojal  as  any  set  of  men  in  tho  United 
Slates.  1  think  they  desire  to  have  a  military  force  that  is  sufficiently 
Umng  to  protect  the  great  City  of  San  Francisco  at  any  and  all  times, 
and  under  any  circuni stances.  I  think,  sir,  that  there  is  no  necessity 
fur  a  change  in  the  old  Constitution  in  regard  to  that  department  of  our 
guvemment.  J  believe  our  citiiens  of  our  cities  and  towns  should  be 
prntected.  Lives  and  properly  must  be  protected  from  rioters  and  all 
father  enemies,  and  I  am  thereforo  opposed  lo  the  amendment  of  my 
tnlleaguB  from  Sonoma.  I  believe  that  the  jieople  are  well  enough  satis- 
fied with  Ihe  old  order  of  things,  and  I  shall  therefore  vole  for  the 
amendment  of  tbe  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Judge  Campbell. 

Ul  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  Perhaps  it  is  not  worth  while  for  me 
t"  Uke  np  any  time  in  this  discussion,  but  several  remarks  have  been 
Ihrown  nut  in  regard  to  the  miliLary,  and  it  is  nothing  more  than  right 
iftal  r  should  refer  to  them  briefly,  or  at  least  one  or  two  of  them.  Bo 
'aru  (he  gentleman  upon  the  other  side  is  concerned,  and  his  slAlcment 
IDsl  lie  Seventh  Begimeul  of  New  York  supplied  w  many  officers,  1 
".".'"o  coll  the  attcnlK      ' ■■    '      * 


0  Qgbting  done 
then  thepr  mn 
pnsnilile  for  Ih 
e  Sixty-ninth  New  York  marched  to  the  field  of  battle, 
.""^ra  among  the  first  to  lake  part  in  the  contest,  and  while  tliey 
o"  ^Khting  on  tho  battle  field  at  Bull  Bun,  as  the  genlleman  well 
j^*"  the  Bevenlh  New  York  were  marching  with  all  possible  speed 
j^'^s  home.  When  they  came  back  tho  regiment  was  reorganiied. 
t  th  ^  """^  enlisted,  and  then  this  new  regiment  marched  to  battle. 
a  r.  ^  genlleman  makea  a  mistake  when  he  gives  lo  this  first  regiment 
w^'Odii  that  history  has  given  lo  the  Seventh  New  York. 
.  £■  Barnes.  I  do  not  intend  to  defend  the  character  and  fame  of 
rt^>enlh  Begii 


war  to  protect  tho  City  of  Washington 
'2  >ls  duty  there,  and  was  recalled  at  the  request  of  tho  Uovernor  o 
_''tfcte  of  New  York,  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  [waee  of  tin 


4  them  as  they  marched  through  the  itreeti.    It  was  brought  back 


against  its  will,  because  the  Governor  of  the  Stale  believed  ibnt  the 
[Hioce  of  the  city  vim  in  great  danger,  and  everyhD<ly  who  knows  any- 
thing nbout  it  knows  it. 

Ma.  WELLIN.  I  lived  in  the  city  at  the  time,  and  I  know  [hero 
was  no  dispusilion  wbalevertowardsariolaCthetime  these  men  returned 

Ma.  BARNES.  I  allude  to  these  men  who  went  on  this  four  months 
service.  That  regiment  bore  a  character  for  a  military  organijotion  tbe 
like  of  which  does  not  exist  upon  tbe  face  of  tbe  civilised  globe.  Now, 
[laughter] 

Ma.  AYERS.  I  raise  the  point  of  order  that  this  discussion, as  far  as 
it  relates  to  the  Seventh  Regiment  of  New  York,  is  all  out  of  order,  and 
is  not  in  any  manner  pertinent  to  the  question  aniler  discussion. 

The  chairman.     The  point  of  order  is  well  taken. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  I  object  to  this  position  being  taken,  berausc  the 
gentleman  knows  that  not  one  of  them  went  lo  the  battlefield.  I  waa 
there  at  the  lima  myself,  and  I  know  something  about  it. 

Thr  chairman.  TbeChairruled  that  the  point  of  order  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  waa  wSlI  taken. 

Ma.  WELLIN.  I  do  not  can:  enough  about  it  lo  appeal,  but  when 
BBSertionsof  this  kind  are  made  J  think  it  is  right  that  I  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  replying.  Now,  the  gentleman  asks  if  I  was  iu  the  citjf 
of  San  Francisco  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-five.  Y'es,  sir,  I  was, 
and  I  did  not  belong  to  a  military  company  either.  I  was  alone  of  the 
armories  where  a  company  was  supposed  lo  be,  and  I  will  inform  tha 
gentleman  that  there  were  not  five  members  of  that  company  present. 

Mk.  UAHNES.    What  company  was  it? 

Ms.  WELLIN.  1  don't  remember— in  one  of  tbe  drill  rooms  on 
Market  street. 

Ma.  BARNES.     Do  you  know  tho  regimentt 

Mb.  WKLLIN.    No,  sir. 

Mb.  BARNES.    Nor  the  company  T 

Mn.  WELLIN.     No,  sir. 

Ma.  BARNES.  If  you  don't  know  the  company,  nor  the  rcL-imcnt. 
how  do  you  know  that  there  were  not  five  membera  pi 

Ma.  WELLIN.     I  know  from  those  ■  '  , 

If  the  gentleman  does  not  believe  mo,  bo  can  do  as  he  pleases.  1  assert 
tbe  fact,  and  let  bim  prove  lo  the  contrary. 

Now,  the  gentleman  raisesa  serious  question,  when  he  says  the  expense 
of  the  militia  last  Winter  was  made  necessary  iu  order  lo  keep  down  tbe 
Workingmen.  The  Workingmen  do  not  need  lo  bo  kept  down.  We 
propose  lo  work  within  the  law.  It  is  tho  militia  which  needs  lo  bo 
put  down.  We  ask  for  none  of  its  protection.  We  will  abide  by  the 
laws,  and  let  them  do  the  same. 

Ma.  MANSFIELD.     1  olTer  an  amendment. 

TbeCHAIRMAN.  Thcrearotwoamondmentapcndingolready.  The' 
question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  genlleman  from  ^noma, 
Mr.  Morelauil. 

Ma.  BARBOUR.  Mr.CbaJrman;  I  rise,  sir,  for  the  purpose  of  deplor- 
ing tbe  spirit  which  exhibits  itself  here,  and  I  must  express  my  surprise 
when  1  see  irreverent  hands  of  iconoclasts  laid,  upon  such  a  valuable 
and  tlme-bonored  institution  aa  the  militia.  Is  it  not  time  to  pause  and 
inquire  whither  are  wc  driflingT  Do  you  propose  lo  leave  us  stranded 
and  defensclesaT  Do  you  propose  lo  deprive  UB  nf  the  glorious  fourlh  of 
July  parade,  and  other  paraile  days,  and  target  days,  and  picnic  days, 
when  we  see  all  tbe  glories  end  pomp  and  circumstances  of  warT  Do 
you  remember  that  our  homes  and  our  firesides  are  sheltered  and  pre- 
lected by  thein?  What  are  wa  about  lo  doT  Do  you  propose  to  deprive 
tbe  Major  of  militia  of  all  his  hard-earned  glory — he  whoso  soul  swells 
and  expands  with  joy  when  parade  day  approaches.  I,  sir,  owe  a  duly 
lo  my  coustitiienls,  which  1  feel  It  incumbent  upon  me  lo  keep.  1  was 
desirous,  alter  being  made  a  candidate  for  this  position,  of  being  elcclcd  ; 
and  in  speaking  to  tbe  people  of  San  Francisco,  at  Horticultural  Hall,  I 
was  desirous  of  obtaining  the  votes  of  our  country's  brave  defenders 
there,  and  I  t«ld  them  that  1  was  going  lo  advocate  a  pmvision  in  this 
Constitution  that  there  should  be  nothing  in  the  militia  below  the  grade 
of  Major  of  militia.  1  remember,  when  I  was  a  small  boy,  and  my 
father,  a  majestic  Maior  of  militia,  look  me  out  on  muster  day,  how  my 
soul  exulted  and  swelled  within  me  at  the  glorious  things  that  1  beheld 
on  that  occasion,  d  could  not  think  of  depriving  the  rising  generation 
ofthe  delights  which  1  enjoyed  at  thai  time;  end  J  made  Uist  promira 
to  these  gentlemen — who  are  the  delight  of  the  small  boys — sonielimea 
callal,  irreverently,  "  fuss  and  feathers,"  and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  I 
would  lie  willing  to  give  General  McComb  a  feather  two  feet  higher  than 
anyboily  else,  and  that  the  Drum  Major  should  have  a  sevenly-fivo 
j»und  lead  at  the  end  of  his  slick— only  that  it  would  make  thcw  geu- 
tlemen  loo  consi>icuous  on  the  field  of  battle.  Their  lives  are  too  valu- 
able 1«  bo  thrown  away.  Suppose  the  Indians  were  to  cothe  in  on  us, 
what  show  would  these  men  have!  Sir,  we  must  save  them  from  the 
Indians,  and  everything  of  thai  kind.  And  if  I  can  find  an  opportunity, 
I  shall  proKBo  to  this  committee  an  amendment  which  will  prevent 
them  from  being  killed  by  Indians.    1  shall  propose  that  the  militia  uf 


the  Slate  shall  n 

i™»vJ,     ___. 

for  calling  out  tbe  old^women,  with  their  brooms,  to  protect  us.  I  do 
not  want  to  run  any  risk  of  tbeir  being  destroyed.  It  has  been  con- 
tended here  Ibat  they  are  not  useful;  but  will  any  man  rise  in  his  scat 
and  say  that  they  are  not  omamenlal?  1  pause  for  a  reply.  Do  not 
the  gentlemen  want  anything  but  that  which  is  useful f  Sliall  we  have 
nothing   in  the  Constitution  of  an  ornamental  characterT     I  am  uot 

Erelty ;  I  have  not  got  the  shape  nor  the  stvle  for  a  glorious  parade  day ; 
ut  shall  I  bo  jealous,  and  prevent  those  who  have  shape  and  style  from 
riding  through  the  streela  of  San  Francisco,  seeking  lo  repel  on  invasion  t 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


eaking,  are  the  militia  companies  any  prutectiou 

told  that  they  are,  but  it  is  not  true.  Tliey  are 
Dtection,  sir,  oT  the  Slate,  and  of  every  State,  h 
eople.     A  government  wlxicli  cannot  rest  upon 

tliat,  must  give  up  the  republican  idea ;  muat 
government,  and  tutiat  reaort  to  the  tlieory  of  all 
a.      We  do  nut,  according  to  oar  theory  of  euv- 

upoD  the  band  of  power,  but  upon  the  wiLi  of 
18  organized,  uniformed  oompanica,  are  not  tlie 
h  tho  country  depends  for  safetr.  Tbe  proper 
tnt  would  bo  that  every  able-bodied  man  hi  the 
That  is  the  true  militia  of  the  State ;  that  ia  the 
itution  of  every  single  Stale  in  the  Onion  recog- 
'  am  surpriMd  at  a  report  coming  in  here 
iaion,  w>iich  is  contained  in  every  aiugle 
a  the  United  Statea.  and  which  ia  the 

subject.  Now,  we  talk  about  the  militia  being 
•rttor.  We  do  not  mean  the  oreuntzed  militia 
a,  it  is  tbe  citizens — the  ablc-b<idle<I  citizens  of 

.d  parade,  not  those  who  belong  for  the  purpi 
.  target;  not  by  any  means,  but  tbe  eitiiena  w 
Ifare  of  tbo  State — the  great  l>ody  politic — t 

upon,  and  all  you  need  is  enough  of  a 
he  militia  projwrty,  and  to  keep  the  b 
,t  body  of  ciliieus,  the  volunteers,  wbo  eompoae 
no  more  of  such  rallitia  as  we  have  hail  in  this 

militia  as  we  have  had  in  Son  Fmuclaco — not 
in  has  been  made  to  their  services  to  tbe  State, 
jperty  in  San  Francisco  by  the  militia.  Some 
jiatt«r  of  history.  If  history  shows  anything,  it 
le  militia  in  San  ^ranciaeo  was  a  dastardly  and 

of  what  was  simply  an  boncst  and  peaceable 
10  single  shadow  of  reason  for  calling  out  the 
lat  political  excitemeut.  And  if  tbey  Lad  been 
ly  would  have  fired  in  the  air.  There  was  no 
1  the  militia  by  any  p«uible  construction  that 
It  was  done  by  the  politicnl  trickatera  for  the  sole 

honest,  legitimale  political  uprising.  If  there 
would  the  militia  have  amounted  to  in  the  mat- 
lousand,  or  six  tbousand,  or  eight  tliousand  peo- 
I  thousand!     What  foil;  to  talk  about  auch  a 


an  opportunity,  1    shall   offer  tbi. 
I   consist    of  all    able-bodied  whib 


Ir.  Chairman  :  I  wish  to  say  one  word  or  two, 
1  that  is  to  show  why  I  shall  vote  aa  I  do  on  this 
it,  J  lived  on  Kincon  Hill  during  the  time  of  the 
-uck  the  alarm  of  Are  that  night  I  went  down  to 
n,  and  I  seen  no  diaturbanco  whatever.  Tbe 
ander  to  (he  interests  of  the  vultures,  and  that 
ered  out.  I  lived  on  Bincon  Hill,  anil  owned 
as  not  at  all  afraid  of  getting  burned  out  in  San 
'raid  of  anybody  setting  fire  to  my  prowrty.  I 
I  am  not  afraid  of  getting  burned  out.  IJow,the 
•  made  some  allugion  to  Dr.  O'Donnell-in  con- 
ngmen'B  party. 

I,  air,  Mr.  O'DonncU  said  he  was  there  during 
I  said  the  militia  was  called  out  to  protect  tbe 
om  Mr.  O'Donnell  and  his  friends. 
Ln  acconnt  of  that  riot  audTroubto  was  sent  out 
was  circulated  through  tbe  press,  and  these  gen- 
they  are  going  to  vol^  on  thia  queation.  1  wish  to 
riot,  only  the  disiurbanoe  caused  by  these  vul- 
aaw  it  all.  1  saw  them  shoot  indiscriminately 
ildren,  and  a  poor  man  living  in  the  city  was 
and  died.  He  was  a  stranger  in  tbe  city  and 
I  right  there  and  saw  these  cow anily  fellows  wi" 


ion-     My  little  girl, about  four  years  old,  wl_ 

ed  lining  on  one  of  those  bats  and  says  she:  "0, 
itl"  Well,  I  thought  it  was  worth  all  it  cost  to 
ras  a  funny  hat.  Mr.  President,  I  vote  in  favor 
litla  and  the  money  appropriated  for  their  kcep- 
of  any  militia  in  San  Francisco.  The  working- 
I,  like  me,  are  not  going  (o  get  up  any  riot,  they 
'  there  is  any  riots. 

'ith  permission  of  the  comniitlee  I  wish  fo  make 
arc  several  Slates  in  this  Union  that  dii 
he  beDedl  of  the  militia. 
II  the  gentleman  to  order.    He  has  spoken  I 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 


Ma.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman:  Itwosnotmyii 
thing  on  this  subjeel;  but  1  Ihink  there  is  danger  of 
by  prejudice  sralnst  the  militia.  It  is  true,  aa  ni 
Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour,  says,  that  the  real  militia  of 
independent  freemen  of  Ihe  State — men  who  are  rea 
country,  to  take  up  arms  in  Ihe  country's  defense. 
tbe  gnat  rebellion  came  upon  the  United  Stales  ii 
and  airty-one,  the  seveni  Stales— the  Northern  8ti 
'.nd  equipped  from  this  militia  the  Guest  army  Iha 
his  continent,  aud  perhaps  the  finest  in  tha  worl 
emcmbered  that  in  every  State  there  was  a  mill 
Slate  had  established  laws  for  the  organisation  cf  mil 
we  ahould  take  the  narrow  view^f  the  subject  w 
prevailed  here.  We  had  belter  adopt  the  expcrienci 
of  the  Union.  Non,if  the  militia  have  been  unsatii 
it  does  not  follow  as  a  lineal  conclusion  that  you  ni 
after.  The  mililia  system  is  the  school  for  the  railil 
try.  And  we  found  In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
which  had  paid  some  attention  to  tbe  military  art  « 
to  send  forward  organized  troops  than  thoae  Statea 

Mention  has  been  mode  of  the  State  of  Indiana, 
to  be  a  native  of  that  State,  and  at  the  time  of  the 
war  I  was  a  resident  of  that  State.  It  was  the  mi 
Stale  which  enabled  them  to  organize  a  targe  force  9 
after  Ihe  war  began  the  liCgislature  was  convened  i 
n  militia  law  was  passed  which  authorized  the  G< 
additional  reginienta,  which  he  did.  Senator  Morto 
time— would  never  have  had  the  credit  of  being  Ihe 
had  It  not  been  for  the  acta  of  Ihe  Legislature  whicl 
It  is  true  he  was  a  uian  of  such  determined  cliaiacl* 
ability,  that  he  was  capable  of  making  the  moat  out 
him.  But  he  nor  no  other  mau  could  have  done 
for  the  acts  of  the  Legislature. 

Ma.  STEDMAN.  This  amendment  provides  Ih: 
insurrection  we  may  do  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  miller.  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
ought  not  te  wait  till  tbe  emereency  arises  before 
system.  That  would  bea  very  short-sighted  policy, 
iug  and  encouraging  the  military  art  in  this  uountr; 
of  Ihe  General  Government  it  can  only  be  fostered 
disposition  is  lo  cut  down  tbe  regular  army,  and  tbe 
by  the  Individual  States.  1  believe  in  a  military  ua 
exhiblta  a  military  spirit  has  the  respect  of  the  wot 
thing  necessary  as  force  in  the  government  of  mai 
every  nation,  in  order  lo  occupy  a  position  of  equalil 
of  the  earth,  to  foster  a  military  spirit. 

Now,  as  to  what  ought  lo  be  the  cost  in  the  State  o 

to  cost  the  very  smallest  sum  possible,  because  the 
are  alreoily  high  enough.  But,  can  we  not  trust 
Legislature?     Does  not  the  Legislature  decide,  froi 


vhat  tb 


appro] 


e  of  tl 


into  the  fulure.  We  do  not  know  what  crisis  mav  t 
or  what  the  Slate  of  California  may  be  called  upon 
to  mo  a  very  unwise  and  short-sighled  policy  to  ) 
upon  the  Legialnturc,  in  the  Constitution.  I  think 
it  lo  tbe  Legislature  lo  determine,  from  session  i 
appropriations  shall  be. 


Ma.  BLACRMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  did  not  e. 
militai^  question,  and  would  not  now  were  it  not 
correcting  the  erroneous  impression  which  might  t 
remarks  of  some  who  have  addressed  the  committ 
understanding  in  regard  lo  Ihe  report  of  tho  Ad 
Controller  in  regard  to  tbe  cost.  It  was  slated  bv 
San  Francisco,  Mr.  Sledinau,  that  for  the  year  ei) 
seventy-seven  the  Legislaliire  appropriated  ninety 
hundred  and  forty -three  dollars  and  fifty-three  cei 
(be  militia.  It  is  true  that  was  the  appropriation, 
ua  Ihat  a  part  of  it  was  to  cover  deficiencies  for  pre 
read  the  report,  which  showa  all  the  deficiencies: 

Erpeaae  of  MaiatainiM  State  Mililia,  including 
beparlment,  /rom  July  ^nt,  eighteen  hundred  ai 
thirtieth,  eigkUen  hundred  and  eighty,  at  shoum 
RepOTtt: 


Dec.  16, 1878. 


OP  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


735 


Years. 


Amount. 


$697,166  83 

87,629  14 

52,449  55 

39,898  16 

37,327  24 

49.913  17 

72,U»6  6.') 

66,.i07  85 

38,464  80 

39,215  96 

; :  98,143  53 

38,772  90 

51,414  00 

1  51,414  00 

$1,320,223  78 

Auiomit  bi-ought  forward 
Year  ending  Juuo  :mh,  1868 
Year  ending  Juno  3(jth,  1869 
Y<«r  ending  June  30tli.  1870 
Year  ending  June  3()tli,  Ls71 
Year  ending  Juno  lUJth,  1872 
Year  ending  June  lioth,  1873 
Year  ending  June  30tli,  1874 
Year  ending  June  30th,  1875 
Year  ending  June  30th,  1876 
Year  ending  June  30th,  1877 
Year  ending  June  30th.  1878 
Year  ending  June  30th,  1879 
Year  ending  June  30th,  1880 

Total 


•  Includes  deficiencies,  $6,070  13,  of  11th,  12th,  13th,  and  14th  fiscal  yean. 

t  For  the  equipment  and  expenses  of  organised  militia. 

X  Inclndos  deficiency  appropriations,  $71,359  38,  for  the  25th,  26th,  and  27th 
fiscal  years. 

I  Includes  deficiency  appropriation,  $3,564. 

I  These  two  appropriations  have  not  as  yet  been  expended,  as  they  are  for  the 
present  and  coming  fiscal  years. 

Membera  will  see,  by  referring  to  this,  just  exactly  what  it  has  cost. 
Now,  in  regard  to  this  proposed  limitation,  it  does  occur  to  me  that  we 
ought  to  leave  the  whole  matter  to  the  Legislature;  and  I  am  willing  to 
allow  that  body  to  determine  what  the  appropriations  shall  be,  according 
to  the  emergencies  that  may  arise.  It  is  not  m  San  Francisco  alone  that 
this  system  is  of  benefit.  There  is  a  long  southern  border  to  this  State, 
where,  whenever  the  time  comes  that  the  troops  are  taken  awa^  from 
that  locality,  there  will  always  be  need  for  a  military  organization. 
Now,  I  know  last  Winter  the  troops  were  taken  away  to  fight  the 
Indians,  and  a  raid  was  immediately  made  upon  the  station  down  there, 
near  the  line,  and  the  people  of  San  Diego  were  obliged  to  organize  and 
go  out  thera^elves  and  defend  the  lives  and  property  of  the  citizens.  1 
am  in  favor  of  leaving  this  matter  to  the  Legislature.  They  are  the 
people's  representatives, just  as  much  as  we  are,  and  will  do  their  bidding. 

MR.  STEBMAN.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question.  In  that 
place  they  have  riots,  insurrections,  and  war? 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Yes,  sir;  and  they  made  an  assault  upon  a  place 
down  there  near  the  line. 

Mr,  STEDMAN.    Across  the  line? 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  No,  sir;  and  the  gentleman  reminds  me  of  the 
men  to  whom  Harry  Hotspur  refused  to  surrender  his  prisoners. 

SPKRCH    OF    MR.    FILCHER. 

Mr.  FILCIIER.  Mr.  Chairman:  From  the  discussion,  it  appears 
that  this  is  one  of  the  most  important  questions  that  this  Convention 
will  have  to  deal  with,  and  I  wish  briefly  to  state  my  views  of  the  mat- 
ter to  tlfls  Convention.  In  the  first  place,  though  I  have  been  edified 
and  instructed  by  the  remarks  of  the  Chairman  of  the  committee,  that 
I  am  satisfied  that  the  people  of  this  State  demand  that  this  reduction 
be  made  in  the  number  and  cost  of  the  State  militia.  This  question  has 
been  universally  discussed  throughout  the  State  by  the  press  and  among 
the  people,  and  the  universal  sentiment  seems  to  be  that  there  should 
be  a  limit  placed  upon  the  expenditures  for  the  support  of  the  militia. 
There  ought  to  be  some  change  in  the  system.  However,  sir,  I  am 
opposed  to  any  positive  iron-bound  restrictions,  for  the  reason  that  we 
cannot  foresee  the  events  that  may  happen,  and  we  must  leave  it  suffi- 
ciently elastic  to  allow  the  Legislature  to  act  if  occasion  should  require 
it.  I  agree  with  the  sentiments  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Barbour,  that  the  safety  of  American  institutions  rests  upon  the 
patriotism  of  the  people.  lUuce,  I  also  agree  with  the  other  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco,  deneral  Miller,  when  he  says  he  believes  in  culti- 
vating and  fostering  a  military  spirit.  And  to  establish  and  carry  out^ 
these  ideas,  I  would  advocate  the  adoption  of  this  section  as  proposed  to 
be  amended  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Judge  Campbell,  providing 
how  the  militia  may  be  organized,  providing  how  the  officers  may  be 
chosen,  and  conferring  upon  the  Governor  the  power  to  call  out  this 
militia  in  case  of  emergency;  and  then  to  go  further,  and  declare  that 
all  able-bodied  male  citizens  of  this  State  not  exempt  by  law  from  mili- 
tary duty,  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  forty-five  years,  shall  form 
,the  militia  of  the  State.  Then,  f  think,  it  would  be  wise  to  adopt  with 
that  a  provision  restricting  appropriations  in  time  of  peace  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Adjutant-General's  expenses  and  salary,  and  of  the  officers 
in  charge  of  the  State  armory,  and  for  the  purchase  of  arms.  We  are 
yet,  to  some  extent,  occupying  rather  a  frontier  position.  We  have  seen 
the  peace  and  quiet  and  safety  of  our  citizens  threatened  within  the 
last  twelve  months.  The  Indian  tribes  from  Washington  Territory  over- 
run Oregon,  and  even  touched  California  at  one  time,  and  disturbed  the 
peace  even  of  this  State,  and  we  sent  arms  and  ammunition  to  the  peo- 
ple of  these  threatened  districts.  Our  State  was  in  a  condition  to  send 
them  arms,  and  that  was  what  was  needed  most  of  all.  California  is  in 
a  condition  to-day  to  repel  either  invasion,  insurrection,  or  to  quiet  dis- 
turbance in  our  own  midst.  The  spirit  is  here,  the  military  disposition 
is  here;  and  all  you  have  to  do  is  to  furnish  the  arms,  and  when  occa- 
sion requires,  there  will  be  a  vast  army  of  volunteers.  I  think  it  would 
be  wise  for  us  to  pass  a  provision  here  that  appropriations  may  be  made 
for  the  purchase  of  an  ample  supply  of  arms,  and  having  done  that, 
I  would  ask,  what  enemy  dare  invade  us?  It  seems  to  me  that  would 
be  the  best  system  we  could  adopt.  The  people  complain  because  they 
are  taxed  to  support  a  lot  of  strutting  peacocks,  instead  of  having  a 
militia  that  is  adequate;  and  these  men  also  are  exempt  from  many  of 
the  burdens  of  government,  wtaich  the  taxpayers  have  to  shoulder. 
Now,  I  do  not  believe  in  an  armed  militia;  I  oelieve  the  true  militia  of 


the  State  consists  of  the  able-bodied  citizens,  not  exenij)t  from  military 
duty  by  law.  The  i»eople  are  tired  of  paying  for  uniforms  and  regalia 
for  these  strutting  peacocks  who  are  an  insult  to  the  men  who  pay  the 
taxes.     I  do  not  believe  in  uniforming  a  State  militia. 

Mr.  BAHNKS.  The  appropriations  that  are  made  by  this  State  only 
provide  for  armories,  and  the  mere  expenses  connected  with  trausjwrta- 
tion.    The  State  dots  not  ])av  for  anv  uniforms. 

Mr.  FILCHER.     I  undersU)od  so.' 

Mtt.  BARNES.     No,  sir. 

Mr.  FILCHER.    Then  I  am  glad  to  learn  the  fact. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Didn't  they  appropriate  money  last  year  f'>r 
dress  uniforms? 

Mr.  BARNES.    No,  sir;  not  a  dollar  in  any  way. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  That  is  a  small  matter.  I  contend  that  we  do  not 
require  an  organized  militia  in  times  of  peace.  Let  the  State  furnish 
arms,  so  that  if  a  company  wishes  to  organize  in  any  little  town,  for 
instance,  t^ey  can  get  .arms  from  the  State  Armory  for  the  purpose 
of  drilling,  by  giving  good  security  for  the  safe  return  of  the  same.  I 
believe  in  the  general  proposition,  that  it  is  enough  that  the  able-bodied 
citizens  of  the  State  shall  oe  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Governor  in  times 
of  trouble,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  they  will  be  better  qualified  to  defend 
our  liberties  than  the  present  militia  of  the  State. 

THE    PREVIOUS   QUESTION. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  enough  of  the  time  of  this 
Convention  has  been  taken  up  in  the  discussion  of  this  question,  and  I 
therefore  move  the  previous  question. 

%  The  motion  was  seconded  by  Messrs.  Brown,  Barbour,  Evev,  and 
Wyatt. 

The  chairman.  The  previous  question  has  been  moved  and 
seeonded.    The  question  is.  Shall  the  main  question  be  now  put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Moreland. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  amendment 
was  lost  by  a  vote  of  41  ayes  to  56  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  now  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Judge  Campbell. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  rise  to  inquire  if  this  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  makes  the  section  embrace  every- 
thing that  is  in  the  present  Constitution? 

The  chairman.     Yes,  sir. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read:  *• 

*'  Except  in  case  of  war,  insurrection,  riot,  or  invasion,  the  Legisla- 
ture shall  not  authorize  to  be  expended  or  appropriate<f  more  than  fif- 
teen thousand  dollars  in  anv  one  vear  for  organizing  and  disciplining 
the  militia,  which  shall  include  all  salaries,  rents,  and  disbursements  of 
every  character  relating  to  the  militia  of  the  State,  and  the  care  of  the 
arms  belonging  to  the  State." 

Mr.  BARNES.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    State  your  point  of  order. 

Mr.  BARNES.    That  matter  has  already  been  disposed  of. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  will  hold  that  it  is  in  order. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

**A11  militia  organizations  provided  for  by  this  Constitution,  or  by 
any  law  of  this  State,  shall,  while  under  arms,  either  for  ceremony  or 
duty,  appear  only  in  the  uniform  prescribed  for  troops  of  the  United 
States,  and  carry  no  device,  banner,  or  flag  of  any  State  or  nation,  except 
that  of  the  United  States  or  the  State  of  California." 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment off*ered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman. 

Mr.  VACQUEREL.  I  don't  see  why  he  put  in  the  word  "riot;" 
they  can  make  a  riot  any  day  they  like.  Three  men  may  get  together, 
and  the  Legislature  may  call  it  a  riot,  and  therefore  they  can  order  out 
the  troops. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  committee  divided  and  the  amendment 
was  lost  by  a  vote  of  35  ayes  to  64  noes. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.     I  ofler  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"The  appropriation  made  by  the  Legislature  for  the  military  compa- 
nies, shall  not  exceed,  in  any  one  year,  a  larger  sum  than  ten  thousand 
dollars." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  I  want  that  added  to  Mr.  Campbell's  amend- 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amen<l- 
ment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Dr.  O'Donnell. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  General  Mansfield. 

Mr.  FILCHER.     Mr.  Chairman — r- 

Mr.  CROSS.     Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  JOYCE.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  FILCHER.    I  believe  I  have  the  floor. 

The  chairman.  Neither  one  of  you  was  recognized.  The  question 
is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  What  is  the  amendment — that  they  shall  not  wear 
any  but  the  United  States  uniforms?  I  want  to  vote  intelligently  up-m 
this  question. 

[Cries  of  " Question,"  "Take  a  vote,"  "  Vote  it  down,"  "Division," 
"Division."] 

Mr.  FILCHER.    I  would  like  to  know  what  I  am  voting  on. 

Mr.  JOYCE.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    Mr.  Chairman 
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No  second. 
•  Mb.  O'DONNELL.     There  is  no 
United  States  as  thaL     What  is  thi 
but  the  American  flag  to  be  carrie 
for  any  such  provision  as  that. 

Thi  chairman.     The  questioi 

Division  being  called  for,  the  con 
was  lost  by  a  vote  of  35  ayes  to  6tl 

Mb.  8TEDMAS.     Mr.  Chairmat 

Mb.  STUART.     I  move  that  tbe 
ask  leave  U>  sit  again. 

No  second. 

Tbi  BECKETARY  read  the  amendment: 

"Except  in  case  of  war  or  insurrection,  the  Legislature  shall  not 
authorise  to  bo  expended  or  appropriated  more  than  twenty  thouiand 
dollars  in  aa^  one  year  for  organiiing  and  disciplining  the  militia, 
which  shall  mclude  all  salaries,  rents,  and  disbursements  of  every 
character  relating  to  the  militia  of  the  State,  and  the  care  of  tbe  arms 
belonging  to  the  Stale." 

Mk.  MANSFIELD,    Mr,  Chairman:   I  desire  to  offer  an  aroendnient. 

Thi  secretary  read ; 

"Sec.  a.  No  appropriation  far  the  support  and  maintenance  of  the 
militia  of  this  Stale,  except  for  the  pay  of  the  Adjutant-Genenl  and 
State  Armorer,  shall  be  made  in  time  of^peace." 

Mr.  STUART.    I  move  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Tub  chairman.    It  is  not  in  order  to  lay 
mittee  of  the  Whole. 

Mb.  HUESTIS.     I  move  the  previbns  question 

Thb  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  a 
tleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Mansiicld. 

Lost  on  division,  by  a  vote  3S  ayes  to  57  noes. 

Ma.  FILCHER.     1  have  an  amendment  to  oS'er. 

Thi  secretary  read : 

"  No  appropriation  of  money  shall  be  made  by  the  State  for  militia 
purposes  in  time  of  peace,  except  for  the  purchase  of  arms  and  ammu- 
nition, and  the  salaries  of  Adjutant-General  and  State  Armorer." 

Tri  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
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Division  being  called  for,  the  comi 
was  lost  by  a  vole  of  44  aya  to  53  nues. 

Mr.  MORELAND.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  an  amendm 
lo  be  added  to  the  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read  : 

"No  appropriation  fur  the  support  of  tbe  mtlilia  shall, 
year,  exceed  the  sum  of  thirty  thousand  dollar?,  except,  in  i 

Thi  CHa'iBMAK.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  tfie  amend- 

Lust  on  a  division  vote :  ayes.  3T;  noes.  55. 

Ma.  CAMPBELL.     If  it  is  in  orde 
succeeding  sections,  bo 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  not  in  order.  Whan  we  reach  the  next  sec- 
tion you  can  move  to  strike  it  out.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  2.  Officera  of  the  militia  shall  be  elected  or  appointed  in  such 
manner  as  the  Legislature  shall,  from  time  to  time,  direct,  and  shall  b« 
commissioned  by  the  Governor. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  section  two. 

Thb  chairman.     The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  KC- 

Carried,  nod  the  section  was  stricken  out. 

Thi  chairman.    Tbe  SecreUry  will  read  section  three. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sic.  3.     No  general  officer  ahall  be  removed  from  office  except  by 
the  Senate,  on  Uie  recommendation  of  the  Governor,  stating  I 
on  which  removal  is  recommended,  or  by  a  decision  of  a  Co 
in  accordance  with  military  custom.     No  officer  of  tbe  militia  ihaU  be 
removed  from  office  for  political  reasons. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  U>  strike  out  section  thre« 
of  the  report,  fur  the  same  reasons  given  before. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Alameda  to  strike  out  section  three. 

Carried,  and  the  section  was  stricken  out. 

Thi  SECRETARY  read  section  four: 

Sio.  4.  The  Governor  shall  be  Commander-in-Chief  of  tl 
of  the  State.  He  shall  have  power  to  call  them  forth  lo  ei 
laws  of  tlie  Stale,  to  soppress  insurrections,  and  repel  invasiom 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  1  move  to  strikeoutsection  four, 
upon  the  same  grounds. 

Carried,  and  tbe  section  was  stricken  out. 

Thb  chairman.    The  SecreUry  will  read  section  five. 

Thi  secretary  r^^ad: 

Sec.  5.  The  officers,  musicians,  and  members  of  the  State  militia, 
who  comply  with  alt  military  duties  as  provided  by  law,  shall  be  enli- 
tle<l  to  the  foUowiug  privileges  and  exeiaptions,  vii.:  Exemption  from 
payment  of  poll  tax,  rood  tax,  and  head  tax  of  every  description  x 
exemption  from  jury  duty  and  exemption  from  serving  on  any  pone 
comilatus.  All  officer?,  non-commissioned  officers,  musicians,  and 
privates,  who  have  failhfuUy  served  in  the  military  service  of  the  Stato 
for  seven  consecutive  years,  and  received  the  certificate  of  the  AdiulanL- 
Gcneral  certifying  the  same,  shall  thereafter  be  exempted  from  further 
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Mb.  TULLY.  Mr.  Chairmau :  I  move  to  strike  out  section  five  of  the 
report. 

Mr.  BARNES.    I  wish  to  say  a  word  in  regard  to  this. 

[Cries  of  '•  Leave  I "  "  Leave !  "] 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  do  not  ask  leave — I  demand  it.  This  is  found  in 
all  the  States  having  an  organized  militia.  ^ 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Santa  Clara,  to  strike  out  the  section. 

Carried. 

The  secretary  read  section  six : 

Skc.  6.  Every  officer  or  member  of  the  State  militia  wounded  or 
disabled  in  the  service  of  the  State,  shall  have  reasonable  expenses  paid 
him;  and  the  widows  and  children  of  members  killed  in  the  service  of 
the  State  shall  be  provided  for  by  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  to  strike  out  section  six. 

Mr.  cross.  I  do  not  wish  to  make  a  speech,  but  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
am  in  favor  of  this  section,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  be  stricken  out. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
section.  ^ 

Carried. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  oflfer  a  new  section. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    There  is  a  supplementary  report  here. 

MINORITY   REPORT. 

Mr.  Prksidxnt:  We,  the  underrigned,  a  majority  of  yoar  Committee  on  Military 
Aflkirs,  beg  leave  to  report  the  fullowing  additional  secdon  for  insertion  in  the  arti- 
cle on  militia,  in  the  new  Constitution : 

Section  — .  Except  in  case  of  war  or  insurrection,  the  Legislature  shall  not 
authorize  tu  be  expended,  or  appropriated,  more  than  twenty-five  thousand  dollars 
in  any  one  year  for  organising  and  disciplining  the  militia,  which  shall  include  all 
salaries,  all  rents,  and  disbursements  of  every  character  relating  to  the  militia  of  the 
State,  and  care  of  the  arms  belonging  to  the  State.  Nor  shall  the  number  of  uni- 
formed militia  in  the  State  exceed  ten  companies  of  one  hundred  and  twenty  men 
rank  and  file  each ;  provided,  that  at  the  expiration  of  ton  years  from  the  time  of 
the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  the  Legislature  shall  have  the  power,  notwith- 
standing this  section,  to  increase  the  allowance  hereby  made,  and  the  number  of 
uniformed  militia  hereby  allowed. 

JOHN  C.  STEDMAN, 
E.  V.  SMITH, 
J.  0.  BROWN, 
WM.  S.  MOFFAT, 
THOS.  H.  ESTEY, 
HAMLET  DAVIS. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    I  desire  to  move  to  strike  that  out. 

Thk  chairman.  It  is  not  in  order,  as  it  is  not  before  the  Conven- 
tion as  an  article.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  new  section  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"The  militia  of  the  State  shall  consist  of  all  able-bodied  whjte  male 
residents  of  the  State  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  forty-five,  except 
such  persons  as  may  be  exempt  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  of 
this  State." 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  word  "white"  be 
stricken  out. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mh.  CONDON.  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out  the  word  "resi- 
dent," and  inserting  the  word  "  citizen." 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  I  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  to  make  the 
maximum  fifly  years.  Too  manv  members  of  the  Convention  would 
be  exempt,  if  vou  put  it  at  forty-nve. 

Me.  TULLY.  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  voted  down.  I  think 
the  whole  subject-matter  ought  to  be  left  to  the  Legislature. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  section. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chainnan :  I  want  to  see  every  man  who  is  pro- 
tected by  the  flag  come  to  the  front  and  fight  for  it,  and  defend  the 
country,  and  I  want  the  Chinamen,  if  they  are  going  to  stay,  to  be 
made  to  fight  in  defense  of  the  flag  that  protects  them. 

Me.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  we  will  stand  by  the  old 
Constitution  as  it  is.  You  have  provided  in  this  first  section  that  the 
Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  organizing  and  disciplining  of 
the  militia  of  this  State.  Now.  if  we  go  on  and  provide  that  that  militia 
shall  consist  of  all  the  able-bodied  men  in  the  State  between  the  ages  of 
eighteen  and  forty-five,  you  provide  that  the  Legislature  will  have  to 
organize  and  discipline  over  one  hundred  thousand  men.  Leave  these 
matters  of  detail  to  the  Legislature,  where  they  belong.  This  is  a  suit- 
able matter  for  the  Legislature  to  deal  with,  and  has  no  business  in  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  As  I  explained  before,  we  ought  to  define  who  are 
the  militia  of  the  State,  and  this  is  a  very  important  declaration.  There 
is  nothing  inconsistent  whatever  between  this  and  the  first  part  of  the 
section,  that  the  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  organizing  and 
disciplining  of  the  State  militia.  This  merely  defines  who  are  the 
militia.  Now,  sir,  I  say  this  is  a  usual  provision  found  in  all  the  Stale 
Constitutions,  and  there  is  a  necessity  for  it,  because  they  may  all  be 
called  on  by  the  Govenior.  Not  only  those  who  organized  into  com- 
panies, but  the  whole  body  of  able-bodied  men  in  the  State  of  the  pre- 
scribed age.  There  is  no  inconsistency  or  absurdity  in  it  at  all.  The 
Legislature  may  organize  such  portions  of  that  militia  as  they  in  their 
wiraom  may  think  best,  but  the  true  militia  of  the  country  is  the  great 
body  of  the  citizens.  It  does  not  have  any  such  meaning  as  that  placed 
upon  it  bv  the  gentleman  from  Alameda. 

Mr.  a  YERS.  I  object  to  limiting  the  power  of  the  State  to  a  certain 
age.  In  times  of  great  emergencies  the  State  may  have  exhausted  its 
power  and  still  not  have  enough  men.  I  want  that  power  left  to  the 
Legislature.    I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  brown.  I  tuought,  sir,  a  few  moments  ago,  that  this  thing  was 
amended,  but  it  seems  not.  Gentlemen  keep  springing  amendments 
and  new  sections.     I  think  the  Convention  is  ready  to  vote,  and  the 
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only  way  for  us  to  do  is  to  vote  down  all  amendmenU  and  adopt  the 
section  in  its  present  shape. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Tne  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  new 
section. 

Lost  on  division — ayes,  22;  noes,  91. 

Me.  lark  IN.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  back  the 
article  with  the  amendments,  and  recommend  that  it  be  adopted  as 
amended. 

Carried. 

IN  convention. 

The  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Aflairs,  have  adopted  certain 
amendments  thereto,  and  report  the  same  to  the  Convention,  reconi- 
mending  the  adoption  of  the  report  as  amended.  If  there  is  no  objection 
the  usual  number  will  be  ordered  printed. 

LEAVE  OF   ABSENCE. 

Mr.  brown.    I  ask  four  days'  leave  of  absence  for  Mr.  Casserly. 
Granted. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mb.  HUESTIS.    I  move  to  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  and  fifteen  minutes  p.  u.  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes  a.  h.  to-morrow. 


EIGHTY-FIRST   DAY. 

Sacramento,  Tuesday,  December  17th,  1878. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called^  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barnes, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Biggs, 

Blackmer, 

Boggs, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Campbell, 

Caples, 

Chapman, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Cowden, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 

Davis, 

Dean, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Estee, 

Estey, 

Farrell, 

Filcher, 

Finney, 

Freeman, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Glascock, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Hale, 

Harrison, 

Harvey, 


PBESENT. 

Heiskell, 

Herold, 

Hilbom, 

Hitchcock, 

Holmes, 

Howard, 

Huestis, 

Hughey, 

Hunter,  / 

Inman, 

Johnson, 

Joyce, 

Kelley, 

Keyes, 

Kleine, 

Lampson, 

Larkm, 

Larue, 

Lewis, 

Lindow, 

Mansfield, 


Reddy, 

Reed, 

Reynolds, 

Rhodes, 

Ringgold, 

Schomp, 

Shafter, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff; 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Stedman, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Stuart, 

Sweasey, 

Swenson, 

Terry, 

Thompson, 


Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Tinnin, 

McCallum,  Townsend, 

McConnell,  Tully, 

McCoy,  Turner, 

McNutt,  Tuttle, 

Miller,  Vaoquerel, 

Mills,  Van  Dyke, 

Moflat,  Van  Voorhies, 

Moreland,  Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Morse,  Webster, 

Nason,  Weller, 

Nelson,  Wellin, 

Neunaber,  West, 

O'Donnell,  Wickes, 

Ohleyer,  White, 

O'Sullivan,  Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Overton,  Winans, 

Porter,  Wyatt, 

Prouty,  Mr.  President. 


ABSENT. 

Bell,  Hager, 

Berry,  Hall, 

Boucher,  Herrington, 

Casserly,  Jones, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Laine, 
Eagon,  Lavi^e, 


Edgerton, 
Fawcett, 
Graves, 
Gregg> 


Murphy, 

Noet 

Pulliam, 

Rolfe, 

Schell, 

Swing, 


Martm,  of  Alameda,      Walker,  of  Marin, 
McComas,  Waters, 

McFarland,  Wilson,  of  Tehama. 


LEAVE   OP    ABSENCE. 


One  day's  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  McFarland,  Noel,  and 
Martin,  of  Alameda. 

Leave  of  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  Messrs.  Edgerton,  Schell, 
and  Jones,  on  account  of  sickness. 


\^^r^- 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


M>.FBEUD.    Mr.Preiident:  I  move  that  (he  readiagortbeJou 
be  diepensed  with  SDd  tlie  same  approved. 
Camed. 


inoritj  report  from  t 


Ha.  O'SULLIVAN  p 


oa*  hondT^ind  [Drty'tlin*/-  nltUng  Ui'^linaMnumititd  l°mlulJan  olownanhi] 

pniila  of  OnllliinilB.    II  ii  •>  frgm  ths  gsuenJl/  uluiliud  hct  Ilmt  il  eiliU  hin 
-—^UrftJaJa- ----'-"" -°--    ■™-'"^"*--™'-''-"----"''" ---*-'■-- ■-"''--- 

uluidBMn 

■U*  dlalillin 

iawltlll«a< 


nwn 

>  hiMorr  of  Und 

IK. 

n  CblirDr- 

..^ .  „ lonopvlj.    At  th*  peri' 

■cqnIllllDOorCKlifornikit  wu  IpUHl;  ■cllidd  lif 
tmadi  at  ths  SjHnlih-Ueilcsn  nrn,  aach  hinlljr  ocrupjlngn  Itrge  Irul— genenl 
MTanllnicaa  In  gxtenl— (ruled  to  Ihem  b}  lii*  Heilian  doveniineni.    B;  Il 


s  IncU  or  land,  hovsTer  llbeisl  It  mi; 

illun  In  Eumi*,  wlien  the  gmt  mui  ut 
:^ullnIriH  ohoH  Kll  Ibcj  and  tbeEr  ton- 
.    But  ilnipt)!  coiwlderilic  thn  lagiitltjr  of 

ueuciminiH  me  large  Kimnunemuj  inetn,  the  Meilcan  InluUtaille  of  tMiruml*. 

«ban  It  paMd  into  nur  lianda.  are  bbuneleaa  for  the  iitiuui  ajileiii  of  land-bold' 

which  oriclBaud  nudei  Ibelr  rormer  lyAani  of  Eixemnient.    In  llieMrl;!  daji  .. 

eor  ameiMaB  •ettlMneut  or  Ihecaunlir.  Itwu  nncrmll;tboiigfal1h'e  sTlla  reauitlni 

•hat  aaca^ie  holdiop  would  gnduall]'  dlalDleh  Ibrougb  the  aubdlililon  tad'  lala 
•f  the  Urge  nnchoi.  On  Iha  cuNlrarjr.  Iha  cat»  of  land  aionupoly  Ima  lncnued  li> 
an  •xliaotdlnarr  Hient.    The  pernlchtui  example  ol  ibe  great  Keitun  gran-  '  - 


UhapmaD.  two  bundled  and  Hlty  Ihoniand  acret;  Ibe  Itailiuad  Cuiupany,  iv'o  hun- 
diwlatid  nliietj^nelbouaandacrea;  Charln  Urlcughllii,  two  hundred  and  fony- 


a>a€d  1o  him  In  Kern  CtHinl^r  In  eigtleai 
:n  addlliuii  to  lhe«.  let  ui  quote  a  frw 


Id  J.  II.  Kaggin,  tnco  hnndrod  Ibouaand 


eight  million  Hien  hundred  and  elgbly-lwo  tbonnnd,  ml 
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nlnetaraitiK'eedJng  one  Ibouaand  acrea.    Hare  Ihereare two  IhuDeand tiro  kuiidr«l 

We  inpplement  thHa  Bgnrea,  which  are  peculiarly  alarlling  and  auggeallTe,  with 

aand  acrea  oT  land  In  Ihia  Stale  now  uccuplrd  by  only  Iweuly-wiven  thoniaad  nine 
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hundred  and  aifhlj.fbreo  thonaand  Ibnr  hundred  and  alaty  peraoni,  or  nearly  quite 
aa  uueh  aa  the  i^reaent  total  population  dT  California. 
II  li  quite  eildeni  that  inch  of  Ibe  large  landed  propetUea  of  CWilfbmia  a>  were 


Uirou^b  operation  of  ihe  preiiDiptlon  law*  of  Ihe  United  SU 
of  which  aim  to  limit  each  peraun  to  the  acquiaition  of  one 

Ibrvucb  Bpecloul  but  dlahoneal  Acta  paiacd  bj  tlie  Slate  Lcif 
regarajiig  iwainp,  timber,  mineral,  eu  called  deeett  lauda,et 


ilea  duaignated  In  tlie  otlglnai  documenti.  and  Inenaa 


prrtmpUon  let 
From  thcae  Tarloiii  caueee  and  the  facte  died,  it  may  ba 

meBtiirwyUmitedrndeed.  "  "  "''      "*" 

The  IndlgnalliHi  naturally  arouaed  In  our  mind!  by  CODlet 

men,  there  WDiild  lie  a  luie  remedy  fur  all  lh>  land  iteallnc 


number   one  hundred  and  fiirtj-tb 
rioN  1.    Perpelnlllet  and  monopolieai 


and!  tor  Ibe  benefit  ol 
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dfluanded  bt  the  needa  ol  aoclply,  will  follow  the  path  of  < 
regardleaa  of  Ihe  olijectloni  of  the  timid,  Ibe  blind,  or  Ihe  In 

Perhapa  aome  stay  Iblnk  the  propoaed  .limit  of  idi  bund 
imall— Dihna,  too  large — anamonutotland  tbrtha  needaofi 

mie  law.     Thmugh  ita  o|ienillon  land  monopoly  won 

■a  of amlllng  farma  and  happy  homea. 


Mb.  O'SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Pre.iJcnt :  I  move  thai 
le  tnken  from  the  table,  anil  that  nine  hundred  and 
■eport  i>e  printed. 
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BKPOBT. 

Mr.  HILBORN,  from  the  Committee  on  Mileage  and  CJontiugent 
Expenses,  made  the  following  report : 

Hr.  Prcsidknt:  Your  Committee  on  Mileage  and  Contingent  Expen9os  have  had 
under  consideration  the  reaolution  offered  by  Mr.  Overton,  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  ton  dollars  to  J.  J.  Klytin,  for  services  a«  Clerk  of  the  Committee  on  State 
Institutions  and  Public  Baildings,  herewith  report  the  same  back,  and  recommend 
that  It  bv  adopted. 

S.  G.  HILBORN,  for  the  Committee. 

The  president.    The  Secretary  will  read  the  resolution : 
The  secretary  read : 

JfUsoived,  That  the  sum  of  ten  dollars  be  and  is  hereby  ordered  to  be  paid  out  or 
the  funds  of  this  Convention  to  J.  J.  Flynn,  for  services  rendered  as  Clerk  to  the , 
Committee  on  State  Institutions  and  Public  Buildings. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

MEMORIAL   ON   CHINESE. 

Mr.  miller.  I  have  the  following  report  to  make  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Chinese,  and  if  the  Convention  will  permit  I  will  read  it 
myself: 

Mr.  Presidknt:  The  Committee  on  Chinese,  to  whom  was  recommitted  the 
memorial  to  the  President,  Senate,  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  on  the  subject  of  Chinese  immigration,  beg  leave  to  report  the  draft  of  a 
memorial,  accompanying  this  report,  for  the  action  of  the  Convention. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

JNO.  F.  MILLER,  Chairman. 

Sacbamekto,  December  I7th,  1878. 

lb  the  StnaU  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  J^tes: 

The  people  of  the  State  of  California,  by  their  delegates  now  assembled  in  Con- 
stitutional Convention,  respectfully  present  to  the  honorable  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  A>tAte8  this  memorial,  the  object  and  purpose  of 
wiiich  is  to  invoke  the  exercise  of  the  supreme  national  authority  for  relief  from 
Chinese  immigration,  an  evil  of  such  magnitude  and  of  a  characterso  threatening  to 
the  highest  interests  of  the  State  an  to  excite  in  the  minds  of  our  wholu  people  tlie 
most  serious  dissatisfaction  and  alarm. 

As  became  a  people  devoted  to  the  National  Union,  and  filled  with  a  profound  rev- 
erence for  law,  we  have  repeatedly,  by  petition  and  memorial,  through  the  action 
of  our  Legislature,  and  by  our  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Congress,  sought  the 
appropriate  remedies  against  this  great  wrong,  and  patiently  awaited  with  confi- 
dence the  action  of  the  General  Government.  Bteanwhile  thi«  giant  evil  has  grown, 
and  strengthened,  and  expanded ;  its  baneful  ofTtJct  upon  the  material  interests  of 
the  people,  uiion  public  morals,  and  onr  civilization,  becoming  more  and  more  appar- 
ent, until  patience  is  almost  exhausted,  and  the  spirit  of  discontent  pervades  the 
Stat«.  It  would  be  disingonuous  iu  us  to  attempt  to  conceal  our  amazenient  at  the 
long  delay  of  appropriate  action  by  the  National  Government  toward  the  prohibition 
of  an  immigration  which  is  rapidly  approaching  the  character  of  an  Oriental 
invasion,  and  which  threatens  to  supplant  Anglo-Saxon  civilization  on  this  coast. 
If  the  facts  relating  to  this  immigration  now  patent  to  all  observers — if  the  ascer- 
tained knowledge  now  within  the  reach  of  every  intelligent  man — will  not  serve  to 
awaken  an  interest  upon  this  subjoct  iu  the  minds  of  the  governing  power  of  the 
nation,  we  are  tempted  to  despair  of  ever  reaching  n  remedy.  If  it  bo  supposed,  as 
httS  been  often  said,  that  the  hostility  to  Chinese  immigration  is  confined  to  a  small 
and  ignorant  class  of  our  people,  we  protest  against  such  an  assumption  The  dis- 
content from  this  cause  is  almost  universal.  It  is  not  limited  to  any  political  party, 
nor  to  any  chiss  or  nationality.  It  does  not  spring  from  race  antipathies,  nor  'alone 
from  economic  considerations,  nor  from  any  religious  sentiment,  nor  from  low 
hatreds,  or  mercenary  motive. 

We  submit  that  our  poople,  being  interested  to  a  greater  extent  in  commercf)  with 
China  than  any  other  porl^ion  of  the  American  people,  the  reasons  for  this  hostility 
t4)  Chinese  immigration  roust  be  considered  overwhelming  when  sufficient  to  array 
tlie  whole  body  of  our  people  against  a  treaty  which  was  intended  to  secure  to  that 
people,  more  than  to  any  other,  the  great  benefits  to  bo  derived  from  Asiatic  com- 
merce. Our  sincerity  cannot,  therefore,  be  doubted,  since  we  are  willing  to  forego 
all  the  benefits  ol  commerce  with  China,  if  need  be,  rather  than  suffer  the  ills  which 
this  immigration  vaunt  inevitably  entuil  upon  us  and  our  descendants. 

Among  the  many  reasons  for  our  opposition  to  Chine:.e  immigration— all  of  which 
cannot  l^  stated  in  a  brief  memorial — we  submit  the  following: 

1.  The  country  being  now  stocked  with  a  vigorous,  intelligent,  progressive,  and 
highly  civilized  people,  there  is  no  need  of  immigration  for  the  increase  of  our  pop- 
ulation— certainly  not  of  the  immigration  of  a  non-assimilative  and  alien  race. 

2.  That,  considering  the  character  of  ('hinese  immigrants  in  respect  to  their  hab- 
ita,  and  modes  of  life,  and  physical  peculiarities,  this  immigration  operates  as  a  sub- 
stitution of  Chinese  for  white  men  of  the  Caucasian  race,  and  not  as  an  addition  to 
our  population — the  question  being,  shall  Chinese  ultimately  occupy  the  country,  or 
•hall  it  be  held  for  the  homes  of  men  of  the  Caucasian  race? 

3.  There  is  danger  of  an  immense  increase  of  Chinese  immigrants  in  the  near 
future.  The  effect  of  the  famine  now  unhappily  prevailing  in  the  northern  provinces 
of  China  is  certain  to  cause  a  migration  of  greater  proportions  than  any  known  in 
the  history  of  the  human  races.  The  fear  of  hunger  will  drive  the  survivors  of  this 
calamity  forth  in  prodigious  numbers  in  quest  of  food — eastward,  because  there  is  no 
other  outlet — and  California  offers  the  most  fruitful  fields  for  their  sustenance.  The 
npeculators  in  Chinese  labor  will,  if  permitted,  seize  this  opportunity  to  augment 
their  fortunes  by  the  importation  of  these  hunger-driven  creatures  into  our  \\oTtM. 
This  invasion  is  to  be  dreaded  by  us  more  than  a  hostile  invasion  by  armed  men,  for 
upon  the  first  note  of  alarm  from  such  a  cause  the  nation  would  hasten  to  our  rescue 
and  defense. 

4.  The  Chinese  bring  with  them  habits  and  customs  the  most  vicious  and  demor- 
alizing. They  are  scornful  of  our  laws  and  institutions.  They  establish  their  own 
tribunals  for  the  redress  of  wrongs  iMM  ii^juries  among  themselves,  independent  of 
our  Courts,  and  subject  the  victims  uf  such  tribunals  to  secret  punisliments  the  most 
barbarous  and  terrible.  In  our  cities  they  live  crowded  and  herded  like  beasts,  gen- 
orating  the  most  dangerous  diseases.  They  introduce  the  ancient,  infectious,  and 
incurable  malady  called  leprosy,  the  germs  of  which,  when  once  distributed,  can 
never  be  eradicated,  but  fasten  themselves  upon  the  people  as  an  eternal  consuming 
rot.  They  poison  our  youth  in  both  mind  and  body.  They  build  no  homes.  They 
are,  generally,  destitute  of  moral  principle.  They  are  incapable  of  patriotism,  and 
are  utterly  unfitted  for  American  citizenship  Their  existence  here,  in  great  num- 
bem,  is  a  perpetual  menace  to  republican  institutions,  a  source  of  constant  irritation 
and  danger  to  the  public  peace. 

5.  The  system  of  labor,  which  results  from  their  presence,  is  a  system  which 
includes  all,  or  nearlv  all,  the  vices  of  slavery,  without  the  conservative  influence 
which  is  incident  to  the  domestic  or  paternal  relation  between  master  and  slave.  It 
degrades  labor  to  the  standard  of  mere  brute  energy,  and  thus  excludes  the  labor  of 
free  white  men  who  will  not  and  cannot  endure  the  degradation  of  competition  with 
servile  labor.  Chinese  labor  is,  therefore,  substituted  fur  the  labc»r  of  free  white  men, 
and  the  State  is  afflicted  with  a  quasi-slave  system,  under  which  Chinese  iwpulation 
supplants  white  American  citizens,  and  drives  them  to  other  fields  or  to  starvation. 

The  necessary  brevity  of  this  memorial  forbids  the  further  enlargement  of  facts 
and  reasons  for  the  almost  universal  hostility  in  Cnlifoniia  to  this  immigration.  We 
beg  the  earnest  attention  of  the  Government  at  Washington  to  this  subject,  fi-auglit 


with  immense  interest  to  us,  and,  as  we  believe,  to  the  whole  people  of  the  United 
States.  Whatever  the  State  of  California  may  lawfully  do  to  abate  or  mitigate  this 
evil  it  has  resolved  to  do,  declaring,  however,  our  settled  determination  to  avoid  all 
conflict  with  the  national  authority,  and  to  limit  onr  action  to  the  exercise  of  the 
police  power  of  the  State.  We  ask  most  earnestly  and  respectfully  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  such  prohibitory  legislation  as  will  effectually  prevent  the  fur- 
ther immigration  of  Chinese  coolies  or  laborers  into  the  American  ports  of  this  coast. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.    I  move  it  be  adopted.  * 

Mr.  UUESTIS.    I  move  that  it  be  printed  in  the  form  of  a  memorial. 

The  memorial  was  adopted. 
•   Mr.  HUESTIS.    My  idea  was  to  have  time  to  read  it.    This  is  a 
grave  question. 

Mr.  SH after.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Secretary  have  the 
memorial  properly  engrossed  and  present  it  to  each  member  of  this  Con- 
vention for  his  personal  signature. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

LKOISLATIVK  DEPARTHRNT. 

The  president.  The  next  business  on  our  file  is  the  consideration 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department. 

Following  is  the  draft  of  the  proposed  article  on  the  Legislative 
Department  presented  by  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department: 

Article  IV. 

LEGISLATIVE  DEPARTMENT. 

Sectiox  1.  The  legislative  power  of  this  State  shall  be  vested  in  a 
Senate  and  Assembly,  which  shall  be  designated  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  and  the  enacting  clause  of  every  law  shall  be  as  fol- 
lows :  "  The  People  of  the  State  of  California,  represented  in  Senate  and 
Assembly,  do  enact  as  follows." 

Src.  2.  The  sessions  of  the  Legislature  shall  be  biennial,  and  shall 
commence  on  the  first  Monday  after  the  first  Tuesday  in  January  next 
ensuing  the  election  of  its  members,  at  twelve  o'clock  h.,  unless  the 
Governor  shall,  in  the  interim,  convene  the  Legislature  by  proclamation. 
No  session  shall  continue  longer  than  sixty  days,  except  the  first  session 
called  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  which  may  continue 
eighty  days.  And  no  bill  shall  be  introduced,  in  either  House,  during 
tl^  last  ten  days  of  the  session,  without  the  consent  of  two  thirds  of  the 
members  of  said  House. 

Skc.  3.  The  members  of  the  Assembly  shall  be  chosen  biennially,  by 
the  qualified  electors  of  their  respective  districts,  on  the  first  Tuesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  November,  and  their  term  of  office  shall  be 
two  years. 

Sec.  4.  Senators  shall  be  chosen  for  the  term  of  four  years,  at  the 
same  time  and  places  as  members  of  the  Assembly,  and  no  person  shall 
be  a  member  of  the  Senate  or  Assembly  who  has  not  been  a  citizen  and 
inhabitant  of  the  State,  and  of  the  district  for  which  he  shall  be  chosen, 
one  year  next  before  his  election. 

Sec.  5.  The  Senate  shall  consist  of  thirty  members,  and  the  Assem- 
bly of  sixty  members,  to  be  elected  by  districts,  as  hereinafter  provided. 
The  seats  of  the  fifteen  Senators  from  the  odd  numbered  districte,  chosen 
at  the  first  election  under  this  Constitution,  shall  be  vacated  at  the 
expiration  of  the  second  year,  so  that  one  half  the  Senate,  after  the  first 
election,  shall  be  chosen  ever^  two  years. 

Sec.  6.  For  the  purpose  of  choosing  members  of  the  Legislature,  the 
State  shall  be  divided  into  thirty  districts,  as  nearly  equ^l  in  population 
as  may  be,  and  composed  of  contiguous  territory,  to  be  called  legislative 
districts.  Each  district  shall  choose  one  Senator  and  two  members  of 
the  Assembly.  The  districts  shall  be  numbered  from  one  to  thirty, 
inclusive,  in  numerical  order,  commencing  at  the  northern  boundary  of 
the  State,  and  ending  at  the  southern  boundary  thereof.  In  the  forma- 
tion of.said  districts  no  county,  or  city  and  county,  shall  be  divided, 
unless  it  contain  sufficient  population  within  itself  to  form  two  or  more 
districts,'  nor  shall  a  part  of  any  county,  or  city  and  countv,  be  united 
with  any  other  county,  or  city  and  county,  in  forming  any  district.  The 
census  taken  under  the  direction  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty, and  every  ten  years 
thereafter,  shall  be  the  basis  of  fixing  and  adjusting  the  legislative  dis- 
tricts; and  the  Legislature  shall,  at  its  first  session  after  each  census, 
adjust  said  districts  and  reapportion  the  representation  so  as  to  preserve 
them  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as  may  be.  But  in  making  such 
adjustment  no  persons  who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the 
Unitad  States,  under  the  naturalization  laws,  shall  be  counted  as  forming 
the  population  of  any  district.  Until  such  adjustment  shall  be  made, 
the  First  District  shall  consist  of  the  Counties  of  Del  Norte,  Siskiyou, 
Modoc,  Lassen,  Shasta,  and  Trinity ;  the  Second,  of  the  Counties  of 
Humboldt  and  Mendocino;  the  Third,  of  the  Counties  of  Tehama  and 
Butte;  the  Fourth,  of  the  Counties  of  Colusa,  Lake,  and  Sutter;  the 
Fifth,  of  the  County  of  Sonoma;  the  Sixth,  of  the  Counti^^  of  Marin, 
Nana,  and  Contra  Costa;  the  Seventh,  of  the  Counties  of  Solano  and 
Yolo;  the  Eighth,  of  the  Counties  of  Sierra,  Yuba,  and  Plumas;  the 
Ninth,  of  the  County  of  Nevada;  the  Tenth,  of  the  Counties  of  Placer 
and  El  Dorado ;  the  Eleventh,  of  the  County  of  Sacramento ;  the  Twelfth, 
of  the  Counties  of  Calaveras,  Alpine,  and  Amador;  the  Thirteenth,  of 
the  County  of  San  Joaquin ;  the  Fourteenth,  of  that  portion  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  bounded  and  describeci  as  follows,  to  wit: 
Beginning  at  a  point  where  Larkin  street  intersects  the  waters  of  the 
Bay  of  San  Francisco;  thence  meandering  along  the  shore  of  said  bay, 
in  an  easterly  and  southeasterly  direction,  to  the  point  where  Market 
street  intersects  said  bay ;  thence  along  Market  street  to  California 
street;  thence  along  California  street  to  Kearny  street;  thence  along 
Kearny  street  to  Vallejo  street;  thence  along  Vallejo  street  to  Larkin 
street;  thence  along  Larkin  street  to  the  waters  of  the  Bay  of  San 
Francisco,  the  place  of  beginning.  The  Fifteenth,  of  that  portion  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  bounded  and  described  as  follows,  to 
wit:  Beginning  at  the  point  where  Larkin  street  intersects  Vallejo 
street;    tlience  along  Vallejo  street  to  Kearny  street;    thence  along 
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Kearny  street  to  California  street;  thence  along  California  street  to 
Market  street;  thence  along  Market  street  to  Kearny  street;  thence 
along  Kearny  street  to  Pine  street;  thence  along  Pine  street  to  Larkin 
street;  and  thence  along  Larkin  street  to  Vallejo  street,  the  place  of 
beginning.  The  Sixteenth,  of  that  portion  i)f  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  bounded  and  described  as  follows,  to  wit :  Beginning  at 
the  point  where  Franklin  street  intersects  Pine  street;  thence  along 
Pine  street  to  Kearny  street;  thence  along  Kearny  street  to  Market 
street;  thence  along  Market  street  to  Van  Ness  Avenue ;  thence  along  Van 
Ness  Avenue  to  Tyler  street;  thence  along  Tyler  street  to  Gough  street^ 
thence  along  Gough  street  to  Geary  street ;  thence  along  Geary  street  to 
Franklin  street;  thence  along  Franklin  street  to  Pine  street,  the  place 
of  beginning.  The  Seventeenth,  of  that  portion  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  bounded  and  described  as  follows,  to  wit :  Beginning  at 
the  point  where  Larkin  street  intersects  the  waters  of  the  Bay  of  San 
Francisco;  thence  along  Larkin  street  to  Pine  street;  thence  along  Pine 
street  to  Franklin  street;  thence  along  Franklin  street  to  Geary  street; 
thence  along  Geary  street  to  Gough  street;  thenSe  along  Gough  street  to 
Tyler  street;  thence  along  Tyler  street  to  Van  Ness  Avenue;  thence 
along  Van  Ness  Avenue  to  Market  street;  thence  along  Market  street  to 
Ridley  street;  thence  along  Ridley  street  and  said  Ridley  street  produced 
in  a  direct  line  westerly  to  the  Pacific  Ocean;  and  thence  meandering 
northerly  and  easterly  along  the  waters  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  the  Bay 
of  San  Francisco  to  Larkin  street,  the  place  of  beginning.  The  Eight- 
eenth, of  that  portion  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  bounded 
and  described  as  follows,  to  wit:  Beginning  at  the  point  where  Market 
street  intersects  the  waters  of  the  Bay  of  San  Francisco;  thence  mean- 
dering along  the  waters  of  said  bay  to  the  point  where  Channel  street 
intersects  the  waters  of  said  bay;  thence  along  Channel  street  to  Seventh 
street;  thence  along  Seventh  street  to  Harrison  street:  thence  along 
Harrison  street  to  Second  street;  thence  along  Second  street  to  Market 
street;  and  thence  along  Market  street  to  the  waters  of  the  Bay  of  San 
Francisco,  the  place  of  beginning.  The  Nineteenth,  of  that  portion  of 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  bounded  and  described  as  follows, 
to  wit:  Beginning  at  the  point  where  Second  street  intersects  Market 
street;  thence  along  Second  street  to  Harrison  street;  thence  along 
Harrison  street  to  Sixth  street;  thence  along  Sixth  street  to  Market 
street;  and  thence  along  Market  street  to  Second  street,  the  place  of 
beginning.  The  Twentieth,  of  all  that  portion  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  bounded  and  described  as  follows,  to  wit:  Beginning 
at  the  point  where  Sixth  street  intersects  Market  street;  thence  along 
Sixth  street  to  Harrison  street;  thence  along  Harrison  street  to  Seventh 
Street;  thence  along  Seventh  street  to  Channel  street;  thence  along 
Channel  street  to  Harrison  street;  thence  along  Harrison  street  to  Fi^ 
teenth  street;  thence  along  Fift^nth  street  to  Howard  street;  thence 
along  Howard  street  to  Fourteenth  street;  thence  along  Fourteenth 
street  to  Mission  street;  thence  along  Mission  street  to  Ridley  street; 
thence  along  Ridley  street  to  Market  street;  and  thence  along  Market 
street  to  Sixth  street,  the  place  of  beginning.  The  Twenty-first,  of  that 
portion  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  bounded  and  described 
as  follows,  to  wit:  Beginning  at  the  point  where  Channel  street  inter- 
sects the  Bay  of  San  Francisco;  thence  along  Channel  Street  to  Harrison 
street;  thence  along  Harrison  street  to  Fifteenth  street;  thence  along 
Fifleenth  street  to  Howard  street;  thence  along  Howard  street  to  Four- 
teenth street;  thence  along  Fourteenth  street  to  Mission  street;  thence 
along  Mission  street  to  Ridley  street;  thence  along  Ridley  street  and 
the  line  of  Ridley  street  projected  westerly  to  the  Pacific  Ocean;  thence 
southerly  along  the  Pacific  Ocean  to  the  southern  boundary  line  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  thence  along  said  southern  boundary 
line  to  the  Bay  of  San  Francisco;  and  thence  meandering  along  the 
waters  of  the  Bay  of  San  Francisco  to  Channel  street,  the  place  o£»  begin- 
ning. The  Twenty-second,  of  Oakland  Township,  County  of  Alameda. 
The  Twenty-third,  of  all  that  portion  of  the  County  of  Alameda  exclu- 
sive of  Oakland  Township.  Tne  Twenty-fourth,  of  the  County  of  Santa 
Clara.  The  Twenty-fifth,  of  the  Counties  of  Merced,  Mariposa,  Stanis^ 
laus,  and  Tuolumne.  The  Twenty-sixth,  of  the  Counties  of  Tulare, 
Inyo,  Fresno,  and  Mono.  The  Twentv-seventh,of  the  Counties  of  Santa 
Cruz,  San  Mateo,  and  San  Benito.  The  Twenty-eighth,  of  the  Counties 
of  Santa  Barbara,  San  Luis  Obispo,  and  Monterey.  The  Twenty-ninth, 
of  the  County  of  Los  Angeles.  The  Thirtieth,  of  the  Counties  of  San 
Bernardino,  San  Diego,  Kern,  and  Ventura. 

Sec.  7.  Each  House  shall  choose  its  own  officers,  and  judge  of  the 
qualifications,  elections,  and  returns  of  its  own  members. 

Sro.  8.  A  majority  of  each  House  shall  constitute  a  auonim  to  do 
business,  but  a  smaller  number  may  adjourn  from  day  to  aay,  and  may 
compel  the  attendance  of  absent  members  in  such  manner  and  under 
such  penalties  as  each  House  may  provide. 

Skc.  9.  Each  House  shall  determine  the  rule  of  its  own  proceeding, 
and  may,  with  the  concurrence  of  two  thirds  of  all  the  n^embers  elected, 
expel  a  member. 

Sec.  10.  Each  House  shall  keep  a  Journal  of  its  own  proceedings, 
and  publish  the  same,  and  the  yeas  and  nays  of  the  members  of  either 
House,  on  any  question,  shall,  at  the  desire  of  any  three  members  present, 
be  entered  on  the  Journal. 

Sec  1 1 .  Members  of  the  Legislature  shall,  in  all  cases  except  treason, 
felony,  and  breach  of  the  peace,  be  privileged  from  arrest,  ana  shall  not 
bo  subject  to  any  civil  process  during  the  session  of  the  Legislature,  nor 
for  fifteen  days  next  belbre  the  commencement  and  atler  the  termination 
of  each  session.  • 

Sec.  12.  When  a  vacancv  occurs  in  either  House,  from  anv  cause, 
during  the  session  of  the  Legislature,  the  House  in  which  said  vacancy 
occurs  shall  proceed  immediately  to  elect,  from  the  constituency  deprived 
of  representation,  a  member  to  fill  said  vacancy  for  said  session.  If  the 
Legislature  is  not  in  session  at  the  time  the  vacancy  occurs,  the  Governor, 
or  the  person  exercising  the  functions  of  Governor,  shall  issue  writs  of 
election  to  fill  such  vacancy. 


Skc.  13.  The  doors  of  each  House  shall  be  open,  except  on  such  occa- 
sions as  in  the  opinion  of  the  House  may  require  secrecy. 

Sec.  14.  Neither  House  shall,  without  the  consent  of  the  other, 
adjourn  for  more  than  three  days,  nor  to  any  other  place  than  that  in 
which  they  may  be  sitting. 

Skc.  15.  No  law  shall  be  passed  except  by  bill.  Any  bill  may  origi- 
nate in  either  House,  but  may  be  amended  or  rejected  by  the  other,  and 
on. the  final  passage  of  all  bills,  they  shall  be  read  at  length,  and  the 
vote  shall  be  by  veas  and  nays  upon  each  bill  separately,  and  shall  be 
entered  on  the  Journal;  and  no  bill  shall  become  a  law  without  the 
concurrence  of  a  majority  of  the  members  elected  to  each  House. 

Skc.  16.  Every  bill  which  may  have  passed  the  Legislature  shall, 
before  it  becomes  a  law,  be  presented  to  the  Governor.  If  he  approve  it, 
he  shall  sign  it;  but  if  not,  he  shall  return  it,  with  his  objections,  to  the 
House  in  which  it  originated,  which  shall  enter  the  same  upon  the 
Journal  and  proceed  to  reconsider  it.  If,  after  such  reconsideration,  it 
again  pass  both  Houses,  by  yeas  and  nays,  by  a  majority  of  two  thirds  of 
the  members  of  each  House,  it  shall  become  a  law,  notwithstanding  the 
Governor's  objection.  If  any  bill  shall  not  be  returned  within  ten  days 
after  it  shall  nave  been  presented  to  him  (Sundays  excepted),  the  same 
shall  become  a  law  in  like  manner  as  if  he  had  signed  it,  unless  the 
Legislature,  by  adjournment,  prevents  such  return,  in  which  case  it  shall 
not  become  a  law,  unless  the  Governor,  within  ten  days  after  such 
adjournment  (Sundays  excepted),  shall  sign  and  deposit  the  same  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  which  case  it  shall  become  a  law  in 
like  manner  as  if  it  had  been  signed  by  him  before  adjournment.  If 
any  bill  presented  to  the  Governor  contains  several  items  of  appropria- 
tion of  money,  he  may  object  to  one  or  more  items,  while  approving 
other  portions  of  the  bill.  In  such  case  he  shall  append  to  the  bill,  at 
the  time  of  signing  it,  a  statement  of  the  items  to  which  he  objects,  and 
the  reasons  therefor,  and  the  appropriation  so  objected  to  shall  not  take 
eflfect  unless  passed  over  the  Governor's  veto,  as  hereinbefore  provided. 
If  the  Legislature  be  in  session,  the  Governor  shall  transmit  to  tne  House 
in  which  the  bill  originated  a  copy  of  such  statement,  and  the  items  so 
objected  to  shall  be  separatelv  reconsidered  in  the  same  manner  as  bills 
which  have  been  disapproved  by  the  Grovemor. 

Sec.  17.  The  Assembly  shall  have  the  sole  power  of  impeachment, 
and  all  impeachments  shall  be  tried  by  the  Senate.  When  sitting  for 
that  purpose  the  Senators  shall  be  upon  oath  or  affirmation,  and  no  per- 
son shall  be  convicted  without  the  concurrence  of  two  thirds  of  the  mem- 
bers elected. 

Skc.  18.  The  Governor,  Lieutenant-Grovernor,  Secretary  of  State^ 
Controller,  Treasurer,  Attorney-General,  Surveyor-General,  Justice  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts,  shall  be  liable  to 
impeachment  for  any  misdemeanor  in  office;  but  judgment  in  such  cases 
shall  extend  only  to  removal  from  office  and  disqualification  to  hold  any 
office  of  honor,  trust,  or  profit  under  the  State;  but  the  party  convicted 
or  acquitted  shall  nevertheless  be  liable  to  indictment,  trial,  and  punish- 
ment according  to  law.  All  other  civil  officers  shall  be  tried  for  mis- 
demeanor in  office  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature  may  provide. 

Sec.  19.  No  Senator  or  member  of  Assembly  shall,  during  the  term 
for  which  he  shall  have  been  elected,  be  appointed  to  any  civil  office  of 
profit  under  this  State,  which  shall  have  oeen  created,  or  the  emolu- 
ments of  which  have  been  increased  during  such  term,  except  such 
offices  as  mav  be  filled  by  election  by  the  people. 

Sec.  20.  No  person  holding  any  lucrative  office  under  the  United 
States,  or  any  other  power,  shall  be  eligible  to  any  civil  office  of  profit 
under  this  State;  provided,  that  officers  in  the  militia,  to  which  there  is 
attached  no  annual  salary,  or  local  officers,  or  Postmasters  whose  com- 

Sensation  does  not  exceed  five  hundred  dollara  per  annum,  shall  not  be 
eemed  lucrative. 

Skc.  21.  No  person  who  shall  be  convicted  of  the  embezzlement  or 
defalcation  of  the  public  funds  of  this  State,  or  of  any  county  or  muni- 
cipality therein,  shall  ever  be  eligible  to  any  office  of  honor,  trust,  or 
profit  under  this  State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  provide,  by  law,  for  the 
punishment  of  such  embezzlement  or  defalcation  as  a  felony. 

Sec.  22.  No  money  shall  bo  drawn  from  the  treasury  but  in  conse- 
quence of  appropriations  made  by  law,  and  upon  warrants  duly  drawn 
tnereon  by  the  Controller;  and  no  money  shall  ever  be  appropriated  or 
drawn  from  the  State  treasury  for  the  use  or  benefit  of  any  corporation, 
association,  asylum,  hospital,  or  any  other  institution,  not  under  the 
exclusive  management  and  control  of  the  State  as  a  State  institution,  nor 
shall  any  grant  or  donation  of  property  ever  be  made  Thereto  by  the 
State.  An  accurate  statement  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  public 
moneys  shall  be  attached  to  and  published  with  the  laws  at  every  regu- 
lar session  of  the  Legislature. 

Skc.  23.  The  members  of  the  Legislature  shall  receive  for  their  ser- 
vices a  compensation  per  diem,  and  mileage,  to  be  fixed  by  law,  and 
paid  out  of  the  public  treasury;  but  no  increase  of  the  compensation 
shall  take  effect  during  the  term  for  which  the  members  of  either  House 
shall  have  been  elected. 

Sec.  24.  Every  law  enacted  by  the  Legislature  shall  embrace  bat  one 
subject,  which  shall  be  expressed  in  the  title,  and  no  law  shall  be  revised 
or  amended  by  reference  to  its  title;  but  in  such  case  the  Act  revised,  or 
section  amended,  shall  be  reenacted  and  published  at  length  as  revised 
or  amended. 

Sec.  25.  The  Legislature  shall  not  pass  local  or  special  laws  in  any  of 
the  following  enumerated  cases,  that  is  to  say : 

First — Regulating  the  jurisdiction  and  duties  of  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
Police  Judges,  and  of  Constables. 
Second — S'or  the  punishment  of  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 
Third — Regulating  the  practice  of  Courts  of  justice. 
Fourth — Providing  for  cuanging  the  venue  in  civil  or  criminal  cases. 
Fifth — Granting  divorces. 
iSfur^A— Changing  the  names  of  persons  or  places. 
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Seventh — Vacating  roads,  town  plata,  streets,  alleys,  or  public  grounds 
not  owned  by  the  State. 

Eighth — Summoning  and  impaneling  grand  and  petit  juries,  and  pro- 
viding for  their  compensation. 

Ninth — Regulating  county  and  township  business,  or  the  election  of 
couDty  and  township  officers. 

Tenth — For  the  assessment  or  collection  of  taxes. 

Eleventh — Providing  for  conducting  elections,  or  designating  the  places 
of  voting,  except  on  the  organization  of  new  counties. 

TweJfUi — Affecting  estates  belonging  to  minors  or  other  persons  under 
legal  disabilities. 

Thirteenth — Extendixig  the  time  for  the  collection  of  taxes. 

Fourteenth — Giving  effect  to  invalid  deeds,  wills,  or  other  instruments. 

Fifteenth — Refund mg  money  paid  into  the  State  treasury. 

Sixteenth — Releasing  or  extinguishing,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  indebt- 
edness, liabilitv,  or  obligation  of  any  corporation  or  person  to  this  State, 
or  to  any  municipal  corporation  therein. 

Seventeenth — Declaring  any  person  of  age,  or  authorizing  any  minor 
to  sell,  lease,  or  incumber  his  or  her  property. 

^t^A^e^i/A— Legalizing,  except  as  agamst  the  State,  the  unauthorized 
or  invalid  act  of  any  officers. 

Nineteenth — Granting  to  any  corporation,  association,  or  individual 
any  special  or  exclusive  right,  privilege,  or  immunity. 

Twentieth — Exempting  property  from  taxation. 

Thpeniy-JSrst — Changing  county  seats. 

Ttoenty-seamd — Restoring  to  citizenship  persons  convicted  of  infamous 
crimes. 

Tvoenty-third — Regulating  the  rate  of  interest  on  money. 

Ticentf/-/ourth — Authorizing  the  creation,  extension,  or  impairing  of 
liens. 

7\oenty-Jifth — Cliartering  or  licensing  ferries,  bridges,  or  roads. 

Twent^'Sirth — Remitting  fines,  penalties,  or  forfeitures. 

Twenfy-sevenih — Providing  for  the  management  of  common  schools. 

Twenty-eighth — Creating  offices,  or  prescribing  the  powers  and  duties 
of  officers  in  counties,  cities,  cities  and  counties,  townships,  election  or 
school  districts. 

Twenty-ninth — Affecting  the  fees  or  salary  of  any  officer. 

Thirtieth — Changing  the  law  of  descent  or  succession. 

Thirty-Jlrst — Authorizing  the  adoption  or  legitimation  of  children. 

Thirty-second — Authorizmg  the  laying  out,  opening,  altering,  or  main- 
taining roads,  highways,  streets,  alleys,  or  public  grounds. 

Thirty-third — For  limitation  of  civil  or  criminal  actions. 

Thirty-fourth — In  all  other  cases  where  a  general  law  can  be  made 
applicable,  no  local  or  special  law  shall  be  enacted. 

Sec.  26.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  authorize  lotteries 
or  gill  enterprises  for  any  purpose,  and  shall  pass  laws  to  prohibit  the 
sale  of  lotterv  or  gift  enterprise  tickets,  or  tickets  in  any  scheme  in  the 
nature  of  a  lottery,  in  this  State.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  to 
regulate  or  prohibit  the  buying  and  selling  of  the  shares  of  the  capital 
stock  of  corporations  in  any  St^k  Board,  Stock  Exchange,  or  stock  mar- 
ket under  the  control  of  any  association.  All  contracts  for  the  sale  of 
shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  anv  corporation  or  association  on  margin, 
or  t^  be  delivered  at  a  future  day,  shall  be  void,  and  any  money  paid 
on  such  contracts  may  be  recovered  by  the  party  paying  it  by  suit  in 
any  Court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 

Sec.  27.  When  a  Congressional  District  shall  be* composed  of  two  or 
more  counties,  it  shall  not  be  separated  by  any  county  belonging  to 
another  district.  No  county  or  city  and  county  shall  be  divided  in 
forming  a  Congressional  District  so  as  to  attach  one  portion  of  a  county 
oi  city  and  county  to  another  county  or  city  and  county ;  but  the  Legis- 
lature may  divide  any  countv  or  city  and  county  into  as  many  Con- 
gressional Districts  as  it  may  be  entitled  to  by  law. 

Sec.  28.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and  limit- 
ation of  the  charges  for  services  performed  and  commodities  furnished 
by  corporations,  and  where  laws  shall  provide  for  the  selection  of  any 
person  or  officer  to  regulate  and  limit  such  rates,  no  such  person  or  officer 
shall  be  selected  by  any  corporation,  and  no  person  shall  oe  selected  who 
is  an  officer  or  stockholder  in  any  corporation. 

Sec.  29.  Dues  from  corporations  shall  be  secured  by  such  individual 
liabilities  of  the  corporators  and  other  means  as  may  be  prescribed  bv 
law.  The  property  of  corporations  now  existing,  or' hereafter  created, 
shall  forever  be  subject  to  taxation,  the  same  as  the  property  of  individ- 
uals, and  the  franchises  of  such  corporations  shall  be  assessed  at  their 
actual  cash  value,  and  taxed  accordingly. 

Sec.  30.  The  term  corporations,  as  used  in  this  article,  shall  be  con- 
strued to  include  all  associations  and  joint  stock  companies  having  any 
of  the  powers  or  privileges  of  corporations  not  possessed  by  individuals 
or  partnerships.  And  all  corporations  shall  have  the  right  to  sue,  and 
shall  be  subject  to  be  sued  in  all  Courts,  in  like  cases  as  natural  persons. 

Sec.  31.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  pass  any  Act  grant- 
ing any  charter  for  banking  purp^s,  but  associations  may  be  formed 
under  general  laws  for  the  deposit  of  gold  and  silver  and  other  lawful 
money  of  the  United  States ;  but  no  such  association  shall  make,  issue, 
or  put  in  circulation  any  bill,  check,  ticket,  certificate,  promissory  note, 
or  other  paper,  or  the  paper  of  any  bank,  to  circulate  as  money. 

Sec.  32.  The  Legislature  of  this  State  shall  prohibit,  by  law,  any 
person  or  persons,  association,  company,  or  corporation  from  exercising 
the  privileges  of  banking  or  creating  paper  to  circulate  as  money. 

Sec.  33.  Each  stockholder  of  a  corporation  or  joint  stock  association 
shall  be  individually  and  personally  liable  for  his  proportion  of  all  its 
debts  and  liabilities  contracted  or  incurred  while  he  was  a  stockholder, 
and  the  Trustees  or  Directors  of  such  corporation  or  association,  and  each 
of  them,  shall  be  responsible,  individually,  for  the  misappropriation  by 
the  officers  thereof  or  the  funds  or  deposits  of  such  corporation  or  asso- 
ciation. 

Sec.  34.    It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  provide,  by  gen- 


eral laws,  for  the  organization  of  city,  town,  and  county  governments, 
and  for  assessing  and  collecting  taxes  for  the  support  of  the  same ;  pro- 
videdf  that  no  city,  city  and  county,  town,  or  countyshall  ever  incur  a 
debt  which,  together  with  existing  indebtedness,  shall  exceed  two  per 
cent,  of  the  assessed  value  of  the  property  therein.  Such  value  shall  be 
ascertained  from  the  assessment  roll  for  State  and  county  purposes  made 
immediately  previous  to  incurring  such  indebtedness;  provided^  how- 
ever y  that  a  city,  city  and  county,  town,  or  county  may  borrow  money 
under  and  in  accordance  with  the  following  conditions  and  limitations  in 
addition  to  any  other  conditions  and  limitations  contained  in  the  Con- 
stitution, namely :  the  debt  must  be  for  some  single  work  or  object 
only,  and  must  be  authorized  by  a  resolution  passed  by  a  vote  of  three 
fourths  of  all  the  members  elected  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Common 
Council,  or  local  Legislature.  Such  resolution  shall  also  distinctly  spec- 
ify the  single  work  or  object  for  which  the  debt  is  to  be  created,  and  the 
amount  of  the  debt  authorized,  and  shall  contain  provisions  for  a  sink- 
ing fund  to  meet  the  same  at  maturity,  and  requiring  at  least  ten  per 
cent  of  the  principal  to  be  annually  raised  by  taxation  and  paid  into 
the  sinking  fund.  Such  resolution  shall  not  take  effect  until  it  shall  be 
ratified  at  an  election  held  in  said  city,  city  and  county,  county,  or 
town,  at  which  no  other  matter  is  voted  upon,  and  which  shall  be  held 
within days  after  the  passage  of  said  order  or  resolution.  The  Leg- 
islature shall  make  such  laws  as  may  be  necessary  to  provide  for  hold- 
ing such  election  and  ascertaining  tlie  result  thereof. 

Sbo.  35.  In  all  elections  by  the  Legislature  the  members  thereof 
shall  vote  viva  voce,  and  the  votes  shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal. 

Sec.  36.  The  general  appropriation  bill  shall  contain  no  item  or 
items  of  appropriation  other  than  such  as  are  required  to  pay  the  sala- 
ries of  the  State  officers,  the  expenses  of  the  government,  and  of  the 
institutions  under  the  exclusive  control  and  management  of  the  State. 

Sec.  37.  Neither  the  Legislature,  nor  any  county,  city  and  county, 
township,  school  district,  or  other  municipal  corporation,  shall  ever 
make  an  appropriation,  or  pay  from  any  public  fund  whatever,  or  grant 
anything  to  or  in  aid  of  any  religious  sect,  church,  creed,  or  sectarian 

Eurpose,  or  help  to  support  or  sustain  any  school,  college,  univeisitv, 
ospital,  or  other  institution  controlled  by  any  religious  creed,  church, 
or  sectarian  denomination  whatever;  nor  shall  any  grant  or  donation 
of  personal  property  or  real  estate  ever  be  made  by  the  State,  or  any 
city,  city  and  county,  town,  or  other  municipal  corporation,  for  any 
religious  creed,  church,  or  sectarian  purpose  whatever. 

Sec  38.  The  Lep^islature  shall  have  no  power  to  give  or  to  lend,  or 
to  authorize  the  giving  or  lending,  of  the  credit  of  the  State,  or  of  any 
county,  city  and  county,  city,  township,  or  other  political  corporation  or 
subdivision  of  the  State  now  existing,  or  that  may  be  hereafter  estab- 
lished, in  aid  of  or  to  any  person,  association,  or  corporation,  whether 
municipal  or  otherwise,  or  to  pledge  the  credit  thereof,  in  any  manner 
whatever,  for  the  payment  of  the  liabilities  of  any  individual,  associa- 
tion, municipal,  or  other  corporation  whatever ;  nor  shall  it  have  power 
to  make  any  grant,  or  authorize  the  making  of  any  grant,  of  any  public 
money  or  thing  of  value  to  any  individual,  municipal,  or  other  corpora- 
tion whatever;  and  it  shall  not  have  power  to  authorize  the  State,  or 
any  political  subdivision  thereof,  to  subscribe  for  stock,  or  to  become  a 
stockholder  in  any  corporation  whatever. 

Sec.  39.  The  Iiegislature  shall  have  no  power  to  grant,  or  authorize 
any  county  or  municipal  authority  to  grant  any  extra  compensation  or 
allowance  to  any  public  officer,  agent,  servant,  or  contractor,  after  seiir 
vice  has  been  rendered,  or  a  contract  has  been  entered  into  and  per- 
formed in  whole  or  in  part,  nor  to  pay,  or  to  authorize  the  payment  of 
any  claim  hereafter  created  against  tKe  State,  or  any  county  or  munici- 
pality of  the  State,  under  any  agreement  or  contract  made  without 
express  authority  of  law ;  and  all  such  unauthorized  agreements  or 
contracts  shall  be  null  and  void. 

Sec.  40.  The  Legislature  shall  not  ratify  any  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  which  may  be  proposed  bv  Congress, 
except  such  as  shall  have  been  proposed  and  published  at  least  tuirty 
days  next  preceding  the  general  election  for  members  of  the  Legislature 
ratifying  such  amendment. 

Sec.  41.  In  case  of  a  contested  election  in  either  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature only  the  claimant  decided  entitled  to  the  seat  shall  receive  from 
the  State  per  diem  compensation,  or  mileage. 

Sec.  42.  In  order  that  no  inconvenience  may  result  to  the  public 
service  from  the  taking  effect  of  this  Constitution,  no  officer  shall  be 
suspended  or  superseded  thereby,  until  the  election  and  qualification  of 
the  several  officers  provided  for  in  this  Constitution. 

LEGISLATIVE   DEPABTMENT. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  President :  I  movethat  the  Convention  now  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  one. 

The  secretary  read  : 

Section  1.  The  legislative  power  of  this  State  shall  be  vested  in  a 
Senate  and  Assembly,  which  shall  be  designated  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  and  the  enacting  clause  of  every  law  shall  be  as  fol- 
lows :  "  The  people  of  the  State  of  California,  represented  in  Senate  and 
Assembly,  do  enact  as  follows." 

The  chairman.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  section  one,  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  2.  The  sessions  of  the  Legislature  shall  be  biennial,  and  shall 
commence  on  the  first  Monday  after  the  first  Tuesday  in  January  next 
ensuing  the  election  of  its  members,  at  twelve  o'clock  m.,  unless  the 
Governor  shall  in  the  interim  convene  the  Legislature  by  proclamation. 
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Slate  an  immense  amount,  and  I  really 
whole  country.  Here  it  ia  nut  so  unf- 
liticiaiis.     1  approve  of  the  report  of  the 
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.  they  are  tired  of  these  political 

the  country  are  turning  into  politicians 

yea™  and  be  obliged  lo  go  at  some  hon- 
g  men  are  looking  to  jwlitjca  as  a  means 
that  one  of  my  sons  would  carry  a  hod 
It  office  in  the  gift  of  this  State.  There- 
ing  done  to  check  this  office  hunting. 
!  you  have  the  session  quadrennial,  how 
e  election  of  the  United  Slates  Senator? 
it  could  he  done  in  some  way,  and  that  is 
hingup. 
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Constitution,"  the  words  "which  may 
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B  that  the  committee  riae  for 
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Chairman:  I  move  to  amend  by  insert- 
Constitution,"  the  words  "  which  ma^ 
;y  daya."  As  the  section  is  re|iorlcd  it 
ue  longer  than  aixty  days,  except  the  firat 
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esire  to  speak  upon  this  subject, 
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of  attempting  to  frame  even  a  Con.ilitu- 
le  hunilred  daya,  and  we  have  accnm- 
eems  to  me  a  moral  impossibility  to 
and  therefore,  why  the  restriction?  It 
re  convened  after  the  adoption  of  this 
pled,  should  certainly  have  one  hundred 
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process  so  that  the  Legislature  must  be 
>rder  to  change  the  law.  If  a  Legialo- 
'peration  this  Const 
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believe  that  any  body  of  men  can  do  the  work  neeevary  to  be  di 
this  Constitution  be  aciopted,  in  eighty  days. 

Mk.  brown.     I  second  the  amendment. 

Mb.  O'DONNELt.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  an  amendment  to 

Ths  SECRETARY  read: 

"The  sessions  of  tho  Legislature  shall  be  quadrennial,  and  shall 

members,  unless  the  Governor  of  Ibe  State  shall,  in  the  interim 
vene  a  special  aession   by  proclamation.    Ko  sesaion  shall  coi 
longer  than  one  hundred  and  twenty  davs." 
Ma.  O'DONKELL.     I  offer  that  as  a  aubstitute. 


MB.JOnSSON.    Mr.  CL( 
lave  been  in  favor  of  quadreiiniai  sessions  of  the  Lej 
i  proposed  lo  make  quite  a  reform  in  our  Constitutii 
._■_.!_  — '--  '  -  '3  a]]  of  this  local  legislation,  and 


to  say  that  from  the 


ith  all  that  class  of  legisl 


tutional  provision  that  will  do 

So  faraa  the  repoit  of  the  coniiniiiee  IS  concemeu  in  mac  qitvcl 
am  fully  in  accord  with  it,  but  I  think  that  the  sessions  of  the  U 
tura  of  this  Stale  should  be  quadrennial.  I  know  in  our  own  C 
Convention,  which  was  largely  attended,  there  being  about  one 
dred  present,  without  being  required  to  stand  upon  any  platform, 
them  all  that  I  should  favor  quadrennial  sessions  ot  tfae  Legist 
and  they  knew  the  grounds  upon  which  1  ptood.  Now  it  is  said  t 
anovelly.  It  occurs  lo  me  that  we  have  drawn  very  liberally  froi 
Coustitutiona  of  other  States,  and  I  think  it  is  nothing  to  our  discn 
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:ial  el 


'or  of  hi 
Votini 


President  would  perhaps 
unnecessarily  targe,  and  perhaps  it  would  make  Ibe  honesty  uf  ei 
depend  upon  the  suftVages  of  the  people  at  any  one  election.  But 
in  favor  of  quoilrennial  sessions  of  Ihe  Legislature,  commencing  o 
fir^t  Tuesday  a^er  the  first  ^londay  !in  November  of  next  ycai 
every  four  years  after.  I  think  a  goixi  deal  of  lime  is  lost  by  h 
the  session  commence  before  the  holidays,  and  therefore  I  am  in 
of  eo  much  of  the  report  of  the  committee  as  says  that  tbey  shall 
on  the  liret  Monday  after  the  fir^t  Tuesilay  in  January.  It  will 
great  saving  to  this  State,  anil  I  say  that  that  constitutional  itr 
should  be  baaed  u|>on  eoonomy.  It  is  a  move  in  Ihe  right  directioi 
I  say  that  on  economic  grounds  this  should  be  favored.  If  we  lim 
session  to  slity  days,  and  eliminate  alt  this  local  legislation,  and  « 
the  legislation  to  general  mailers,  I  say  that  siity  daya  will  be 
enough,  and  four  vears  frequent  enough,  and  I  believe  that  thai 
Bceonl  with  Ihe  sentiment  of  the  people  of  this  SUte.  Furlhermi 
any  emergenev  presents  iLielf  the  Uovernor  can  call  the  Legis' 
together.  There  is  no  occasion  lo  have  these  biennial  sessions.  A 
uniformly  at  llrtt  in  all  of  the  Slates  the  sessions  were  every  year, 
they  are  mostly  biennial.     If  we  make  the  sessions  quadrei     '  ' 

Ii 

Ma.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman;  It  seems  to  me  there  wo 
li tile  difficulty  in  Ibeelectionof  a  United  Slates  Senator.  I  an: 
of  biennial  sessions,  and  of  confining  these  sessions  to  short  te 
leaving  all  local  legislation  to  the  county  Boards  of  Supcrvison 


Mb.  JOYCE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  very  sorr^  to  hear  this  i 
reform  being  raised  here  ogain.  It  seems  to  me  this  old  penny  wis 
pound  foolisli  ciy  rises  in  this  Convention  very  often.  It  seema 
that  we  cannot  afford  lo  abolish  the  Legislature  altogether  and  pli 
the  hands  of  the  Governor  the  whole  power. 

Mb.  white.  Were  vou  elocted  on  a  platform  that  favored  sei 
once  in  fouryearsT 

Mb.  JOYCE.    No.  air. 

Me,  WHITE.    Yea,  you  "were. 

Ms.  JOYC&  I  believe  there  is  a  good  deal  of  corporations  ic 
I  believe  the  people  are  hoodwinked-     '  ■    '■        ■■    ■     '  '■■ 


better  class  of  men  selected,  and  the  interests  of  tl 
Stale  will  be  looked  after  better  than  they  are  at  present 
n  entirely  in  sympathy  with  the  proposition  to  have  qusdrc 
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n  formed  they  cc 


n  for  an  abolition  t 


ng  will 

oppress  the  citiiena.  We  are  here  almost  eighty  days,  and  what 
wo  done?  I  believe  that  the  Slate  of  California  is  ground  down  t 
combined  combination  of  corporations ;  that  it  would  take  them  at 
four  or  sin  weeks  of  this  siity  days  lo  get  through  with  the  elect 
a  Uuited  Stales  Senator,  and  before  they  could  get  what  was  nect 
to  protect  the  people  against  the  power  of  corporations  that  the 
days  would  i>e  up.  I  do  not  Ijelieve  that  the  people  are  so  ground 
by  the  Legislature  or  dire<-t  salaries  of  officers  as  what  they  are  k 
monetary  jobs  and  accumulated  salariea  of  our  officers.  Thecontr 
of  San  Francisco  rob  the  people  of  tbatcity  and  county  more  than 
whole  public  tax  for  the  paying  of  public  officers.  Tliis  we  do  n< 
a  word  about.  We  want  lo  tear  down  salaries  and  bring  down  n 
The  corporate  bodies  of  this  State  want  to  bringdown  their  officiah 
hey  want  lo  show  on  the  outside.  I  do  not  believe  it  can  be  do 
■rippling  the  bands  of  our  Legislature.  I  believe  that  our  Legisli 
f  It  waa  convened  once  a  year,  and  then  convened  for  ninety 
»uld  do  more.  I  am  sorry  to  liear  this  cry  from  our  side  of  the  t 
would  like  lo  know  how  many  of  these  corrupt  bills  have  ever 
'cloed  by  the  Governors  of  this  State.    I  do  not  want  to  see  this  11 
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in  the  fence  where  there  is  no  nigger  in  the  fence.  I  want  no  hood- 
winking on  the  ground  of  economy.  Here  those  people  tell  us  that  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  find  honest  men  for  the  position  of  legislators. 
The  consistency  of  these  arguments  is  beyond  the  knowledge  of  work- 
ingmen.  The  whole  thing  looks  suspicious;  at  least  it  does  to  me.  I 
have  an  amendment  to  offer,  if  it  is  in  order,  Mr.  President. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

"  Amend  by  inserting  the  words  '  one  hundred '  in  line  five,  instead 
of  the  word  '  sixty/  and  insert  the  words  '  one  hundred  and  fifty/  in 
line  six,  instead  of  the  word  'eighty.' 

Mr.  bowling.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  men  laboring  under  misappre- 
hension  

Mb.  morel  and.  I  suggest  to  the  members  of  the  Workingmen's 
party  that  they  should  "  pool  their  issues.'' 

Mr.  SMITU,  of  Santa  Clara.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amend- 
ment. 

Thi  SECRETARY  read : 

"Amend  by  inserting  at  the  end  of  the  fourth  line,  '  No  session  shall 
hare  pay  for  a  longer  period  than  sixty  days,  except  the  first  session 
called  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution.' '' 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  LARKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  are  several  amendments 
pending  now.  I  expect  to  support  this  report.  I  believe  it  to  be  a 
good  one — the  best  report  that  nas  been  made  to  this  body,  and  as  to  the 
amendment  pending — as  to  time,  I  think  the  true  limit  should  be  to 
limit  the  Dav  and  allow  them  to  sit  as  long  as  they  please.  If  the  pro- 
visions ot  this  report  are  adopted  there  will  be  no  necessity  for  about 
seven  eighths  of  the  bills  that  are  now  presented.  I  think  the  last  ses- 
sion considered  nine  hundred  and  fifty  bills,  and  not  to  exceed  two 
hundred,  I  think,  were  general  laws.  I  do  not  think  after  the  adoption 
of  this  Constitution  there  will  be  any  necessity  for  changing  more  than 
one  hundred  and  fifty  laws.  I  think  it  better  to  limit  the  amount  paid 
than  the  time  of  the  meeting.  I  think  that  five  hundred  dollars  should 
be  the  limit  for  a  term  of  the  Legislature.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Leg- 
islature meeting  every  two  years.  Really,  I  would  prefer  the  Legisla- 
ture should  meet  annually  instead  of  every  four  years.  I  believe  in 
bringing  the  Government  as  near  to  the  people  as  possible.  I  do  not 
believe  in  leaving  it  to  the  Governor.  I  tnink  we  propose  to  bring  the 
representatives  a  little  nearer  to  the  people,  so  that  the  laws  shall  be  a 
reflex  of  the  people  of  this  State.  That  is  the  policy  of  a  republican 
government.  The  only  change  to  be  made  in  the  Constitution,  in  my 
mind,  is  to  limit  the  pay  that  they  should  receive  at  any  general  session 
of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  MARTIN,  of  Santa  Cruz.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  people  of  my 
section  are  in  favor  of  the  Legislature  meeting  once  m  four  years. 
In  fact,  they  do  not  care  if  it  never  meets.  They  can  get  along 
without  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out 
"  eighty,"  and  insert  "  one  hundred  and  fifty." 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  BROWN. 

Mb.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  does  appear  to  me  that  this  length 
of  time  will  be  considered  none  too  great,  taking  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  new  starting  point  almost  throughout,  and  that  laws 
are  to  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  new  Constitution,  to  suit  its  pecul- 
iarities; to  suit  its  provisions  throughout.  It  will  require  time;  and 
unless  there  is  given  sufficient  time  to  investigate,  to  consider,  to  weigh 
and  balance  the  laws  that  are  to  be  made,  and  to  compare  them  with 
this  great  organic  law  that  is  now  under  consideration,  it  will  be  merely 
impossible  in  the  short  length  of  time  to  make  laws  which  will  answer 
the  purpose.  It  does  not  require  that  there  should  be  any  lengthy  argu- 
ment upon  this  subject.  We  must  know  at  once  that  the  work  will  be 
one  of  great  magnitude,  and  that  there  should  be  no  hurr^  in  this  matter 
in  consequence  of  there  being  a  narrow  limitation  of  tune.  We  have 
seen  the  ill  effects  of  this  here  in  this  body,  and  we  would  not  wish  this 
to  be  repeated  when  the  Legislature  meets  for  the  purpose  of  making 
laws,  in  many  respects  different  from  any  laws  which  we  have  had 
before,  and  which  should  correspond  nicely  with  the  Constitution  now 
being  made.*    I  am  in  favor  of  tne  amendment. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.  VAN   DYKE. 

Mb.  van  DYKE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  concur  entirely  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  £1  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin,  in  regard  to  limiting  the  pav 
instead  of  the  time  the  Legislature  may  remain  in  session.  They  will 
be  driven  in  the  last  few  days  to  consider  the  most  important  legislation, 
and  the  result  will  be  hasty  and  ill  considered  legislation.  Now,  if  you 
limit  the  compensation  you  accomplish  the  whole  purpose,  and  then  let 
the  terms  be  continued  until  the  work  is  completed  and  completed  prop- 
erly and  in  order.  I  was  about  to  move  to  strike  out  all  or  the  section 
from  the  word  "in"  in  the  fourth  line,  to  the  word  "days"  in  the  sixth 
line,  to  meet  that  object. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  CRRRT. 

Mb.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  seems  to  be  a  great  deal  of  dif- 
ference of  opinion  among  the  members  in  regard  to  this  matter.  I  will 
say  that  the  Committee  on  .Legislative  Department  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  sixty  days  session  would  be  amply  sufficient  for  all  the 
purposes  of  legislation  hereafter,  and  that  that  conclusion  was  arrived  at 
from  consideration  of  the  fact  that  by  changing  the  time  of  meeting 
until  afUer  the  holidays,  we  had  saved  at  least  twenty  days;  because  I 
believe  that  twenty  days  have  been  Vasted  on  account  of  the  holidays 
and  other  ad^'ournments  for  a  long  time.  Again,  we  have  provided 
here  such  limits  as  in  our  iudgment  will,  if  adopted  by  this  Convention, 
put  an  end  to  special  legislation ;  and  we  all  Know  that  at  least  two 
thirds  of  the  time  of  former  Legislatures  has  been  consumed  in  such 
legislation  as  will  be  prohibited  if  this  report  is  adopted.    Sixty  days  is 


long  enough  for  any  Legislature  to  make  necessary  changes  in  general 
laws;  and  eighty  days  limit  for  the  first  session  was  that  which  was 
adopted  in  the  committee,  after  some  difference  of  opinion,  and  in  my 
mind  it  is  sufficient.  I  do  not  understand  that  it  is  necessary,  because 
this  Constitution  is  adopted',  to  have  a  new  code  of  laws.  I  do  not 
understand  that  the  Constitution  is  going  to  repeal  all  our  statutes,  and  do 
not  see  really  that  any  more  time  will  necessarily  be  consumed  by  the 
first  session  than  any  subsequent  session  of  the  Legislature ;  and  I  can- 
not see  why  there  will  be  any  greater  difficulty  or  any  more  time  neces- 
sary for  the  first  Legislature  than  in  any  subsequent  session.  It  will  be 
necessary  to  make  some  changes  in  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure.  The 
twenty  days  extra  allowance  is  amply  sufficient  for  that.     I  have  no 

E articular  pride  of  opinion  about  this  report,  but  I  think  that  the  time 
ere  is  amply  sufficient.  I  believe  that  it  is  proposed  that  the  Legisla- 
ture should  meet  as  often  as  once  in  two  years,  very  large  interests  are 
confided  to  the  executive  officers  of  this  State.  They  are  to  report  to 
the  Legislature,  and  two  years  is  long  enough  between  the  examinations 
of  the  accounts  of  these  receiving  and  dispensing  agents,  and  ascertain- 
ing what  has  been  done  in  the  way  of  executing  the  laws  and  dispensing 
the  money  of  the  State.  Great  changes  have  been  made  and  will  be 
made  which  may  render  proper  the  readjustment  of  the  rate  of  taxation. 
I  think  the  sessions  of  the  Legislature  should  be  as  often  as  once  in  two 
years.  The  suggestion  made  by  the  gentleman  from  £1  Dorado,  Mr. 
Larkin,  that  it  is  to  allow,  instead  of  per  diem,  a  gross  sum  to  each 
member  of  the  Legislature  for  the  session ;  that  might,  I  say,  render 
the  sessions  shorter  than  they  would  be  otherwise.  I  think  the  report  of 
the  committee  is  proper  and  ought  to  be  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beerstecher. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  ofiered 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Joyce. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Smith.  The  Chair  hears  no 
second  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  van  dyke.    I  send  up  my  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  by  striking  out  in  line  four,  from  and  including  the  word  'no/ 
down  to  and  including  the  word  'days'  in  line  six." 

Mr.  van  dyke.  The  purpose  of  that  amendment  is  to  strike  out 
the  limit  on  the  session,  and  then  when  we  reach  the  com|>ensation  then 
to  limit  the  compensation. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  the  words  'which  may  continue  eighty  days/  and  insert 
in  same  place  '  for  which  members  thereof  shall  not  have  pay  for  more 
than  one  hundred  and  twenty  days.' " 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman:  Would  that  amendment  be  subject  to 
amendment?  If  so  I  would  move  to  strike  out  "one  hundred  and 
twenty  "  and  insert  "one  hundred."  I  believe  a  majority  of  the  Conven- 
tion will  agree  upon  a  session  of  one  hundred  days. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  INMAN.  Mr. Chairman:  I  hope  this  Convention  will  make  no 
change  in  this  report.  The  Chairman  has  said  sixty  days  is  sufficient 
time.  We  are  not  going  to  pull  to  pieces  the  statutes  of^the  State  nor 
the  Codes.  I  hope  that  this  Convention  will  put  a  veto  upon  all  those 
propositions  when  they  do  not  bring  any  good  reason  for  them,  and 
stand  by  not  only  this  report,  but  the  reports  of  all  the  committees.  I 
hope  there  will  be  no  more  amendments  offered. 

Mr.  larkin.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  shall  oppose  the  amendment  unless 
it  is  to  strike  out  the  limit  in  regard  to  time.  As  the  Convention  is  not 
willing  to  limit  the  pay  instead  of  the  time,  I  shall  support  the  report 
of  the  committee. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  SMITH,  OF   FOURTH   DISTRICT. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  the  Legislature 
is  not  doing  right,  and  there  is  outside  support,  it  can  very  easily  con- 
tinue without  pay  from  the  State,  and  I  believe  it  is  a  thing  that  should 
be  certain  and  fixed  by  law.  It  is  uncertain  how  much  new  legislation 
will  be  required  bv  the  first  session.  It  is  certain  that  there  will  be  con- 
siderable. There  is  some  new  matter  and  some  novel  matter  introduced 
already  into  this  Constitution;* and  it  is  certain  that  in  addition  to  the 
ordinary  business  of  legislation,  and  in  addition  to  some  change  in  the 
laws  necessary,  there  would  have  to  be  considerable  new  legislation 
under  the  new  Constitution,  and  we  have  already  found  that  the  Legis- 
lature has  made  a  great  mistake  in  limiting  us  to  one  hundred  days.  I 
do  not  know  that  we  have  committed  any  great  offense  against  time. 
There  has  been,  of  course,  some  Httle  delay,  and  I  think  we  nave  found 
here  in  our  experience  in  this  body,  that  the  hundred  days  is  a  very 
short  time.  I  think  it  would  be  Ijetter  for  the  first  session,  inasmuch  as 
it  is  uncertain  how  much  would  have  to  be  done,  to  give  them  some 
more  time,  and  a  hundred  days  is  little  enough.  They  would  require  at 
least  that  much  time,  and  they  should  have  pay  for  that  much  time. 
If  it  should  happen  that  a  great  deal  more  legislation  should  bo  neces- 
sary, let  them  stay,  as  we  stay,  beyond  the  time  without  any  pay. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CAMPBELL. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  we  shall  not  make  the 
mistake  to  too  much  limiting  the  first  session.  The  other  is  all  right : 
but  if  gentlemen  will  reflect  a  moment  they  will  see  that  there  will 
necessarily  be  a  great  deal  of  legislation.  In  regard,  for  instance,  to  the 
subject  of  municipal  corporations,  we  are  going  to  take  from  the  Legis- 
lature a  large  body  of  power,  and  it  will  be  necessary  to  regulate  munici^ 
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cbal  plalfomii  they  were  elected  on,  but  this  ConvetitioQ  has  every 
idmooition  to  reronn.  I  bop«  that  the  committee  will  «trik«  out  that 
imitalioD  in  the  Bocond  par^iaph  which  provides  that  do  seoion  ihill 
»  longer  than  lixty  dflva,  except  the  first  Bcssion.  Leave  the  lime 
■nliraly  indepeadent.  and  when  we  come  to  the  flmounl  of  salsiy,  not 
eave  that  to  the  Legislature.  Such  a  question  aa  that  ought  not  lo  be 
eft  to  the  Legislature  unless  the  times  change  so  fast,  and  the  value  of 
noney  changes  no  fast,  as  to  inahe  it  necessary  lo  leave  it  to  the  Legig- 
"  noney  is  jfoing  to  depreciate,  of  Course,  they  ouglit  to  have 
•  raise  their  pay;  but  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  limi- 
0  time,  and  allow  them  in  a  future  section  five  dollsrs  a  day 


jusiuess,  what  propriety  is  there  in  paying  them  five  dollars  a  day  when 
;hey  are  doing  nothing.  1  think,  that  in  view  of  the  burden  of  debt 
,hat  presses  upon  the  people  of  the  State  that  five  dollars  a  dav  is  all 
Jiat  should  be  paid.  The  cry  Is  that  nohody  but  rich  men'  could 
wme.  Any  man  can  come  for  that.  A  gentleman  here  tells  us  that  he 
lives  for  five  dollars  a  week  ;  and  five  dollars  a  day  is  certainly  a>  much 
luxury  as  an  v  gentlemen  has  a  right  lo  indulge  in  at  the  expense  of  the 
9tate.  If  any  gentleman  chooses  lo  iudulge  in  more  let  him  pay  it 
tiimself.  Blrike  out  these  three  lines,  the  fourth,  fifth,  and  sixth,  sod 
ivheu  we  come  to  a  future  part  of  the  provisions  pii(  in  a  provisioa 
that  they  shall  have  five  dollan  a  day,  and  in  no  case  receive  above 
live  hundrwl  dollars.  I  am  in  favor  in  the  first  place  of  striking  that 
}ut  and  inserting  nothing. 


Mb.  McCALLDM.  Mr.  ChairmaD:  The  quection  of  compensation  is 
not  referred  to  at  all  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department.  In  the  committee  that  matter  was  discussed,  and  the 
majority  of  the  committee  were  of  the  opinion  (hat  it  was  beneath  the 
dignity  of  the  Conslilulion  lo  fin  the  matter  of  compensation,  which 
belonged  exclusively  lo  the  Legislature,  and  also  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  compcnsntion  is  fixed  by  law,  and  would  continue,  in  the 
absence  of  anything  in  the  Constitution  to  cha'nire  it.  As  lo  the  time, 
Mr.  Chairman,  1  must  confess  that  my  judgment  has  undergone  some 

the  main  features  of  it.    Since  then  we  have  acted  upon  aBiU  of  Eights, 
in  which  we  have  made  many  changes  upon  the  subji  '     '  ' 

juries,  grand  juries,  and  other  suhjecta.  and  thus  made        

Legislature.     U|)on  the  subject  of  the  Chinese,  we  have  referred 


grand  juries,  and  other  suhjecta.  and  thus  made  work  for  the 
^  ilure.  U(>on  the  subject  of  the  Chinese,  we  have  referred  much 
iportant  business  lo  the  Legislature.     As  lo  revenue,  there  will  b 


.mount  of  business  at  the  firat  session  of  the  Legislature;  and  as  to 
me  matter  of  corporalions,  which  has  been  passed  upon  ao  br  ai  the 
general  committee  on  that  subject  has  been  concerned,  gentlemen  will 
notice  that  in  this  report  of  the  Corainittee  on  Legislnlive  Department 
there  are  some  very  iniporlsnl  provisions  there  with  regard  to  all  other 
corporations  not  treated  upon  by  the  Committee  on  Corporations  proper, 
which  will  reouire  ver>-  considerable  business  in  the  Legislature.  It 
will  be  noticed  there  that  by  one  section  of  the  article  on  Legislative 
Department,  the  Legislature— unless  it  is  otherwise  provided,  and  it  has 
not  been,  as  we  have  passed  corporations — has  to  provide  for  the  fixing 
of  the  rates  of  all  corporations.  I  maintain  that  this  question  of  water 
rates  which  agitates  a  good  many  in  this  Convention  wilt  find  its  solu- 
tion, perhaps,  in  that  section  of  the  report  ef  the  Committee  on  Legisla- 
tive Department.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  first  session  of  the  Legislature 
will  require  double  the  time,  or  nearly  so,  of  any  succeeding  session.  I 
know  there  has  been  a  good  deal  of  time  wasted  here.  There  have  been 
some  speeches  unnecessarily  long,  and  some  speeches  unnecessarily  re- 

fiated,  and  yet  it  is  true  that  this,  as  a  deliberative  body,  has  worked  as 
ird,  perhaps,  and  intelligently,  as  any  that  has  ever  assembled  in  the 
Slate.  And  yet  it  is  now  plain  and  palpable,  that  if  we  |>erforni  our  duty 
we  will  remain  here  a  considerable  time  beyond  the  one  hundred  days, 
compensation  or  no  compensation,  to  do  our  work  faithfully.  I  do  not 
know  that  one  hundred  and  tweuty  days,  however,  are  requited ;  but  I 
do  believe,  in  view  of  what  bos  transpired,  and  (he  vast  amount  of 
business  which  has  been  referred  to  the  Legislature — for  I  understand  it 
means  the  first  session  of  the  Legislature,  where  we  make  a  thing  man- 
datory— there  is  a  necessity  for  a  longer  time  than  specified.  Therefore 
I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  to  strike  out  "eighty,"  and  I  shall  ofier 
to  strike  out  the  word  "eighty,"  in  line  six,  and  insert  the  words  "one 
hundred."     1  think  perhaps  that  may  be  acceptable  as  a  compromiae. 


idred."     I  think  perhaps  that  may  be  i 
jt  the  other  sessions,  I  think  sixty  days  i 


Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  a  word  as  to  quadrennial  sessions,  and  I  have  done. 
The  argument  presented  on  the  question  here  was  discussed  in  the  com- 
mittee, and  it  hod  considerable  weight.  We  do  not  propose  to  tiy  the 
experiment  ami  be  the  first  Stale  among  men,  and  in  the  history  of  man- 
kind, lo  make  the  sessions  of  the  Legislature  less  frequent  than  once  in 
'     '      -  '  '  '        ..--...-..(  propose  to 

,  ODl,  in  Ihr 
_      Tose  to  niaki 
<8  frequent  than  biennial,  the  less  fre- 

Iuent  they  are  made  tlie  less  republican  is  the  form  of  government.  I 
o  not  believe,  however,  from  the  expressions  I  have  heard,  that  it  is 
profitable  lo  discuss  these  propositions  which  have  so  little  support  that 
there  is  no  possibility  or  danger  of  their  success. 

Mb.  west.  Mr,  Chairman :  I  believe,  sir,  after  reading  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Legislative  Department,  that  they  have  consid- 
ered this  subject  with  ability.  They  have  made  an  able  report,  and  in 
the  main,  1  am  prepared  to  support  the  report ;  but  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
considered  treating  Uie  committee  with  any  disrespect  lo  ofier  or  vot«  for 
material  amendments.     Now,  it  is  well  known  that  the  finit  Legislature 
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that  meets  under  the  new  Constitution,  if  adopted — and  I  believe  it  will 
be  adopted,  for  I  believe  we  will  make  a  gooa  Constitution — ^will  be  the 
most  important  legislative  body  that  was  ever  assembled  in  the  State  of 
California.  It  will  be  the  most  important  deliberative  body  that  ever 
met  in  California.  I  will  not  even  except  this  Convention.  While  thev 
will  not  be  called  upon  to  make  the  new  machine,  they  will  be  called 
upon  to  adapt  the  new  machine  to  the  State  Government  under  the  cir- 
cumstances occurring  by  the  adoption  of  the  new  Constitution.  As  has 
been  well  remarked,  the  jury  system  will  need  a  good  deal  of  change  if 
any  amendment  is  adopted.  The, question  of  revenue  and  taxation,  and 
the  State's  finances  will  need  a  great  deal  of  consideration,  of  careful 
examination  and  adjusting.  The  question  of  municipal  corporations, 
which  has  been  referred  to,  and  especially  that  part  in  relation  to  county 
and  township  organizations,  will  rec[uire  much  legislation.  All  these 
subjects  oommg  up  before  the  Legislature  will  require  thought,  will 
require  study,  and  will  require  time  for  their  proper  adjustment. 

Therefore  I  hope  that  tne  amendment  will  be  adopted,  striking  out 
"eighty,"  and  inserting  "one  hundred,"  in  the  sixth  line.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  believe,  and  I  have  not  on  any  dbcasion  claimed,  that 
the  Legislature  of  the  several  States  are  proverbially  dishonest  We 
expect  to  elect  an  honest  Legislature,  and  we  suppose  that  they  will  do 
their  work  carefullv  and  weu.  I  am  opposed  to  restricting  the  pay.  I 
believe  that  five  dollars  a  day  is  enough,  but  I  am  in  favor  of  a  per 
diem  and  not  in  favor  of  a  fixed  salary.  Whenever  the  time  expires  in 
which  members  receive  pay,  I  have  found  in  all  legislative  bodies  of 
which  I  have  had  any  acquaintance,  there  is  a  class  of  members  that 
commence  a  system  of  discontent  and  demoralization,  moving  to  adjourn 
and  impeding  the  progress  of  legislation,  and  I  have  never  been  able  to 
find  any  good  worK  done  after  the  time  has  expired  for  which  pay  is 
allowed.  Come  down  to  old  prices:  give  them  a  per  diem,  but  give 
them  a  per  diem  as  long  as  you  allow  their  session  to  hold  ,*  and,  if  you 
confine  them  in  any  respect,  confine  the  length  of  the  session.  There- 
fore I  agree  with  the  report,  in  confining  the  length  of  the  session  to 
sixty  days  for  ordinary  sessions,  after  the  first  meeting  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, which  I  believe  should  have  one  hundred  days.  I  believe  that 
would  be  a  proper  length  of  time. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  If  I  am  in  order  I  would  like  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  strike  out  "eighty,"  in  line  six,  and  insert " one 
hundred." 

Thr  chairman.  The  gentleman  from  Kern,  Mr.  Smith,  has 
moved  to  strike  out  "  which  may  continue  eighty  days,"  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words,  "  for  which  members  thereof  shall  not  have  pay 
for  more  than  one  hundred  days." 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  that  one  hundred  davsfor 
the  first  session  is  little  enough.  My  idea  is  tliat  one  hundred  and 
twenty  days  would  be  better  than  one  hundred.  Unless  wo  should 
have  a  much  better  legislative  body  than  I  have  been  associated  with, 
one  hundred  and  twenty  days  is  little  enough.  Sixty  days  is  too  great 
a  limitation.  I  think  that  eighty  days  is  little  enough.  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  is  wise  to  drive  our  legislators,  and  I  think  sixty  days 
would  always  drive  them.     I  am  in  hopes  that  the  committee  will  not 

Erovide  that  the  first  session  after  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution  shall 
e  less  than  one  hundred  days. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  that  amendment  is  adopted  the 
pay  will  be  for  one  hundred  days  only,  and  then  they  could  go  on  just 
as  we  are  now,  without  pay. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  cannot  see  why  we  should  limit 
the  time.  Tlie  Governor  can  call  them  together  on  the  next  morning. 
I  am  opposed  to  any  limit.  If  it  was  necessary  to  continue  the  first  ses- 
sion, the  Governor  could  call  an  extra  session  the  very  next  morning 
afler  the  time  expired. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHBR.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  amend,  so  as  to 
read  as  follows:  "There  shall  be  no  Legislature  convened  from  and 
after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  in  this  State,  and  any  person 
who  shall  be  guilty  of  suggesting  that  a  Legislature  be  held,  shall  be 
punished  as  a  felon  without  the  l^nefit  of  clergy." 

Thr  chairman.    The  gentleman's  amendment  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'proclamation,'  in  the  fourth  line, 
down  to  and  including  the  word  'days,'  in  the  sixth  line,  and  insert  as 
follows :  *  No  pay  shall  be  allowed  to  members  for  a  longer  period  than 
sixty  days,  excepting  the  first  session  of  the  Legislature  called  after  the 
adoption  of  this  Constitution,  they  may  be  allowed  pay  for  one  hundred 
days.' " 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  occurs  to  me  that  it  is  doubtful 
policy  to  limit  the  time  absolutely  to  any  time  whatever.  I  think  that 
will  remove  the  evil.  If  there  is  matter  of  great  imporMnce  before  the 
Legislature,  they  should  not  be  cut  off  from  the  enactment  of  good  laws 
by  a  constitutional  provision.  By  cutting  off  the  pay  after  a  certain 
time,  they  are  not  likely  to  stay  longer  than  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
enact  the  legislation  which  is  before  them. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  There  is  general  complaint 
of  the  work  of  this  Convention,  that  we  are  moving  along  too  sK>wly, 
and  any  member  of  the  Convention  bein^  present  and  looking  over  the 
room,  and  noticing  how  little  interest  is  taken,  will  say  that  it  is 
no  wonder  that  we  are  moving  along  slowly.  No  one  pays  any 
attention,  and  these  matters  are  moving  along  in  this  way  by  reason  of 
the  indolence  of  the  members,  and  it  is  their  fault,  and  no  one  else's.  I 
am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda, 
Mr.  Webster.  The  only  objection  that  is  urged  is  upon  the  plea  of 
economy.  It  is  said  that  the  Legislature  ought  not  to  sit  more  than 
sixty,  or  more  than  eighty,  days,  because  it  costs  too  much,  and  the 
expenses  ought  to  be  r^uced.  And  as  it  is  merely  a  plea  of  economy, 
I  cannot  see  any  objection  to  allowing  the  Legislature  to  sit  just  as  long 
as  it  is  necessary  to  continue  in  session,  but  limit  the  time  for  which 
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they  are  to  receive  pay.  Now,  that  is  the  true  theory.  Give  them  pay 
for  just  so  long,  ana  no  longer,  and,  if  necessary,  allow  them  to  continue 
in  session.  There  is  no  objection  to  allowing  them  to  continue  in 
session.  I  believe  that  the  laborer  is  worthy  of  his  hire,  and  I  believe 
in  paying  the  legislator  ten  dollars  a  day  for  a  certain  number  of  days. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  will  thank  us  for  getting  scrub  mem- 
bers and  giving  them  scruD  pay,  ' 

Mr.  smith, of  Fourth  District  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco  is  mistaken  in  the  matter  of  economy  being 
the  only  question.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  reason  for  short  sessions  is, 
that  the  longer  the  Legislature  that  is  not  doing  good  work  is  in  session 
the  more  chance  there  is  for  evil.  Now,  there  generally  is  a  certain 
amount  of  work  to  be  done.  The  effort  of  this  Convention  is  to  reduce 
that  amount  of  work  to  general  laws,  and  consequently  to  much  less 
work.  Now,  if  we  have  a  session  of  the  Legislature  that  intends  to  do 
evil,  that  session  can  continue  and  be  paid  from  outside  as  long  as  it 
needs  to,  and  the  evil  go  on  against  the  people.  The  policy  has  l^n  in 
most  of  the  States  to  r^uce  the  time  of  service.  Let  it  be  fixed  by  law, 
and  shut  down  at  the  time  that  the  work  that  is  necessary  to  be  done  is 
finislied.  Let  them  have  no  longer  time  than  is  necessary  for  the 
ordinary  business. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.    I  call  for  the  previous  question. 

The  chairman.    The  oommitt^  seems  to  be  ready  for  a  vote.    The 

?[uestion  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
rom  Kern,  Mr.  Smith. - 

The  amendment  was  lost 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Webster. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  68  ayes  to  32 
noes. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  O'Donnell. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  "biennial" 
and  insert  "quadrennial." 

Lost 

Thr  chairman.  If  there  are  no  more  amendments  to  section  two, 
the  Secretary  will  read  section  three. 

MRMBKRS   OF   ASSEMBLY. 

The  secretary  read : 

Src.  3.  The  members  of  the  Assembly  shall  be  chosen  biennially, 
by  the  qualified  electors  of  their  respective  districts,  on  the  first  Tuesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  November,  and  their  term  of  office  shall  be 
two  years. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  amend  section  three  bv 
inserting  afler  the  word  "November,"  in  the  third  line,  the  worcis 
"  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Legislature."  It  is  proposed  now  that 
one  time  of  holding  the  election  in  every  four  years  shall  be  upon  the 
day  of  the  Presidential  election.  That  is  now  on  the  first  Tuesday  after 
the  first  Monday  in  November.  That  day  of  holding  the  Presidential 
election  may  be  changed  at  any  time,  and  the  strong  probabilities  are 
that  it  will  be  changed  before  the  session  of  this  Convention  closes.  A 
bill  has  now  passed  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  changing  the  day  of 
the  Presidential  election  to  the  first  Monday  in  October,  with  every  prob- . 
ability  that  it  will  pass  the  House  and  become  a  law.  If  so,  then  it 
ought  to  be  in  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  make  the  general  election 
of  this  State  conform  to  the  law  of  Congress,  and  it  ought  to  be  flexible. 
I  therefore  think  that  this  amendment  ought  to  be  inserted  in  this  clause 
of  the  Constitution. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  suggest  that  there  should  be 
am.  exception  made  in  regard  to  the  first  election.  If  this  passes  without 
excepting  the  first  election,  we  will  have  to  have  a  separate  election  for 
the  election  of  members  of  Congress. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  suggest  that  that  could  be 
provided  for  by  some  provision  in  the  schedule.  A  provision  can  be 
made  in  the  schedule  which  will  cover  all  the  articles  and  all  the 
sections. 

The  CJIAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  four. 

TKRHS   OP   SENATORS. 

The  secretary  read :  ^ 

Src.  4.  Senators  shall  be  chosen  for  the  term  of  four  years,  at  the 
same  time  and  places  as  members  of  the  Assembly,  and  no  person  shall 
be  a  member  of^  the  Senate  or  Assembly  who  has  not  been  a  citizen  and 
inhabitant  of  the  State,  and  of  the  district  for  which  he  shall  be  chosen, 
one  year  next  before  his  election. 

Mr.  WELLER.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  in  line  three,  so  as  to  Aad,  Who  has  been  three  years  a  citi- 
zen, and  an  inhabitant  of  the  State  and  of  the  district  for  which  he  shall 
be  chosen  one  year  next  preceding  his  election." 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  question  as  to  probation  for 
persons  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States,  or  to  possera  all  the 

3ualifications  of  an  elector,  should  precede  his  citizenship,  and  no  con- 
ition  should  be  made  as  to  his  qualifications  to  hold  office.  If  a  man 
is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  he  is  a  citizen,  of  course,  and  has  all 
the  rights  of  a  native-bom,  and  the  idea  of  declaring  that  he  should 
live  here  three,  or  four,  or  five  years  to  be  entitled  to  hold  office,  I  think 
is  wrong.  If  we  are  not  satisfied  with  the  limit  of  time  a  man  should 
reside  here  before  he  becomes  a  citizen,  why  amend  the  naturalization 
laws,  but  when  a  man  is  declared  to  be  a  citizen,  a  one  year's  residence 
in  the  State  should  be  sufficient  to  entitle  him  to  all  the  rights  of  the 
native-bom  citizen. 
Mr.  INMAN.     Mr.  Chairman:    I  hope    the  amendment  will  be 
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lut  the  carpet-bajcgers.  I  do  not  care  whether 
'eigo-bom.  I  do  Berioualj  object  to  carpet- 
leir  etTect  in  the  Southem  aisloa,  and  I  hope 
idopt  the  amend  meat. 

Ihainnsn :  1  think  the  gentleman  from  El 
rd  to  the  ataendment.  A  person  who  has  uot 
in  one  year  cannot  ba  qunlifled — and  cannot 
le  people  of  this  State— for  the  legislative  and 
indiTiduale  who  have  live<I  here  three  years 
i!,  and  it  is  no  more  than  right  that  our  people 
way,  and  that  they  should  have  inditiduals 
ir  wanU.  for  legielatora  and  judicial  officers. 
.Chairt 


-Notl 


ingisn 


od  enougl 

ilified  electors  in  the  respective  counties  and 
;nt."    1  shall  oppose  the  amendment. 
Iiainnan;   One  word  n-.ore.    The  gentlemen 
sndinent  was  aimed  dire<;tly  at  foreign  bora 

men  who  hold  representative  offices  in  Ibis 
'  the  State  for  three  jears,  and  one  year  resi- 
I  the^  represent.     U  ia  ri^ht  that  we  abould 

Dialed  to  them,  that  they  shonld  not,  on  any 
individuals  that  are  mere  carpet-baggers  in 
lat  must  be  conceded  by  any  peraon  Chat  wilt 

and  intereats,  and  men  who  have  had  time  U> 
sent  ua  in  the  Legislature. 
lirmaD :  I  do  not  think  this  haa  anything  at 
1  citizens.  We  do  not  know  anvEiod;  but 
,  and  when  they  are  once  citiiens  1  reoogniie 
There  might  be  a  time  when  the  people  of 
I  State  may  be  willing,  and  glad,  and  aniioua 
a  that  hod  lalelv  come  into  their  midat,  and 
.^inst  anch  individuals,  and 
e  against  this 


irman:  Kow  we  are  all  convinced  that  when 
thing  whatever  to  be  done  it  is  olwave  very 
.  or  the  individuals  who  do  it  should  know 
derstand  ite  nature  and  comprehend  it  In  its 
eftrings.  For  ioalauce,  if  a  man  la  aick  and 
,  neceasary  tbat  that  doctor  should  know  "■ 

aease  he  is  dealing  w 

A  palienU    Well,  I  hold 
,  .  B  that  act  to  understand 

that  they  may  act  intelligently  in  the  same, 
hat  the  men  who  live  in  the  eaatern  part  of 
(and  the  perulrarities  of  Califomlaj  they  do 

know  moreover  that  it  takea  some  length  of 
.  We  are  fully  aware  even  in  (his  Chiuese 
ire  this  body  that  they  do  not  look  upon 
use  they  have  not  lived  here;  because  they 
ith  the  same  circuinalancea;  therefore  it  ia  a 
em  (o  comprehend  and  act  intelligently  upon 
Is  State,  as  we  consider  it,  with  due  respect  to 
me  principle  applies  when  we  take  into  con- 
I  State,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  that 

been  here  two  or  three  yeara,  find  at  once 
ood  the  queslion.  On  the  subject  of  farming, 
1  the  Eaat,  and  Ui  hear  them  tslk  you  would 
ere  knew  nothing  at  all  about  farming,  bi ' 
rk  they  find  that  tliey  know  nothing  aboi 

it  is  carried  on  here,  and  are  utterly  incorr 
le.  They  positively  need  a  schooling  befoi 
ntelligently  in  this  Bute.  Theae  are  msttei 
1  am  fully  convinced  that  a  man  who  comi 
tend,  until  after  a  certain  length  of  time,  th 
:iple  of  this  Btate.  When  he  comes  her^  it  . 
may  act  intelligently,  that  he  should  undergo 
r  peculiar  institutions.  I  am  utterly  opposed 
being  elected  to  the  Legislature  before  the; 
ith  the  wants  and  needs  of  the  people. 
airman :  I  believe  that  any  gentleman  ought 
le  of  thts  SUito  wish  te  send  te  the  Legiala- 
nust  undoi%tend  the  people  in  leas  time  than 


nend  by  at 


tout" 


ilrman:  Now.  if  this  ia  a  limitation  to 
not  make  it  for  those  who  have  been 
ippen  lo  ba  one  of  that  number.  I  t 
fthem,  I  think  my  friend  Gorman  is 
in  a  community  are  the  best  judges  of  the 
think  you  can 'trust  the  people  (o  elect  their 
part  of  the  State  of  California.  I  do  not 
stitutional  provision  to  prohibit  them  from 

I  shall  oppose  the  amendment, 
airman :  I  think  that  for  a  man  to  be  sufli- 
>  interests  of  the  people  three  years  is  little 
Lct  intelligently  unless  he  haa  that  amount  of 
I  and  passed  the  certain  period  when  we  can 


get  along  without  such  inexperienced  talent,  i 
enced  talent  among  us.  It  is  not  doing  any  i 
It  is  actuallv  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  Btal 
suffer  in  many  instances,  when,  if  that  law  h 
would  have  hod  individuals  who  were  acquai 
who  would  have  done  ua  good  service  in  the  1 

Ma.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  1  wish 
committee  te  the  fact  that  aection  four  in  the  i 
section  five  of  the  present  Constitution.  The; 
ever  except  in  omitting  the  indefinite  art 
"  inhabitant."  We  do  not  propose  any  chang 
proposed  any  change  at  all — unless  that  wouT 
Section  five  of  the  present  Constitution  read- 
four  of  the  article,  if  gentlemen  will  look  i 
vote  for  any  amendment  except  when  an  am< 
am  opposed  to  it  on  principle  anyhow.  The 
of  us  come  from  increase  rapidly  in  populalior 
of  Alameda  County  has  increased  three- fold  n 
great  many  pfople  aft  coming  over  from  San 
be  surprised  if  we  had  a  larger  city  yet  on  the 
I  do  not  propose  to  discourage  the  new  comen 

ThiCIIAIBMAN.  Thequeationiaon  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Corman. 

The  amendment  waa  rejected. 

Thi  chairman.  The  question  recurs  o 
by  the  genlleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Well 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division 


sof 
than  thirty  years  of  age.'" 

Mb.  NASON.     I  second  the  amendment. 

Ma.  WHITE.  I  hope,  gentlemen,  that  yo 
vouag  men  of  this  State  in  that  way. 
'  Ma.  EVEY.  I  do  not  consider  men  twentj 
I  consider  them  young  men ;  men  juat  enten. 
more  mature  than  boys  under  that  age,  and  I 
will  adopt  that  amendment. 

Ma.  WIL50X,  of  First  DistricL  Mr.  Cha 
gentlemen  have  said  about  legislative  bodies, 
put  these  voung  men  in  such  Dad  associations 
favor  of  the  amendment. 

Ma-SIIURTLEFF.  Mr.  Chairman;  If  an 
tion  of  Aaeemblyman  at  twenty-five  years  of 
take  five  years  more  to  make  him  competent 
lo  me  that  it  would  be  ridiculous.  When  He 
United  States  Senate  he  lacked  a  little  of  bei 
the  Seuators  that  voted  for  Clay  had  to  be  thi 
yean  older  than  required  for  the  United  Stal 
their  brilliant  young  statesman  a  little  before 
good  reason  for  prescribing  young  men  in  Ihl 
people  are  the  best  judges  sa  to  the  qualificati 

Ma.  TULLY.     Mr.  Chairman  ;  I  hope  this 


■  any  K 


why  a 


if  age,  shouldn't  be  eligible  to 
office.  I  know  many  young  men  less  than 
who  know  more  than  some  men  of  filly,  am 
in  the  Legislature.     I  think  it  would  be  an  oi 

Mb.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Chairman;  ArticI 
menti  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Slates  i 
naturalised  in  the  United  Stales,  and  aubject 
are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  ( 
No  State  shall  make  or  enforce  any  law  whu 
ileges  or  immunitiea  of  ciliiens  oi  the  Uni 
amendment  is  in  conflict  with  the  Constitutic 

Ma.  ROLFE.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  an 

Tm  SECRETARY  i«Bd : 
"Amend  the  amendment  so  as  to  read  as 
the  Senate  and  Assembly  shall  not  be  leas 

*^a.  ROLPE.  Mr.  Chairman";  I  offer  thi 
have  already  incorporated  in  the  Constitutiot 
years  of  age  may  l>e  Governor,  and  I  think  thi 
old  enough  to  be  Governor  ia  certainly  qualifi 

flge  of  members  of  the  legislative  bodiesof  U 
grntlcmau  from  San  Francisco  when  he  said  i 
admitting  these  young  men  into  such  bad  oa 
are  generally  composed  of.  I  hope  that  thi 
years  as  to  both  branches  of  the  Legislature, 
Mb.  BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman;  lam  oppoi 
I  can  see  no  propriety  whatever  in  them; 
opinion  that  if  the  people  conclude  that  an 
tent,  and  Ibey  wish  to  send  him  to  the  Legi 
the  right  of  doing  so.    I  do  not  believe  that  i 

"  Mb."e™EY?'  Vai^pt  the  amendment  of 
Bernardino,  Mr,  Rolfe. 

Me.  8TEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  deair. 
the  amendment,  and  T  do  this  on  behalf  of  lb 

Thi  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Add  to  the  amendment,  ■  And  not  over  fo 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.     Mr.  Chairman  ;  I 
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tnent  p^  Mr.  Btedman.  I  hope  jou  will  all  vote  for  it.  I  hope  that  the 
old  men  will  be  allowed  to  protect  themselves  against  the  encroach- 
ments of  the  youths.  I  can  further  say  to  the  facetious  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco  that  I  do  not  think  he  will  ever  fall  into  the  Senate  unless 
he  is  elected  from  some  place  where  he  is  not  known. 

Mr.  WELLER.  Some  gentlemen  are  more  popular  where  they  are 
not  known. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  occurs  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  Mr.  Evey. 

The  amendment  was  lost,  on  fii  division,  by  a  vote  of  53  ayes  to  60 
noes. 

Thk  chairman.  If  there  are  no  further  amendments  to  section 
four,  the  Secretary  will  read  section  five. 

Thi  secretary  read: 

Sec.  5.  The  Senate  shall  consist  of  thirty  members  and  the  Assem- 
bly of  sixty  members,  to  be  elected  by  districts  as  hereinafter  provided. 
The  seats  of  the  fifteen  Senators  from  the  odd  numbered  districts,  chosen 
at  the  first  election  under  this  Constitution,  shall  be  vacated  at  the 
expiration  of  the  second  year,  so  that  one  half  of  the  Senate,  after  the 
first  election,  shall  be  chosen  every  two  years. 

Mb.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  section  six  of  the  old  Consti- 
tution as  a  substitute  for  section  five. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

''The  number  of  Senators  shall  not  be  less  than  one  third,  nor  more 
than  one  half,  of  that  of  the  members  of  the  Assembly;  and  at  the 
first  session  of  the  Legislature  after  this  section  takes  effect,  the  Sena- 
tors shall  be  divided  by  lot,  as  equally  as  may  be,  into  two  classes.  The 
seats  of  the  Senators  of  the  first  class  shall  be  vacated  at  the  expiration 
of  the  second  year,  so  that  one  half  shall  be  chosen  biennally." 

Mr.  AYERS.     I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Insert  in  line  one  the  word  'forty,'  in  place  of  the  word  'thirty,' 
and  in  line  two  the  word  'eighty,'  instead  of 'sixty.'" 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Ayers. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   AYERS. 

Mb.  ayers.  Mr.  Chainnan:  I  offer  that  amendment  for  the  reason 
that  I  do  not  believe  that  the  number  of  representatives  should  be 
reduced  as  proposed  in  this  report.  I  believe  in  a  representation  by 
large  bodies  of  the  people,  and  I  think  that  this  Convention  has  shown 
that  the  interests  of  the  people  are  safer  in  large  bodies  than  the^  are 
in  the  hands  of  small  ones.  If  we  adopt  the  amendment  which  I 
have  offered  the  people  of  this  State  will  continue  to  be  represented  as 
equally  as  they  can  in  all  their  districts.  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
will  prevail,  for  I  do  not  believe  that  the  change  recommended  by  the 
committee  is  one  that  will  work  well  for  the  State. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   8HURTLRF/. 

Mr.  SHURTLEFF.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  that  The  representation 
will  stand  as  in  the  present  Constitution.  I  think  this  proposition  of 
the  committee  would  be  very  unjust  to  the  sparsely  settled  portions  of 
the  State.  They  may  complain  as  it  is.  This  is  the  second  State  in  area 
in  the  Union.  It  has  all  the  climates  that  can  be  found  between  the 
great  lakes  in  the  north  and  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  in  the  south.  A  Sen- 
ator or  representative  should  know  all  about  the  district  that  he  rep- 
resents— tne  climate,  the  productions,  and  everything  pertaining  to  its 
interests.  Under  this  apportionment  you  will  find  a  district  composed 
of  the  Counties  of  Del  Norte,  Siskiyou,  Modoc,  Lassen,  Shasta,  and 
Trinity— twenty-three  thousand  s(]^uare  miles;  larger  than  two  or  three 
of  the  Eastern  States.  Another  district,  composed  of  the  Counties  of 
San  Bernardino,  San  Diego,  Kern,  and  Ventura,  contains  an  area  of 
over  forty-eight  thousand  square  miles;  an  area  that  is  greater  than  the 

S'eat  State  of  New  York;  greater  than  the  States  of  Pennsylvania,  and 
hio,  and  Massachusetts  combined.  Now  for  a  Senator  alone  and  two 
Assemblymen  to  represent  that  immense  area,'is  a  matter  of  impossibil- 
ity. Our  Senators  m  Congress  and  our  Representatives  have  sometimes 
failed  to  know  our  wants  from  a  want  6i  knowledge  of  the  State.  I 
recollect  a  little  over  twenty  years  ago,  while  I  resided  at  Shasta,  a  well 
known  citizen  of  that  town  met  a  distinguished  Senator  from  this  State, 
and  said  to  him,  '*  We  should  like  to  see  you  up  at  Shasta."  This  was  in 
the  month  of  June.  The  Senator  replied :  "  I  should  take  great  pleasure 
in  meeting  my  constituents  in  Shasta,  but  I  could  not  go  there  now.  I 
think  next  September  I  will  make  you  a  visit.  About  that  time  the 
snow  will  be  off  and  I  will  make  you  a  visit."  Those  who  know  the 
climate  of  that  place  will  appreciate  the  circumstance.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, that  there  will  be  no  cutting  down  of  representation.  I  tnink  it  is 
nece»ary  that  the  popular  branch  of  the  Legislature  shotild  consist  of  at 
least  eighty  members. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    LARKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Shasta  in  the  main,  in  relation  to  the  question  of  representation.  I  am 
in  favor  of  this  State  being  divided  into  Senate  districts  according  to 
population,  but  everv  county  in  this  State  should  have  a  representation 
m  the  Assembly.  The  interests  of  the  State  demand  it.  I  mean  that 
every  county  should  have  a  representative  in  the  house.  I  am  in  favor 
of  increasing  the  number,  and  fixing  the  number  at  such  a  number  that 
each  county  in  the  State  shall  have  a  representative.  My  friend  Dun- 
lap  suggests  that  one  hundred  and  twelve  will  give  one  to  each  county, 
and  sixty  to  be  divided  among  the  more  populous  counties.  The  reduc- 
tion proposed  by  this  committee  would  really  disfranchise  a  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  State.  They  would  be  compelled  to  vote  for  men  that 
even  the  oldest  inhabitant  had  never  met.    There  would  be  no  responsi- 


bility to  stand  up  and  protect  any  particular  constituency.  His  con- 
stituency would  be  scattered  over  too  much  territory ;  and  you  might  as 
well  not  allow  them  any  representation,  unless  you  allow  them  to  select 
such  men  as  will  represent  their  interests  and  their  views  and  look  after 
their  welfare.  The  only  argument  is  economy.  If  it  is  economy,  you 
had  better  do  away  with  the  Legislature  entirely.  Second,  that  they 
will  get  better  men.  Both  of  these  propositions  are  not  tenable.  The 
only  idea  of  selecting  men  to  represent  them  should  be  to  select  such 
men  as  those  that  belong  to  the  community;  that  know  their  wishes; 
that  will  come  here  representing,  the  great  interests  of  those  who  send 
them,  and  to  do  that  they  should  be  known  in  the  community ;  and  no 
man  should  be  allowed  to  vote  for  more  than  one  representative.  That 
representative  should  have  a  constituency  who  could  approach  him. 
When  he  returns  to  them«  he  could  return  to  a  constituency  and  give  an 
account  of  his  acts.  But  the  policy  as  foreshadowed  in  this  report,  in 
part,  of  dividing  the  State  simply  into  Senate  districts  and  selecting 
two  in  the  district,  I  do  not  approve  of.  I  approve  of  dividing  the  State 
into  Senate  districts,  and  then  dividing  these  districts  into  Assembly 
districts — two  Assembly  districts  in  each  Senatorial  district.  I  believe  it 
would  be  better  that  each  Senate  district  have  three  Assembly  districts, 
so  that  every  county,  even  the  little  County  of  Alpine,  should  have  a 
representative.  Every  county  in  the  State  should  be  recognized  in  a 
representative  upon  this  floor.  If  a  county  is  too  small,  disincorporate 
it.  If  they  are  too  small  for  representation,  provide  for  their  combina- 
tion with  other  counties.  Give  each  county  a  representative;  then  you 
will  have  a  representation  that  will  have  the  interests  of  the  whole 
people  of  the  State  at  heart. 

REMARKS    OP  MR.   WHITE. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee will  be  supported,  and  that  we  will  do  something  to  correspond 
with  the  wishes  of  the  people  in  regard  to  economy.  The  gentleman 
forgets  that  we  are  about  to  do  away  with  all  the  special  legislation. 
What  is  the  use  of  each  county  being  specially  represented  here.  Of 
course,  the  district  ought  to  be  represented.  I  will  ask  you,  sir,  in  this 
Convention,  are  we  not  satisfied  with  six  men  to  do  all  our  legislation  in 
Congress?  Six  men  doit  all,  and  you  say  here  that  sixty  men  in  this 
house  and  thirty  in  the  other  is  not  sufficient  to  know  the  wants  of  the 
State,  as  regards  these  bills  of  general  import,  for  there  will  be  no  special 
bills  after  this  Constitution  is  adopted.  I  hope  thai  the  gentleman  will 
do  something  to  respond  to  the  call  of  the  people  for  economy.  This 
report  of  the  committee  will  save  the  people  of  the  State  of  California 
about  forty  thousand  dollars,  as  I  have  estimated,  and  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  respond  to  the  wishes  of  the  people  I  am  opposed  to  tnis 
idea  of  creating  more  politicians  and  men  striving  for  office,  and  increas- 
ing it  in  all  these  sort  of  ways.  I  trust  and  hope  that  this  Convention 
will  see  the  necessity  of  standing  by  the  report  of  the  committee  on  that 
subject.  There  will  be  plenty  of  men  here,  and  I  know  that  sixty  men, 
or,  in  fact,  a  less  number,  could  come  here  and  pass  such  general  laws  as 
are  needed,  and  they  will  do  it  faster  and  better  than  if  the  bodies  were 
larger.  The  consideration  that  special  legislation  is  to  be  taken  out  of 
the  Legislature,  in  my  opinion  takes  away  all  the  force  of  the  argument 
that  every  county  should  have  a  representative  on  this  floor.  All  that 
we  want  is  that  the  whole  people  should  be  fairly  represented,  and  that 
they  should  net  be  crowded,  so  as  to  do  business  with  too  ^reat  rapidity. 
I  trust  that  you  will  sustain  the  report  of  the  committee  in  that  regaixl. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    BARRT. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offered  section  six  of  the  old  Consti- 
tution because  I  believe  that  as  it  exists  in  that  respect  it  is  far  better 
than  the  section  reported  by  the  committee.  I  am  satisfied,  so  far  as  I 
have  the  honor  of  representing — at  least  I  feel  satisfied  in  my  own 
mind — that  they  have  a  representation  as  it  now  stands.  I  believe  that 
it  would  be  better  for  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  State  that  the 
representation  should  be  as  it  is  now ;  that  eighty  members  of  the  Assem- 
bly and  forty  members  of  the  Senate  can  and  will  do  the  work  more  to 
the  people's  interest  than  a  less  number.  And  as  regards  the  objection 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Cruz,  I  will  say  tnat  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  force  in  it.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  gentleman  who 
may  advocate  this  matter  that  has  any  desire  to  accomplish  his  own 
political  purposes.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  object.  It  is  not  that  more 
men  shall  have  opportunities  of  filling  legislative  positions,  but  that  we 
shall  be  represented,  and  we  desire  to  be  represented.  It  is  said  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction,  and  I  believe  that  if  this  remains 
a?  it  is  now  there  will  be  more  dissatisfaction  among  the  people.  I  think 
it  should  stand  as  it  is  in  the  old  Constitution.  The  people  of  the  coun- 
ties generally  desire  to  have  one  representative.  They  do  not  have  that 
now,  but  I  think  if  the  Constitution  is  allowed  to  stand  as  it  is  now,  that 
it  would  be  very  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  State.  I  believe  that 
it  is  not  one  of  the  changes  demanded,  and  I  think  this  Convention 
should  not  tamper  with  it. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  have  made  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  f.  m. 

AFTERNOON    SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m. 
President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 
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that  this  whole  matter  be  iodeli- 
ig  that  the  whole  matter  be  indefi- 


'reeident;  The  reaaon  I  make  tbis  motion  i) 
st  eipired  for  which  we  were  elected,  and  it  i 
ce  bera  is  large  enough,  and  aveo  if  wo  had 
robably  got  along  faster.  New  menibera  com 
render  very  little  auistanee,  and  might  he  n 
DOW  seem  to  have  got  into  concord,  and  I  eee 

lOned,  and  that  no  more  time  will  be  cooaunled 


resident :  I  could  not  hear  all  that  tbe  gentle- 
bis  eeat  said,  but  1  understood  him  to  make  i 
stpone  this  matter.     And  he  seemed  to  take  the 


jnd  of  oi 


proceedings,  lo  fill  these  vacanciea.  Now 
very  reasonable  lo  us,  but  b;  wa^  of  starting 
luld  bb;  that  when  the  body  of  tliu  deceased 
itrong,  was  taken  down  to  Merced  City,  tbe 
n  the  citiieus  in  those  counties  was  this:  I'  ' 
ming  to  Mr.  Strong  would  go  lohis  widow, 
,  it  appeared  lo  be  the  idea  that  they  would 
itative  upon  this  floor.     In  this  way  they  v 

-  Mr.  Howard  has  oome  here  to  demaud 
»me  as  an  office  seeker,  hut  he  comes  h.  , 
s  of  the  people  of  Iboae  two  couuties.  We  find 
natures  imm  the  town  of  Mariposa,  incli 
County  Judge,  District  Attorney,  and  al 
All  the  principal  men  there  are  demanding  his 
tbia  floor.  Everv  class  of  cKlzene  there,  from 
nanding  this  at  tbe  handa  of  tbia  Convention. 
in  Merced  it  is  the  same  thing.  Then,  again, 
m  in  all  that  pert  of  the  couulry  have  recom- 

.  will  be  urged  by  any  of  you,  that  the  people 
ve  not  the  right  to  be  represented  by  a  local 
iy  if  they  demand  It.  It  Is  a  right  that  we 
vithout  doing  them  great  Injustice.  They  say 
it^.  They  have  sent  their  petitions  and  thcii 
demand  anything  that  ia  contrary  lo  law,  oi 
nable.  True,  gentlemen  may  get  up  here  ant 
s  are  almost  ended,  and  that  one  man  will  uoi; 
tber  one  wa^  or  the  other.     We  do  not  know 

wblob  they  have  a  right  lo  by  law,  we  are  acl- 
egality.  We  are  acting  unjustlv.  There  is  nol 
,ot  comprehend  that  fact. 

ided  that  we  can  get  along  and  act  as  we  please; 
il  tblng,  and  that  it  is  entirely  optional  with 
the  impression  that  this  bo<ly  Is  actmg  under  a 
iture  ot  this  State,  and  that  this  law  is  Imperious 

Epose  that  It  is  optional  wjlb  tbia  body.  This 
ne.  For  insUnce,  I  would  ask  this  body  Ui 
all  portion  of  this  law,  and  although  you  may 
own  minds  that  perhaps  it  would  be  better  to 
the  table,  have  nothing  farther  to  do  with  it, 
hatever — while  you  may  have  concluded  tbis, 
" y  have  concluded  a  great  man  J  things. 


'■  And  that  th< 
-f  Ibis  Conven  til 
the  pay  for  one  day  from  each 


IS  draw 


m  of  the 


Decemfwr  thirty -fliat,  and  retai 

ined  between  the  families  of  Honorable  J.  M.  Strong  ai 
ihle  B.  F.  Kenny." 
PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  to  the  motion  is  out  of  order. 


Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr,  President :  I  ask  the  privilege  of  speakii 
away  from  my  seat,  because  It  is  almost  impossible  to  make  mysi 
heard  from  my  own  seat.  I  believe  il'was  the  general  understandii 
among  members  of  the  Convention  that  there  would  be  no  action  taki 
in  regard  to  Slling  the  vacancies  that  have  occurred  through  misfortui 
and  death,  since  the  assembling  of  the  Convention.  To  that  I  beiie 
there  he.i  never  been  a  dissenting  voice  among  tbe  San  Francisco  del 
gation.  I  believe  tbe  delegation  and  the  people  of  San  Francisco,  so  ( 
as  I  have  heard,  will  assent  to  that  proposition,  and  it  was  only  vestc 
dsy  morning  that  this  matter  was  first  introduced  to  the  attention  of  tl 
Convention,  in  regard  lo  filling  any  vacancies  at  all. 

Now,  it  seemed  lo  us  that  if  there  were  to  be  any  vacancy  filled 
would  beonlvjust  and  right  that  they  ell  be  filled.  In  view  of  th 
fact,  the  San  mnciseo  delegation,  conferring  among  themselves,  unai 
Hiou sly  agreed  that  they  were  willing  to  indefinitely  postpone  the  mati 
of  fiUmg  any  vacancies  at  all ;  not,  however,  because  they  are  oppos 
to  filling  Ibem,  because  they  do  not  wish  lo  deprive  any  county  o( 
representative,  but  for  reasons  that  have  been  stated  by  the  mover 
this  motion,  and  which  have,  no  doubt,  auggealed  themselves  lo  oth 
members  of  the  Convention,  bemuse  it  is  near  the  close  of  the  sessii 
and  we  thought  it  just  OS  well  to  let  the  matter  st«nd,  and  lake  no  acti' 
upon  It.  But,  if  it  is  the  will  of  the  Convention — if  it  is  the  wish  of  t 
majority  that  these  vacancies  be  filled— then  we  will  bring  forward  a  oa 
didate  lo  fill  the  vacancy  in  San  Franciseo,  upon  tbe  ground  that  If  o 
is  to  be  filled  the  other  ought  to  be.  Upon  tins  motion  we  are  willing 
vote  aye.  1  believe  it  is  tbe  universal  sentiment  of  the  Ban  Francit 
delegation.  I  merely  wished  to  stale  Ibis  sentiment,  because  theyi 
more  nearly  interested  than  any  other  delegation  upon  the  floor.  Th 
Is  the  reason  I  have  consumed  this  much  time. 


Mr.  J0SE3.  Mr.  President:  As  far  as  I  am  personally  concemec 
may  have  thought,  as  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  seems  lo  ha 
thought,  that  there  was  no  occasion  fur  tbe  Convention  to  fill  any  vaci 
ciea.  But  I  have  never  thought  so  upon  the  basis  that  it  is  optioi 
with  the  Convention  to  act  or  not  as  they  please,  in  the  face  of  t 
expressed  will  of  the  peofile  of  any  county  or  district  where  there  is 
representative  .  it  is  tberigbt, as  I  understand  it,of  every  district  whi 
desires  il,  to  have  a  representative  upon  this  floor.  So  long  aa  tber 
uot  demand  it,  of  course  the  Coaventron  would  be  justified  in  not  taki 
any  action.  But  in  the  case  of  tbe  dlatrict  contposed  of  the  Couuties 
Mariposa  a«d  Merced,  tbe  people  have  taken  a  very  definite  and  forcl 
way  of  asking  tbis  Convention  to  fill  the  vacancy.  It  is  right  that  th 
should  demand  it.  and  Ve  should  not  disregard  their  demands. 

Mr.  BARNES.    I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question. 

Ma.  JONES.     Certainlv. 

Ma.  BARNES.  What'ia  tbe  voting  population  of  the  district  rep 
sented  by  Mr.  Strong? 

Ma.  JOKES.  At  the  last  election,  when  only  about  half  the  vo 
were  cast,  the  vote  amounted  to  some  one  thousand  three  hundred. 

Ma.  BARNES.  How  many  of  the  voters  hsve  demanded  that  t 
vacancy  be  fiUedl 

Mb.  JONES.    Tbis  petition  is  signed  by  one  hundred  and  thir 

What  do  you  mean  by  representati 


.eluded  a  great  r 
e  none  oT  us  v 


resaion  that  there 

ivention  would  be  willing  to  knowingly  violate 
I  me  read  Ibat  law:  Section  eleven  of  tbe  Act 
1  governs  and  controls  this  body,  says  that  in 
by  death,  resignation,  or  otherwise,  of  any  del- 
i,  the  same  shall  be  filled  by  tbe  Convention. 
■    ■  ■  ■  ■  :eof  that  ■ 


3  of  law. 


p  left  tc 


We 


ind  we  must  obey  that  law.  Now, 
^s  may  be  filled,  or  that  it  is  optional 
fill  them  or  nol.  It  is  imperatively  demanded 
lens— as  law-abiding  members  of  tbia  Couven- 
is  man  a  seat  in  this  Convention.  "Shall  be 
>re  gentleman  in  thlabod^  prepared  to  set  them- 
such  a  mandaloiy  provision  aa  that,  in'  view  of 

littance?    Will  you  ignore  their  lawful  demands, 
>n?    la  it  right?    Can  you  say  this  law  shall 
rerour  actions!    No,  gentlemen,  we  must  obey 
.  seat  upon  the  floor  of  this  Convention, 
hairman :  I  oOer  an  uneodment,  to  be  added  to 


Mb.  BARNEf 
oter  ia  a  repres 
Mr.  JOSkS 


rehants,  fsni 
.  in  tbe  two 


that  the  best  p 


by  that  th 


i.the  n 


9l  reputable  ( 
''b^i  I  wial 


or  InRuence  in  tbe  community.     II 
housand  nien  whom  a  partieular  in 


underelood  t' 
There  has  nol  been  an  effu 
turea.     We  all  know  how 
who  have  no  particular  al 
easier  lo  produce  the  nami 

vidual  might  not  be  able  to  identify  than  to  get  the  names  of  fifty  n 
who  are  well  known  at  home  and  abroad.  I  have  looked  over  the  nai 
here,  and  I  see  they  are  names  of  men  wbo  could  nol  be  induced  to 
their  handa  lo  a  petition  that  did  not  fully  accord  with  tbeir  aenlimei 
Many  of  them  are  men  that  would  as  soon  set  their  names  to  a  pron 
sory  note  as  U>  sign  a  request  of  this  sort,  unless  that  request  meets  tt 
own  personal  approbation.  Public  officers  are  no  better  than  anyb< 
else,  but  they  are  representative  men,  who  have  received  a  iiul 
indorsement  there.  The  District  Judge,  Ihe  County  Judge,  She: 
District  Attorney,  and  all  that  class  of  men  are  Ui  be  seen  here.  Ant 
Mereed  County  the  petition  Is  signed  by  the  County  Judge,  SheriBT,  i 
other  county  officers,  and  the  lawyers  practicing  in  the  Courta.  I 
signed  by  miners,  merchants,  farmers,  and  laboring  men — men  thf 
know  stand  well  in  the  community. 

Now,  sir,  these  people  make  tbiarcqueet;  IdonotmakeiL  1  did 
even  know  that  il  was  lo  be  made.  There  had  been  something  said 
hod  received  some  notice  from  one  gentlemon  in  Merced  County 
make  a  clean  breast  of  it,  I  told  him  that  he  wan  a  well  known  Rep 
lican  there,  and  that.  In  my  judgment,  it  would  be  tbe  sense  of 
Convention  that  the  vacancy  sbould  be  filled  by  a  perwm  wbo  mighi 
the  choice  of  the  people,  of  the  same  politics  as  the  deceased  mem 
and  actingoD  that  intimation,  his  name  was  withdrawn.  1  then  recej 
theae  papers.  Tboy  came  from  Mariposa  and  Merced,  and  1  deem  It 
duty  to  urge  the  wishes  of  those  people  manifested  in  this  emph 
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manner,  upon  this  Convention,  and  to  aak  the  Convention  if  they 
intend  to  set  at  naught  the  clearly  expressed  desire  of  the  people  of  that 
district  whose  representative  is  deceased.  If  this  Convention  thinks 
there  is  a  necessity  for  so  disregarding  the  wishes  of  that  people,  they 
will  of  course  do  so;  but  I  am  utterly  unable  to  see  upon  what  grounds 
it  can  be  done. 

It  is  said  that  we  are  near  the  close  of  the  session.  Who  is  it  that 
knows  th»t?  i  would  thank  God  if  I  had  any  means  of  arriving  at 
that  conclusion  that  we  are  nearing  the  close  of  the  session.  We  intend 
to  do  our  duty  here  as  well  as  we  are  ^able  to  do  it,  and  if  we  do,  I  say 
that  there  is  nothing  to  indicate  to  me  that  we  are  nearing  the  close  of 
the  session.  We  are  near  the  close  of  the  time  provided  by  law,  near 
the  close  of  the  time  for  which  the  law  provides  that  we  are  to  receive 
pay.  The  money  provided  for  paying  us  is  well  nigh  exhausted,  but 
that  does  not  militate  against  the  people  in  any  district,  or  against  their 
right  to  send  a  representative  here,  who  shall  take  the  same  chances  as 
to  pay  as  the  rest  of  the  members  of  this  Convention.  All  I  ask  of  this 
Convention  is  to  respect  the  wishes  and  the  demands  of  the  people  of 
these  two  counties,  and  allow  the  man  whom  they  have  sent  here  to 
take  his  seat.  It  is  their  right,  and  I  cannot  see  any  possible  grounds 
upon  which  they  can  be  aenied.  The  place  has  become  vacant  bv 
death,  and  the  law  plainly  provides  how  such  vacancies  shall  be  filled. 
I  hope  there  will  be  no  attempt  made  to  thwart  the  desires  of  these 
people,  because  I  say  it  is  the  manifest  desire  that  this  vacancy  be  filled. 
It  is  plain  that  there  is  no  money  in  it,  and  that  is  all  the  better,  because 
it  shows  that  there  is  no  selfish  interest  in  it.  I  trust  that  there  will  be 
no  attempt  made  to  thwart  their  wishes.  I  deem  it  to  be  their  right, 
and  I  will  maintain  that  right  as  well  as  I  am  able,  and  I  shall  be  very 
much  surprised  if  this  Convention  shall  fail  to  recognize  that  right 

SPEECH  OF   MR.   BARNES. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Mr.  President:  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  sav 
that  this  petition  is  signed  by  one  hundred  and  thirty-seven  and  a  half 
men  [laughter]  of  these  counties.  The  vote  of  those  two  counties  is 
two  thousand  two  hundred  and  eighty.  Xow  we  all  know  how  easy  it 
is  for  anybody  to  get  a  recommendation  or  a  protest  signed.  I  have'  no 
objection  to  the  gentleman,  and  I  do  not  know  of  any  objection  to  him ; 
but  we  all  know  how  easy  it  is  to  get  up  these  petitions.  I  remember  a 
petition  was  circulated  in  New  York,  among  the  congregation  of  a  noted 
divine,  asking  that  the  minister  be  hung  as  a  public  nuisance,  and  a 
miyority  of  the  congregation  signed  it.  Anybody  will  si^  a  petition. 
I  sign  them  here  every  day,  and  I  presume  members  of  this  Convention 
have  signed  petitions  for  pardons.     Petitions  g9  for  nothing. 

Now  the  committees  of  this  body  have  done  their  work,  and  we  are 
now  engaged  in  considering  their  work.  Now  what  is  the  use  at  this 
time  of  going  into  an  election  and  taking  up  the  time  of  this  body,  to 
bring  in  men  who  can  be  of  no  service  whatever?  We  have  counsel 
enough.  We  have  one  hundred  and  forty-eight  orators  besides  myself, 
and  there  is  little  time  left  in  which  to  do  the  work.  The  public  does 
not  need  it.  The  counties  do  not  need  it.  Judge  Jones  himself  is  fully 
able  ti>  represent  that  district  and  the  counties  composing  it.  I  hope  the 
motion  will  prevail.  He  says  we  must  do  it  because  the  law  says  so. 
All  that  means  is  that  if  a  vacancy  occurs  there  shall  not  be  an  election 
by  the*T>eople.  I  would  dislike  very  much  to  be  the  man  to  take  the 
sad  memorials  from  the  desks  of  either  Mr.  Kenny  or  Mr.  Strong.  I 
would  hate  to  be  the  man  to  remove  the  crape  from  those  desks.  Let 
us  keep  these  seats  as  a  reminder  of  what  is  coming  for  all. of  us,  and 
let  the  lesson  of  death  stand  in  this  body  as  it  has  stood,  hoping  that 
thoae  who  occupied  those  seats  are  now  members  of  that  great  conven- 
tion above. 

SPEBOH   OF   ME.   TERET. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  President:  If  I  believed  this  to  be  a  matter 
which  the  Convention  might  settle  according  to  its  own  will,  I  w;ould 
support  this  motion.  But  we  have  the  application  of  the  people  of  this 
district,-  and  it  is  the  duty  of  this  Convention  to  comply  with  their 
demands  and  give  them  a  representative  here,  and  I  do  not  propose  to 
shirk  that  duty.  The  statute  under  which  this  Convention  was  called 
provides  that  in  case  of  vacancy  occurring  by  death  or  otherwise,  the 
Convention  shall  fill  the  same.  It  is  as  mandatory  as  any  other  pro- 
vision in  that  law.  It  is  our  plain  duty  to  fill  these  vacancies,  and  as 
far  as  consuming  the  time  is  concerned,  more  time  has  been  wasted  in 
arguing  this  matter  than  would  have  been  required  to  fill  the  vacan- 
cies, which  the  people  of  Mariposa  and  Merced  demand,  and  which  is 
their  right.  The  law  gave  to  these  two  counties  a  representative, 
and  they  are  without  a  representative  here.  Judge  Jones  is  not  a  rep- 
resentative of  these  two  counties.  He  represents  a  district  composed  of 
three  counties.  He  does  not  appear  here  to  represent  that  district,  and 
if  ^  did,  they  are  entitled  to  all  the  representation  which  the  law 
allows  them.  The  people  have  a  right  to  demand  it.  I  place  no 
imjportance  upon  the  names  of  one  hundred  and  thirty-seven  and  a 
half  men.  If  any  one  man  demands  to  be  represented,  he  has  a  right 
to  it.  If  an  election  had  been  called,  and  only  five  or  six  men  had 
voted  at  that  election,  the  candidate  receiving  three  votes  out  of  the 
five  would  be  eiflitled  to  his  seat  here  just  as  much  as  if  he  had  received 
a  maiority  of  all  the  votes  in  the  district.  Now  this  is  not  a  matter 
which  this  Convention  has  a  right  to  dispose  of  according  to  its  own 
whim.  The  people  are  entitled  to  a  representative,  and  if  they  come 
here  and  demand  it  at  our  hands,  we  have  but  one  thing  to  do,  and  that 
is  to  comply  with  their  demands.  We  have  no  right  m  the  world  to 
refuse  it.  ^ 

SPEECH  OF  MR.  STEELE. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  President:  Before  I  made  this  motion  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Joaquin  was  in  favor  of  indefinite  postponement,  or 
so  I  understood  him  at  least.  He  seems  to  have  changed  his  mind 
about  the  matter.    What  has  come  over  the  spirit  of  his  dreams  I  do 


not  know.  I  certainly  do  not  wish  to  disfranchise  the  people  of  San 
Francisco,  or  the  people  of  Mariposa  and  Merced,  if  it  is  demanded. 
But  now  the  session  is  near  its  close;  the  committees  h&ve  all  reported, 
and  what  is  the  benefit  of  a  man  coming  in  at  this  late  day,  who  is  not  at 
all  conversant  with  the  business  before  this  Convention.  Not  only  that, 
but  we  see  that  the  election  of  these  men  will  be  very  apt  to  breed  dis- 
cord. There  is  already  an  element  of  discord  here.  There  are  hardly 
jten  members  on  the  &oor  of  this  Convention  who  think  alike.  We  have  a 
very  short  time  in  which  to  complete  our  workj  let  us  go  to  work  and 
do  it.  We  have  had  already  too  much  dilly-dallying,  and  why  intro- 
duce another  element  of  discord.  I  am  in  favor  of  going  to  work.  We 
know  how  little  we  have  done,  and  how  much  remains  yet  to  be  done, 
and  we  know,  too,  that  no  injury  will  be  done  to  this  district  by  refusing 
to  elect  this  man.  They  certainly  have  representatives  enough  on  this 
floor  to  look  out  for  and  protect  their  interest.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
or  any  interest  will  suffer.  I  think  it  would  be  greatly  to  their  advan- 
tage, and  to  the  advantage  of  the  State,  for  us  to  drop  this  matter  and 
go  to  work.     I  hope  the  motion  will  prevail. 

THE   PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  motion  was  seconded  by  Messrs.  Brown,  Ayers,  West,  and 
Wyatt. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is,  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Caigried. 

Mr.  WHITE.    I  call  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Brown,  West,  Wyatt,  and  Steele. 

The  president.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  motion  to  indefinitely  postpone  pre- 
vailed by  the  following  vote : 

ATES. 


Barbour, 

Harrison, 

Schomp, 

Barnes, 

Harvey, 

Shafter, 

Barry, 

Herold, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Barton, 

Hitchcock, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Beerstecher, 

Huestis, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco.. 

Belcher, 

Hughey, 

Soule, 

Bell, 

In  man, 

Steele,. 

Biggs, 

Jones, 

Stevenson, 

Boggs, 

Joyce, 
Kleine, 

Stuart, 

Burt, 

Sweasey, 

Campbell, 

Lindow, 

Thompson, 

Chapman, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

Townsend, 

Charles, 

McCallum, 

Tuttle, 

Condon, 

MpConnell, 

Vacquerel, 

Cowden, 

Morse, 

Van  Dyke, 

Davis, 

Nason, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Dowling, 

Nelson, 

Webster, 

Doyle, 

Neunaber, 

Weller, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

O'Donnell, 

Wellin, 

Estee, 

Ohleyer,. 

West, 

Estey, 

Overton, 

Wickes, 

Farrell, 

Porter, 

White, 

Filcher, 

Prouty, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Freud, 

Reed, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Grace, 

Reynolds, 

Winans, 

Gregg, 

Rhodes, 

Ayers, 
Wyatt— 82. 

Hale, 

Ringgold, 
Rolfe, 

M0E8. 

Andrews, 

Hilbom, 

McNutt, 

Blackmer, 

Holmes, 

Moffat, 

Brown, 

Howard, 

Moreland, 

Caples, 

Hunter, 

Reddy, 

Cross, 

Johnson, 

Shoemaker, 

Crouch, 

Kelley, 

Shurtlefif, 

Dunlapi 

Keyes, 

Stedman, 

Evey, 

T^mpson, 

Swenson, 

Freeman, 

Larkm, 

Terry, 

Garvey, 

Larue, 

Tully, 

Glascock, 

Lewis, 

Turner, 

Gorman, 

Mansfield, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Heiskell, 

McCoy, 

Mr.  President— 39. 

NOTICE   OF   RECONSIDERATION. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President :  I  changed  my  vote  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  a  reconsideration.  I  now  give  notice  that  on  to-morrow,  at  two 
o'clock  p.  M.,  I  will  move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  this  matter 
was  indefinitely  postponed. 

LEGISLATIVE   DEPARTMENT — LEGISLATIVE   DISTRICTS. 

Mr.  terry.  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the  purpose  of  further 
considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Section  five  and  amendments  are  under  consid- 
eration. The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Ayers,  to  insert "  forty"  in  place  of  "thirty," 
and  "eighty"  in  place  of  "sixty." 

Mr.  KELLY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  section, 
which  I  send  up. 

The  SECRETARY  read  the  amendment : 

"  Amend  so  as  to  read:  'The  Senate  shall  consist  of  forty  members 


DEBATES  AN0  PROCEEDINGS 


»nd  tbe 
and  Aaaemblv  tJigtrtcU; 
each  couiily  Bhull  be  entitled  to  nt  leaaC 

The  chairman.    The  queetion  is  ( 
man  from  Loa  Angeies,  Mr.  Ayere,  to  slnMB  oui 
and  strike  out  sixty  and  iasert  eighty. 

DiviBJon  »as  culled  for,  and  tbe  commitl«e, 
gijea  to  .to  noes,  adopted  the  amendraent. 

The  chairman.    The  qiiealion  is  on  thf 
tnent  of  tbe  genlleman  from  Yulo,  Mr.  Kelley. 


hereinafler  to 

shall  have  power  to  rarm  Senatorial 

inning  Assembly  districts 


ty  a  standing  vol*  of  ?3 
I  adoption  of  tbe  amend- 


Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Cbairman  :  I  feelaesure  as  I  ever  feltof  anr- 
tbiugio  my  life,  that  the  Commitleeof  the  Whole  bns  voted  inadverteuth 
in  adopting  tbe  amendment  that  has  just  been  adopted  to  section  Ave.  11 
will  be  discovered,  by  readingthiareportthrough  with  all  the  difierentsee- 
tiona,  that  the  scheme  for  thirty  Senators  and  sixty  Aaaemblymen  isacom- 
promise,  as  it  was,  in  bet,  inthe  committee — i>r  partly  a  compromise  inth( 
committee — where  there,  were  man*  conflicting  opinions  concerning  the 
structure  and  memberahip  of  the  Legislatura — concerning  the  number 
that  it  should  consist  or,  tbe  length  of  the  sessions,  and  the  per  diem 
of  members,  apportionment,  and  ell  things  and  all  matters  connected 
iritji  the  structure  of  the  Legislature.  This  scheme  of  reducing  the 
□umber  of  Senators  to  thirty,  and  the  number  of  Assemblymen  to  sixty, 
was  a  part  of  that  compromise,  and  a  great  many  considerations  entered 
into  it.  The  chief  feature  of  it  was  the  cutting  off  of  special  legislation  ; 
and  turning  to  section  twenty-fiveof  the  report,  and  comparing  that  with 
the  present  Constitution,  it  will  be  discovered  that  seven  eighths  of  the 
legislation  of  the  present  day  is  by  section  twenty-five  prohibited.  This 
section  provides  that  the  Legistoture  shall  not  pass  any  local  or  special 
laws,  in  the  coses  therein  enumerated.  Tills  has  greatly  reduced  the 
labors  of  the  Legislature,  an{l  also  lessened  the  necessity  of  lis  represen- 
tative eharaeler,  as  urged  by  a  gentleman  this  morning.  This  report, 
taken  ae  a  whole,  is  designed  to  reduce  the  Legislature  more  lolhechar- 
aeterof  a  Constitutional  Convention.  It  is  designed  to  reduce  its  labors, 
so  that  they  will  be  confined  almost  entirely  to  the  perfecting  of  the 
Codes;  to  deprive  it  of  the  power  of  frittering  away  the  people's  money, 
to  prevent  jobbery,  and  lo  blot  out  of  existence  the  lobby,  and  to  reduce 
the  Legislature  to  something  like  a  fundamental  body,  or  general  Legis- 
lature, BO  that  nearly  every  Act,  except  the  appropriation  bills  for 
carrying  on  the  Government,  will  be  ill  one  or  the  other  of  the  Codes, 
in  the  shape  of  amendments  to  the  Political,  Civil,  or  Penal  Codes,  or 
tbe  Code  of  Civil  Procedure.  And  to  this  all  legislation  is  tending  at 
the  present  day.  To  this  all  the  more  recent  Constitutions  tend,  that  is, 
all  those  that  have  been  adopted  within  the  past  ten  or  fifteen  j-eara ;  and 
the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department  was  unanimous,  without  a  dii- 
eentiiig  voice,  in  favor  of  the  proposition  that  this  Cronvention  should 


'  of  the  proposition  that  this 
ground  upon  that  question,  and  deprii 

o  pass  such  laws,  I  allude  to  this  bi 
lich  entered  into  the  compromise 
"'     ■  n  and  reportcl  hack  sf  "'  " 


islature  of  the  power  to  pi 
one  of  the  considerations 
the  committee  reached  a  c 
viding  for  thirty  members  of  the  Senate,  and  sixty  Assemblyt 

Mow,  sir,  I  feci  sure  that  the  members  of  Ibis  body  hare  not  fully 


considered  all  of  these  q 

verieiitlif  when  they  voted  lo  restori 


it  they  vol«l 
■T  Legislature,  instead  of 
y  Senators  and  sixty  Assemblymen,  because  they 
red  all  these  questions,  and  all  Ihd  difleront  bearings 
this  matter  boa  upon  the  structure  of  the  Legislature,-  as  the  committee 
considered  it,  before  tliey  arrived  at  a  conclusion.  And  that  is  why  I 
was  sorry  to  see  the  vote  taken  so  hastily  upon  the  amendment,  f 
that  vole  was  taken  I  have  talked  witli  the  Chairman,  and  he  so- 
sought  to  catch  the  Chairman's  eye  before  the  vote  was  taken,  in  > 
to  j>lace  this  whole  matter  squarely  before  the  Convention,  but  he  i 
a  Iftilure  of  it,  and  the  vole  was  taken  before  he  had  an  opportuni 
speak.     I  would  like  to  sec  that  vote  reconsidered,  so  that  the  v 


•idet«d. 

The  committee,  as  I  said  before,  agreed  u] 
and  thay  succeeded   in  compromi  ' 
some  of  which  are  not  embodied  h 


nimouely. 


ando 


They  preferred  to  take  this  a 
ratucr  man  lo  oring  in  any  minority  report,  which  would  indi 
on.    It  seems  to  me  now  that  it  would  be  better  for  the  Convt... 
reconsider  the  amendment  that  has  been  adopted  ami  allow  the 
ections  which  have  a  bearing  upon  this  section  to  be  discussed 
QSidered  in  connection  with  this.     We  do  not  want  to  act  hastily 
matter.     We  cannot  afford  lo  act  hastily.     We  do  not  want  to 
increase  the  number  to  forty  and  eighty,  and  then  go  on  and  act  upon 
the  balance  of  this  report.    We  mi^ht  as  well  strike  out  the  rest  of  thit 
report  and  substitute  the  old  Conslitution.     This  section  has  an  impor- 
tant bearing  upon  the  balance  of  the  report — the  time  of  the  Legislature, 
tlie  per  diem  of  members,  etc.— and  we  have  found,  sir,  in  the  expe- 
rience of  this  Convention,  that  ponderous  bodies  are  incapable  of  trans- 
acting business  with  dispatch.     It  is  not  the  fault  of  this  Convention 
that  we  have  sat  here  for  almost  one  hundred  days  and  accomplished 
nothing.    It  is  not  tbe  fault  of  this  Convention;  it  is  the  fault  of  "- 
structure.    It  is  composed  of  so  many  men  that  it  is  impossible  to  exi 
dite  business.     It  is  just  so  in  the  Legislature.     It  is  well  known  if 
fifty  or  sixty  members  of  a  Convention  can  frame  a  better  Constitutii 
and  in  a  much  shorter  space  of  time,  than  double  the  number.    It  is 
in  the  Legislature.    Thirty  in  the  Senate  and  sixty  in  the  House,  wh 
Die  Legislature  is  confined  lo  general  laws  and  the  amendment  of  t 
Codes,  IS  a  sufiioiently  representative  body.    There  is  no  need  that  evt 
county  should  have  a  member  in  the  lower  house.    There  are  no  local 
laws  to  be  passed.    The  Legislature,  under  this  report,  is  confined  to 
enacting  general  laws.    Turn  to  section  twenty-five,  to  which  I  called 


Folic. 

SeC:  ...     ^ ,    -      - 

Third — Regulating  the  practice  of  Courts  of  justice. 

.FoxrU— Providing  for  chaDging  the  venue  in  civil  o 

.Fifl*— Granting  ifivorcee. 

SCctk — Changing  the  names  of  persona  or  places. 

Smenth — Vacating  roads,  [own  plats,  streets,  alleys,  < 
not  owned  by  the  State. 

Eighth — Summoning  and  impaneling  grand  and  pet 
viding  for  their  compensation. 

Kinth — Regulating  county  and  township  business,  i 
county  and  township  oflScerg. 

Tenth — For  the  assessment  or  collection  of  laxea. 

EkucniA — Providing  for  conducting  elections,  or  desij 

Tac(fdt—ASect'\ag  estates  belonging  lo  minora  or  oti 
legal  disabilities. 

Thirleenlh — Extending  the  time  for  the  collection  of 

J^ourlfmf A— Giving  effect  to  invalid  deeds,  wills,  or  o 

FifteeMh — Refunding  money  paid  into  the  State  tree 

Sixteenth — Releasing  or  extinguishing,  in  whole  or  ii 
sdness,  liability,  or  obligation  of  any  corporation  or  pe 
or  to  any  municipal  corporation  therein. 

Scnenfeenf A— Declaring  any  person  of  a£e,  oranthori: 
sell,  lease,  orincumber  his  or  her  property. 

Eighteenth — Le^liting,  exc«pt  ae  against  the  State, 
or  invalid  act  of  any  officer. 

AinctecnM— Granting  lo  any  corporation,  asmciation, 
special  or  exclusive  right,  privilege,  or  immunity. 

Tacniieth — Exempting  property  from  taxation, 

IWii(j/-frii— Changing  county  scats. 

Tuitnty-Seamd — Restoring  to  citiienship  persons  cent 


7Wn(y-//(*— Chartering  or  licensing  ferries,  bridge! 
TSctnly-aurth — Remitting  fines,  penalties,  or  forfeitui 
Ticentji-aevmlh — Providing  for  the  management  of  c 
iWnty-furAfA — Creatiag  offices,  or  prescribing  the  ^ 

of  officers  in  counties,  cities,  cities  and  counties,  tewr 

school  districts. 

Taenly-ninth — Affecting  the  fees  or  salary  of  any  ofl 
TMrlielk — Changing  the  law  of  descent  or  succession 
rAiXji-jTrse— Autboriiing  the  adoption  or  legitiiualii 
Thirty-Kcend — Authorising  the  laying  out,  opening, 

laining  roads,  highways,  streets,  alleys,  or  public  groui 
ThirlV'tkirti-^or  limitation  of  civil  or  criminal  act 
7'hir^-/ourlh—ln  all  other  cases  where  a  general 

applicable,  no  local  or  special  taw  shall  be  enacted. 
Kow,  it  will  be  seen  from  this  what  a  load  of  special 

removed-    All  that  class  of  legislation  where  it  is  imp 

eral  counties  to  be  represented,  will  be  taken  away  fro 

and  sent  back  lo  the  counties  to  be  enacted  by  the  loci 

there  is  no  real  need  of  a  representative,  so  far  as  the  1 

county  are  affected. 

Now,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to  this  amendment,  and  I  shi 

sider  it.     These  various  sections  depend  upon  each  oth 

report  ought  to  be  considered  together. 

Ma.  HOWARD.     Mr.  Chairman;   I  hereby  ^ive  no! 

adopted- 
Ma.  REYNOLDS.    I  believe  it  to  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Whole  at  any  time  to  move  a  reconsideration, 
of  the  Whole  should  at  any  time  find  that  a  mistake 
believe  it  has  the  power  to  reconsider  without  notice  b 


Ma.  AYER3,  Mr.  Chairman:  It  is  manifestly 
majority  of  this  Convention  that  the  representation  ii 
shall  not  be  cut  down.  That  has  been  shown  by  thi 
Now,  1  do  not  know  whether  this  amendment  will  dis 
plan  of  the  comraillee  or  not,  but  the  only  woy  by  w 
at  this  matter  of  retaining  the  present  representalioi 
report  BS  we  go  along,  and  if  it  is  necessary  to  etrii 
scheme  of  apportionment,  1  do  nut  know  but  the  Com 
1  say  the  majority  of  this  Cmvention  will  require  thi 
tion  shall  be  full  and  complete. 

Ma,  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  I  move  to  amend  sectio 
out  the  words  ''as  hereinafter  provided,"  in  line  tu 
words  "as  provided  by  law."  Also,  strike  out  the  v 
line  three,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof,  the  word  "tw 
make  it  conform  to  the  amendment  adopted,  1  am 
sion  that  the  action  of  the  committee  in  refusing  to  cu 

were  fully  aware  of  what  they  were  doing.  I  hope 
will  bo  adopted. 

Mr,  LARKIN.  Is  the  amendment  of  the  gentl 
before  the  Convention? 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    1  think  that  amendment  onght  to  I 
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OonventioD.  I  do  not  propose  to  take  up  your  time  in  discussing  this 
matter,  but  I  want  to  answer  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Cruz,  Mr. 
White,  who,  I  understand,  in  his  canvass  declared  himself  in  favor  of 
reducing  the  number  in  the  Legislature.  I  believe  he  wrote  his  own 
platform  and  advocated  his  own  views. 

Mb.  white.  I  didn't  write  my  own  platform.  It  was  the  Working- 
man's  platform,  adopted  in  Convention,  and  I  hold  it  in  my  hand. 

Ma.  XjARKIN.  I  know  he  had  as  much  to  do  with  it  as  any  man. 
I  think  the  people  understood  that  he  would  come  and  represent  their 
best  interests,  as  far  as  reducing  expenses  is  concerned.  I  think  we 
should  provide  that  members  of  the  Legislature  shall  not  receive  more 
than  five  hundred  dollars  for  a  general  session.  That  we  can  do  when 
we  arrive  at  section  twenty,  which  amount  should  cover  all  their 
expenses  except  mileage,  which  should  not  exceed  ten  cents.  All  these 
thmgs  should  be  fixed  in  the  Constitution,  so  that  the  Legislature  will 
not  have  power  to  increase  their  own  salaries. 

Now,  the  proposition  that  each  county  shall  be  represented  I  believe 
to  be  the  fundamental  principles  of  government.  The  whole  people  of 
this  State  should  be  represented.  The  industrial  interests,  and  the  pro- 
ducing classes,  should  be  recognized  in  a  legislative  body.  The  men 
who  till  the  soil  and  delve  in  the  mines,  and  in  the  shops,  have  a  right 
to  dictate  legislation,  and  their  wishes  should  be  respected.  They  have 
that  right,  and  this  Convention  should  say  by  their  votes  that  these 
varied  industries  should  be  represented.  They  are  a  class  of  men  who 
will  guard  the  interests  of  the  whole  State,  and  it  is  upon  these  indus- 
tries that  the  whole  State  is  built.  They  are  engaged  in  developing  the 
resources  of  California.  It  will  not  work  any  injury  to  San  Francisco, 
because  these  men  are  all  deeply  interested  in  the  prosperity  of  San 
Francisco,  and  her  rights  will  be  guarded  and  protected  by  every  county 
in  the  State. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  I  offer  an  amendment  to  cure  an 
inconsistency.  This  amendment  gives  one  to  eacli  county,  and  thus  it 
is  provided  that  thev  shall  be  elected  by  districts.  I  offer  this  amend- 
ment to  cure  that  defect. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Add  to  section  five:  'No  apportionment  shall  be  made  which  shall 
deny  to  each  county  in  the  State  at  least  one  Assemblyman,'  and  that 
the  words  'by  districts'  in  the  second  line  be  stricken  out;  also  strike 
out  the  word  *  fifteen '  and  insert  the  word  '  twenty.' " 

Ma.  BARRY.     Mr.  Chairman^  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Thj^CJI AIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  BARRY.  The  amendment  before  the  house  is  the  amendment 
which  I  offered  to  section  five — the  corresponding  section  of  the  old  Con- 
stitution. The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Ayers,  offered  an 
amendment,  which  was  to  leave  the  section  practically  as  the  law  is  now, 
that  is,  forty  Senators  and  eighty  Assemblymen.  My  idea  waa  to  not 
change  the  section.  The  gentleman  talked  of  accepting  the  amendment, 
but  atlerwarda,  when  the  amendment  was  called  up,  he  failed  to  do  it. 
Now,  my  point  of  order  is  that  three  amendments  nave  been  offered — 
one  by  Mr.  Kelley,  one  by  Mr.  Dudley,  of  Solano,  and  another  by  Mr. 
Smith,  of  Kern.  Mr.  Dudley  offered  an  amendment  to  section  five  of 
the  report  of  the  committee,  which  was  not  before  the  house.  It  was  my 
substitute  for  section  five — section  six  of  the  old  Constitution — that  was 
before  the  house,  and  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ayers  to  my  sub- 
stitute. 

Thb  chairman.  The  gentleman's  amendment  is  a  substitute  for 
the  whole  section.  The  friends  of  the  section  will  be  permitted  to  amend 
it  as  they  see  proper.  The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken.  The  sub- 
stitute will  be  voted  upon  in  its  order. 

Mb.  ESTEE.  As  I  understand  it,  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Yolo  is  the  one  that  is  pending. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    Yes,  sir. 

SPEECH  OF  MR.   S8TKE. 

Mb.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  An  amendment,  I  believe,  has  been 
adopted  fixing  the  number  of  Senators  at  forty,  and  the  number  of 
Assemblymen  at  eighty.  Now,  if  this  amendment  be  adopted,  of  course 
there  will  be  fifty-two  Assemblymen  distributed  among  the  nfly-two  coun- 
ties, leaving  (wenty-eight  Assemblymen  to  be  distributed  according  to 
population.  In  other  words,  Alpine  County,  which  polls  one  hundred 
and  fifty-seven  votes,  would  have  one  member,  and  San  Francisco,  which 
polls  twenty-seven  thousand  votes,  would  have  but  three  in  the  Assembly. 
I  do  not  think  that  would  \)e  right;  I  feel  sure  that  if  this  amendment 
should  be  adopted  the  Constitution  would  be  rejected,  and  it  ought  to  be 
rejected.  Of  course,  if  the  number  should  be  increased,  as  has  been 
intimated  here,  perhaf»  an  amendment  of  that  character,  giving  one  to 
each  county,  and  dividing  the  balance  according  to  population,  might 
)Hi83;  and  even  then  it  would  not  be  right,  but  the  populous  counties 
might  consent  to  it.  But  the  idea  that  a  Tittle  county,  having  but  one 
hundred  and  fifty  voters,  having  one  third  the  representation  of  a  county 
having  twenty-seven  thousand  to  forty  thousand  voters,  is  certainly  not 
right.  It  would  be  an  experiment  which  I  feel  sure  the  people  of  the 
State  would  not  indorse.  It  is  conti^ry  to  every  principle  of  a  repre- 
sentative government.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  Convention  will 
indorse  any  such  scheme.  If  the  gentleman  desires  to  increase  the 
Assembly,  as  it  stands  in  Pennsylvania,  one  hundred  and  twenty-eight;* 
or  in  New  York,  one  hundred  and  twenty-three;  or,  as  it  is  in  Missouri, 
then  that  kind  of  representation  would  be  more  reasonable.  I  do  not 
know  but  it  might  commend  itself  to  the  favorable  consideration  of  this 
Convention;  but,  sir,  if  you  fix  it  at  eighty  Assemblymen,  and  divide 
fifty-two  of  them  among  the  various  counties,  one  to  each  county,  the 
smallest  county  one,  and  the  largest  county  one,  and  distribute  the 
remaining  twenty-eight  according  to  population,  it  will  be  no  fair  or 
reasonable  representation  of  the  business  interests  of  these  great  counties; 
I  am,  therefore,  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Yolo.    I  understand,  of  course,  that  the  very  small  counties  would 


favor  such  a  proposition,  because  they  would  get  a  large  representation 
with  a  very  small  population,  yet,  the  idea  of  limiting  San  Francisco  to 
three  members  of  the  Assembly,  I  opine  there  would  not  be  three  thou- 
sand votes' in  that  city  in  favor  of  the  new  Constitution;  because  it 
Would  be  so  extraordinary,  so  exceedingly  unfair,  so  contrary  to  every 

grinciple  of  a  republican  form  of  government,  that  twenty-five  men  in 
an  Francisco  would  be  only  equal  to  one  in  some  other  county.  I 
say  it  would  be  so  manifestly  unjust  and  unreasonable  that  your  Consti- 
tution would  be  ignominiously  defeated,  as  it  ought  to  be. 

8FBEGH   OF   MB.   WTATT. 

Mb.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Yolo,  Mr.  Kelley,  so  far  as  retaining  one  representative 
to  each  county  in  the  State,  will  be  supported  by  this  committee  and  by 
this  Convention.  I  deem  it  to  be  an  unwise  policy  upon  the  part  of  this 
Convention  to  make  so  f^  representatives  to  the  Legislature  as  to  prac- 
tically deprive  the  people  of  this  State,  or  a  portion  of  them,  of  repre- 
sentation. Now,  if  the  population  of  any  countj  should  become  so 
small,  so  reduced,  that  the  countv  is  not  able  to  mamtain  its  county  gov- 
ernment, of  course  it  ought  to  be  merged  into  other  counties,  as  was 
done  in  the  northwestern  portion  of  the  State  a  session  or  two  ago.  But 
I  do  not  think  any  county  in  the  State  ought  to  be  permitted  to  main- 
tain a  distinct  political  organization,  without  being  entitled  to  one  repre- 
sentative in  the  Legislature  of  the  State.  And  if  increasing  the  number 
to  eighty,  as  we  have,  will  not  entitle  each  county  in  the  State  to  a 
memoer,  and,  in  addition,  give  to  the  more  densely  populated  portions 
of  the  State  a  proper  representation,  then,  I  say,  increase  the  number  of 
representatives  until  we  can  properly  represent  the  State,  and  every 
county  in  the  State.  The  State  of  California  is  able  to  pay  for  proper 
representation,  and  is  willing  to  pay  for  it,  and  she  demands  proper  rep- 
resentation; and  I  propose  to  offer  an  amendment  that  shall  increase  the 
number  of  representatives  from  eightv  to  one  hundred,  and  I  don't  know 
but  I  should  prefer  to  have  one  hundred  and  twenty  Assemblymen  and 
forty  Senators,  and  elect  three  representatives  in  each  Senatorial  district, 
and  elect  them  upon  the  same  plan  as  is  in  vogue  in  Illinois — so  that  a 
bare  majority  shall  not  be  able  to  deprive  a  strong  minority  of  repre- 
sentation, so  that  every  community  in  the  State  will  be  represented.  I 
therefore  hope  that  so  far  as  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Yolo  is  concerned,  allowing  to  each  county  in  the  State  one  represent- 
ative, it  will  be  maintained  by  this  Convention.  Increase  the  number 
of  representatives,  if  it  is  found  necessary.  I  want  it  arranged  so  that 
it  will  be  simple  and  effectual.  A  membership  of  sixty  Assemblymen 
in  this  State  is  equivalent  to  no  representation  at  all,  unless  you  want  to 
carry  on  this  government  upon  the  principle  of  a  Commission.  I  am  in 
favor  of  Commissions,  when  they  are  necessary,  but  I  am  not  in  favor  of 
transforming  the  Legislature  into  a  Commission.  I  want  the  people  to 
have  representation,  and  I  want  every  locality  in  this  State  to  oe  repre- 
sented. Take  my  district,  for  instance,  as  it  will  be  under  the  apportion- 
ment marked  out  in  this  report — Monterey,  San  Luis  Obispo,  and  Santa 
Barbara — commencing  at  Monterey  Bay  and  extending  down  the  coast 
one  hundred  and  fifty  miles  to  the  county  seat  of  San  Luis  Obispo,  and 
about  the  same  distance  between  San  Luis  Obispo  and  Santa  Barbara. 
A  representative  there  would  have  no  more  idea  of  the  local  wants  of 
these  people  than  he  would  have  of  the  wants  of  the  people  of  Siskiyou 
or  San  Diego.  That  district  embraces  a  territory  larger  than  that  of  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania,  too  large  to  be  represented  bv  one  man.  He 
might  as  well  be  elected  from  Siskiyou,  for  all  he  would  know  about  it. 
Therefore,  I  hope  that  this  amendment  will  be  adopted,  and  each  county 
given  one  representative  at  least,  even  if  it  becomes  necessary  to  increase 
the  number  to  one  hundred  and  twenty. 

Mk.  HOWARD,  of  Lo3  Angeles.    Is  an  amendment  in  order? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    No,  sir. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  give  notice  that,  as  soon  as  it  shall  be  in  order, 
I  will  move  to  have  the  present  apportionment  offered  as  a  substitute, 
with  the  single  exception  of  the  County  of  Los  Angeles,  where  there 
has  been  a  great  increase  in  population.  I  will  move  to  increase  the 
number  there  by  one. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  We  have  got  into  confusion,  and  I  don't  see  how 
it  is  possible  to  get  out  of  it  without  the  committee  rising.  An  amend- 
ment has  been  adopted  to  section  five,  that  the  Senate  shall  consist  of 
forty  and  the  Assembly  of  eighty  members.  The  idea  of  giving  each 
county  one  representative  has  been  suggested,  but  it  is  not  possible  to  do 
BO  without  violating  our  rules.  The  number  has  been  fixed  by  the  Con- 
vention. Now,  sir,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  through  inattention 
there  has  been  a  misunderstanding  here.  When  this  question  was  first 
put,  the  noes  evidently  had  it,  and  I  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  speak 
upon  it;  but  when  the  Chair  called  for  a  rising  vote,  the  members  did 
not  seem  to  understand  what  the  Question  was,  and  it  was  declared 
carried.  This  amendment  changes  tne  character  of  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  report  of  the  committee.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  necessary  for 
me  to  argue  against  the  proposition  of  having  eighty  Assemblymen,  nfty- 
three  of  them  to  be  apportioned  one  to  each  county,  and  the  balance  to 
be  divided  according  to  population.  If  we  should  adopt  such  a  propo- 
sition as  that,  the  Constitution  would  probably  receive  a  majority  of  the 
one  hundred  and  sixty  votes  in  Alpine  County,  and  would  be  hopelesslv 
defeated  by  San  Francisco  with  her  thirty  thousand  votes,  Alameda  witFi 
ten  thousand,and  other  large  counties  in  proportion.  It  is  a  proposition 
that  is  not  worth  arguing  about.  Now,  sir,  I  do  not  know  what  this 
committee  will  do — that  is,  what  it  has  done.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Chair  will  entertain  a  motion  to  reconsider  what  has  been  done.  It 
disturbs  the  whole  business  of  the  committee.  If  the  Chair  does  so  rule, 
I  propose  to  make  a  motion  by  which  we  can  get  at  the  judgment  of  the 
committee — that  is,  that  the  committee  rise,  recommend  to  the  Conven- 
tion to  recommit  section  five  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Depart- 
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ment,  to  restore  that  section  so  as  to  read  as  it  was  originally  presented, 
if  the  Chair  will  entertain  a  motion  to  reconsider.  If  it  does  not,  it  is 
actually  impossible  to  get  the  judgment  of  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  proposition  pending.  I  will  ^mako  that 
motion  in  order  to  get  the  judgment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  chairman.  It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  the  committee 
rise  and  recommend  to  the  Convention  to  recommit  section  five  to  the 
Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  with  instruction  to  restore  the 
section  as  it  was  originally  pvesentcd. 

Division  was  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  motion  was 
lost :  ayes,  52 ;  noes,  55. 

Mr.  KBLLEY.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  it  is  in  order,  J  would  accept  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  eentleman  from  Kern,  Mr.  Smith. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  is  no  objection  the  gentleman  will  have 
leave. 

RKMARKS    OF    MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  there  has 
been  a  misunderstanding.  The  object  of  the  last  motion,  it  seems  to 
me,  was  to  fix  the  number  of  Senators  and  Assemblymen  in  the  Con- 
stitution. Now,  to  give  to  each  county  one  representative,  and  limit 
the  number  to  eighty,  would  be  doing  a  great  injustice  to  San  Francisco 
and  other  large  places.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  we  should  present  a  Con- 
stitution to  the  people  that  is  on  the  basis  of  economy.  We  should  pre- 
sent one  with  a  small  number,  or  else  not  deal  with  the  matter  at  all, 
and  leave  it  to  the  Legislature,  because  we  will  step  on  a  great  many 
corns,  and  lose  a  great  many  votes  for  our  Constitution.  Now,  if  we 
should  leave  the  matter  as  it  is  in  the  old  Constitution,  with  the  addi- 
tional provision,  that  each  county  in  the  State  shall  have  at  least  one 
representative,  we  get  at  the  matter ;  and  I  think  a  large  number  voted 
against  the  committee  rising  through  a  misunderstanding  of  the  matter. 
I  believe  the  object  was  to  restore  the  section  as  it  was  originally 
reported.  I  don't  know  how  to  get  at  it,  whether  it  is  in  order  to  move 
to  amend  the  section  so  as  to  increase  the  number  or  not. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    No,  sir.  it  is  not. 

Mr.  smith.    Then  the  only  way  to  get  at  the  matter  is  to  rise. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    Mr.  Chairman:  Is  an  amendment  in  order  now? 

The  chairman.  No,  sir.  The  question  is  on  an  amendment  to 
an  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Yolo. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CAMPBELL. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  was  in  favor  of  this  section  as 
it  was  originally  reported;  but  the  will  of  the  Convention  has  been 
clearly  expressed  to  increase  the  number,  which  has  been  thus  fixed  at 
forty  and  eighty  respectively,  for  the  two  houses.  I  hope  that  no  such 
amendment  as  that  which  has  been  ofiered  here,  giving  one  to  each 
county,  will  pass.  If  it  did  pass,  beyond  all  question  the  result  would 
be  the  defeat  of  the  Constitution.  If  you  deprive  the  people  of  the 
larger  counties  of  a  reasonable  and  fair  representation,  they  will  not 
vote  for  your  Constitution  because  that  is  the  very  essence  and  founda- 
tion of  representative  government.  And  they  never  will  consent  that 
one  hundred  men  in  one  part  of  the  State  shall  be  more  fully  repre- 
sented than  one  thousand  in  another  part.  Now,  sir,  the  true  solution 
of  this  would  be  to  strike  out  simply  the  word  "  fifteen,"  in  line  three, 
and  insert  "twenty,"  and  then  you  have  the  section  complete.  But  the 
next  section  would  have  to  be  remodeled.  And  I  should  then  propose,  in 
the  event  of  such  an  amendment  being  adopted,  that  the  next  section 
be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department.  Popula- 
tion has  always  been,  under  our  system  of  government,  the  basis  or  rep- 
resentation, and  the  people  will  not  tolerate  this  proposed  innovation. 
That  is  the  very  foundation  upon  which  our  government  rests,  and  any 
attempt  to  foist  this  change  upon  the  people  will  be  emphatically  repu- 
diated, I  can  assure  you. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   DUDLEY. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chainnan  :  There  is  no  confusion 
here  at  all.  It  is  perfectly  clear  and  plain,  if  the  committee  will  amend 
the  latter  part  of  section  five  to  conform  to  the  former  part,  the  section 
will  be  complete.  Already  an  amendment  has  been  sent  ftp,  and  is  now* 
pending,  to  amend  the  latter  part  of  the  section  and  make  it  harmonize 
with  the  first  part.  Then,  so  far  as  the  following  sections  are  concerned, 
I  propose,  and  I  don't  think  this  committee  is  going  to  yield  to  the  idea 
of  giving  to  each  county  in  the  State  one  representative  (regardless  of 
population) ;  I  presume  we  will  have  to  vote  tnat  down,  unless  the  num- 
oer  was  increased  very  much.  Otherwise  it  would  deprive  the  pop- 
ulous portion  of  the  State  of  proper  representation.  Now,  section  five 
ought  to  be  amended  so  as  to  reaa  harmonious,  and  I  propose  to  offer  an 
amendment  so  as  to  make  it  read  that  "  Senatorial  Districts  shall  remain 
as  now  provided  by  law,  until  the  Legislature  shall  change  the  same." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BRER8TB0HKR. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  far  as  San  Francisco  is 
concerned  I  know  that  the  electors  of  that  city  do  not  desire  to  have  their 
representation  cut  down.  And  they  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
representation  as  it  stands  at  the  present  time.  And  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  are  about  to  commit  a  very  grave  mistake,  if  we  desire  to  insert  in 
this  Constitution  any  iron-clad  clause  that  will  state  how  many  repre- 
sentatives there  shall  be  in  the  Legislature  of  this  State.  I  am  utterly 
opposed  to  putting  into  this  Constitution  the  number  of  men  that  shall 
represent  the  people  in  the  Legislature.  And  I  believe  the  matter 
should  be  left  in  the  new  Constitution  as  it  is  in  the  old  Constitution, 
and  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Barry,  and  I  hope  that 
every  other  amendment  now  pending  before  this  Convention,  and  every 
amendment  that  may  be  offered  before  the  committee,  will  be  promptly 
voted  down.  I  hope  the  report  of  the  committee  will  be  changed  so  as 
to  substitute  section  six  of  tne  old  Constitution,  to  read  as  follows : 

"6ec.  6.    The  number  of  Senators  shall  not  be  less  than  one  third,  nor 


more  than  one  half,  of  that  of  the  members  of  the  Assembly;  and  at  the 
first  session  of  the  Legislature,  after  this  section  takes  efifect,  the  Senators 
shall  be  divided  by  lot,  as  equally  as  may  be,  into  two  classes.  The 
seats  of  the  Senators  of  the  first  class  shall  be  vacated  at  the  expiration 
of  the  second  year,  so  that  one  half  shall  be  chosen  biennially" 

Mr.  van  dyke.  The  number  is  limited  in  the  old  Constitution — 
section  twenty-nine: 

'**  Sec.  29.  The  number  of  Senators  and  members  of  Assembly  shall,  at 
the  first  session  of  the  Legislature  holden  after  the  enuiBerations  herein 
provided  for  are  made,  be  fixed  by  the  Legislature,  and  apportioned 
among  the  several  counties  and  districts  to  be  established  by  law,  accord- 
ing to  the  number  of  white  inhabitants.  The  number  of  members  of 
Assembly  shall  not  be  less  than  twenty-four,  nor  more  than  thirty -six, 
until  the  number  of  inhabitants  within  this  State  shall  amount  to  one 
hundred  thousand;  and,  after  that  period,  in  such  ratio  that  the  whole 
number  of  members  of  Assembly  shall  never  be  less  than  thirty  nor 
more  than  eighty." 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Now,  I  believe  in  a  clause  of  the  character  of 
section  six.  I  believe  in  an  elastic  clause,  one  that  will  provide  repre- 
sentation in  proportion  to  population.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any- 
thing wrong  in  giving  to  every  county  in  this  State  one  representative, 
provided  you  go  further,  and  after  you  have  given  to  each  county  one 
representative,  you  commence  and  apportion  bv  population  also.  Each 
county  has  one  to  start  on,  and  then,  if  they  have  a  certain  number  of 
voters  in  a  couuty,  over  and  above  a  certain  number,  then  they  have 
one  more:  and  so  on.  Give  each  county  one,  and  after  that  the  repre- 
sentation should  be  according  to  population.  Now,  there  is  no  objection 
to  such  a  course  as  that.  But  I  do  not  believe  it  is  right  nor  just  that 
we  should  say  there  shall  be  forty  Senators  and  eighty  members  of  the 
Legislature.  I  do  not  believe  that  is  right,  and  then  go  on  and  say  that 
each  county  shall  have  one,  and  by  that  way  deprive  the  voters  of  San 
Francisco,  and  Oakknd,  and  other  large  towns  in  this  State,  of  their 
proper  representation  according  to  population. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.  Didn't  you  vote  to  deprive  San  Francisco,  and 
Merced,  and  Mariposa,  of  representation  in  this  body? 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  No,  sir.  Now  there  is  one  reason  why  it  is 
not  as  necessary  now  in  this  Constitution  as  it  was  in  the  old  Constitu- 
tion. We  propose  to  cut  off*  all  local  and  special  legislation.  We  pro- 
pose to  take  this  class  of  legislation  away  from  the  Legislature  and  vest 
it  directly  in  the  people  of  the  several  (^unties.  They  will  do  their  own 
legislation  for  themselves,  consequently  the  necessity  of  sendinj^«men  to 
the  Legislature  does  not  exist  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution  as 
it  did  before.  After  considering  the  subject  I  believe  the  true  basis  of 
popular  representation  is  here  m  the  old  Constitution.  I  believe  the 
people  are  satisfied  with  the  representation  as  fixed  in  the  old  Constitu- 
tion. I  think  it  will  be  a  mistake  on  our  part  to  depart  from  it,  and  I 
believe  if  we  depart  from  the  old  Constitution  in  this  particular  the 
people  will  very  promptly  vote  down  the  Constitution.  I  do  not  believe 
m  putting  in  any  iron-clad  rule,  and  saying  that  there  shall  be  forty 
Senators  and  eighty  Assemblymen. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  should  like  very  much  to  see 
each  county  in  the  State  have  a  representative  in  the  Assembly.  But  I 
can  see  that  it  would  not  be  just  to  the  larger  counties,  or  counties  hav- 
ing a  large  population,  with  the  small  number  of  Assemblymen  that  wc 
have  provided  for.  Consequently,  I  cannot  support  such  an  amend- 
ment. I  believe,  however,  that  our  safety  lies  in  adopting  the  substi- 
tute proposed  by  Mr.  Barry,  the  section  taken  from  the  old  Constitution. 
That  will  leave  the  apportionment  as  it  is  now,  and  I  do  not  believe  we 
can  improve  upon  it  at  present.  If  we  should  undertake  it,  I  think, 
more  than  likely,  we  would  make  it  worse.  For  my  part,  I  shall  vote 
for  it  when  the  proper  time  comes,  and  I  hope  the  committee  will  see 
the  wisdom  of  aaopting  it. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   TERRY. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  chan^  made  by  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  in  the  number  of  Representatives  and  Senators  need  not 
affect  the  general  plan  reported  by  the  committee,  except  so  far  as  to 
increase  the  two  houses,  ^presentation  ought  to  be  based  upon  popu- 
lation. It  may  be  very  well  to  sa^  that  each  county  should  have  one 
representative;  but  there  is  no  fairness  in  saying  that  the  County  of 
Alpine,  with  one  hundred  and  seventy-five  votes,  should  have  the  same 
representation  as  some  other  county  with  a  voting  population  of  four 
thousand,  or  three  thousand.  There  will  be  no  reason  requiring  every 
county  to  have  a  representative  to  look  aiter  local  legislation  and  local 
interests  in  the  future,  if  this  Constitution  is  adopted,  because  it  is  pro- 
posed to  do  away  with  special  and  local  legislation,  and  to  repose  in  the 
local  Legislature  of  each  county  the  right  to  regulate  their  own  private 
affairs,  so  that  there  will  be  no  necessity  for  each  little  county  to  nave  a 
representative  in  the  Legislature  to  watch  the  interests  of  that  county. 
Now,  it  is  proposed  here  to  limit  the  number  of  Senators  to  forty,  and 
the  number  of  Assemblymen  to  eighty.  That  may  be  followed  up  bv  a 
corresponding  change  in  the  succeeding  section.  It  will  then  read  ttat 
*'  for  the  purpose  of  choosing  members  of  the  Legislature,  the  State 
shall  be  divided  into  forty  districts,  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as 
may  be,  composed  of  contiguous  territory,"  etc.  Each  district  shall 
choose  one  Senator  and  two  members  of  the  Assembly.  They  shall  be 
numbered  from  one  to  forty,  etc.  Now,  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  make 
any  change,  except  simply  to  substitute  forty  for  thirty.  Then  I  pro- 
pose to  add  :  '*  Until  sucli  adjustment  shall  be  made,  the  present  appor- 
tionment provided  by  law  shall  continue."  So  it  will  remain  as  it  is 
now,  until  the  census  of  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty  is  taken.  Then 
it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  apportion  the  State.  Every 
portion  of  the  State  will  have  proper  representation  according  to  popu- 
lation.   Now  the  changes  that  have  been  made  need  not  render  neoes- 
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aary  the  remodeling  of  the  section,  until  wo  get  down  to  the  nineteenth 
line;  then  I  propose  to  add,  in  lieu  of  what  follows,  that  "until  such 
adjustment  shall  oe  made,  the  present  apportionment  provided  by  law 
shall  continue/' 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    ANDREWS. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  regret  very  much  that  I  could  not 
hear  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin.  Gentlemen  have 
said  something  in  relation  to  the  present  apportionment,  and  in  relation 
to  that  matter  I  would  say  that  the  present  apportionment  is  as  uniust, 
in  my  view,  as  any  the  State  has  ever  had.  The  gentleman  talks  about 
the  effect  that  the  changes  mieht  have  in  relation  to  the  vote  in  San 
Francisco.  I  ask  them  to  take  into  consideration  the  effect  upon  the 
votes  of  other  districts.  I  say  that  it  is  unjusfthat  San  Francisco  should 
be  represented  from  twenty  to  thirty  per  cent  higher  than  the  population 
of  my  district. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Do  you  understand  that  to  be  the  fact? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.     Yes,  sir.  j^ 

Mr.  ESTEE.  The  gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken,  Dieause  San  Fran- 
cisco was  entitled,  under  the  la«t  apiwrtionment,  to 'twenty-two  and  one 
half  members,  but  we  consented  to  take  twenty,  and  the  apportionment 
w^as  made  upon  this  ratio. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  That  was  made  upon  no  constitutional  census  at  all. 
That  apportionment  was  made,  sir,  upon  the  Fetieral  census,  and  every 
one  knows  that  that  census,  so  far  as  the  sparsely  settled  regions  were 
concerned,  was  no  census  at  all.  The  gentleman  knows  that  the  com- 
pensation for  Census  Marshals,  even  in  a  large  place  like  San  Francisco, 
was  not  adequate,  much  less  so  in  sparsely  settled  counties  such  aa  I  rep- 
resent. That  apportionment  was  not  made  upon  a  constitutional  basis. 
The  basis  of  apportionment  is  the  census  made  by  the  State,  and  the 
gentleman  knows  it.  This  is  not  a  constitutional  apportionment.  The 
district  which  I  represent  is  not  represented  within  thirty  per  cent/ as 
San  Francisco  is  represent^jd.  Further,  sir,  it  would  not  be  just,  even  to 
make  it  ujK)n  the  basis  of  votes.  There  are  six  hundred,  or  seven  hun- 
dred, maybe  eight  hundred  voters  in  the  district  I  represent,  and  some 
of  them  have  to  go  twenty  or  thirty  miles  to  vote;  that  is  not  the  case 
in  San  Francisco;  every  vote  is  fwlled,  which  ctiunot  possibly  be  the 
case  in  the  district  which  I  represent.  I  say  the  apportionment  is  an 
unconstitutional  apportionment.  It  is  an  unfair  apportionment  to  the 
people  of  this  State,  and  whatever  you  may  do  in  this  Convention,  if 
you  are  going  to  base  representation  uj>on  pojmlation,  they  require  that 
there  should  be  some  consideration  of  the  i)opuiation  in  the  various  dis- 
tricts, and  not  made  as  this  last  one  was  made,  upon  an  unfair  enumer- 
ation, not  contemplated  in  the  Constitution. 

For  that  reason,  I  care  not  particularly  as  to  the  number,  whether  it  is 
forty  or  thirty — whether  you  settle  upon  forty ,for  the  Senate,  or  thirty. 
If  it  shall  consist  of  thirty  the  apportionment  made  here  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Legislative  Department  is  to  some  extent  more  just  than  that 
which  we  are  entering  u}}on.  The  apportionment  pro(x>sed  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Solano  is  unfair  and  uniust.  There  are  other  parts  of  the 
State  besides  San  Francisco  to  be  looked  to  in  framing  an  organic  law. 
The  other  parts  of  the  State  have,  from  their  very  organization,  paid 
tribute  to  San  Francisco.  It  is  that  which  has  made  San  Francisco  what 
she  is  to-day;  and,  I  say,  if  representation  is  to  be  cut  down,  do  not  cut 
it  down  in  such  districts  as  I  represent.  I  have  seen,  in  the  history  of 
this  State,  representatives  from  other  parts  of  the  State  save  San  Fran- 
cisco from  herself. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  order  to  find  a  clue  to  get  out  of 
this  labyrinth,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alameda  was  proper,  though  the  other  gentleman  from  Alam^a  has 
stated  that  he  thought  the  vote  was  decisive  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
'Convention.  But  it  was  nearly  a  tie  vote.  Now,  in  order  that  the  sense 
of  the  Convention  may  be  properly  tested,  I  move  that  the  committee 
now  rise,  report  progress,  ana  instruct  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department  to  restore  section  five,  as  originally  reported,  so  as  to  start 
rient  a^in. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  The  same  motion  was  made  awhile  ago  for  the  same 
instructions,  and  voted  down. 

The  point  of  order  was  overruled. 

On  the  motion,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  motion  prevailed  by  a 
vote  of  53  ayes  to  48  noes. 

IN  convention: 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  mc  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department.  They  recommend  that 
the  article  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  with 
instructions  to  restore  section  five  aboriginally  presented. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President :  I  move  the  reference  of  section 
five  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  with  instruction^  to 
restore  the  section  as  originally  presented.   • 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  IVesident :  I  shall  oppose  that.  The  sense  of  this 
Convention  is  to  the  effect  that  we  have  eighty  members  of  the  Assem- 
bly and  forty  Senators,  and  I  think  the  instructions  should  go  to  the 
committee  that  it  is  the  wish  of  the  Convention  that  the  numbers  be 
fixed  at  forty  and  eighty. 

REMARKS  OP  MR.   ESTKE. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  President :  I  hope  this  thing  will  not  be  done.  I 
am  opposed  to  cutting  down  representation  in  the  only  popular  depart- 
ment of  the  government.  There  is  no  reaaon,  in  my  judgment — and  I 
have  listened  for  some  reason — for  cutting  down  the  Assembly  to  sixty 
members.  It  is  not  the  policy  adopted  in  any  other  part  of  the  country. 
In  Missouri,  where  they  have  changed  the  Constitution  recently,  they 
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have  one  hundred  and  forty-three  members  of  the  Assembly.  In  New 
York, one  hundred  and  twenty-eight;  in  Peirnsylvania,  two  hundred;  in 
Massachusetts,  two  hundred  and  fifty.  In  fact,  nearlv  all  the  larger 
States  in  the  East  have  from  one  hundred  to  two  hundred  and  fiffy  in 
the  Assembly,  and  the  reason  is  this:  that  this  is  the  popular  branch  of 
the  government,  through  which  the  people  speak,  and  that  the  people 
can  only  be  fairly  represented  by  people  who  go  direct  from  their  homes; 
that  in  a  gre^t  State  like  this  it  would  be  a  physical  impossibility  for  a 
man  living  in  San  Bernardino  Countv  to  properly  represent  San  Diego 
County,  b^ause,  necessarily,  he  would  not  be 'acquainted  with  the  local 
necessities  of  the  people.  Now,  my  friend  to  the  left  represents  five  or 
six- counties,  composing  one  district,  extending  across  the  whole  breadth 
of  the  State,  and  running  down  the  coast  one  hundred  and  eighty  miles. 
It  is  utterly  impossible  for  him  to  adequately  represent  the  wants  and 
wishes  of  the  people  of  such  alarge  territory,  and  I  hope  the  Convention 
will  not  adopt  the  proposition  to  cut  down  the  representation  in  the  leg- 
islative department  of  this  State.  1  would  much  prefer  to  see  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty  members  of  the  Assembly.  Let  us  not  cut  it  down, 
l)ccan8e  there  is  no  reason  for  it  Let  us  make  the  number  pretty  large. 
If  we  wish  to  be  economical,  limit  the  compensation,  but  do  not  deprive 
the  people  of  a  fair  representation  in  the  popular  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Now,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  question  raised  by  the  gentleman  from 
Shasta  cuts  no  figure  in  this  case.  If  the  people  of  any  part  of  the  State 
are  not  properly  represented,  then  they  ought  to  be  properly  represented. 
Would  it  better  their  condition  any  to  cut  down  the  representation  from 
eighty  to  sixty  ?  I  think  not.  I  say  it  is  against  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  this  State,  and  I  believe  against  their  wish  al«o,  to  cut  down 
the  representation  in  the  popular  branch  of  government,  and  for  one  I 
am  opposed  to  it.  It  has  no  reference  to  San  Francisco;  San  Francisco 
only  gets  her  proportional  share.  It  has  no  reference  to  Shasta.  Let 
San  Francisco  ana  Shasta  stand  side  by  side,  and  be  represented  accord- 
ing to  population,  and  let  that  population  be  ascertained  according  to 
law. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    How  would  you  ascertain  the  population? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Ascertain  it  by  the  United  States  census.  I  am  aware 
that  there  is  a  clause  in  the  old  Constitution  requiring  the  State  to  take 
the  census,  but  they  have  never  done  it. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Permit  me  further — are  you  not  aware  that  in  the 
counties  I  represent  the  last  census  was  no  census  at  all? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  did  not  know  it  until  I  heard  it  from  the  gentleman. 
I  ha<l  supposed  it  was  a  fair  census.  Let  him  make  that  representation 
to  the  committee.  Let  his  county  and  all  other  counties  be  fairly  rep- 
resented. There  is  no  desire  to  disfranchise  any  portion  of  the  State.  I 
certainly  have  no  such  desire. 

Mr.  AYERS.  *  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  instruct  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department  to  adjust  their  report  so  that  hereafter  there 
shall  be  forty  Senators  and  one  hundred  and  twenty  Assemblymen. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  Mr.  President:  My  idea  of  representation  is  based  a 
good  deal  on  the  Federal  plan.  We  find  out  that  every  State  has  put  it 
according  to  population.  Each  district  is  represented  according  to  pop- 
ulation. Now,  if  we  say  that  there  shall  be  forty  Senators  and  eighty 
Assemblymen,  if  the  population  should  grow  to  five  million,  it  will  be 
out  of  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  increase  the  number,  or  to  manip- 
ulate in  any  other  way  except  to  reduce  in  one  place  and  add  in  another. 
There  ought  to  be  some  way  by  which  the  representation  can  be  increased 
according  to  population. 

Mr.  AxEkS.  Mr.  President:  I  think  the  amendment  I  sent  up  will 
take  us  out  of  this  confusion  and  meet  the  views  of  a  large  number  of 
the  members.  If  one  hundred  and  twenty  Assemblymen  is  too  many 
we  can  reduce  the  number  to  one  hundred,  but  I  would  like  to  test  the 
sense  of  the  Convention. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  referring  to  the  committee, 
with  instructions  to  place  the  number  at  one  hundred  and  twenty. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  President:  If  we  refer  this  to  the  committee,' and 
they  report  it  back  again,  will  it  be  considered  as  the  act  of  the  Con- 
vention? 

The  PRESIDENT.    It  is  in  the  power  of  the  Convention  to  amend  it. 

Ma.  GRACE.  Will  it  be  in  the*  power  of  a  member  of  the  Conven- 
tion to  move  an  amendment? 

The  president.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  grace.    Then  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  belcher.  I  propose  an  amendment  to  make  it  forty  Senators 
and  eighty  Assemblymen. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.    I  move  we  adjourn. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  did  not  hear  the  answer  of  the  President  to 
the  question  asked,  that  if  the  committee  should  restore  this  section, 
wheiner  it  will  be  open  to  amendment? 

The  PRESIDENT.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Then  that  being  the  case,  the  matter  can  come 
up  at  the  proper  time  and  be  amcbded.  I  suggest  that  we  adopt  this 
motion  ana  restore  the  original  sectioi^  aa  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  If  I  understand  the  motion,  it  is  that  section  five 
be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  with  instructions  to  make  the  number 
forty  and  eighty,  instead  of  thirty  and  sixty.     It  may  be  amended. 

The  president.  There  is  an  amendment  to  the  amendment.  The 
first  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Yuba,  Mr.  Belcher. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  I  suggest  that  the  whole  report  be 
referred  to  the  committee,  so  that  sections  five  and  six  may  be  adjusted 
to  the  amendment  adopted  by  the  committee,  of  forty  and  eighty,  so  as 
to  complete  the  report.  Now,  the  committee  have  adopted  the  numbers, 
forty  and  eighty,  and  what  we  wish  is  to  have  the  report  referred  back 
to  the  committee  to  make  the  whole  report  conform  to  this  idea. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  There  is  a  certain  matter  which  has  been  entirely 
overlooked  here.     If  gentlemen  will  look  at  section  twenty-five  of  the 
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rapoH  of  the  oommittae,  thaj  will  End  enumerated  tbirty-thre«  difler- 
eat  maltera  of  special  legislation  wbich  the  Legialuture  ie  prohibiled 
from  legislating  upon  in  Tulure.  This  vhole  svetem  of  local  legislation 
is  to  "be  Ted  Co  the  localitiea  concemed.  1  thinli  »e  oueht  to  Tote  .' 
tbs  aiarndmente,  and  adapt  the  recammendation  of  the  Committ 
the  Whole  lo  restore  scctioii  five  again. 


Hi.  WILSOK,  of  First  Diatrict.  Mr.  President:  This  matter  baa  boI 
Into  auch  a  confuted  condition,  1  move  we  do  nov  adjourn.  In  the 
morning  we  can  get  at  it  and  note  the  proper  instructions. 

Diviaioa  was  i^led  for,  and  tbe  motioa  prevailed,  b/  a  vole  of  St 
tjm. 

And  at  four  o'clock  and  thirt;  minutes  r.  h.  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning. 


EIGHTY-SECOND   DAY. 

SiciAiiiiiTO,  Wednesday,  December  ISth,  I  STB. 
!^lar  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty 
attendance  as  follows : 


The  Convention  ^ 

minutes  i.  h..  President  Hoge  in  tbe  chaii 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found 


Andrews, 
Barbour, 


Heiskell, 
Herald, 


Reynolds, 

Rhodes, 

Ringgold, 

Rolte, 

Sehell, 


i& 


aker. 


But, 
Caples, 
'  Chapman, 
CtuuiM, 
Condon,. 

CroM, 
Cronoli, 
DsTis, 
Dean, 

5ud  ley .  of  San  Joaq  u 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Edgerton, 

Getee, 

Erey, 

Filcher, 


Fraud, 

QUMOOck, 
GorDMD, 
Grace, 

Gregg, 

Hai^r, 
Hall, 
Harrison, 


Campboll, 

Dunlap, 
Eagon, 
Kstey, 
Farrell, 

Fawcett, 


Johnaon, 
Keller, 
Larkin, 

Mansfield, 
Martin,  of  Alameda, 
Martin,  of  Santa  Crui, 
n,  McCallum, 
McConnell, 
McNutt, 
Mills, 
Moffat. 
More  land, 

Nelson, 
Neunaber, 


8haR«r, 

Shoe 

Bburtlefl', 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clan, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Stedman, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 


ituart, 

Sweneon, 

Terry, 

Thompson, 

Tinnin, 

Towneend, 

Tully, 

Turner, 

Tultle, 

Vftcquerel, 

Van  Dyke, 

Van  Vaorhie«, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Webeter, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 

West, 

Wickea, 

White. 


Porter, 
Prouty, 
Beddy, 


Harrington, 

Kleine, 

Lampeon, 

Lavigne, 

McCiimas, 

McCoy, 

McFarland, 

Miller, 


O'BuUivan, 


Leave  of  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  UiieKti.  Dunlap  and 
Esley. 

Leave  of  absence  for  two  days  was  granted  Messrs.  Campbell  and 
Wnlker.ofMttrin. 

IndeSuite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  Tinnin  and  O'Bulli- 


<u  account  of  sickness. 


e  that  the  reading  of 


Tai  SECRETARY  read: 


a   Hiiil  O 


.    Th»  . 


It  of  omplor^"  Kihl  U>  It 

Amu,  one  Aiflltttnl  DtrgHTitHt  Amu,  1hre4  l>oorkfiep< 
Uler,  Dbt  XmS\  Crnnlcr,  eight  PiigM,  Bar  Gu  PorUr;  lol 
■  WHk,  elKbl  bnndrtd  itolLkn,    I  Itaink  tlis  linrk  an 

ir  Pigw.  t»o  DoorkMprn,  on*  Poittr,  ■ 

ir  (nil  fuur  Fieh.     I  lliortforr  think  IJ 


Tour  l'a4E««  and  two  Doarkt^pan,  now 

Bapaclfoll;  lulimlllFd. 

T.  J.  SHEBWOOD,  ScrE«Dt«l-Aniu. 

Ma.  LARKm.  I  move  that  the  recommendation  of  the  Bergeant-al- 
Arnis  be  adopted. 

Ma.  HUE&TI^  1  move  that  the  whole  matter  be  laid  on  the 
table. 

Ma.  BARNES.     I' second  tbe  motion. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Ma.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  President;  I  move  (hat  section  five 
of  the  report  of  tbe  Committee  on  Legislative  Department  be  re-refeired 
lo  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Ma.  HOLFB.     Mr,  Preaident :  What  will  be  the  effect  of  that  motion  T 

Thi  PRESIDEMT,    To  take  it  into  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  BARNES,     la  there  anything  now  before  the  ConventionT 

Thi  PRESIDENT.  A  motion  to  re-refer  section  five  lo  tbe  Committae 
of  the  Whole. 

Ma.  McCALLUM.  I  would  like  to  know  what  baa  become  of  tbe 
motiona  already  pending  lo  refer  that  aeclion  to  tbe  Committee  on  Legis- 
lative Department. 

The  PRESIDENT.  If  this  motion  prevails  those  motiona  will  necee- 
aarily  fall.  They  will  be  disposed  of  by  this  motion,  if  tbe  Convention 
refers  it  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  The  quealion  ia  on  tbe 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  Mr,  Dudley,  lo  re-refer  aeetion 
Bve  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department  Ia  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  motion  was  lost,  on  a  division,  bv  a  vote  of  U  ayea  to  45  noes. 

Ma.  REYNOLDS.  Mr,  Preeident:  [  renew  tbe  motion  that  was 
pending  at  the  time  of  tbe  adjournment  yeatcrdaj. 

Thi  president.  Tbe  Secretary  will  read  tbe  motiona  pending  at 
the  time  of  the  adioumment  yesterday, 

Thi  secretary  read  from  the  Journal; 

/'  Mr.  Reynolds  moved  that  section  five  of  the  article  on  Legislative 
Department  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department. 
with  instructions  to  restore  tbe  section  as  originally  reported  by  said 


nittec. 


IItb  DepATtment  to  adjait  their  raport  so  that 

1 '  that  the  commiltm  adjust  tbe  section 
Committ<5B  of  the  Whole,  of  forty  Sena- 


te one  that  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department  lie 

I  adinst  the  section  by  subatituliue  aeclion  eix  of  the  old 

That  effects  the  Barne  thing,  and  Teaves  the  system  so  that. 


Conatitutioi 

ihould  Ije  necessary,  it  can  be  cbaneed,  __.  j.._ 
Senstora  and  eighty  Assemblymen,  and  it  seems  U 
time  it  might  perhaps  be  better  to  have  it  so  that  it  could  be  changed,  if 
necessary.  It  seems  to  nic  that  eighty  Assemblvmen  would  do  at  present, 
and  that  forty  Senators  are  enough  at  present,  but  yeara  hence  it  may  be 
thought  that  one  hundred  or  one  hundred  and  twenty  representatives 
would  be  better  than  eighty.  Now.  if  section  six  of  the  present  Consti- 
tution was  adapted  it  would  leave  the  ayslem  the  same  as  it  is  now,  and 
the  next  section  will  be  easily  adjusted  to  it,  leaving  the  whole  syslem  as 
it  is  now.  I  therefore  move  to  substitute,  as  an  amendment,  that  the 
committee  be  directed  (o  report  section  six  of  tbe  old  Constitution  in  the 
place  of  section  five. 

Ha.  WYATT,  Mr.  President :  I  second  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  the  Fourth  Diatrict,  to  eubslitule  section  six  of  the  old  Constitution 
in  place  of  section  five  as  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department,  and  the  amendments  offered  to  section  five.  That,  as  I 
understand  now,  would  place  the  number  of  representatives  at  eighty 
and  the  number  of  Senators  at  forty,  with  the  privilege  left  in  the  Leg- 
islature at  any  future  time  lo  increaae  the  number  as  may  seem 
and  right  lo  them,  to  give  a  just  representation  lo  tbe  people 
Stale,  I  am  opposed  lo  having  One  Senator  less  than  forty  or  one  repre- 
lentative  less  than  eighty,  end  I  would  prefer  to  have  one  hundred  and 
^wentv  representatives  to  forty  Senators. 

Ma'  AYER3.  I  would  like  to  know  where  there  is  found  anything 
n  section  six  that  provides  tbat  there  shall  be  eighty  members  of  the 
\ssembly  and  forty  members  of  the  Senate. 

Ma.  WYATT.  If  there  is  nothing  in  section  six,  there  is  something 
n  section  twenty-nine  which  fixes  iL  I  would  prefer  to  go  farther  and 
iirovide  that  each  county  of  this  State  shall  have  one  representative  and 
bat  there  should  be  representatives  enough  lo  give  lo  tbe  heavily  pop- 
ulated counties  of  the  Slate  what  would  w  a  proper  represenlaticn.tak- 
represeatative  from  each  county.  I  deem  it  important  that  tbe 
representation  should  be  increased  rather  than  diminished.  Under  the 
growth  of  the  State  of  California  since  eighteen   hundred  and  sixty. 


m  proper 
e  of  this 
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San  Francisco  has  been  swallowing  the  population  of  the  State,  and 
there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  for  the  next  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty 
vears,  she  will  hold  the  same  large  population  as  compared  with  the 
balance  of  the  State ;  and  to  represent  San  Francisco  will  be  to  represent 
the  State,  simply  taking  the  population  as  a  basis;  and  in  order  to  some 
extent  to  counteract  that  influence,  not  onl^  for  the  good  of  the  State  at 
large,  but  for  the  good  of  San  Francisco^  it  is  necessary  to  deviate  some- 
what from  the  representation  upon  this  basis  of  population,  to  a  repre- 
sentation by  territorial  districts.  But  if  the  Convention  will  not  allow 
one  representative  for  each  county  of  the  State,  then  I  am  at  least  in 
favor  of  leaving  it  to  the  Legislature,  so  that  they  can  increase  the  rep- 
resentation of  the  State  when  they  shall  see  the  immediate  nec^sity  for 
it,  and  I  believe  they  will  in  the  near  future.  The  State  of  Illinois  has 
found  it  necessary  to  provide  that  the  City  of  Chicago  shall  never  have 
at  any  time  exceeding  one  fifth  of  the  repre-sentatiou  of  that  State.  It 
ought  to  be  in  this  Constitution  that  the  City  of  San  Francisco  should 
not  at  any  time  exceed  one  fifth  of  the  representation  of  the  State  of 
California.  Based  upon  population  now,  they  would  have  one  fourth 
of  the  representation  of  the  State,  and  it  is  not  improbable  that  in  the 
next  fifteen  years  they  would  have  one  third  of  the  representation  of 
this  State,  and  it  might  possibly  be  one  half.  It  has  been  said  further, 
and  found  to  be  a  practical  fact  so  far  as  it  has  been  shown  in  the  historv 
of  American  legislation,  that  lar^e  cities  are,  as  Mr.  Jefferson  described, 
where  the  corruption  of  legislation  comes  from,  and  that  the  country 
districts  are  those  to  be  looked  to  for  the  purification  of  the  public 
administration  of  justice.  I  do  not  want  to  see  the  representation  of 
this  State  so  reduced  that  any  great  city  shall  hold  one  third  of  the  rep- 
resentation of  the  people,  and  then  when  an  excitement  springs  up  like 
that  of  last  Winter,  result  in  the  passage  of  such  laws  as  the  gag  law  of 
the  last  Legislature.  San  Francisco,  without  saying  anything  that  is 
not  true  of  it,  has  been  saved  irom  herself  by  the  members  from  the 
country  on  different  occasions  in  this  State;  and  it  is  proper  that  the 
representatives  that  represent  the  length  and  breadtn  of  this  broad 
StAte  should  be  provided  for.  I  therefore  hope  that  nothing  less  than 
forty  Senators  and  eighty  representatives  will  be  provided  for  in  this 
Constitution ;  with  a  flexibility  in  this  Constitution  to  allow  the  Legis- 
lature to  increase  a^any  time  that  the  necessities  of  the  case  may  require 
it. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.  President:  I  believe  that  a  mj^oriW  of  the 
delegates  of  this  Convention  is  satisfied  with  the  section  six  of  the  old 
Constitution,  to  take  the  place  of  section  five  of  the  new  Constitution ; 
and  to  adopt  that  and  leave  out  section  six.  These  counties  talking 
about  not  having  proper  representation  I  San  Francisco  has  not  a  proper 
representation.  €he  has  now  only  twenty  representatives.  Look  at  £1 
Dorado.  She  had  four  Senators  and  San  Francisco  four.  These  distant 
counties  have  all  been  well  represented — always  have  been.  There  has 
never  been  any  disturbance  in  regard  to  that  matter.  The  counties 
have  always  been  satisfied  with  their  representatives  except  one  or  two 
of  these  old  cow  counties,  where  there  is  but  some  two  or  three  hundred 
men  living  in  them.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  AYERS.  Does  the  gentleman  say  that  outside  of  San  Francisco 
the  counties  have  always  b^n  satisfied  with  their  representatives? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  I  have  never  heard  any  complaint  except  from 
one  or  two  old  cow  counties. 

Mr.  AYERS.    Then  you  had  better  take  a  trip  through  the  State. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.    I  have  been  through  the  State. 

Mr.  AYERS.    Then  you  had  better  take  another  trip. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  New  York  has  one  hundred  and  twenty-eight 
representatives.  She  has  got  six  million  population.  California  has  got 
seven  hundred  thousand.  Such  a  comparison  I  never  heard  before.  In 
regard  to  the  old  section  another  thine  is,  if  the  State  should  increase  in 
population  there  is  a  pi^vision  made  there  about  the  Legislature.  There 
is  a  provision — and  no  doubt  if  this  Constitution  should  be  adopted 
there  will  be  a  great  increase  of  population,  if  we  get  rid  of  the  Mon- 
golian. 

Mr.  HEISEELL.  Do  you  want  the  Chinese  to  be  represented — enu- 
merated in  the  apportionment? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Well,  we  do  not  represent  them.  We  have  got 
only  twenty  representatives  and  have  three  hundred  thousand  inhab- 
itants. Here  are  some  of  your  counties  with  only  a  thousand  or  fifteen 
hundred.  I  want  to  be  represented  according  to  the  census  of  the  United 
States.  We  don't  mean  the  Chinese.  We  count  them  more  as  chattels 
or  stock.  Now,  Mr.  President,  how  can  we  have  a  better  clause  in  the 
Constitution  than  this: 

"  Sec.  0.  The  number  of  Senators  shall  not  be  less  than  one  third,  nor 
more  than  one  half,  of  that  of  the  members  of  the  Assembly ;  and  at 
the  first  session  of  the  Legislature  after  this  section  takes  effect  the  Sen- 
ators shall  be  divided  by  lot,  as  equally  as  mav  be,  into  two  classes. 
The  seats  of  the  Senators  of  the  first  class  shall  be  vacated  at  the  expi- 
ration of  the  second  year,  so  that  one  half  shall  be  chosen  biennially." 

I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  we  should  not  adopt  that  section.  This 
is  one  of  the  most  important  sections  in  the  Constitution.  You  have 
all  had  a  proper  representation,  and  I  hope  that  the  amendment  that 
this  be  reported  back  will  be  adopted.  I  see  a  great  deal  of  dissatis- 
faction here  among  members.  They  want  to  load  down  this  Con- 
stitution. They' want  to  put  a  clause  into  the  Constitution  so  that  the 
whole  of  it  will  be  repudiated,  and  if  we  keep  these  two  sections  there 
it  will  be  repudiated.  The  people  are  well  satisfied  with  the  old  Con- 
stitution in  this  respect,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted;  that  this 
section  will  be  reported  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Wliole  and  will  be 
adopted.    If  it  is  it  will  be  adopted  at  the  next  election. 

iiR.  TURNER.  Mr.  President :  I  wish  to  ask  a  question.  If  this 
motion  prevails  to  refer  this  with  instructions  to  replace  section  six  in 
the  bill  we  are  now  considering — if  this  is  done,  will  it  be  subject  to 
amendment  in  Committee  of  the  Whole?  Will  it  be  open  to  amend- 
ment? 


Thr  PRESIDENT.  It  will  be  open  to  the  action  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Mr.  turner.    And  subject  to  amendment  ? 

Mr.  VANDYKE.    Yes. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President :  I  would  like,  if  in  order,  to  sulv 
mit  another  instruction. 

Thr  president.  There  is  already  an  amendment  to  an  amend- 
ment pending. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  accept  this  additional 
instruction.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  proposition  now  does  not  go  far 
enough.  The  committee  should  be  instructed  to  adjust  the  representa- 
tion according  to  the  population  of  the  counties.  My  amendment  is  to 
that  effect. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  That  is  in  another  part  of  the  article.  That  is  provided 
for  in  another  part. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  would  prefer  to  have  the  instructions  go  to  the 
committee  toeetber. 

Ma.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  President :  It  seems  to  me  that  this  does  not 
go  far  enough,  for  the  reason  that  it  will  be  as  necessary  to  remodel  section 
six  of  the  report  of  the  committee  as  to  substitute  section  six  for  section 
five.  This  provides  one  thing  that  it  seems  to  me  is  already  provided 
for,  and  that  is,  the  division  of  the  Senators  by  lot.  That  is  already  pro- 
vided for;  what  we  wish  to  do  is  to  continue  the  present  apportionment 
until  the  next  liegislature  meets,  or  until  after  tne  next  census.  Both 
sections  should  be  referred  to  the  committee  so  that  they  can  arrange 
the  two. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  President:  The  sixth  section  has  not  been 
taken  from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  President:  I  had  prepared  an  amendment 
to  refer  sections  five  and  six  to  the  committee,  with  instructions  to  so 
adjust  them  as  to  leave  the  present  subdivisions  as  they  are  until  after 
the  next  census. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    That  is  just  what  we  complain  of. 

The  president.  Section  six  is  not  before  tne  Convention.  It  is 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  That  perpetuates  the  evil  we  complain  of.  We 
have  over  six  thousand;  we  have  not  a  proper  representation.  The 
County  of  Solano  has  two  thousand  less  votes,  and  they  have  four. 
The  County  of  Santa  Clara  has  some  three  hundred  less  votes,  and  they 
have  five.  Under  this  present  apportionment  we  should  be  afflicted 
with  the  same  difficulty  of  which  we  complain  now. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  Mr.  President:  The  objection  to  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Yuba  is  that  it  belongs  to  section  six,  and  not  to 
the  section  now  under  consideration.  It  has  no  reference  whatever  to 
the  apportionment  as  provided  in  section  six  of  the  present  Constitution. 
That  section  says  notning  whatever  about  the  number  of  Senators  or 
Assemblymen.  There  is  another  section  in  the  old  Constitution  which 
makes  the  apportionment.  The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  proposes 
that  the  Assemblv  shall  consist  of  one  hundred  and  twenty,  and  the 
Senate  consist  of  lorty  members,  making  the  entire  representation  one 
hundred  and  sixty.  I  cannot  entertain  any  apprehension  that  this 
economical  Convention  is  going  to  adopt  a  proposition  making  an  increase 
of  fifty  thousand  dollars  in  the  expenses  of  the  Legislature,  instead  of  the 
decrease  of  fifty  thousand  dollars  per  session,  as  proposed  by  the  com- 
mittee. If  the  Convention  favors  forty  and  eighty,  let  us  vote  on  that. 
If  they  propose  to  let  the  present  representation  stand  as  it  is,  let  us  vote 
upon  that.  Let  us  not  mix  up  matters  which  belong  to  section  six  with 
matters  which  belong  to  section  five.  As  to  whether  it  will  reach  the 
question  of  whether  there  should  t>e  apportionment  now  or  not,  would 
be  an  open  question.  Xret  it  be  presented  at  the  proper  time.  When  a 
question  is  presented,  let  us  vote  upon  that  as  a  proposition  disconnected 
with  other  matters.  For  mv  own  part,  I  think  this  Convention  would 
be  derelict  in  duty  if  it  should  fail  to  make  an  apportionment.  The  Con- 
stituticta  has  provided  for  a  State  census  every  ten  vears.  It  is  impera- 
tive in  the  requirement,  although  it  has  never  been  complied  with. 
But  it  iias  not  been  complied  with,  on  account  of  the  great  expense. 
The  Legislature  could  not  make  it,  because  it  would  be  unconstitutional. 
The  Constitution  can  make  it,  however,  and  it  ought  to  be  made,  and 
made  now,  because,  after  the  National  census  to  he  taken  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty,  there  would  be  no  meeting  of  the  Legislature  until 
eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-two,  no  election  under  that  until  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty -three,  and  no  session  of  the  Legislature  under  it 
until  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-four — five  years  hence.  Our  present 
Constitution  required  it  to  be  done  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-five. 
It  can  be  made  now.  It  ought  to  be  made  now.  It  is  in  conformity 
with  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  Constitution  to  say  that  it  should  be 
made.  Some  counties  have  doubled  and  trebled  in  population.  The 
gentleman  says  it  is  so  in  Los  Angeles.  I  know  it  is  so  in  Alameda,  and 
manv  other  counties  have  doubled  their  population.  I  do  not  believe  in 
waiting  for  the  National  census,  when  two  United  States  Senators  are  to 
be  elected,  and  when  matters  of  much  more  consequence  are  to  be  passed 
upon  by  the  Legislature.  But  let  us  vote  upon  that  question  aa  a  dis- 
tinct proposition,  and  not  mix  it  up  with  the  matters  presented  in  section 
five.  Let  us  fix  the  number  first,  and  then  we  can  proceed  intelligently 
upon  the  question  of  distribution  afterwahls. 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   BARNES. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Mr.  President:  I  understood  the  view  of  the  com- 
mittee to  be  as  stated  in  the  instructions  proposed  b^  Mr.  Belcher  to  the 
committee  last  night,  which  was  that  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department  be  requested  to  adjust  their  report  so  that  there  should  be 
forty  Senators  and  eighty  Assemblymen.  That  leaves  them  just  as  it 
was  before.  Now,  then,  in  order  to  accomplish  that  result,  it  seems  to 
me  a  simple  matter  enough  to  do,  if  we  take  out  section  five  as  it  stands 
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Government  itself  will  inhibit  and  prevent  the  working  of  mines  upon 
the  public  lands  of  the  United  States  by  Chinamen. 

Mb.  hale.  Mr.  President:  I  ask  that  the  Secretary  read  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  secretary  read  the  resolution  as  above. 

Mb.  hale.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  lay  that  resolution  on  the 
table.    It  is  entirely  unnecessary.    As  has  been  said 

Thb  president,    a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  is  not  debatahle. 

Mb.  hale.  I  wish  to  withdraw  the  motion  temporarily,  as  I  wish  to 
make  a  remark.    The  resolution  is 

Mb.  HOWARD.    I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.    I  object  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  motion. 

Thr  president.  The  gentleman  can  make  the  motion  at  the  end 
of  his  speech  if  he  desires. 

Mb.  hale.  *  Mr.  President :  As  stated  bv  the  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco>  Colonel  Barnes,  up  to  eighteen  nundred  and  sixty-six  the 
policy  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  in  respect  to  its  public 
laods,  was  one  of  silence,  with  the  full  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  these 
lands  were  largely  occupied  for  mining  purposes;  large  sums  were 
extracted  from  them,  and  government  quietly  submitted  and  appar- 
ently recognized  iL  The  Courts  of  this  State  until  that  time  considered 
this  acquiescence  upon  the  part  of  the  government  as  a  permission,  and 
treated  the  occupants  of  mines  as  being  the  owners  of  the  property, 
founded  upon  the  well  recognized  leeal  presumption  of  ownership  of 
title  founded  upon  possession.  In  eighteen  hunarcd  and  sixtv-six,  for 
the  first  time  the  Government  of  the  United  States  was  moved  to  take 
some  active  stefM  in  the  premises,  and  then  not  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
demning the  previous  policy  or  practice  obtaining  in  the  minins  dis- 
tricts, but  with  a  view  oi  securing  title  upon  a  safe  and  convenient  basis. 
They  provided  for  the  first  time  that  citizens-  of  the  United  States,  and 
those  who  had  declared  their  intentions  to  become  suph— and  limiting 
the  right  to  those  persons — might  occupy  the  public  lands  for  mining 
purposes ;  and  provided  at  that  time  for  the  purchase  by  such  occupante 
of  certain  classdb  of  them  upon  terms  which  are  described.  Amend- 
ments were  made  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy  and  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  seventy-two,  but  to-day  the  law  stands  in  this  wise,  that 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  those  who  declare  their  intentions  to 
become  such,  and  only  those,  are  privileged  to  occupy  the  public  lands 
for  mining  purposes,  and  the  privilege  is  limited  to  that  class.  Now, 
that  is  all  ttiat  Congress  can  do.  I  submit,  therefore,  that  there  is  no 
occasion  for  this  resolution  whatever.  The  fact  is  that  the  status  of  our 
law,  so  far  as  the  Federal  law  is  concerned,  is  just  what  any  of  us  would 
ask  for.     I  move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 

Mb.  BARNES.    Mr.  President :  I  submit 

Thb  president.    A  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  is  not  debatable. 

Mb.  BARNES.  I  think  the  gentleman  pursued  a  singular  course. 
That  is  a  nice  way  to  do,  debate  it  and  then  move  to  la^  on  the  table. 
I  hope  the  gentleman  will  pursue  the  same  course  and  he  on  the  table. 

The  motion  prevailed,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  51  ayes  to  31  noes. 

Mb.  DOWLING.     I  call  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 

Thb  president.    You  are  too  late.    • 

LEGISLATIVE   DEPABTMENT. 

Mb.  terry.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Mb.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  want  to  offer  an  amendment  to  sec- 
tion five. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  there  are  about  four  amendments  now 
pending. 

Mb.  kELLEY.  Mr.  President :  I  understand  section  five  was  referred 
back  to  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    To  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  I  will  ask  if  these  amendments  were  not  handed  in 
before  we  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole? 

Thb  chairman.  They  were  pending  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
when  the  committee  last  rose.    The  Secretory  will  read  them. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Offered  by  Mr.  Dudley,  of  «Solano: 

"  Amend  section  five,  by  striking  out  the  words  'as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided,' in  line  two,  and  insert  the  words  *  as  provided  by  law  ;*  also, 
strike  out  the  word  *  fifteen,'  in  line  three,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
word  '  twenty.' " 

"  By  Mr.  Smith,  of  Fourth  District  (accepted  by  Mr.  Kelley): 

"  Add  to  section  :  '  No  apportionment  shall  be  made  which  shall  deny 
to  each  county  in  the  State  at  least  one  Assemblyman;'  and  that  the 
words  'by  districts,'  in  the  second  line,  be  stricken  out;  also,  strike  out 
the  word  '  fifteen  *  and  insert  the  word  '  twenty.' " 

'*  Mr.  Barry  offers  section  six  of  the  old  Constitution." 

Mb.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  say  that  before  recess  on  yes- 
terday I  offered  section  six  of  the  old  Constitution,  and  that  has  not  yet 
been  read.  I  offered'that  previous  to  the  offerine^  by  any  other  person, 
of  any  other  amendment,  and  I  think  that  would  be' first  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  amendment  is  a  sub'stitute  for  the  whole 
section,  and  will  come  up  after  the  others.  The  first  in  order  is  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  Mr.  Dudley.   . 

Mb.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  understand  that  the  word  "fifteen " 
was  stricken  out.  If  the  gentleman  will  read  s^tion  six,  as  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  I  think  he  will  agree  that  his 
amendment  is  unnecessary;  that  is,  his  amendment  striking  out  "as 
hereinafter  provided  "  and  inserting  "  as  provided  by  law."  The  section 
requires  the  Iiegislature,  after  the  next  census,  to  apportion  the  State; 


and,  further,  provides  that,  in  makine  such  apportionment,  parties  who 
are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  shall  not  be  taken 
into  account.  I  think  this  is  a  better  provision  than  is  now  in  the  law. 
It  is  provided  so  that  the  State  mav  be  divided  into  forty  districts,  as 
nearly  equal  in  population  as  may  be,  composed  of  adjacent  territory, 
after  the  census  of  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  and  alter  each  census 
taken  by  the  United  States;  and  that  in  making  such  adjustment,  persons 
who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  shall  not  be 
counted  as  making  a  part  of  the  population. 

Mb.  BARNES.    Are  they  not  population  ? 

Mb.  terry.  They  are  not  citizens.  Alien  residents  are  not  popula- 
tion. 

Mb.  BARNES.    Are  they  not  population  7 

Mb.  terry.  No,  they  are  not  population.  If  they  are  population, 
they  are  not  such  that  they  should  oe  counted  as  forming  a  basis  of  rep- 
resentation. They  are  people  who  are  here  against  our  will,  and  whom 
we  are  anxious  to  get  rid  of.  They  may  be  population,  but  it  is  a  class 
of  population  like  the  Indians — not  taxed,  who  are  not  counted  in  mak- 
ing up  a  basis  of  representation. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman:  On  the  supposition  that 
the  committee  will  adopt  section  six,  that  part  of  my  amendment  to 
strike  out  "as  hereinafter  provided,"  and  insert  "as  provided  by  law," 
is  not  necessarv.    The  last  part  is. 

Mb.  TERR^.    I  understood  that  the  other  had  been  done. 

Mb.  DUDLEY.  It  has  not  been  done.  The  word  "fifteen"  still 
remains. 

Mb.  terry.    That,  of  course,  is  necessary  then. 

Mb.  DUDLEY.  I  am  not  particular  about  the  rest.  I  therefore  mod- 
ify my  motion.  •  '  ^ 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  be  no  objections,  the  gentleman  will 
have  leave  to  modify  his  motion.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to 
strikeout  "fifteen"  and  insert  "twenty." 

Mb.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  really  do  not  know  what  we  are 
voting  upon  or  what  we  are  proposing  to  reach.  In  order  to  test  the 
sense  of  the  committee  as  to  whether  they  are  willing  to  increase  the 
Senators  to  forty,  if  they  have  not  been,  and  increase  the  Representa- 
tives to  one  hundred  and  twenty,  if  it  has  not  been  done,  I  shall  move 
that  this  committee  now  rise,  report  back  sections  five  and  six,  with  the 
rea>mmendation  that  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department,  with'  instructions  to  report  to  the  Convention  that  the  Sen- 
ate consist  of  forty  members,  and  the  Assembly  of  one  hundred. and 
twenty  members;  that  they  shall  be  elected  from  eeparate  Senate  and 
Assembly  Districts,  and  that  each  county  shall  be  entitled  to,one  Assem- 
bly representative  in  the  Legislature. 

Mb.  ANDREWS.     I  second  the  motion. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Will  the. gentleman  allow  me  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  that  proposition?  If  the  gentleman  will  make  it  one  hundred 
^nd  twelve  memoers,  that  will  allow  one  for  e«uih  county,  and  the  same 
number  as  now  apportioned  by  the  committee  for  the  balance  of  the 
State. 

Mb.  van  dyke.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  There  are  three  mem- 
bers  

The  chairman.  This  is  a  motion  for  the  committee  to  rise;  there 
is  no  amendment. 

Mb.  WYATT.  No,  sir;  there  ought  to  be  at  least  one  hundred  and 
twenty  Assemblymen. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Solano. 

[Great  confusion,  and  cries  of  "  Read>!"    "  Read  I"] 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Strike  out  *  fifteen/  in  line  three,  and  insert  *  twenty.' " 

Adopted,  on  a  division,  by  an  affirmative  vote  of  80. 

Mb.  kelley.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  insist  on  my  amendment, 
offered  yesterday,  and  would  like  to  make  a  statement  to  this  house.  I 
have  examined  the  last  apportionment,  and  find  that  there  are  eighteen 
counties  that  have  a  joint  Assemblyman  that  are  now  represented  in  the 
Assembly  by  nine  Assemblymen.  I  find,  also,  that  there  are  twelve 
counties  that  have  two  or  more  Assemblymen,  which  makes  forty-eight 
in  all.  Twelve  large  counties  have  forty-ei^ht  members  in  the  Assem- 
bly, and  the  eighteen  small  counties  have  nine.  Now,  that  amendment 
proposes  to  take  nine  from  these  large  counties  and  add  to  the  eight- 
een small  counties,  which  would  then,  under  the  present  apportion- 
ment, allow  these  twelve  large  counties  thirty-nine  Assemolymen 
instead  of  forty-eight,  which  is  nine  less.  I  do  hope  that  the  amend- 
ment will  pass,  in  justice  to  the  small  counties. 

Mb.  VAN  DYKE.    Is  that  an  amendment  to  section  five? 

The  chairman.  That  is  offered  as  an  amendment  to  section  five. 
The  Secretary  will  read. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Add  to  section :  *  No  apportionment  shall  be  made  which  shall  deny 
to  each  county  in  the  State  at  least  one  Assemblyman ;'  and  that  the 
words  'by  districts,'  in  the  second  line,  be  stricken  out;  also,  strike  out 
the  word  '  fifteen,'  and  insert  the  word  '  twenty.'  " 

Mb.  KELLEY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  further  state  that  in  case  the 
Assembly  was  increased  to  ninety  it  would  just  leave  it  as  it  is,  with  the 
addition  of  these  nine  counties. 

Mb.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  say  to  this  Convention  that  I 
trust  that  we  may  not  increase  the  Assembly  beyond  what  it  is  at  pres- 
ent. There  are  many  here  who  are  in  favor  of  having  it  still  less,  but 
as  a  compromise  I  would  be  willing  to  have  it  remain  as  it  is.  But  all 
these  attempts  to  get  a  larger  representation  on  the  floor  is  entirely  con- 
trary to  the  wishes  of  the  people.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  any 
increase  in  the  numbers  of  legislators  will  be  disapproved  by  the  people. 
I  think  they  would  stand  the  present  Legislature,  but  I  think  if  we  go 
beyond  it  they  will  not  stand  it.  We  are  about  to  do  away  with  special 
legislation.    Out  of  seven  hundred  laws  in  these  volumes  there  are  five 
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baadied  and  odd  or  them  which  are  local  laws.  What  is  the 
havjag  the  aame  number  aa  are  on  this  floor  now  juat  to  □verlo' 
ganeral  lawa  of  the  State,  and  ^et  such  an  inimeuae  crowd  hen 
appears  to  rae  that  the  _people  will  not  stand  it.  i  trust  that  the 
hers  who  are  in  favor  ot  going  higher  will  co: 
go  back  to  Che  old  Legislature  of  eighty  and  fi 

but  at  the  same  time  I  am  witling  to  take  that  as  a  compromise.  1 
tbmk  it  ia  the  general  feeling  that  one  hundred  and  twelve  or  one 
hundred  and  twenty  would  be  disapproved  by  the  people. 

Hb.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  understood  that  yesterday,  in 
(be  Committee  of  the  Whole,  we  voted  to  strike  out  "  sixty,"  and  insert 
"  eighty."  Then  I  submit  any  proposition  that  goes  to  change  that  is 
oat  of  order.  So  the  number  cannot  be  increased  Trom  eighty  without 
noonsiderittg  that. 

Tb>  CUAlRMAlf.    The  amendment  does  not  propose  to  increase  it. 

Ma.  VAN  DYKK  I  have  then  to  saj  that  to  attempt  to  distribute 
theae  eighty  members  so  as  1«  give  each  county  one  would  defeat  this 
CoiutitutioD,  however  good  it  may  be,  and  1  hopt  the  memben  will 
Tote  it  down. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Tna  CHAIRMAN.     If  there  be  no  further  amendments 

Ma.  BARBY.    Mr.  Chairman ;  I  believe  that  mj  substitute  is  now  in 

Thi  chairman.  Yes,  that  is  true.  It  ia  in  order.  The  motion  is 
to  Eubatitule  section  aii  of  the  old  Constitution  for  section  five  of  the 

Ua.  Barry.  Mr,  chairman :  I  offered  that  substitute  yesterday, 
believing  that  it  would  he  better  tgi  the  inlereels  of  the  people  to  let  the 
Constilutioa  remain  jjnchenged  so  that  the  number  of  representatives 
would  be  Just  as  they  are  now — furty  in  the  Senate  and  eighty  in  the 
Assembly.  In  that  way  the  people  are  represented  as  fully  as  they 
desire  to  be.  By  the  amendment  proposed  to  be  offered  by  Colonel 
Barnes,  it  would  still  give  further  flexibility  lo  the  section,  and  provide 
that  it  might  be  still  further  raised  as  the  exi^nci  '  "  -  - 
require,  when  the  population  of  the  Btate  may  incra 
tionment  be  changed,  and  then  '*  ^  ' 

increased.    I  l>elieve  that  is  the 

vention  should  adopt  section  six  of  the  present  Constitution 
that  they  realize  that  no  change  is  necessary.     I  believe  thai  wun  me 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San   Francisco  it  would  suit  all  this 
Oonvention. 

We  have  perfected  this  section 
contemplated  by  substituting  sec- 
wuu  Bi«  ui  Liio  uiu  vui.ni.ii.ui,iuii.     "o  havB  It  now  forty  Senators  and 
eighty  Assemblymen.    Section  six  of  the  old  Constitution  provides  that 

one  half  of  that  of  the  members  of  the  Assembly,  and  then  the 
sition  was  to  put  in  section  twenty-nine.    That  u  just  the  efTect 
has  been  adopted.    It  is  altogether  unnecessary  now  to  subatitute  thi 
-     e  moved  by  the  gentleman   from  Nevada,  Mr.   Barry. 
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lumber,  and  the  li 
n  and  forty  Senali 


That  we  have  already  voted 


itJoet 
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round  again  to  the  same  point  we  are  at  now,  and  1  submit  to  me  men 
here  that  it  is  oltogether  unnecessary  now  to  substitute  the  old  sectio 
■ix.  Let  us  allow  this  to  remain  as  we  have  at  present  amended  it,  an 
we  have  accomplished  the  object  had  in  view. 

Ma.  MANaflKLD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  amend  by  recommii 
ting  this  section  six  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative  pepartment,  wit 
instructions  to  adjust  the  representation  between  the  counties  acoordin 
to  the  population  as  determined  by  the  vote  of  eighteen  hundred  an 
seventy- SIX. 

Tux  CHAIRMAN.     The  motion  is  not  in  order. 


Mb.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  propoeltion 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Sierra,  Mr.  Barry.  It  stales,  in  a  better 
way  than  is  contained  in  section  five,  the  conclusion  to  which  I  think 
this  Convention  has  come ;  and  then  if  we  add  to  that  as  a  substitute  for 

have  got  a  very  good  section.  Let  it  be  so  that  until  the  Legislature 
shall  direct  otherwise,  the  apportionment  and  representation  shall  be  as 
now  provldeil  by  law.  The  census  that  may  be  taken  under  direction 
of  Ibe  Congress  of  the  United  States  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and 
eighty,  ami  every  subsequent  ten  yearE,  shall  serve  as  the  basis  of  repre- 
sentation in  both  houses  of  the  Legislature.  You  have  there  a  very 
simple  system.  You  are  not  required  to  go  into  what  ia  population  ;  and, 
*B  I  had  occasion  to  remark  before,  it  seems  to  me  unjust  and  improper 
to  take  the  vote  of  any  election  in  this  State  as  a  baaia  upon  which  rep- 
resentation shall  be  had.  I  see  no  reason  why  the  vote  of  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  seventy-six — I  believe  that  was  the  Presidential  election — 
n  of  the  people  of  this  Stale. 
I  i,ivoni.¥-eigoi  oi  arm-io  luut  oi  lue  old  Constitution  provides  : 
:.  28.  The  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  Stale  shall  be 
taken,  under  the  direction  of  the  Legislature,  in  the  years  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  fifW-two,  and  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifly- 
flve,  and  at  the  end  or  every  ten  years  Ihereafteri  and  these  enumera- 
tions, together  with  the  census  that  may  be  taken  under  the  direction  of 
the  Congress  of  tbe  United  Stales,  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  fifty,  and  every  subsequent  ten  years,  shall  serve  as  the  Itasis 
of  representation  in  both  houses  of  tbe  Legislature." 

Now,  air,  we  see  that  the  founders  of  the  old  Constitution ■'  —^ 
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my  friend,  the  gentli 
man  from  San  Joaquin,  is  a  correct  one.  Population  is  the  basis  oi 
representation,  and  not  voting.  If  we  have  the  Chinaman  here,  and  ii 
we  have  the  Chinaman  in  San  Francisco,  he  is  n  part  of  the  populaliot; 
of  the  State.  As  for  as  he  has  property  he  is  taxed.  We  want  repre- 
sentation on  population. 

Ma.  TEBBY^  Have  the  Indian  tribes  in  any  Territory  or  any  Stati 
ever  been  counted  as  population? 

Ma.  BARNES.     No,  sir;  and  I  will  tell  you  why 

Ma.  TERRY.     Or  the  slave  population  in  the  South,  except  for  th. 

Ma.  BARNES.  I  dn  not  care  how  manv  they  got.  They  were  i 
liasis  of  representation  in  the  South,  as  everybody  knows,  and  the  SoutI' 
got  its  representation  on  the  basis  of  tbe  slave  population.  There  was  ( 
compromise,  which  never  was  satisfactory  to  the  South.  But  they  did 
finally  get  it.  It  was  reluctantly  yielded.  The  South  always  did  win 
Iwcause  the  South  furnished  the  braina  of  the  Democratic  party.  I  be; 
pardon ;  there  is  so  much  converealion  going  on  here  that  it  disturbs  mj 
feeble  mind;  but  it  was  a  basis  of  representation.  Why  were  thi 
Indians  not  made  a  basis  of  representationT  Because  they  were  noi 
taxed.    That  was  the  reason.     The  Indian  was  put  RS^de  upon  a  reserva- 
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Eirled  him,  and  it  imposed  no  taxes  upon  him  n 
id  been  taxed  as  we  tax  the  Chinese,  he  would  have  been  a  basis  oi 
representation.  If  there  are  ten  or  fifteen  thousand  Chinese  in  Sar 
Francisco  who  are  taxed,  and  who  are  not  the  wards  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  city  is  entitled  to  representation  upon  that  basis,  and  yoi 
can  argue  the  question  logically,  it  seems  to  me,  upon  no  other  ground 
What  is  proposed' here  now?  That  we  shall  take  the  Presidential  volt 
of  eighteen  bundreil  and  seventv-six  as  a  basis  for  ihe  npportionmeni 
of  the  population  of  this  State.  That  is  an  entire  departure  from  tht 
system  prop<Med  by  the  foundeis  of  this  Constitution.     They  bad  a  care 

in  view  of  the  enormous  growth  that  was  goiug  on;  that  was  taken  will 
the  cenaus  of  the  United  Slates.  Now  it  is  proposed  that  Ihe  vote  of  thi' 
State  ahall  be  taken  as  a  basiaof  representation.  It  ia  a  violation,  it  seem: 
to  me,  of  every  principle,  and  if  you  are  going  to  take  the  vole  o 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six,  what  reason  is  there  for  select- 
ing Chat?  We  have  had  eleclinns  since;  if  votes  are  to  be  the  basis,  whj 
not  take  the  last  election  that  was  hail,  when  this  Convention  was  called: 
Why  not  take  the  vole  of  the  Stale  u|K>n  the  question  of  the  Constitu- 
tional  Convention,  or  any  other  question  that  was  ever  submitted  to  thi 
people?     It  is  not  right,  it  is  not  just,  and  I  submit  that  this  Conven- 

this  State.  Mr.  Cross  says  that  we  have  all  a  pretty  good  idea  of  whsi 
the  population  of  the  different  portions  of  the  Stale  are.  Tbe  gentle 
pretty  good  idea  of  the  population  of  his  county,  bui 


before 
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ion  ther 


Lhould  want  to  know  with  some  certainty,     Tliere  is 
taking  the  vote  In  a  Presidential  election  than  in  a  Gubernatorial  elec- 
tion; they  differ  as  much  upon  the  elements  as  anything  else;    bail 

sometimes,  of  one  third  of  the  entire  vole  of  an  election.  To  say  thni 
we  shall  determine  by  the  vote  would  be  to  underAke  to  do  something 
absolutely  impossible.  We  would  want  to  know  what  the  condition  n 
the  roads  were;  what  the  stale  of  the  farming  inlerests  were,  whelhei 
they  could  get  out  or  not ;  almost  whether  ihe  people  were  sick  or  well 
and  what  the  domestic  details  of  the  families  in  tbe  districts  of  Ihii 
State  were,  before  we  could  undertake  to  determine  upon  any  such  thing 
I  hope  there  will  be  no  attempt  mode  in  this  Convention  to  chane* 
the  apportionment  so  recently  made  by  the  Legislature.  We  foughi 
long  and  hanl  enough  for  that — now  (bo  lirst  time  they  get  a  clip  at  u! 
again  they  try  to  make  a  new  basis  of  representation.  This  is  like  nil 
the  other  attempts  to  apportion  this  Slate,  they  have  always  been  in  th( 
inlerest  of  some  other  place  or  some  other  portion  of  the  Slate  than  8ai 
Francisco.  I  say  it  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  at  all,  it  should  be  left  U 
the  time,  when,  in  the  course  of  two  years,  we  shall  have  Ihe  enumer- 
ation made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  SUles,  It  should  be  left 
as  the  gentleman  from  Sierra  sugciests,  putting  in  section  six  of  the  olc 
Constitution,  and  portions  of  section  twenty-nine,  and  we  shall  not  dr 
anybody  any  injustice.     If  the  motion  of  the  ganllcman  from  Siern 

"The  number  of  Senators  and  members  of  Assembly  shall  be  fixed 
by  the  Legislature  and  apportioned  among  the  several  counties  anii 
districts,  to  be  designated  by  law,  according  to  the  number  of  inhabit- 
ants. The  number  of  members  of  Assembly  shall  not  be  more  thar 
eighty,  and  unlil  the  Legislature  shall  so  direct  the  apportionment  o 
representation  and  adjustment  of  districts  shall  t>e  as  now  provided  bt 
law.  The  census  that  may  be  taken  under  the  direction  of  the  Congresi 
of  Ihe  United  Slates  in  Ihe  year  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  and  ai 
every  subsequent  ton  years,  shall  serve  as  a  basis  of  representation  ir 
both  houses  of  the  Lfgialature." 

It  would  be  a  remartatle  thing  if  the  suggestion  of  my  friend  Mans- 
field should  prevail,  and  representation  should  be  based  upon  the  Pre^< 
dential  vote  of  this  State  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six.  li 
would  be  an  anomaly,  sir.  so  far  as  any  adjustment  of  representation  ii 
concerned.  If  any  vote  ia  to  be  taken  I  do  not  see  why  the  last  vote  ii 
not  the  best.  You  might  as  well  lake  the  largest  vote  as  the  smallest 
It  showa  nothing,  it  pravea  nothing. 
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important  question,  and  one  that  we  ought  to  devl  with  in  a  direct  man- 
ner. As  I  understand  the  principle  of  a  representative  government,  it 
is  this,  that  every  man  who  has  a  right  to  participate  in  the  affairs  of 
government,  has  a  right  to  he  heard  equally  with  every  other  man  who 
has  a  right  to  participate  in  the  affairs  of  government,  without  reference 
tc  where  he  resides.  Under  the  original  iaea  of  democratic  government, 
in  small  communities  all  the  meml^rs  of  a  particular  society  met  in  one 
place  and  held  a  town  meeting,  and  there  expressed  their  vote  in  person. 
When  the  communities  became  populous,  ana-the  State  large,  this  became 
impracticable,  and  then  men  begiein  to  combine  and  to  speak  in  lar^e  nura- 
bers  through  small  numbers  called  representatives.  It  was  intended  that 
the  vote  of  one  man  in  one  locality  should  have  as  much  weight  as  the 
vote  of  another  man  in  another  locality.  I  know  of  no  reason  why  the 
man  who  happens  to  live  in  Alpine  County  should  not  have  as  much 
right  as  the  mau  who  lives  in  San  Francisco;  nor  do  I  know  of  any 
proper  rule  by  which  a  Chinaman  should  be  entitled  to  as  much  voice 
in  the  government  of  this  State  as  a  white  man.  Now,  sir,  if  we  make 
the  population  the  basis,  I  am  not  sure  that  it  would  be  an  advantage 
to  colonize  these  Chinamen. 

Mb.  BARNES.    You  can  have  ours. 

Mb.  CROSS.  It  seems  to  me  that  one  man,  residing  in  one  portion, 
has  a  right  to  as  much  influence  as  another.  Take  the  rresidential  vote. 
It  seems  to  me  that  those  who  have  a  right  to  participate  in  the  affairs 
of  government  is  the  true  basis,  and  that  perhaps  the  Presidential  vote 
is  the  proper  basis  for  two  reasons :  one  reason  is  that  that  vote  was  a 
very  full  one  all  over  the  State.  I  believe  it  has  been  claimed  that  in 
some  places  it  was  almost  too  full.  And  if  at  such  a  time  any  portion 
of  the  people  do  not  participate,  I  do  not  believe  they  deserve  much 
consideration  from  any  legislative  body.  I  understand  the  case  of  the 
County  of  Alameda,  in  which  the  population  has  grown  enormously ;  I 
can  understand  the  case  of  Los  Angeles,  in  which  the  population  has 
very  1  vgely  increased  ,*  and  I  can  understand  the  case  of  ottier  counties, 
in  whicn  the  population  has  very  largely  diminished.  I  think  it  is  right 
and  proper  that  this  Convention  should  fix  the  basis  of  representation. 
I  was  in  favor  of  large  legislative  bodies,  especially  the  lower  house.  It 
is  the  only  place  where  the  people  directly  touch  the  affairs  of  the 
government.  -It  is  the  only  place  in  which  the  people  almost  directly 
speak  their  wishes.  The  executive  department  rests  with  a  very  few 
men,  and  thev  cannot  be  acquainted  witn  the  great  body  of  the  people, 
and  thus  tile  legislative  department  is  the  representative  department  of 
the  State.  This  State  has  an  immense  area,  and  with  a  representation  of 
sixty  and  thirty  we  shall  have  one  man  representing  two  thousand 
square  miles ;  and,  sir,  in  a  bod^  like  the  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, I  undertake  to  say  it  is  impossible  for  one  man  to  represent  two 
thousand  square  miles.  I  believe  we  should  have  a  larger  Assembly. 
There  should  be  a  more  liberal  representation.  If  we  had  one  hundred 
and  forty  in  the  two  houses  of  the  Legislature,  we  should  still  have  each 
member  of  the  Legislature  representing  something  like  six  thousand 
people,  and  as  the  State  grows  the  number  would  bd  increased  to  three 
or  four  times  what  it  is  now.  The  cases  of  Massachusetts,  New  York, 
and  Rhode  Island  have  been  cited  here.  They  have  comparatively 
small  legislative  bodies,  in  comparison  with  the  population,  and  yet  the 
territory  which  each  member  represents  is  comparatively  very  small. 
While  Chinamen  are  not  entitled  to  representation  it  seems  to  me  that 
there  should  be  a  large  and  liberal  representation  in  the  Assembly. 

BBMABKB  OF  MB.   LABKIV. 

Mb.'  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  argument  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco  upon  the  basis  of  representation  upon  population  is 
certainly  an  argument  that  that  gentleman  should  not  use  if  he  is  a 
representative  of  the  people,  and  not  of  Dupont  street  and  the  Barbary 
Coast.  He  objects  to  the  last  Presidential  vote,  and  yet  I  believe  it  was 
conceded  in  San  Francisco  that  that  vote  was  some  fifteen  thousand 
more  than  thev  were  entitled  to.  Still  he  objects  to  taking  that  as  a 
basis  for  San  j'rancisco.  It  has  been  found  in  New  York  and  Ohio, 
where  there  are  large  cities,  that  the  interests  of  these  cities  have 
demanded  that  they  should  not  have  to  exceed  one  fiflh  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  State.  I  am  satisfied  that  San  Francisco's  interests 
have  been  protected  as  much  by  the  people  of  this  State  outside  of  San 
Francisco  as  it  has  been  by  her  own  representatives.  Now,  so  far  as 
this  question  is  concerned,  if  we  don't  adopt  the  proposition  to  allow 
each  county  in  the  State  a  representative,  let  us  adopt  the  old  section 
and  leave  it  to  the  Legislature.  If  this  body  is  not  willing  to  act  upon 
that  proposition,  the  time  will  come,  and  come  soon,  when  the  people  of 
this  whole  State  will  demand  that  they  be  represented,  as  they  should, 
in  the  Legislature  of  this  State.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  limiting  the 
number.  '  If  there  is  to  be  any  limitation,  I  prefer  to  fix  a  minimum 
rather  than  a  maximum.  Provide  tha^t  it  should  not  be  less, than  thirty 
Senators  and  not  less  than  ninety  Assemblymen,  and  leave  it  to  the 
Legislature  to  provide  that  each  county  should  have  a  representative. 
These  counties  that  have  been  formed  under  some  mining  excitement, 
or  some  temporary  excitement  from  some  other  cause,  they  will  be 
weeded  out.  It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  State.  I  hope  this  Convention 
will  determine,  if  the^  cannot  give  to  each  county  a  representative,  to 
leave  it  to  the  Legislature  to  determine  the  number  of  representatives. 

Mb.  MANSFI£LD.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  adoption  of  the  present 
clause  is  a  continuance  of  the  injustice  which  I  protest  aeainst.  Los 
Angeles  County  is  not  fairly  represented,  as  every'member  here  knows. 
The  only  body  that  can  give  us  relief  is  this  Convention.  The  Legisla- 
tures do  not  do  it,  and  I  ask  for  the  consideration  of  my  amendment, 
which  I  submitted  a  short  time  ago. 

BIMABKB  OF   MB.   BABNX8. 

Mb.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  did  not  catch  the  first  part  of  the 
observations  of  my  friend  from  El  Dorado,  but  I  understood  him  to 


assert  several  things  in  which  I  think  he  is  mistaken.    He  says  that 
everybody  admits  that  we  had  fifteen  thousand  fraudulent  votes- — 

Mb.  LAREIN.    Respectable  men. 

Mb.  BARNES.  Well,  that  comes  with  a  bad  grace.  The  gentleman 
is  entirely  incorrect.  Various  reports  went  about  through  the  country, 
and  probably  the  first  report  of  it  reached  the  gentleman.  The  whole 
subject  was  pretty  thoroughly  investigated  there,  and  althouj|[h  it  was 
decided  that  there  was  some  wrongful  voting  there  all  around,  it  did  not 
reach  to  anything  like  that  number.  There  may  have  been  two  or 
three  thousand  votes  that  were  out  of  order,  but  certainly  not  to  exceed 
that.  I  attended  the  examination  when  the  County  Clerk  was  exam- 
ined, and  he  came  off  triumphantly  acquitted.  I  undertake  to  say  that 
the  vote  in  San  Francisco,  as  a  rule,  is  as  fair  as  any  vote  the  gentlemen 
ever  received.  I  did  not  understand  what  he  said  about  my  represent- 
ing the  people,  but  he  does  not  regret  my  presence  here  more  than  I  do ; 
and  I  only  wish  that  whenever  gentlemen  have  anything  to  say  to  me, 
that  they  got  more  votes  than  I  did  for  the  Constitutional  Convention, 
to  remember  that  I  thank  my  friends  from  the  bottom  of  my  soul  who 
voted  against  me,  and  I  only  wish  there  had  been  about  three  thousand 
more  of  them,  and  I  would  not  have  been  here. 

Now,  he  says  there  is  no  such  thing  as  representation  by  population, 
and  he  talks  like  a  statesman — rather  an  ignorant  statesman — [Laugh- 
ter], as  to  what  is  a  basis  of  representation.  Why,  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  which,  until  this  body  met,  was  a  respectable  author- 
ity, and  a  man  could  present  some  of  his  views  and  put  his  back 
up  against  and  defy  the  enemies  of  good  government,  has  something  to 
say  on  this  subject.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  worth  anything  to  the  gentle- 
man from  El  Dorado,  and  probably  if  he  could  have  the  re-creation  of 
this  government  he  could  make  a  much  better  Constitution  than  Wash- 
ington and  the  rest  of  the  gentlemen  who  had  that  work  in  hand.  I 
only  wish  that  the  senleman  from  El  Dorado  had  lived  in  that  time. 
Now,  as  I  B&jr,  this  heavy  old  humbug,  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
Stateisjin  section  two,  of  article  one,  makes  some  allusions  to  this  subject. 
It  provides  for  the  composition  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
for  the  electors,  and  as  to  representation,  and  taxes,  and  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  ''representatives  and  direct  taxation  should  be 
apportioned  among  the  several  States  within  this  Union  according  to 
their  respective  numbers."    NumberSf  not  citizenship. 

Mb.  LARKIN.    Has  that  any  reference  to  this  State? 

Mb.  BARNES.  If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me  I  will  undertake  to 
instruct  him  so  that  he  won't  get  up  again  on  this  floor  without  inform- 
ing himself  a  little  on  the  subject  aoout  which  he  proposes  to  talk.  The 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  says: 

**  Repress tatives  and  direct  taxes  shall  be  apportioned  among  the 
several  States  which  may  be  included  within  this  Union,  according  to 
their  respective  numbers,  which  shall  be  determined  by  adding  to 
the  whole  number  of  free  persons,  including  those  bound  to  service  for 
a  term  of  years,  and  excluding  Indians  not  taxed,  three  fifths  of  all 
other  persons." 

There  is  no  question  there  as  to  the  basis  of  representation.  It  was 
simply  the  number  of  free  persons,  including  those  bound  for  service  for 
a  term  of  years,  and  excluaing  Indians  not  taxed,  and  three  fifths  of  all 
other  persons,  so  that  the  basis  of  representation  was  all  free  persons  in 
the  State,  including  those  bound  to  service  for  a  term  of  years,  exclud- 
ing Indians  not  taxed,  and  three  fifths  of  the  slaves. 

"  The  actual  enumeration  shall  be  made  within  three  years  after  the 
first  Congress  of  the  United  States, 'and  within  every  subsequent  term  of 
ten  years,  in  such  manner  as  they  shall  by  law  direct." 

Article  fourteen  of  the  Constitution  deals  simply  with  the  question  of 
citizenship,  and  not  with  population. 

''  All  persons  born  or  naturalized  in  the  United  Stales,  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  thereof,  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  State 
wherein  they  reside." 

The  committee  will  observe  the  difference  between  the  basis  of  repre- 
sentation on  population  and  citizenship.  Citizenship  is  one  thing;  pop- 
ulation for  tne  purpose  of  representation  is  anoth^,  and  the  idea  that 
underlies  the  whole  doctrine  of  representation  is  that  while  a  man  shall 
only  be  entitled  to  vote  upon  possessing  certain  qualifications,  either 
having  been  bom  upon  the  soil  or  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the 
Government,  every  man  paying  taxes  is  entitled  to  representation  upon 
that  basis.  That  is  the  principle,  sir,  and  it  cannot  be  denied.  I  do  not 
undertake  to  say  to  what  extent,  because  I  do  not  know,  the  Chinese 
population  have  been  made  a  basis  of  representation  in  that  city.  If 
they  have  not  been  included,  upon  every  principle  of  government,  they 
ought  to  be  included,  and  I  do  not  think  the  exception  made  in  the 
report  of  the  committee  ought  to  stand.  I  think  that  San  Francisco, 
and  eyery  other  portion  of  the  State,  is  entitled  to  representation  upon 
this  population,  because  this  population,  whether  citizens  or  not,  pays 
taxes.  They  have  got  to  be  provided  for.  The  whole  system  of  gov- 
ernment reaches  them.  For  them  hospitals  are  built,  iails  are  con- 
structed, and  the  whole  system  of  government  revolves  about  them  as 
much  as  it  does  about  the  voter.  And  while  they  cannot  vote  they  are 
population,  and  in  the  apportionment  made  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  to-day  for  our  representation  in  Congress,  Chinamen  are 
just  as  much  apart  of  population  for  the  purpose  of  determining  our 
population  to  give  us  representation  in  Congress  as  the  noblest  white 
man  who  lives. 

Now,  sir,  we  have  another  illustration  of  this  same  principle  of  popu- 
lation. While  the  idea  of  the  statesman  from  El  Dorado  is  that  nobody 
is  entitled  to  be  represented  except  the  voter,  I  certainly  think  he  is 
mistaken  in  that  view,  because  in  our  population  are  counted  women. 
Now,  women  cannot  vote,  and  yet  they  are  a  basis  of  population  upon 
which  representation  is  based.  Boys  under  twenty-one,  and  girls  under 
eigh^en,  are  a  portion  of  the  population,  and  they  are  taken  into 
account  in  our  basis  of  representation;  and  yet  they  would  be  excluded 
upon  the  doctrine  propounded  by  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado.    Now, 
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population  for  all  the  purposes  of  representation.  I  hope  that  the  sec- 
sion  will  either  be  left  as  it  is,  or  that  the  old  section  will  be  adopted, 
and  for  this  reason,  that  the  people  are  satisfied  with  the  present  appor- 
tionment. I  warn  the  gentleman  from  Yolo  that  if  he  got  anything 
of  the  kind  he  proposes  into  this  Constitution  the  €k>nstitution  would 
fall  by  its  own  weight. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    That  has  been  voted  down. 

Mb.  ESTEE.  I  understood  it  was  before  the  house.,  I  will  not 
address  the  house  upon  a  question  that  is  not  before  it. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  that  the  law  as  it  now 
stands,  leaving  the  Legislature  to  regulate  this  matter,  would  suit  my 
constituents  best.  I  hope  that  we  will  arrive  at  a  vote  without  spending 
much  more  time  in  this  discussion. 

BBMABKS   OF   KB.    HAQBB. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  was  a  Committee  on  Apportion- 
ment and  Representation  which  should  have  reported  upon  this  matter. 
I  think  we  ought  to  defer  this  matter  until  that  committee  make  their 
report  if  they  have  not  done  so.  I  have  no  recollection  that  the  com- 
mittee has  made  its  re]>ort.  It  is  a  large  committee,  of  which  Mr. 
Murphy,  of  Del  Norte,  is  Chairman.  I  do  not  know  that  they  have 
made  any  report.  Some  of  the  members  perhaps  may  know,  but  if  we 
had  a  report  of  that  committee,  perhaps  it  would  offer  a  better  basis  for 
our  argument  than  we  now  have.  As  far  back  as  I  can  remember  it 
has  always  been  a  matter  of  contest  as  to  how  they  should  be  repre- 
sented properly  in  the  Legislature.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  in  the 
Constitution  a  just  and  inflexible  rule  that  will  control  the  matter  in  the 
future.  I  do  not  believe  in  the  provisions  contained  in  the  old  Consti- 
tution at  all.  It  has  been  unsatisfactory  in  its  operation,  and  has  caused 
all  the  contests  heretofore,  in  the  struggles  to  obtain  and  enjoy  a  large 
representation  in  some  parts  of  the  State.  Representation  should  be 
baJaed  on  population.  That  is  a  rule  so  uniform  that  it  prevails  in 
almost  everv  State  in  the  Union.  There  are  but  very  few  States  that 
have  not  adopted  that  rule.  So  far  as  aliens  are  concerned  I  can  find 
but  three  exceptions.  In  one  Constitution  ''aliens  and  Indians"  are 
excluded,  in  one  **  aliens  and  colored  persons  not  taxed,"  in  one  ''  aliens 
and  Indians  not  taxed/'  some  others  exclude  ''Indians  not  taxed." 
Now,  in  regard  to  the  Indians  of  this  State,  by  our  Constitution  they 
may  be  adznitted  to  citizenship.  They  may  become  electors  under  our 
Constitution  by  a  concurrent  vote  of  the  two  houses.  They  are  not 
excluded. 

I  do  not  suppose  anybodv  can  make  an  enlightened  argument  why 
population  should  not  be  the  basis.  In  Pennsylvania,  under  the  old 
Constitution,  representation  was  based  upon  the  number  of  taxable 
inhabitants.  That  was  the  Constitution  of  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty- 
eight;  but  the  Constitution  adopted  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
three  brought  the  rule  right  back  to  where  it  belongs : 

"The  State  shall  be  divided  into  fifty  Senatorial  Districts,  of  compact 
and  contiguous  territory,  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as  may  be,"  etc. 

They  dropped  the  words  "taxable  inhabitants"  and  come  to  the  word 
"population,"  which  is  the  proper  term.  Why,  take  our  alien  popula- 
tion in  San  Francisco  and  in  other  parts  of  the  State.  Suppose  there  are 
in  San  Francisco  one  hundred  thousand  English,  Frencn,  and  others; 
ought  they  not  to  be  represented  to  some  extent?  Is  not  their  property 
to  be  protected?  So  far  as  representation  is  concerned,  and  it  is  for  the 
protection  of  persons  and  property,  is  not  every  man  in  the  community 
who  pays  taxes  entitled  to  representation,  in  order  that  he  may  be  heard 
in  matters  upon  which  his  safety  and  happiness  depend?  Ought  he  not 
to  be  heard  here?  It  is  putting  it  down  on  very  narrow  rules  when 
gentlemen  get  up  here  and  say  that  because  a  man  is  not  a  voter  he  has 
no  protection  at  all.  But  in  regard  to  what  would  be  a  just  and  inflex- 
ible rule,  I  would  be  perfectlv  willing  to  adopt  the  rule  that  has  been 
adopted  in  Pennsylvania  and  Missouri.  Take  the  Pennsylvauia  Con- 
stitution.   Section  sixteen,  of  article  two,  says : 

"The  State  shall  be  divided  into  fifty  Senatorial  Districts,  of  compact 
and  contiguous  territory,  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as  may  be,  and 
each  district  shall  be  entitled  to  elect  one  Senator." 

Suppose  California  has  a  population  of  eight  hundred  thousand,  and 
we  have  forty  .Senators.  Divide  eight  hundred  thousand  by  forty  and 
it  would  ^ive  twenty  thousand  ft>r  each  district.  Why  could  not  the 
State  be  divided  in  that  way?  All  that  remains  to  do  is  to  divide  the 
State  into  forty  districts,  each  composed,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  twenty 
thousand  inhabitants.  Section  eighteen  of  the  same  article  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania Constitution  says : 

"The  General  Assembly,  at  its  first  session  after  the  adoption  of  this 
Constitution,  and  immediately  after  each  United  States  decennial  census, 
shall  apportion  the  State  into  Senatorial  and  Representative  districts, 
agreeably  to  the  provisions  of  the  two  next  preceding  sections." 

Now,  we  could  make  it  so  that  the  General  Assembly,  or  Legislature, 
immediately  after  the  next  United  States  census,  which  would  be  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  shall  apportion  the  State  into  Senatorial 
districts — that  is,  into  forty  Senatorial  districts.  There  is  a  burden 
imposed  upon  the  Legislature  that  after  each  decennial  census  of  the 
United  States,  they  shall  divide  the  State  into  districts  as  nearlv  equal 
in  population  as  may  be.  There  is  a  rule  that  is  just.  It  gets  rid  of  this 
eternal  contest  in  the  Legislature,  and  the  struggle  for  representation 
there,  and  it  is  controlled  by  the  Constitution.  Why  should  it  not  be  so  ? 
I  would  like  to  hear  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  get  up  and  say  that 
this  rule  is  not  just.    Now  in  the  Assembly: 

"The  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  shall  be  apportioned 
among  the  several  counties  on  a  ratio  obtained  by  dividing  the  popula- 
tion of  the  State,  as  ascertained  by  the  most  recent  United  States  census, 
by  two  hundred.  Every  county  containing  less  than  five  ratios  shall 
have  one  Representative  for  QYery  full  ratio,  and  an  additional  Repre- 
sentative when  the  surplus  exceeds  half  a  ratio;  but  each  county  snail 
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have  at  least  one  Representative.  Every  county  containing  five  ratios, 
or  more,  shall  have  one  Representative  for  every  full  ratio." 

Now,  that  is  a  very  fair  and  a  very  just  rule.  It  gets  around  every 
question,  and  no  man  can  complain,  or  should  complain.  Now,  In  Mis- 
souri, the  provision  is: 

"  The  House  of  Representatives  shall  consist  of  members  to  be  chosen 
every  second  year  by  the  qualified  voters  of  the  several  counties,  and 
apportioned  in  the  following  manner :  * 

"  The  ratio  of  representation  shall  be  ascertained  at  each  apportioning 
session  of  the  General  Assembly,  by  dividing  the  whole  number  of  per- 
manent inhabitants  of  the  State  oy  the  number  two  hundred.  Each 
county  having  one  ratio,  or  less,  shall  be  entitlecfto  one  Representative; 
each  county  having  three  times  said  ratio,  shall  be  entitled  to  two  Rep- 
resentatives; each  county  having  six  times  said  ratio,  shall  be  entitled 
to  three  Representatives;  and  so  on,  above -that  number,  giving  one 
additional  member  for  every  three  additional  ratio." 

Then  it  goes  on  and  points  out  the  manner.  Then,  in  regard  to  Sena- 
torial districts,  the  same  article  contains  the  following: 

"  The  Senate  shall  consist  of  thirty- four  members,  to  be  chosen  by  the 
qualified  voters' for  four  years;  for  the  election  of  whom  the  State  shall 
be  divided  into  convenient  districts." 

Now,  if  we  had  a  provision  here,  as  we  have  determined  upon  forty 
Senators,  that,  for  tne  purpose  of  choosing  them,  the  State  shall  be 
divided  into  forty  Senatorial  districts,  then  let  the  clause  come  in  :  "  The 
Legislature,  at  its  first  session  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  and 
immediately  after  each  United  States  decennial  census,  shall  apportion 
the  State  into  Senatorial  and  Representative  districts,  agreeably  to  the 
provisions  of  the  preceding  sections." 

It  seems  to  me  that  would  be  a  very  easy  and  a  very  convenient  mode 
of  arranging  this  whole  subject,  that  WQuId  be  satisfactory  to  every 
portion  of  the  State.  The  only  objection  that  could  be  made,  perhaps, 
would  be  that  in  regard  to  the  Assembly  districts.  Some  of  the  smaller 
counties  .that  are  contiguous  would  have  to  join  together  to  constitute  an 
Assemblv  district;  but  even  in  that  respect,  if  the  Convention  see  fit  to 
give  each  county  representation,  they  could  do  so  by  variation  of  the 
general  rule;  but  I  should  oppose  giving  any  county  that  has  less  than 
one  thousand  inhabitants  a  mil  representative.  It  is  not  just.  Nor  do 
I  think  it  is  just  to  cut  off  representation  where  the  population  is  lar^e, 
no  matter  how  large  it  may  be.  If  vou  tax  a  county  m  proportion  to  tne 
property  and  population,  why  should  you  not  give  them  representation 
in  proportion  to  population?  Taxation  and  representation,  according  to 
the  rule  that  has  been  established  in  this  country,  go  together,  and 
should  not  be  separated.  Taxation  and  representation,  therefore,  should 
go  together  in  everv  county  of  the  State.  Whv  not  in  San  Francisco  as 
well  as  in  El  Dorado,  or  any  other  county  ?  The  first  time  that  I  was  in 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  .California  El  Dorado  had  four  Senators, 
and  they  considered  themselves  as  magnanimous  as  another.  We  were 
placed  upon  equality.  But  in  course  of  time  population  has  increased 
in  San  Francisco  and  diminished  in  El  Dorado. 

I  hope  we  will  not  go  back  to  section  six,  and  I  hope  that  we  will 
adopt  a  system  here  in  accordance  with  that  which  has  been  adopted  by 
the  different  States  t)f  the  Union,  which  is  up  to  the  progress  of  the  age, 
and  which  should  be  based  upon  such  rules  fixed  in  the  Constitution 
that  we  will  get  rid  of  this  constant  struggle  in  the  Legislature  in  regard 
to  representation.  If  I  had  my  wish  about  it  I  would  propose  that  this 
section  six  be  deferred  until  the  Committee  on  Representation  and 
Apportionment  make  their  report,  or  if  they  do  not,  let  it  be  referral 
bacK  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  to  arrange  it  in  Sen- 
atorial Districts. 

Mb.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  make  an  explanation  in 
reference  to  this  matter.  Mr.  Murphy,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Apportionment  and  Representation,  had  designed  some  aitention  to 
•this  matter,  when  he  founa  that  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Depart- 
ment had  taken  control  of  the  whole  thin^  he  has  ceased  and  gone  over- 
land to  Del  Norte,  so  that  we  are  a  committee  without  a  Chairman. 

Mb.  terry.  The  Committee  on  Legislative  Department  investi- 
gated nothing  which  was  not  referred  to  them  by  this  Convention. 

Mr.  BARNES.    I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  terry.  I  understand  that  that  committee  has  never  met  but 
one  time,  for  organization.  It  was  more  than  a  month  after  that  com- 
mittee was  formed  before  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department 
recommended  this.  That  was  not  the  true  reason  that  the  gentleman 
paid  no  attention  to  the  matters  submitted  to  him,  because  some  other 
committee  was  considering  them,  for  he  did  not  know  what  the  Legisla- 
tive Committee  was  doing. 

Mr.  van  dyke.    Mr.  Chairman :    I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 
Carried 

IN  CONVENTION. 


The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  then  took  the  usual  recess.' 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair.  * 

Roll  called,  and  quorum  present. 

LEAVE  OF   ABSKNCS. 

Mr.  SH after.  Mr.  President :  I  ask  for  indefinite  leave  of  absence. 
I  have  to  go  to  the  city  on  business  that  demands  my  attention,  and  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  return  on  Monday. 

Granted. 
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RKCONSIDERATION — SPEBCH  OF  MR.  J0NR3. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President :  Pursuant  to  notice  given  on  yesterday, 
I  now  move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  motion  to  proceed  with 
the  filling  of  vacancies  in  this  Convention  was  indefinitely  postponed. 
I  make  this  motion,  Mr.  President,  with  the  most  perfect  respect  to  this 
Convention  as  a  body,  and  to  the  members  of  this  Convention  individ- 
ually. There^  was  not  a  full  house,  in  fact  it  was  rather  thin,  when 
that  vote  was  taken.  Moreover,  I  did  not  hear  any  objections  to  the 
action  contemplated  in  that  motion,  to  proceed  to  fill  the  vacancies  in 
the  Convention,  which  seemed  to  me  to  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  minds  of 
members  of  this  Convention.  The  motion,  as  made,  was  in  accordance 
with  petitions  that  were  sent  here  and  submitted,  from  certain  respectable 
and  responsible  people  of  the  Counties  of  Mariposa  and  Merced,  that 
this  Convention  fill  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  death  of  the  Hon. 
J.  M.  Strong.  It  was  my  duty  to  present  those  petitions  to  this  body, 
as  a  member — the  only  member  here  representing  any  portion  of  that 
district.  Being  a  representative  of  a  district  embracing  three  counties, 
of  which  these  two  counties  form  a  part,  very  properly,  as  I  understand 
it,  these  petitions  were  sent  to  me.  I  have  already  given  to  this  Con- 
vention my  personal  guarantee  in  regard  to  the  character  of  these  peti- 
tioners. There  may  be  those  present,  however,  who  were  not  present  at 
the  time  I  gave  them.  To  those,  as  briefly  as  possible,  I  will  say  this: 
that  while  the  number  of  men  is  not  great,  compared  to  the  number  of 
votes  in  the  two  counties — a  hasty  count  shows  one  hundred  and  thirty- 
seven — they  are  among  the  best  men  to  be  found  in  the  two  counties, 
representing  the  several  walks  of  business — as  good  &s  are  to  be  found  in 
any  other  counties.  They  make  the  request  that  the  vacancy  caused  by 
the  death  of  the  Hon.  J.  M.  Strong  be  filled.  They  name  the  man  who 
is  their  choice  to  occupy  the  position.  Now,  sir,  I  not  only  desire  that 
they  should  be  heard  here,  I  not  only  desire  that  the  petitions  which  they 
have  presented  to  this  Convention  should  be  fairly  considered  and  acted 
upon,  in  the  best  judgment  of  the  Convention,  upon  its  own  merits 
alone,  separated  from  all  other  considerations,  but  I  claim  that  the  will 
of  the  people  of  this  or  any  other  district  is  entitled  to  respectful  con- 
sideration. And  it  is  the  will  of  the  people,  for  this  request  is  uncon- 
tradicted. There  is  no  other  gentleman  recommended  from  these  two 
counties  to  fill  this  vacancy. 

The  two  questions  are  separate.  The  first  question  is  that  of  filling 
this  vacancy,  and  then  members  can  suggest  any  name  they  may  desire. 
If  the  Convention  resolves  to  fill  the  vacancy,  they  can  then  say  what 
person  shall  fill  it.  I  claim  nothing  exclusive  in  that  respect.  But  I  do 
claim  this:  that  in  accordance  with  the  principles  of  republican  govern- 
ment— in  accordance  with  the  customs  and  usages  in  this  State — the 
people  of  those  two  counties  are  entitled  to  be  fully  represented  in  this 
Convention. 

* 

Now,  the  matter  is  a  very  simple  one,  and  I  design  occupying  but  a 
very  few  moments  of  your  time  in  its  discussion.  If  there  be  objections 
to  it,  of  course  it  is  open  to  those  objections.  But  the  objections  I  have 
heard  I  cannot  take  as  being  good  grounds  why  this  Convention  should 
refuse  J,o  accede  to  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  that  district.  As  expressed 
yesterday,  these  objections  amount  to  this  and  no  mpre,  that  the  number 
of  petitioners  was  not  a  large  proportion  of  the  voters  in  the  two  counties. 
I  do  not  consider  it  sufficient  excuse  for  refusing  the  prayer  of  these  peti- 
tioners. I  do  not  understand  that  in  order  to  present  a  petition  before 
this  body  that  will  be  entitled  to  your  consideration,  or  credence,  it  must 
(^ntain  the  names  of  a  majority  of  the  voters  of  these  two  counties.  If 
tnat  were  so,  tliey  might  as  well  go  and  hold  an  election. 

It  is  true  the  number  of  petitioners  happens  to  be  one  hundred  and 
thirty-seven ;  and  they  happen  to  be  men  nearly  all  of  whom  I  know 
personally.  They  are  the  tbremost  men  of  the  counties — merchants, 
miners,  laborers,  farmers,  in  fact  men  of  various  professions  and  callings. 
There  are  other  men  as  good  as  they,  but  these  are  prominent  men  m 
these  several  pursuits  in  these  two  counties,  and  they  most  respectfully 
ask  this  Convention,  for  their  own  interests — for  the  local  interests  of 
these  two  counties — that  a  man  be  appointed  to  fill  this  vacancy.  Now, 
the  objection  raised  that  the  number  of  [>etitioners  is  too  small,  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  good  ground  why  these  people  should  be  treated  with 
absolute  contempt,  when  that  request  comes  to  a  representative  body 
such  as  this.  The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  took  occasion  to  get  oft' 
a  witticism — I  suppose  he  considered  it  so — by  saying  that  the  number 
was  o^e  hundred  and  thirty-seven  and  a  half.  As  to  that  matter  I  do 
not  care  to  comment  u]>on  it.  I  think  the  gentleman  who  has  given 
birth  to  such  a  thin^  as  that  should  have  a  midwife  in  attendance  to  see 
him  safely  through  it. 

The  next  objection  made  was  that  we  are  almost  through  with  our 
work.  We  have  passed  over  a  large  part  of  the  allotted  time,  but  what 
is  the  fact?  We  have  passed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  upon  three  or 
four  reports  of  committees,  and  they  have  yet  to  come  up  in  Convention 
for  further  pruning,  perhaps.  If  it  was  true  that  we  are  nearly  through ; 
if  this  Convention  had  but  one  week  more  to  sit,  I  still  would  not  concede 
to  this  Convention  the  right  to  deny  to  any  district  in  the  State  the  rep- 
resentation which  the  law  gives  it,  if  the  people  demanded  it  at  the 
hands  of  this  body.  They  have  a  right  to  be  represented,  if  only  for  a 
week. 

The  next  objection  that  was  mentioned  was  that  it  would  produce  dis- 
cord; that  it  would  introduce  a  discordant  element.  That  is  rather 
extraordinary.  They  say,  we  have  got  along  so  far,  and  got  nearly 
througlf^  you  propose  to  give  us  more  chjn  music,  and  set  us  all  agog 
again.  Now,  Mr.  President,  I  can  assure  gentlemen,  as  far  as  personal 
assurance  can  go,  that  the  gentleman  represented  to  fill  this  seat  made 
vacant  by  death,  is  like  most  of  the  other  people  of  California,  very  well 
advised  as  to  what  we  have  been  doing.  He  does  not,  any  more  than 
the  great  mass  of  thinking  people  in  this  State,  rest  in  ignorance  of  the 
progress  we  have  made,  of  the  steps  we  have  taken,  of  the  resolutions 
we  have  passed,  of  the  reports  we  nave  passed  upon  in  the  Committee 


of  the  Whole.  I  say  you  cannot  take  any  intelligent  man  in  the  State 
of  California,  and  bring  him  here  now,  who  does  not  know  nearly  as 
much  of  the  business  of  thi«'Convention  as  we  do.  If  there  be  such  a 
man,  he  ought  to  be  denied  the  right  of  suffrage.  For  what  we  have 
done  has  b^n  merely  a  reconnoissance — and  my  military  friend  from 
San  Francisco  will  understand  me — over  the  subject,  of  making  a  Con- 
stitution to  be  submitted  to  the  people.  As  to  the  gentlemen  who  are  to 
be  introduced  to  these  vacant  seats  troubling  this  Convention  with 
"  chin  music,"  I  do  not  know  any  ground  upon  which  such  a  supposi- 
ti6n  can  be  based.  I  have  not  myself  heard  any  talk  upon  the  noor  of 
this  Convention  which  I  would  be  willing  to  characterize  as  chin  music. 
I  had  supposed  I  was  in  the  midst  of  a  body  of  honorable  gentlemen 
who  knew  their  duties,  and  who  were  trying  to  do  them;  and  who, 
when  they  arose  to  address  the  Convention  and  the  Chair,  were  speak- 
ing words  which  they  were  empowered  to  speak  by  a  sense  of  duty,  and 
to  a  point  they  thought  proper  at  the  time.  I  had  supposed  they  were 
speaking  from  a  sense  of  duty,  or  as  a  matter  of  conscience,  and  I  have 
not  felt  disposed  to  characterize  their  utterances  as  "chin  music."  And 
I  do  not  think  any  gentleman  in  this  Convention  can  be  afraid  of ''chin 
music"  being  introduced  here  in  the  future,  unless  he  is  afraid  to  look 
in  the  looking-^lass  himself.  I  say  such  objections  as  these  ought  t(> 
have  no  weight  m  deciding  this  matter.  I  do  not  wish  the  matter  to  be 
passed  over  as  a  frivolous  matter.  I  do  not  wish  such  suggestions  as 
this,  that  new  chin  music  will  be  introduced,  to  influence  members  in 
their  actions  upon  this  question.  It  is  a  question  of  popular  rights.  It 
is  a  question  whether  the  people  of  this  district  shall  be  arbitrarily  denied 
representation  in  this  Convention  when  they  come  and  demand  it.  And 
I  say  now — I  may  be  mistaken — I  do  not  attempt  to  impose  any  opin- 
ions— but  I  say  now  that  I  desire  a  vote  to  fill  every  vacancy  that  shall 
occur  in  this  body  from  this  time  on  till  the  close  of  our  labors,  when- 
ever there  comes  a  respectful  demand  that  such  vacancy  be  filled.  I  do 
it  as  a  matter  of  principle  and  right.  If  any  one  district  in  this  State 
has  no  right  to  be  represented  here,  then  my  district  has  no  right,  vour 
district  has  no  right,  and  no  other  district  has  any  right.     Bight  is  nght. 

Now,  I  am  not  aware  that  any  other  objections  have  been  off*erea  in 
this  body  to  the  motion  to  fill  the  vacancies  occasioned  by  death  than 
those  I  have  enumerated.  I  feel  at  liberty  to  say  that  I  have  heard  it 
insinuated,  outside  of  this  body,  that  a  great  number  of  resignations  are 
going  to  occur  in  this  body  as  soon  as  tne  money  runs  out.  Now,  that 
may  possibly  be  true.  I  do  not  believe  it,  and  I  will  not  believe  it  until 
I  see  it.  I  am  not  aware  that  money  considerations  brought  us  here,  in 
the  first  place.  I  am  not  aware  that  we  are  able  to  come  here  for  the 
money  there  is  in  it,  and  leave  the  vocation*  by  which  we  support  our- 
selves and  our  families.  And  I  do  not  believe,  though  I  may  be  mis- 
taken, that  these  insinuations  are  true,  that  a  great  number  of  members 
of  this  Convention  are  going  to  resign — vacate  their  seat^  as  soon  as  the 
money  runs  out.  But,  sir,  if  they  are  going  to  do  it,  if  they  do  do  it,  I 
say  for  myself — and  I  hope  I  speak  the  feelings  of  other  gentlemen — I 
hope  the  people  of  the  district*  which  they  represent  will  promptly  name 
to  us  some  better  men  to  fill  the  vacancies:  some  men  who  don't  move 
exactly  as  the  money  moves,  and  we  will  elect  them;  men  who  will 
come  here  to  stay,  fodder  or  no  fodder;  men  who  will  come  to  do  their 
duty,  even  at  the  sacrifice  of  personal  convenience,  as  most  of  the  mem- 
bers here  have  done.  I  will  be  in  favor  of  filling  all  such  vacancies, 
upon  the  demand  of  the  people  of  such  districts,  manifested  in  a  proper 
and  respectful  way. 

I  am  very  well  aware  that  there  will  be  hardships,  which  will  be  felt 
by  many  members,  when  the  time  comes  that  they  can  no  longer  receive 
the  money  which  is  necessary  for  their  support;  and  if  there  be  any 
man  in  that  straight,  and  he  has  no  friend  tnat  will  support  him  here  in 
the  performance  of  his  duty,  why  he  will  not  be  subjected  to  censure, 
and  I  would  not  breathe  a  word  asainst  him.  But  it  is  my  hope,  sir, 
that  as  long  as  we  have  reasonable  hope  that  we  can  do  that  which  we 
came  here  to  do ;  so  long  as  there  is  a  prospect  of  accomplishing  the 
grand  object  which  the  people  set  out  and  undertook  to  accomplish  when 
they  ordered  this  Convention,  so  long  I  hope  we  shall  stand  substantially 
a  solid  body.  I  should  prefer  rather  to  adjourn  now  and  go  home,  than 
that  a  large  number  of^  the  members  of  this  Convention  should,  from 
any  necessity  whatever,  retire,  vacate  their  seats,  or  resign,  and  their 
seats  remain  unfilled  bv  this  Convention,  so  that  the  action  of  the  Con- 
vention would  be  merely  the  action  of  a  bare  quorum.  I  should  prefer 
in  that  event  to  adjourn  at  once.  I  want  the  Convention  to  be  substan- 
tially a  full  Convention  when  we  come  to  pronounc*  upon  the  final 
work.  If  we  cannot  do  that,  I  shall  have  great  fears  as  to  the  ultimate 
fate  of  the  instrument  when  it  comes  to  be  submitted  to  the  people. 

As  for  myself,  I  stand  pledged  to  vote  to  fill  every  vacancy  that  ma^ 
occur  by  resignation,  death,  or  from  any  other  cause.  I  believe  it  is 
right.  I  believe  it  Is  expected  and  demanded  of  us,  and  I  believe  duty 
demands  of  us  that  we  shall  stay  here,  as  far  as  possible,  all  those  who 
can  stay,  until  the  work  is  completed;  and  I  hope  if  any  vacancies  do 
occur,  that  the  people  will  send  men  here  to  fill  them — men  who  are 
able  and  willing  to  assist  us  in  what  yet  remains  to  be  done.  I  am 
aware  that  the  vote  of  yesterday  was  a  very  strong  vote.  Nevertheless, 
for  the  reasons  I  have  recited  here,  I  believe  we  should  fill  these  vacan- 
cies. I  have  not  heard  one  solitary  reason  why  we  should  refuse  to 
listen  to  respectful  petitions  from  recognized  legal  districts  of  the  State, 
and  I  am  led  to  hope  that  this  Convention  may  decide  to  take  a  different 
view  of  this  matter  to-day  from  what  they  did  yesterday.  If  it  does 
not,  I^hall  have  done  mv  duty.  I  have  expressed  my  views,  and  they 
will  stand,  not  only  on  this  question,  but  every  other  question  like  it. 
I  believe  in  representation.  We  have  spent  nearlv  two  days  talking 
aboi]t  apportionment  and  representation,  and  I  would  like  to  know  what 
that  apportionment  is  worth  if  you  are  going  to  disfranchise  a  district, 
or  two  or  three  districts.  If  you  have  a  right  to  disfranchise  one,  you 
have  a  right  to  disfranchise  twenty  districts.  I  would  not  give  a  snap 
for  all  the  apportionments  that  can  be  made  here,  if  they  shall  amount 
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to  this :  that  when  that  apportionment  recommends  that  there  shall  be 
a  representative  from  one  district,  and  that  representative  happens  to 
die,  we  are  denied  the  righj;  to  have  his  place  filled.  I  submit  this 
matter  to  the  consideration  of  the  Convention,  most  respectfully,  that 
the  idea  of  popular  sovereignty,  as  far  as  applicable  to  this  matter,  will 
not  be  treatea  with  contempt.  There  has  been  a  respectful  demand 
made  here  to  have  these  vacancies  filled,  and  I  do  hope  and  expect, 
where  such  a  demand  as  this  comes  to  this  Convention,  it  will  not  be 
treated  with  contempt,  despisine  the  very  principles  by  which  we  our- 
selves are  here  in  the  capacity  of  members  of  the  Convention.  I  there- 
fore move,  sir,  that  the  vote  taken  in  this  body  on  yesterday,  on  the 
motion  to  fill  the  vacancy  created  by  death,  in  the  district  composed  of 
the  Counties  of  Mariposa  and  Merced,  and  in  the  County  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, be  filled.  I  move  that  they  be  filled  in  this  ox^^er:  First,  the 
vacancy  caused  by  the  death  of  J.  M.  Strong,  and  second,  the  vacancy 
caused  by  the  death  of  B.  F.  Kenny,  delegate  from  San  Francisco. 

8PKECH   OF   MB.   HOLMES.    . 

Mr.  holmes.  Mr.  President :  In  seconding  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mariposa,  to  reconsider  this  motion,  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
hope  the  Convention  will  decide  to  reconsider  this  matter.  When  it 
was  first  brought  up  yesterday,  from  a  personal  knowledge  of  the  appli- 
cant, and  of  the  citizens  who  sign  this  petition,  I  had  intended  to  indorse 
the  nomination,  but  was  prevented  by  the  action  of  the  Convention.  I 
do  not  see  whv  it  should  nave  been  necessary  for  him  to  come  here  with 
petitions  at  all.  If  he  had  come  here  himself  and  asked  this  Conven- 
tion to  fill  that  vacancy,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  our  duty,  under  the  law, 
to  proceed  to  fill  it.  But,  instead  of  that,  he  comes  here  backed  by  one 
hundred  and  thirty-seven  respectable  citizens  of  the  two  counties,  asking 
that  the  place  be  filled.  Colonel  Barnes  wants  to  know  why  they  want 
that  place  filled.  I  answer,  that  it  is  the  will  of  the  people  that  the  place 
be  filled,  and  we  have  no  right  to  deny  them.  In  addition  to  the  peti- 
tions that  have  been  presented  here,  I  have  here  an  extract  from  a  paper 
published  in  that  district,  in  which  it  says : 

"  The  seat  in  the  Constitutional  Convention,  made  vacant  by  the  death 
of  the  Honorable  J.  M.  Strong,  has  to  be  filled  by  some  one  to  be  selected 
by  the  Convention.  We  understand  that  Mr.  Howard  is  an  applicant, 
and  we  know  of  no  one  better  qualified  for  the  discharge  of  those  duties 
than  Mr.  Howard.  He  has  natural  ability,  has  had  legislative  experi- 
ence, having  represented  this  county  in  the  Assembly  in  eighteen  liun- 
dred  and  fifty-eight,  and  has  also  held  the  office  of  District  Attorney  one 
term.  He  has  resided  in  Merced  County  since  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-nine." 

That  is  from  the  county  paper,  and  in  addition  to  that,  he  comes  here 
with  the  recommendation  of  one  Hundred  and  thirty-seven  of  the  best 
citizens  of  the  counties.  I  hope  the  Convention  will  reconsider  the  vote 
and  fill  these  vacancies.  If  the  San  Francisco  delegation  desire  to  have 
the  other  vacancy  filled  I  will  vote  for  it. 

SPEKCH   OP  MR.   REDDT. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  President:  The  right  of  representation  is  acknowl- 
edged and  conceded  on  all  hands.  It  is  one  of  tne  important  principles 
of  popular  government  in  this  country,  and  why  it  should  be  denied  to 
any  community  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand.  There  are  in  this  case  two 
counties  in  which  there  are  one  thousand  three  hundred  voters,  and 
perhaps  four  thousand  or  five  thousand  people.  They  are  entitled  to 
representation  here.  The  fact  that  we  have  proceeded  some  distance 
with  this  business,  is  no  reason  why  they  should  be  excluded.  They 
have  a  right  to  be  represented  all  the  way  through,  even  to  the  very  last 
act;  they  have  a  rignt  to  be  represented  even  on  the  question  of  final 
adjournment.  I  presume  no  one  will  deny  it.  'If  the  Legislature  had  not 
commanded  us  to  fill  these  vacancies,  it  would  still  be  our  duty  to  fill  them 
when  requested  to  do  so.  And  why  any  member  of  the  delegation  from 
San  Francisco  should  attempt  to  prevent  it  is  more  than  I  can  see.  When 
their  own  county  is  so  well  represented,  I  do  not  see  why  they  should 
deny  that  right  to  others,  for  not  only  is  the  majority  in  San  Francisco 
represented,  but  the  minority  also,  and  the  very  gentleman  who  most 
Wrongly  opposes  this  election,  I  believe,  represents  the  minority.  Why 
should  the  right  be  so  persistently  denied  when  these  people  are  here 
demanding  representation?  Why  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco 
should,  for  a  moment,  question  the  statement  of  Judge  Jones,  I  am  una- 
ble to  understand. 

Mr.  BARNES.     I  did  not,  sir. 

Mr.  REDDY.  I  understand  that  the  people  of  these  two  counties 
desire  to  have  this  vacancy  filled,  and  Colonel  Barnes  asked  him  first 
how  many  voters  there  are  there ;  and  next,  how  many  had  signed  the 
petition.  Mr.  Jones  replied,  that  it  was  signed  by  one  hundred  and 
thirty-seven  representative  men  of  the  two  counties;  and  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco  was  not  satisfied  with  that  statement,  but 
wanted  him  to  define  what  he  meant  by  a  representative  man  of  the 
county — what  was  the  definition  of  the  term.  Colonel  Barnes  claimed 
that  every  voter  was  a  representative  man.  Now,  I  do  not  understand 
that  to  be  the  definition  of  a  representative  man,  because,  in  that  ca!be, 
the  Colonel  himself  would  be  a  representative  man.  I  understand  a 
representative  man,  in  a  political  sense,  to  be  one  who  can  carry  the 
majority  of  the  votes  in  the  community  where  he  lives,  or  the  district  in 
which  he  resides.  So  there  we  have  a  farther  definition  of  the  term 
representative  man,  and  I  presume  that  Judge  Jones  had  that  definition 
Id  view  when  he  answered  that  gentleman. 

The  only  question  seems  to  me  to  be,  whether  there  is  a  demand  from 
that  district  that  this  vacancy  be  filled.  I  claim,  whether  there  is  or  not, 
it  is  our  duty  to  fill  that  vacancy  as  soon  as  an  applicant  appears.  We 
have  the  statement  of  Judge  Jones  to  the  effect  that  the  people  of  these 
counties  desire  the  vacancy  filled,  and  I  am  sure  that  Judee  Jones'  state- 
ment, made  on  this  floor,  ought  to  be  sufiicient,  as  to  the  will  of  the 
people  whom  he  represents.    Certainly  his  statements  are  entitled  to 


respectful  consideration,  which  Colonel  Barnes  seems  to  deny.  He 
seems  to  attempt  to  raise  a  doubt  as  to  whether  there  is  a  demand.  I 
think  that  demand  has  been  fairly  made.  The  insinuations  of  the  gen- 
tleman are  insufficient  to  overcome  the  statements  made  here,  and  the 
petitions  signed  by  one  hundred  and  thirty-seven  men  df  the  two  coun- 
ties. If  it  IS  his  intention  to  set  up  such  doubts  against  such  a  showing, 
I  can  only  compare  it  to  the  gentleman  who  stands  in  midsummer  day 
under  the  scorching  rays  of  the  sun  for  the  purpose  of  admiring  his  own 
shadow. 

What  reason  is  there  for  denying  to  these  people  representation  ?  It 
has  already  been  clearly  stated  by.  the  gentleman  from  Mariposa,  and  I 
shall  not  take  up  the  time  in  going  over  the  ground  again.  But  ^bey 
have  a  right  to  be  represented.  We  have  important  business  yet  before  us. 
You  propose  to  deal  with  the  question  of  water  rights,  of  property  rights; 
you  propose  to  make  a  new  bill  of  rights;  you  propose  to  readjust  repre- 
sentation, and  vet  you  propose  to  leave  this  important  district  entirely 
without  counsel.  I  cannot  see  how  such  a  measure  can  be  indorsed  by 
this  body.  Not  only  is  it  true  with  this  district,  but  there  are  other  dis- 
tricts similarly  situated,  having  a  common  interest  in  the  business  here. 
For  instance,  those  who  are  interested  in  mining  desire  to  have  the  aid 
and  counsel  here  of  those  who  are  experienced  in  such  things.  Again, 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  has  made  use  of  an  argument  that  I 
never  heard  used  before.  I  never  heard  it  used  to  carry  a  point.  I 
never  heard  a  statesman  use  the  memory  of  the  dead  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  a  point  in  a  deliberative  body,  speaking  as  though  it  would  be 
a  disgrace^  or  sort  of  sacrilege,  to  fill  these  seats.  Why,  nearly  every 
legislative  body  that  eVer  met  in  this  hall  has  lost  one  or  more  members, 
and  it  has  never  been  considered  disrespectful  to  fill  the  vacancies.  So 
I  hope  this  Convention  will  recognize  the  right  of  these  people  to  be 
represented,  and  proceed  to  fill  the  vacancies.  If  San  Francisco  does 
not  desire  any  more  representation  on  this  floor,  it  is  her  right  to  say  so, 
but  if  the  people  want  it  it  is  their  right  to  demand  and  receive  it. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   o'dONNRLL. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.  President:  I  shall  vote  to  reconsider  this 
vote.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  every  honorable  delegate  to  do  it.  They 
have  a  right  to  it.  The  law  demands  it.  "  In  case  a  vacancy  occur 
by  reason  of  death  or  otherwise,  the  same  shall  be  filled  by  the  Conven- 
tion." That  is  what  the  law  says.  Under^that  law  we  are  sent  hero, 
and  that  law  we  have  got  to  abide  by.  There  is  a  flimsy  excuse  made  by 
one  deleeate  here,  Mr.  Estee,  that  if  we  fill  this  one  vacancy  we  have 
got  to  fill  five  or  six  more  that  will  be  caused  by  resignation.  That  was 
the  excuse  he  made  to  the  gentleman  that  was  sent  here  to  represent  the 
people.  Now,  sir,  I  think  it  is  our  duty  to  represent  the  people  of  that 
county,  and  to  elect  the  representatives  that  are  sent  here.  They 
demand  it,  and  the  law  insists  that  it  shall  be  done.  Several  other  gen- 
tlemen have  made  the  same  excuse.  We  want  to  fill  the  vacancy  in 
the  San  Francisco  delegation,  and  I  hope  the  Counties  of  Mariposa  and 
Merced  will  be  allowed  to  fill  that  one.  I  am  going  to  vote  to  recon- 
sider this  question,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  it  will  be  carried. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   ESTEE. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  President :  I  do  not  rise  to  reply  to  the  statement 
made  by  the  delegate  from  San  Francisco,  though  1  have  made  no  such 
statement  as  he  imputed  to  me.  I  have  made  no  such  statement  as 
that  on  the  subject.  What  I  was  going  to  say  was  this:  that  I  shall 
vote  against  reconsideration,  not  because  I  am  opposed  to  representation, 
but  because  if  Vtq  do  ^o  ahead  and  elect  a  representative  from  that 
county,  we  should  certainly  do  the  same  with  the  northern  district,  and 
the  same  for  San  Francisco,  and  I  think  that  the  time  had  better  be 
devoted  to  the  regular  business  of  the  Convention.  And  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  gentlemen  from  Inyo  and  from  Mariposa,  as  to  the  absolute 
necessity  of  filling  these  vacancies,  because  it  was  only  yesterday  that  it 
was  well  understood  that  if  the  widow  of  the  late  J.  M.  Strong  could  get 
the  ten  dollars  a  day,  they  would  not  have  demanded  representation.  It 
seems  they  were  more  anxious  about  the  ten  dollars  a  day  than  about 
representation. 

Mr.  BROWN.  You  misunderstood  me,  sir.  I  said  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  idea  that  the  widow  would  get  the  ten  dollars  a  day,  the  protest 
would  have  come  here  sooner. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  understood  that  was  the  reason  they  had  not  applied 
sooner.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against  the  gentleman  who  presents  him- 
self—I presume  he  is  a  gentleman  well  qualified  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  this  position.  I  presume  he  w^ould  represent  the  wishes  and  reflect 
the  views  of  the  people  of  that  district,  but  I  presume  it  would  take 
two  or  three  days  to  get  through  with  this  question  of  electing  delegates 
to  fill  vacancies,  and  I  hope  we  will  not  go  into  it.  We  are  too  near  the 
close  of  the  session,  and  have  too  much  else  to  attend  to. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   STEDMAN. 

Ma.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  President:  I  do  not  desire  to  detain  this  Con- 
vention in  the  discussion  of  this  question;  but  I  desire  to  say,  that  a^ 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  will  never  vote  against  the  request  of  these 
people  for  representation.  I  don't  care  whether  it  is  signed  by  one 
nundred  and  thirty-seven  and  a  half  or  by  one  humble  citizen — the 
humblest  in  that  county.  I  say,  sir,  that  if  only  one  citizen  should 
come  here  and  demand  representation,  he  has  a  right  to  it.  When  I 
see  gentlemen  standing  here  and  talking  about  the  right  of  the  people 
to  have  representation,  and  when  a  practical  case  is  brought  before  this 
Convention  vote  against  it,  I  cannot  think  they  are  consistent.  Is  it 
consistency?  When  I  see  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr. 
Barnes,  standing  here  and  telling  us  he  does  not  wish  to  see  the  crape 
torn  off  of  these  desks,  what  do  you  think?  I  think,  sir,  he  would 
rather  see  those  empty  desks  because  he  fears  the  result;  he  would 
rather  look  on  the  empty  desks  than  look  into  the  face  of  one  person 
who  may  be  put  in.    Now,  I  like  sentiment;  but,  Mr.  President,  the 
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Thk  'president.  Nominationi  arc  in  order  fo 
Ma.  REYSOLDS.  Mr.  President:  Nomination 
will  state  (bat  1  am  instructed  by  the  unanimous  vi 
from  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  place 
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cerning  the  filling  of  vacancies,  aboitt  obedience  lo 
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for  a  uumber  of  years.  Notwithstanding  I  agree  with  gentlemen  that 
we  have  rather  too  many  lawyers,  he  is  an  honest  lawyer,  and  I  want 
him  to  stand  off  against  some  of  these  corrupt  lawyers  and  politicians. 
I  trust  that  this  Convention  will  elect  him,  for  he  stands  as  pure  and 
white  as  the  noonday  sun.  You  might  as  well  attempt  to  strike  the 
noonday  sun  as  to  say  anything  against  the  character  of  Mr.  Lloyd.  I 
ask  you  to  elect  a  man  who  will  be  an  honor  and  a  credit  to  the  Con- 
vention and  to  the  State,  and  that  man  is  Mr.  Lloyd,  of  San  Francisco. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  am  instructed  to  state  for  Mr.  Flynn,  that 
he  is  not  a  candidate  for  a  position  here,  and  that  he  does  not  desire  to 
place  any  impediment  in  tne  way  of  Judge  Sharpstein.  Conseouently 
jiis  name  is  not  before  this  body.  He  has  requested  me  to  make  that 
statement. 

Mr.  KLEINE.    I  was  not  aware  that  Mr.  Sharpstein  was  a  candidate. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  am  rather  surprisea  at  my  friend  Major 
Biggs,  for  he  told  me  not  longer  ago  than  this  morning  that  he  intended 
to  support  Judge  Sharpstein  heartily. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  I  never  told  you  anything  of  the  sort,  sir.  Whenever 
I  am  misrepresented  I  claim  the  right  to  be  heard.  It  is  false  as  false 
can  be. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    That  is  what  I  understood  you. 

Mb.  white.  I  desire  to  appeal  to  you,  gentlemen,  to  do  what  is  fair 
towards  San  Francisco.  J^Cries  of  **  Call  the  roll !"]  No,  sir,-  they  come 
here  united  in  putting  m  nomination  a  certain  man.  There  was  no 
eflTort  made  by  San  Francisco  to  defeat  any  man  being  nominated  by 
other  counties.  Now  I  do  appeal,  in  the  name  of  justice  and  equality; 
for  the  sake  of  harmony  in  this  Convention;  for  the  good  spirit  it  will 
engender,  for  you  to  let  San  Francisco  have  the  man  of  her  choice. 

Mb.  terry.  Mr.  President:  By  request,  I  place  in  nomination  for 
this  position  R.  A.  Leonard,  a  resident  of  the  fourth  ward,  San  Fran- 
cisco, a  man  of  intelligence,  ability,  learning,  and  honesty. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  President:  In  the  words  of  my  learned  friend 
from  San  Francisco,  I  propose  to  stand  by  my  guns.  When  the  matter 
of  filling  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Morris  was 
before  this  Convention,  the  friends  of  Mr.  Lloyd  placed  him  in  nomina- 
tion, as  a  gentleman  whom  they  said  was  well  qualified  for  the  position, 
and  a  man  of  integrity.  The  Workingmen  of  San  Francisco  also  placed 
in  nomination  the  name  of  Judge  Sharpstein,  as  one  who  had  carried  a 
very  large  vote  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  the  largest  vote,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  of  any  man  before  the  people.  They  represented  that  he  was 
the  choice  of  the  people,  twice  expressed  at  the  oallot  box,  and  that  if 
this  Convention  desired  to  be  governed  by  the  will  of  the  people  we 
should  select  him.  But  at  that  time  there  appeared  to  be  sufficient  rea- 
sons in  the  minds  of  the  members  to  reject  him  and  select  another* 

Now,  sir,  the  same  question  comes  up  again  to-day,  and  I  indorse  the 
nomination  of  J.  R.  Sharpstein  now,  ad  I  did  then,  believing  that  he 
combines  all  the  requisites  necessary  to  fill  this  position  with  credit  to 
himself  and  to  the  people  of  this  State.  During  m^  short  acquaintance 
with  him,  I  believe  I  can  say  he  is  a  gentleman  of  integrity  and  ability. 
That  he  is  a  fine  jurist,  and  a  man  of  such  conservative  and  moderate 
views  that  he  will  be  able  to  render  valuable  service  to  this  Convention, 
and  to  the  people  of  thfs  Slate.  And,  sir,  in  supporting  him,  I  am 
warmly  supfjorted  by  a  large  number  of  the  mo^t  eminent  members  of 
the  San  Francisco  bar,  some  two  or  three  of  whom  are  upon  this  floor. 
It  affords  me  pleasure  to  be  able  to  give  the  indorsement  of  such  gentle- 
men as  are  upon  this  floor  from  San  Francisco,  sitting  as  Non-partisans, 
who,  while  they  are  friendly  to  Mr.  Lloyd,  have  also  indorsed  Judge 
Sharpstein  for  the  position  of  Judge,  and  paid  him  a  very  complimentary 
vote.  I  have  here  a  paper,  signed  by  a  number  of  eminent  lawyers, 
warmly  indorsing  Judge  Sharpstein  for  the  position  of  Judge  of  the 
Twelfth  District  Court.  This  paper  was  circulated  in  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventpr-five,  among  the  members  of  the  San  Francisco  bar:  "We, 
the  undersigned,  members  of  the  bar  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  wish 
to  recommend  to  the  support  of  the  voters  of  tnis  city  and  county,  the 
Honorable  John  R.  Sharpstein  for  Judge  of  the  Twelfth  District  Court, 
the  office  now  held  by  him,''  etc.  Now,  sir,  I  submit  that  when  gentle- 
men of  such  high  character  as  those  whose  names  appear  here,  among 
whom  I  see  those  of  Colonel  Barnes,  S.  M.  Wilson,  M.  M.  Estee,  J.  W. 
Winans,  of  this  Convention — when  they  honor  him  by  indorsing  him 
for  the  position  of  District  Judge,  that  it  is  good  evidence  of  his  fitne^ 
for  this  pr>sition.  I  am  satisfied  that  such  men  as  Messrs.  Barnes,  Wilson, 
Eatee,and  Winans  would  not  have  signed  that  paper  unless  they  believed 
it  to  be  true.  Therefore  I  submit  that  it  ought  to  be  sufficient  evidence 
for  this  Convention.  I  believe  the  gentleman  is  worthj^  of  the  very 
high  riecommendations  he  then  received. 

Mr.  FILCHER.    What  year  was  that? 

Mr.  BARRY.    Eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-five. 

Mr.  FILCHER'.    Was  he  elected  ? 

Mr.  BARRY.  He  was  appointed  first  to  this  position,  and  then  he 
came  up  for  election.  I  was  merely  trying  to  show  what  these  lawyers 
thought  of  him  then.  But  the  indorsement  of  these  gentlemen  was  not 
sufficient,  it  seems. 

Mb.  WILSON.  The  honest  people,  spoken  of  by  Mr.  Kleine,  defeated 
him,  notwithstanding  the  recommendations  of  the  lawyers. 

Mb.  BARRY.  When  they  gave  him  as  large  a  vote  as  they  did,  it 
was  plain  to  b^  seen  that  he  was  their  choice,  because  he  ran  several 
thousand  votes  ahead  of  any  other  person.  I  wish  to  read  what  the  law- 
yers say  about  him. 

"John  R.  Sharpstein  took  his  seat  this  morning.  The  place  within 
the  bar  of  the  Court-room  was  crowded  with  attorneys" 

Mb.  JOHNSON.  I  move  that  the  reading  be  dispensed  with,  and 
that  it  be  printed  and  laid  upon  our  desks. 

Mb.  BARRY.  When  the  indorsement  was  brought  here  from  Mari- 
poea  County,  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Howard,  it  seems  the  Convention  was 
willing  to  act  upon  that.    They  were  governed  in  their  action  by  the 


petitions  presented  and  the  statement  made  by  Judge  Jones.  Now  they 
ought  to  be  willing  to  hear  what  m'embers  have  to  say  in  reference  to 
Judge  Sharpstein. 

[ "Objection  ; "  " objection." ] 

Mb.  DOWLING.  Mr.  President:  The  name  of  John  J.  Kenny  has 
been  placed  in  nomination  here  to  fill  the  vacant  chair,  caused  by  the 
death  of  his  brother.  I  am  personally  acquainted  with  him;  he  is 
twenty -six  years  old,  and  follows  the  same  profession  as  his  brother;  he 
lives  in  the  same  ward,  and  I  am  confident  w^ill  represent  the  wishes 
and  views  of  his  constituency.  I  will  recommend  him  to  the  consid- 
eration of  this  Convention  as  a  good  and  faithful  representative,  and  one 
in  every  way  worthy  to  be  elected  to  this  honorable  position.  I  would 
not  have  risen  in  connection  with  this  matter  at  all,  but  it  has  been 
represented  here  that  it  was  the  unanimous  wish  of  that  deleg£ttion  that 
Judge  Sharpstein  should  be  chosen  to  fill  that  position.  Now,  a  meet- 
ing was  held  and  Judge  Sharpstein's  letter  of  acceptance  was  shown, 
but  this  vacancy  is  in  the'fourth  ward  and  Judge  Sharpstein  lives  in  the 
eighth  ward,  which  has  three  representatives  here  now.  I  shall,  there- 
fore, support  Mr.  Kenn^. 

Mb.  KLEINE.  I  withdraw  the  name  of  Mr.  Flynn,  and  I  hope  we 
wilf  be  able  to  elect  one  of  our  men,  and  not  let  them  get  away  with  it. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Ange][es.  Mr.  President:  I  had  made  up  my 
mind  to  vote  against  Judge  Sharpstein  here.  I  thought  we  had 
exhausted  the  subject,  but  since  I  have  learned  of  the  indorsement  of 
Colonel  Barnes,  Mr.  Wilson,  and  Mr.  Estee,- 1  must  say  that  I  cannot 
disregard  such  high  authority. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Mr.  President:  I  have  no  desire  to  enter  again  into 
this  controversy ;  I  do  not  propose  to  do  it ;  I  only  wish  to  say  one  word 
with  reference  to  this  paper.  Every  lawyer  knows  that  when  he  goes 
before  the  Judge  on  the  oench  he  has  the  interest  of  his  client  at  stake. 
When  a  petition  is  presented  to  him  in  favor  of  a  man  upon  the  bench, 
he  cannot  risk  his  clients  interests  by  refusing  to  sign  it. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  he  recom- 
mended a  person  for  Judge,  who  was  totally  unfit  for  the  position, 
because  he  had  cases  pending  before  him  ? 

Mb.  BARNES.  What  I  mean  to  say  is  this :  that  where  a  paper  is 
put  before  you  by  the  Judge's  most  intimate  friend,  it  is  a  very  risky 
thing,  when  you  have  clients  whose  interest*  are  at  stake,  to  decline  to 
sign  it.  We  all  know  that  the  same  kind  of  papers  are  circulated  by 
almost  every  man  who  is  a  candidate  for  Judge,  and  there  is  not  one 
lawyer  in  ten  who  would  be  unwise  enough  to  refuse  to  sign  it,  when  he 
had  a  large  number  of  cases  pending  in  the  Court.  He  would  not  dare 
to  put  himself  in  direct  personal  antagonism  to  a  Judge  without  doing 
injustice  to  his  clients.  For  instance^  the  friend  of  the  Judge  goes  to  Mr. 
Wilson,  and  he  sign»  his  paper;  he  comes  to  me,  and  I  think  over  this 
matter  and  that  matter,  and  I  don't  want  to  have  his  friend  go  back  and 
say,  "  Barnes  said  so  and  so,  and  refused  to  sign  it."  I  know  how  some- 
times a  client's  case  is  lost  because  the  Judge  has  a  difficulty  with  the 
lawyers.  I  have  seen  it  and  felt  it  over  and  over  again.  These  men 
signed  this  indorsement,  but  there  was  not  one  in  ten,  perhaps,  who 
voted  that  way,  because,  when  it  came  to  an  election,  the  result  was  not 
what  might  have  been  expected  from  such  an  indorsement  as  this.  Now, 
the  gentleman  can  criticise  as  much  as  he  pleases. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  Was  that  recommendation  for  honesty,  capacity, 
purity  of  character,  etc.,  given  after  the  Spring  Valley  decision  to  which 
you  referred  on  a  former  occasion  in  thi»Convention? 

Mb.  B\RNES.  I  think  it  was.  But  the  Supreme  Court  had  put  its 
heel  upon  it  before  that  time.  I  have  had  trouble  enough  about  this 
thing,  and  I  don't  care  whether  he  comes  here  or  not. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question.  If,  after  the  retire- 
ment of  Judge  Sharpstein  from  the  bench,  a  meeting  of  the  bar  was  not 
held,  at  which  the  gentleman  himself  was  present,  and  if  he  was  not 
one  of  the  most  complimentary  speakers  on  that  occasji^n,  after  Judge 
Sharpstein  had  retired  from  the  bench,  and  there  was  no  case  pending 
before  him? 

Mb.  BARNES.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  thing.  On  the 
contrary,  I  assisted  the  opposition  candidate  in  that  election.  I  assisted 
him  in  raising  money  to  make  the  canvass. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  What  was  the  amount  of  greenbacks— how  much 
was  it? 

Mb.  BARNES.    It  cost  five  hundred  dollars  to  pay  the  assessment. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  that  is  the 
way  he  takes  to  win  his  cases? 

Mb.  BARNES.  Yes,  sfr,  that  is  the  way  I  undertake  to  win  that 
kind  of  a  case,  when  my  friend  is  a  poor  man,  and  cannot  raise  money 
to  pay  his  assessment. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Then  I  understand  the  gentleman  recommended 
one  man,  and  spent  his  money  for  another. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  signed  the  recommendation  for  his  nomination ;  I 
didn't  care  who  nominated  him. 

Mb.  ESTEE.  Mr.  President:  I  not  only  signed  that  recommendation, 
but  I  remember  going  to  the  Governor  of  this  St«te,  and  in  the  most  ear- 
nest manner  requested  him  to  appoint  John  R.  Sharpstein  to  that  position. 
I  was  in  the  Legislature,  in  this  room.  I  sought  his  nomination,  and  used 
all  the  riieans  in  my  power  to  secure  his  appointment  by  the  Governor, 
and  he  was  appointed.  I  signed  that  recommendation;  I  did  all  I  could 
to  secure  his  election ;  I  voted  for  him,  and  worked  for  him.  When  I 
worked  for  him  and  voted  for  him,  I  did  so  upon  principle;  and  now  I 
am  going  to  vote  ai^ainst  him,  and  I  do  that  from  principle.  I  did  not 
introduce  this  Subject,  but  it  has  been  brought  before  tne  Convention, 
and  I  propose  to  give  my  reasons  for  .the  faith  that  is  in  me.  I  shall 
vote  against  him  mr  a  member  of  this  Convention,  because,  at  the  time 
when  there  was  great  excitement  in  San  Francisco,  when  it  was  feared 
that  a  large  portion  of  the  people  might  rise  against  the  city  govern- 
ment; at  a  period  when  strife  and  turmoil  and  trouble  prevailed;  when 
property  and  lives  were  in  danger  from  the  torch;  when  men  were  wild 
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at  time,  sir.  Judge  Sharpslem  appeared  upon  Ihe 
rom  the  bench,  it  might  have  been  expecUd  that 
If  upon  the  side  of  Ian  and  order.  Insleaii  of 
irhn  were  excited  and  iafurialed  tool  without 
:clled  upon  great  subjeoU— instead  of  telling  tli 
ills  for  a  lime;  instead  of  saying  to  them,  j 
it  Ikix — appeal  to  that  fir^t — as  a  Jud^e  should 
•t  distinct]}'  that  he  said  he  waa  surprised  thej 
Instead  of  trying  to- pacify,  ha  heaped  fuel  upon 
teaed  to  destroy  the  city.  And  for  that  re 
night  name,  I  shall  not  vote  for  him  to  G1 
invention.  I  have  nothing  to  say  againsl 
I  have  nothing  to  uy  against  these  gentlei 
man  who  pursued  euch  a  couree  as  Judge  Sharp- 
trying  to  quiet  the  eicilement,  and  adv'-'^- 
knd  appeal  to  the  hallot  hox  for  their  redres 
flame,  and  said  be  witr  surprised  they  had  twrne 

R.    I  desire  to  aak  you  to  what  particular  timi 

B  not  time  to  go  through  the  files  of  papers  ;■  wi 


stein  nppearec 


ircd  a 


auld  place  it  about  the  i 
even.    I  don't  think  h 


had 


worked 
not  the 


n  of 


e  Workingmen's  orga 
not  say  anything  aboi 
btic  prints  of  Ban  Francisco  will  show  that  it  is 
San  Francisco  will  find  himself  very  much  mis- 
it  these  statementa  were  not  made.    Any  other 

'e  lived  in  San  Francisco  for  the  last  ten  yeari, 

not  Bpraking  of  a  riot.  I  was  not  there,  and  I  do 
Mme  to  being  a  riot. 

.  Freaident :  I  was  one  of  those  who  signed  that 
day.  I  recommended  Judge  8harpsteiD,t>ecause 
t  career  that  he  was  a  good  man  for  the  place, 
sequent  to  that  has  proved  a  bitter  disappoint- 
hall  now  vote  against  him. 

President:  For  ways  that  are  dark  and  tricks 
d  me  to  the  gentleman  who  signed  this  long  rec- 
of  Judge  Sharpstein.  and  now  gives  as  an  excuse 
lie  refused  to  sign  it  the  interenta  of  his  clienCs 
m,  after  signing  it,  be  turned  round  and 
',  if  they  did  this  as  a  simple  matter  of 
ir  clients,  how  do  we  know  that  there  is 
n  getting  this  vacant  seat  filled  by  the 
ho  will  bring  them  voles  here.  These  are  little 
t  they  are  questions  that  require  some  explana- 
nination  of  this  other  gentleman  is  concerned,  I 
ive,  as  the  representative  party  of  San  Francisco, 

Judge  Sharpstein.  The  nomination  which  has 
nan  ^r  removed  from  San  Francisco,  shows  what 
s  in-  Ban*  Francisco,  and  we  will  soon  show  him 
te  it.  We  have  known  Mr.  Leonard  is  long  as 
in  Joaquin,  and  while  he  may  be  in  every  way 
V  fit  to  nominate  him.  I  have  nothing  to  say 
lot  the  choice  of  the  delegation. 

iou  know  1  was  request^  to  place  him  in  nami- 
lengues,  Mr.  StedmanT 
:□  my  colleague  will  have  the  blame.  I  don't 
ture.  If  I  wanted  a  man  nominated  1  certainly 
itleman  from  San  Joaquin,  or  any  other  gentle- 
}do  it  myself.  That  gentleman  is  not  the  choice 
legation.  Neither  of  these  gentlemen  named  are 
ion.  1  have  not  a  word  to  say  against  either  of 
no  doubt,  very  worthy  voung  men,  but  they  are 
re  not  the  choice  of  the' people  of  San  Francisco, 
it  to  have  the  man  of  our  choice.  When  the 
1  was  to  be  filled,  we  made  no  nominUicn,  hut 
.e  in  favor  of  your  candidate,  without  a  dissent- 
vacancy  from  Maripoia  and  Merced  was  to  be 
lination,  but  conceded  them  the  man  whom  the 
their  choice.  Kow,  I  ask,  is  it  fair ;  is  it  honor- 
want  to  know  whether  this  Convention  is  going 
s  the  choice  of  the  delegation  and  of  the  people 

ve  the  previous  question. 


Dmor  Booth  in  January,  eightei. 

I  bad  bad  some  acquaintance  with  him  before 
as  not  intimately  acquainted  with  him.  I  knew 
He  went  upon  tbe  bench,  retiring  from  the  bar, 
ion  for  several  months.     In  the  Fall  of  the  year, 

seventy-five,  nominations  were  to  be  made  for 

the  ensuing  election.  I  signed  this  card  upon 
cb  I  always  act,  and  that  is,  if  a  Judge  basleft 

poHlion  upon  tbe  bench,  I  always  aostain  him 
B  I  have  some  very  good  reason  (o  do  otherwise. 
Kin  that  principle,  and  I  think  it  is  a  good  prin- 


ciple, because  a  lawyer  who  leaves  bis  business  to  go  upon  tbe  bench, 
necessarily  does  so  at  tbe  sacrificB  of  his  busioess,  and  ought  to  be  sup- 
ported. In  that  case  I  knew  of  no  good  reason  for  making  an  eiceptioo 
to  the  rule.  I  thought  he  mi^ht  make«  good  Judge,  and  signed  that 
card  in  good  (titb,  believing  him  to  be  what  he  was  represented.  And  1 
voted  for  him  besides.  I  have  nothing  now  to  say  against  him  in  regard 
to  the  matte™  set  forth  in  thai  card.  Were  his  history  between  that 
time  and  this  wiped  out,  I  would  reindorse  what  is  there  said.  But 
altera  man  has  been  upon  the  bench. and  has  associated  with  such  men 
as  we  have  had  upon  the  bench  in  San  Francisco,  I  will  nut  excuse  any 

OS  being  bad  and  corrupt  men.  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  no  better 
set  of  men  in  the  State  of  California,  or  anywhere  else,  than  the  Judges 
of  the  Courts  in  San  Francisco.  They  are  honest  and  upright  men  in 
every  sense  of  the  word.  As  1  understand  it.  Judge  Sharpstein  on  the 
stump  denounced  these  men,  declaring  that  they  were  a  corrupt  and 
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:n:hBnt's  stand- 
third  of  tbe  bar 


The  merchant  goes  among  merchants  to  find  another 
ing.     No  man  can  stand  up  in  this  world  agai 

the  best  test  a  man  can  have.    1  say  now  tha  .  .__ 

of  San  Francisco  will  support  J^dge  Sharpstoin.  Whatever  gentlemen 
may  say  concerning  the  bar,  1  am  satisfied  of  that  fact.  He  haa  fallen 
into  disrepute  among  his  fellows,  and  I  do  not^believe  he  could  gel  one 
out  of  ten  of  those  who  signed  that  card  to  sign  a  similar  one  now.  I 
do  not  make  any  apolof^  lor  what  1  have  done  or  for  what  I  do  now. 

Mb.  FREDD.  Mr.  President:  I  am  not  acquainted  with  Judge 
Bbarpetein  intimately.  I  am  intimately  acquainted  with  Mr.  Kenny. 
But,  sir,  in  my  opinion,  there  is  a  great  principle  involved  here;  it  is 
the  pame  principle -upon  which  I  acted  when  1  voted  for  Mr.  Strong. 
The  same  principle  upon  which  I  acted  when  I  voted  for  Mr.  Howard. 
1  did  not  inquire  into  tbe  character  of  those  men;  I  did  not  inquire 
into  their  merits;  it  was  enough  for  me,  sir,  that  the  gentleman  from 
that  district  placed  them  in  nomination,  and  indorsed  them,  and  said 
that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  people  there  that  these  men  should  be  elected 
lo  represent  them.  Now,  sir,  the  delegation  from  San  Francisco  are 
almost  unanimous  in  favor  of  Judge  Sharpstein,  and  I  hold  that  the 
members  of  this  Convention  will  accord  to  us  the  same  rights  which 
we  accorded  to  them. 

Ma.  ANDREWB.  Mr.  President:  I  merely  desire  to  make  an  expla- 
nation, because  an  attack  has  been  made  upon  me  for  placing  Mr.  Kenny 
in  nomination.  I  mode  that  nomination  at  the  earnest  request  of  a 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  a  delegate  upon  this  fioor.  1  at  first 
objected  to  it,  bvit  waa  urgently  requested  to  make  the  nomination,  and 
out  of  courtesy  I  did  so.  !  consider  that  I  have  a  right  to  make  a  nom- 
}n  upon  this  floor  lo  fill  any  vacancy  that  may  occur  here. 
I.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  President :  I  did  request  Judge  Terry  to  nom- 
Mr.  Leonard.  I  did  so,  sir,  not  aa  against  Judge  Sharpstein,  but 
as  against  Mr.  Kenny.  I  propose  to  vote  for  Judge  Sharpstein,  and  1 
assure  the  Convention  that  I  did  not  have  him  put  in  nomination  against 
Judge  Sharpstein.  I  withdraw  bis  nomination  as  against  Judge  Sharp- 
stein, but  not  as  uainst  Mr.  Kenny. 

Mr.  ROLFE.     Iwish  to  ask  whether  Mr:  Leonard  is  a  candidate? 

Mb.  STEDMAB.     I  have  withdrawn  Mr.  Leonard. 


Mb.  INMAN.    I  n 

ove  the  previo 

s  quest 

on. 

The  call  for  the  pre 

question  was  ordered  by  the  Con  von 
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DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


nibjbct,  and  I  thould  like  to  be  here.    I  kuoir  there  are  ■ntiDT  othen 
that  vauld  hove  to  go  home,  and  1  tbink  Ibis  ought  lo  be  put  olf. 
Mr.  LAREIN.     Mr.  President;  This  Is  but  a  part  of  the 


ooureeof  some  eentlemen  to  delay  and  BTentuoUydefe 

Th«  PRESIBeNT.    The  gent ' '  - 

style  of  remark  about  memtwra. 


of  order  ia  making  that 


Mb.  LARKIN.  I  say  (hat  this  trill  eventually  defeat  this  Coneli 
tion.  A  majority  cannot  aifcrd  to  slay  here.  The  effect  of  this  mot 
will  be  to  compel  thetn  to  some  here  and  wait  upon  these  men  who  hi 
Bought  these  d«lajB. 

Mb.  TOWNSEND.    Isn't  there  enough  to  oeouj 
Convention  without  bringing  that  upT 

T..  DU-TH      Ti.:,  r.  <u : ,;.-      -j^^^  ^„  (he  great  qUM- 


e  of  Ihij 


Mb.  LABKIN.    This 


•We  a 


work  of  this  Convention  proceed  upon  these  important  (questions,  and  1 
shall  oppose  any  motion  for  adjournment,  or  any  motion  fur  making 
special  orders  for  January  or  next  June- 
Ms.  EDGERTON.  Did  I  undersUnd  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado 
to  say  this  motion  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  defeating  the  objecls  of 
this  Convention! 

Ma.  LARKIN.     I  say  the  result  of  it  wonld  be. 

Mb.  EDGERTON,  Did  the  gentleman  say  the  motion  was  made  for 
that  purpose? 

Mb.  STEDMAK.  I  move  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Sacramento  be  laid  on  the  table.  ■ 

Mb.  T0WJJ9END.    I  hope  the  motion  will  not  prevail. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.     The  motion  is  not  debatable. 

The  mntion  to  lay  on  the  table  prevailed,  on  a  division,  by  a  vole  o! 
6T  ayes  to  40  noes. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.  President;  1  movetbatthe  Convention  no 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chai 
for  the  purpoie  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  c 
Legislative  Department. 

Carried. 

m  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 


Btitution  for  section  five  of  the  r^rt  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order:  that  (be  number, 
having  been  fixed  by  an  amendment  already  adopted  (bis  sul)stitute  is 
not  in  order. 

Ths  chairman.  The  rule  expressly  provides  that  a  substitute  is  a 
mere  amendment.    The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  inquire,  if 
the  substitute  is  adopted,  if  it  would  be  open  to  amendment. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    It  is  an  amendment  ita^lf. 

Mb.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  adoption  of  that  amendment  will 
leave  no  number  of  Senators  and  Representatives  fixed  by  the  Conven- 
tion. Bection  five,  as  amended,  provides  that  the  Senate  shall  consist  of 
forty,  and  the  House  of  eighty.  Striking  out  that  section  and  adopting 
the  one  proposed,  would  leave  no  number  designated-  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  object,  of  this  is  sufBcienlly  expressed  by  the  fifth  section  as  it 
stands-  The  Senate  shall  consist  of  forty  members,  and  the  House  of 
eighty  members.  That  section,  if  taken  in  connection  with  the  sixth  as 
it  will  be  amended,  it  seems  to  me  expresses  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
of  this  Convention.  It  is  necessary  lo  have  some  designated  number,  if 
the  Constitution  is  adopted,  as  it  will  be. 

Mb.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  will  aUte  that  while  this  section 
six  of  the  old  Constitution,  which  I  have  offered  as  a  substitute  for 
section  five,  does  not  fix  the  number,  yet  it  is  understood,  that  if  it  is 
adopted  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barnes,  will  o9br  a 
substitute  for  section  six  which  will  give  the  law  some  flexibility,  so 


the  representation  between  the  counties  according  to  the  population  as 
determined  by  the  vote  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-sli;  that  is, 
that  we  recommit  this  section  with  those  instructions. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  decidedly  in  favor  of  thiscourae. 
Now,  there  has  been  complaint  for  a  long  time  in  the  southern  portion 
of  the  State  upon  this  very  subject-  For  instance,  Tulare  County  and 
Kern,  have  but  one  representative  in  the  Assembly,  and  yet  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-s^x 

lit.  VAN  DYKE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  respectfully  suggest  that  that 
belongs  to  section  six. 

The  chairman.  The  Chair  has  decided  that  this  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  is  out  of  order.  This  committee  cannot 
instruct  any  other  committee.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offtred  by  the  gentleman  from  Sierra. 

Ms.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  not  heaid  the  amendment 
read,  but  I  am  informed  that  it  Is  in  substance  section  six  of  the  old 
Constitution.  In  other'  wOrds,  it  leaves  it  as  it  has  been  in  the  past. 
Having  been  in  the  Legislature  eight  years,  my  experience  was  that  it 
was  a  constant  struggle  in  the  different  counties  of  the  State  in  order  to 
obloln  each  for  themselves  the  largest  possible  repreeentalion  ;  and  su  it 
will  he  in  the  future.  This  committee  have  already  gone  through  sec- 
tion five  and  perfected  it  the  extent  of  deciding  that  forty  members  shall 
constitute  the  Senate  and  eighty  members  shall  constitute  the  Assembly. 
That  is  the  provision  now.  Tbst  is  the  number  now  constituting  the 
Senate  and  Assembly,  and  all  seem  to  be  of  the  opinion  that  that  num- 


ber ia  sufiScient  for  the  interests  of  the  State.  Why  not  let  it  remain  »o1 
Why  go  back  to  the  uncertain  rule  of  leaving  it  open  to  a  contest  every 

been,  perhaps,  a  fair  apportionment  in  this  Slate  when  it  has  been  fixed 
by  the  Legislature,  for  the  reason  that  it  has  always  been  the  result  of  a 
compromise,  and  finally  the  small  counties,  where  they  have  had  an 
able  representative,  have  got  an  undue  apportionment  in  the  Legisla- 
ture. I  have  noticed,  sir,  that  in  the  new  Constitution  they  fix  the 
number  of  legislators.  That  takes  away  ttiat  bone  of  contention  from 
the  legislative  body.  Supposing  that  section  five  had  been  settled  upon 
and  determined,  I  ho^  drawn  a  substitute  for  section  six,  which  I  will 

e  Legislature, 

contiguous  territory,  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as  may  be,  and  each 
district  shall  be  entitled  to  elect  one  Senator  and  two  membera  of  the 
Assembly.  The  districts  shall  t«  numbered  consecutively  from  one  to 
forty,  commencing  at  the  northern  and  ending  at  the  southern  boundarv 
of  the  State.  In  forming  such  districts,  no  county  shall  be  divid^ 
unless  entitled  lo  two  or  more  Senators ;  nor  >ha]l  a  part  of  any  county 
be  united  with  any  other  county  in  forming  a  district.  The  Senatorial 
ratio  of  representation  shall  be  ascertained  by  dividing  the  whole  popu- 
Ution  of  the  State  by  the  number  forty-  The  members  of  the  Afsembly 
shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several  counties  on  a  ratio  obtained  by 
dividing  the  population  of  the  State  by  eighty.  Every  county  contain- 
ing a  population  equal  to  one  or  more  ratios,  shall  elect  separately  ita 
Eroporlion  of  Assemblymen  allotted  lo  such  county,  as  mav  be  provided 
y  law.  The  Legislature,  at  its  firet  session  after  the  adoption  of  this 
Constitution,  and  thereafter  after  each  United  States  decennial  census 
shall  have  been  osuertained.  shsU  apportion  the  State  into  Senatorial 
and  Assembly  districts,  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
Until  such  apportionment  shall  be  made,  forty  Senatore  and  eighty 
Asaemblymen  lo  constitute  the  first  Legislature  under  this. Constitution 
shall  be  elected,  as  now  provided  by  law.  Aller  the  United  States  cen- 
sus of  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety  shall  be  ascertained,  the 
Legislature,  by  a  two-lhirda  vote  of  all  the  members  elected  to  each 
house,  may  increase  the  Senatorial  districts,  and  the  number  of  Senaton 
lo  filty,  and  the  members  of  Assembly  lo  one  hundred."  ' 

That  will  permit  of  an  increase  of  the  number  of  legislators  after 
th^  census  of  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  so  that  there  may  be 
^ft;  Senators  and  one  hundred  Assemblymen.  If  this  view  should 
be  favorably  entertained  by  the  Convention,  leaving  section  five  as  it  ia 
already  amended,  and  adopting  the  substitute  for  section  six,  which  I 
have  just  read,  it  would  be  a  Iwtlsr  rule  for  the  future  than  it  would  to 
leave  it  to  that  uncertain  rule  that  has  heretofore  prevailed,  having  a 
contest  in  each  Legislature  in  regard  to  representation.  I  therefore  hope 
that  we  will  not  go  backward  now  and  adopt  the  amendment  which  was 
proposed  here,  taking  the  provision  from  the  old  Constitution,  and  sub- 
stituting it  for  that  which  has  been  acted  upon  and  amended  by  the 
"  '■  "     '■""'■"  by  substituting  "forty"  and  "eighty"  in  place  of 


Mr.  Chai: 


see  the  representation  cut  down.     I  wish  U 


le  all  counties  represented ; 


W^-  VAN  DYKE.    We  a 

all-    That  is  in  the  next  secti 

Thb  chairman.    The  ( 


1  should  be  representi 

le  had  better  leave  this  matter 

the  question  of  apportionment  >1 


Mb.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  occurs  to  me  that  section  six,  ai  it 
stands  in  the  Constitution,  substituted  in  place  of  section  five,  together 
with  the  substitute  proposed  to  be  adopted  for  section  six,  would  be  the 
best  plan.  I  am  aware  that  it  would  not  meet  the  objection  of  the  gen- 
considered  by  himself  and  the  other  gentlemen  from  the  southern  part 
of  the  State.     But,  Sfr,  the  mischief  to  follow  from  undertaking  lo  make 


Lgo  that  it  was  accomplished.  U  was  made  upon  the  best  lights  that 
could  he  obtained,  but  in  our  present  situation  I  do  not  think  that  we 
have  the  data  with  which  to  make  a  change  that  would  be  satisfactorv. 
Now,  if^section  six  of  the  old  Constitution  were  adopted  in  place  of  this 
section  five,  then  in  place  of  this  long  apportionment  being  put  into  the 
Constitution,  I  would  propose  that  we  adopt  a  section  something  like 
this:  "The  number  of  Senators  and  members  of  the  Assembly  shall  be 
fixed  by  the  Legislature,  and  apportioned  among  the  several  counties 
and  districts  to  be  established  by  law  according  to  the  number  of  inhabit- 
ants. The  number  of  members  of  the  Assembly  shall  not  be  less  than 
eighty,  and  until  the  Legislature  shall  otherwise  direct,  the  number  ol 
Assemblymen  shall  be  eighty,  and  the  number  of  Senators  forty.  And 
the  apportionment  of  districts  shall  be  as  now  provided  by  taw.  The 
enumersticn  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  State  shall  be  taken  under  the 
direction  of  the  Legislature  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty- 
two,  and  at  the  end  of  every  ten  year?  thercader,  and  these  enumera- 

together  with  tl  "    '  ■    .  ■  

mgressof  the  I 
„    .■,  and  every  sub     ,  .        , 

eeottltion  in  both  houses  of  the  Legislature," 


Dec,  19, 1878. 
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That  would  make  a  Bjstem  that  is  flexible.  It  settles  the  question  of 
the  number  of  Senators  and  Assemblymen,  and  it  leaves  the  subject  open 
to  be  adjusted  as  the  increase  of  population,  the  growth  and  develop- 
ment of  the  State,  might  require. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Wh^  do  you  have  a  census  in  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty-two  instead  of  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty  ? 

Mb.  BARN£S.  We  shail  have  a  census  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
State  by  the  United  States  Government  in  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty. 
That  will  give  one  basis.  Of  course,  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  have 
an  enumeration  going  on  on  the  part  of  the  State  at  the  same  time  that 
the  United  States  census  was  bemg  taken.  Then,  if  you  have  a  State 
enumeration  and  the  United  States  census,  you  have  a  double  basis  to 
determine  the  question.  You  have  ^t  two  sources  of  information,  one 
carried  on  by  the  State,  and  one  carried  on  by  the  General  Government 
in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty.  That  idea  is  taken  from  the 
old  Constitution.  Section  twenty ^eight  of  the  article  on  the  Legislative 
Department  as  it  was  adopted,  reads : 

"  Sec.  28.  The  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  State  shall  be 
taken,  under  the  direction  of.the  Legislature,  in  the  years  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  fifty-two  and  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-five,  and  at  the  end 
of  every  ten  years  therealter;  and  these  enumerations,  together  with  the 
census  that  may  be  taken  under  the  direction  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty,  and  every  subse- 
quent ten  years,  shall  serve  as  the  basis  of  representation  in  both  houses 
of  the  Legislature." 

That  is  an  explanation  of  it,  and  I  think  it  is  a  very  just  idea.  We 
cannot  depend  entirely  upon  the  census  taken  by  the  United  States.  I 
cannot  avoid  repeating,  that  it  seems  to  me  that  any  attempt  to  appor- 
tion the  State  from  the  very  feeble  and  meager  light  afibrdea  by  a  popu- 
lar vote  would  be  a  very  great  mistake.  The  vote  depends  upon  so 
many  circumstances,  and  there  are  so  many  questions  as  to  the  fairness 
of  any  election.  Now,  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado  said  it  was 
known  that  there  was  some  fourteen  or  fifteen  thousand  fraudulent 


Mb.  ROLFE.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  Apportionment  is  not 
before  the  body. 

Thk  chairman.    The  Chair  has  already  decided  that  point. 

Mr.  ROLFE.    Goon. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Thank  you!  I  am  aware  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Chair,  but  I  was  not  aware  of  the  decision  of  Mr.  Rolfe. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  My  decision  is  that  you  are  out  of  order.  The  Chair 
decides  the  other  way. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  did  not  propose  to  be  bound  by  it,*  I  simply  wanted 
to  know  what  he  thought.  However,  I  have  no  more  to  sav,  except 
that  we  ought  not  to  deal  with  this  question  until  we  have  the  proper 
light  upon  it. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  TBRRT. 

Mb.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  some 
misunderstanding  on  the  part  of  the  Convention  about  the  position  in 
which  this  matter  stands  now.  The  Committee  on  Legislative  Depart- 
ment reported  this  section : 

''  Skc.  3.  The  Senate  shall  consist  of  thirty  members,  and  the  Assemblv 
of  sixty  members,  to  be  elected  by  districts,  as  hereinafter  provid^. 
The  seats  of  the  fifteen  Senators  from  the  odd  numbered  districts,  chosen 
at  the  first  election  under  this  Constitution,  shall  be  vacated  at  the  expi- 
ration of  the  second  year,  so  that  one  half  of  the  Senate,  after  the  first 
election,  shall  be  chosen  every  two  years.'' 

The  Committee  of  the  Whole  has  voted  that  the  House  shall  consist  of 
eighty  members  and  the  Senate  of  forty  members,  so  that  of  course  the 
adjustment  of  districts,  reported  by  the  committee,  will  have  to  go  out^ 
and  it  is  not  proposed  by  the  committee,  as  far  as  I  understand,  that 
there  should  be  a  new  apportionment.  It  would  require  a  good  deal  of 
time.  This  sect^n  kept  back  the  report  more  than  two  weeks.  It 
would  require  a  long  time  to  readjust  this  apportionment  to  fit  forty 
districts.  Therefore,  I  propose,  when  section  six  shall  come  up,  to  move 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  nmeteenth  line,  and  to  insert  in  lieu  of  it,  "that 
until  the  adjustment  is  made  by  the  Legislature  the  apportionment  now 
provided  by  law  shall  continue  in  force.''  So  that  until  after  the  first 
session  of  the  Legislature  which  meets  after  the  census  of  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  eighty  is  taken,  the  representation  will  continue  as  now,  the 
Assembly  consisting  of  eighty  members  and  the  Senate  of  forty.  If  this 
section  six  is  adopted  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature,  after  the 
next  census,  to  make  a  new  apportionment.    Here  is  another  section  : 

''  For  the  purpose  of  choosmg  members  of  the  Legislature  the  State 
shall  be  divided  into  forty  districts,  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as  may 
be,  and  composed  of  contiguous  territory,  to  oe  called  legislative  dis- 
tricts. Each  district  shall  choose  one  Senator  and  two  members  of  the 
Assembly.  The  districts  shall  be  numbered  from  one  tb  thirty,  inclu- 
sive, in  numerical  order,  commencing  at  the  northern  boundary  of  the 
State  and  ending  at  the  southern  boundary  thereof.  In  the  formation  of 
said  districts  no  county,  or  city  and  county,  shall  be  divided,  unless  it 
contain  sufficient  population  within  itself  to  form  two  or  more  districts; 
nor  shall  a  part  of  any  county,  or  city  and  county,  be  united  with  any 
other  county,  or  city  and  county,  in  forming  any  distfict.  The  census 
taken  under  the  direction  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  in  the 
year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty,  and  every  ten  years  there- 
after, shall  be  the  basis  of  fixing  and  ai^usting  the  legislative  districts; 
and  the  Legislature  shall,  at  its  first  session  after  each  census,  adjust  said 
districts  and  reapportion  the  representation,  so  as  to  preserve  them  as 
near  equal  in  population  as  may  be." 

Now,  under  the  scheme  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco, no  readjustment  of  representation  can  he  had  until  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  eighty-four;  because  you  provide  for  a  census  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty-two ;  so  that  for  three  sessions  of  the  Legislature,  for 
six  years,  there  could  be  no  change  in  the  apportionment  as  it  now  is. 

97 


Whereas,  under  the  plan  proposed  by  the  committee,  the  change  could 
be  made  at  the  session  ot  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-two;  so  that 
instead  of  continuing  the  present  representation  the  first  session  that 
would  meet  under  the  new  apportionment  would  meet  in  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  eighty-four ;  whereas,  under  the  plan  proposed  by  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco,  it  would  be  in  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty- 
six;  so  that  there  would  be  three  sessions  of  the  Legislature,  necessarily, 
under  the  present  apportionment,  if  the  plan  propOMd  by  the  gentleman 
was  adopted. 

Mr.  BARNES.  What  would  be  the  objection  to  the  matter  being 
postponed  until  there  was  a  thorough  examination  into  it?  If  com- 
plaints are  made,  examine  into  them  carefully,  and  put  an  end  to  the 
complaints. 

Mr.  terry.  I  cannot  understand  why  the  enumeration  made  and 
paid  for  by  the  United  States  will  not  be  just  as  correct,  just  as  thoroueh, 
and  just  as  reliable,  as  any  that  will  be  made  by  the  State.  The  taking 
of  the  census  bv  the  State  will  involve  a  very  large  expense  without  any 
corresponding  benefit.  If  the  United  States  census  is  taken  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty,  that  will  be  sufiScient  without  waiting  for  two  years 
longer  for  the  State  to  take  the  census,  in  order  to  make  an  apportion- 
ment. If  we  judge  the  future  by  the  past,  is  there  any  assurance  of 
there  being  anv  State  census  taken?  In  eighteen  hundred  and  forty- 
nine  the  Constitution  provided  for  a  census  in  eighteen  hundred  and 
fifty-two  and  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-five,  and  one  every  ten 
years  thereafter.  Would  any  gentleman  inform  me  that  any  such  cen- 
sus was  taken  ? 

Mr.  van  dyke.    It  was  taken  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-two. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    No;  and  never  will  be. 

Mr.  terry.  Then  where  is  the  necessity  of  waiting  for  the  State 
to  do  it? 

Mr.  BARNES.  Then  what  is  the  object  of  putting;  any  mandatory 
provision  in  the  Constitution  as  to  a  legislative  duty,  if  thev  do  not  do 
their  duty?  If  they  do  not  do  their  duty,  that  is  their  lookout.  It  is 
for  us  to  throw  around  this  question  all  the  safeguards  we  can.  The 
benefit  of  a  State  enumeration  of  population  for  the  purpose  of  having  a 
basis  of  representation  is,  that  every  town  and  county  will  have  an 
interest  in  seeing  that  it  is  taken.  It  will  not  be  taken  in  the  hasty  and 
careless  way  in  which  the  census  of  the  United  States  is  taken. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  that  the  argument 
cuts  both  ways.  If  the  basis  of  representation  is  fixed  upon  the  census 
of  the  United  States,  then  every  citizen,  and  every  town  and  county, 
has  just  as  much  interest  in  seeing  that  it  is  correctly  taken.  If  the 
census  taken  in  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty  by  the  United  States  is 
made  by  this  Constitution  the  basis  of  representation,  is  not  the  same 
interest  involved? 

Mr.  BARNES.    I  do  not  so  regard  it. 

Mr.  terry.  Then  I  cannot  understand  it.  It  seems  to  me  a  self- 
evident  proposition.  It  occurs  to  me,  that  with  the  amendment  adopted 
by  the  committee,  of  forty  Senators  and  eighty  members,  and  the 
amendments  which  I  will  propose  when  it  comes  up  to  section  nineteen, 
we  will  have  a  svstem  wnieb,  it  seems  to  me  from  the  votes  already 
taken,  meets  with  the  approval  of  a  majority  of  this  Convention.  If 
the  gentleman  desires  to  give  it  flexibility,  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  an  addition,  that  the  number  may  be  increased.  I  cannot  see  any 
advantage  which  section  six  of  the  old  Constjitution  has  over  section  five 
as  amended  here,  because  section  six  provides  for  no  number  of  repre- 
sentatives. It  simply  says  that  the  number  of  Senators  shall  not  be  less 
than  one  third  nor  more  than  one  half  of  that  of  the  members  of  the 
Assembly,  but  how  man^p*  Senators  and  Assemblvmen  there  shall  be  does 
not  appear.  The  objections  to  section  five  will  be  obviated  by  permit- 
ting the  present  apportionment  to  stand  until  after  the  next  census. 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   OREOO. 

^,Mb.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  proposition  is  to  substitute  section 
SIX  of  the  old  Constitution  in  place  of  this  section  five  as  amended. 
Now,  I  hope  that  the  Convention  will  adopt  section  six  of  the  old  Con- 
stitution. I  think  that  the  interests  of  the  people  demand  that  this  be 
left  flexible.  As  it  stands  to-dav  San  Francisco  has  nea.r\jr  one  half  of 
th6  population  of  the  State,  and  the  chances  are  that  by  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  eighty  she  will  have  one  half  of  the  population  of  the  State. 
If  that  is  the  case,  then  one  half  of  the  representatives  will  come  from 
the  city;  in  other  words,  the  people  of  the  State  at  large  cannot  be 
acquainted  with  their  Senators  ana  Assemblymen.  On  the  other  hand 
the  Senators  and  Assemblymen  cannot  know  the  people  of  the  State  at 
large.  Now,  the  old  Constitution,  as  it  is,  forbids  an  increase;  it  ought 
to  be  permitted,  as  it  mav  turn  out  that  the  people  of  San  Francisco  may 
be  able  to  control  the  whole  State.  It  is  necessary,  because  that  city 
upon  the  sea  may  grow  so  enormous  that  the  people  of  the  State  will  be 
lost.  I  think  it  is  but  fair  that  each  county  should  have  an  Assembly- 
man. If  the  counties  are  too  small  we  should  have  territorial  represen- 
tation in  the  Assembly,  because  our  interests  are  so  diverse,  and  i  hope 
that  whatever  apportionment  is  made  that  the  Convention  will  keep  in 
sight  the  future,  and  that  we  will  not  sacrifice  the  whole  State  to  the 
great  city  that  is  growing  so  rapidly  by  the  sea. 

REMARKS  OF    MR.  ATERS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  is  some  force  in  the  argument 
of  the  gentleman  from  Kern,  Mr.  Gregg,  in  regard  to  having  some  flexi- 
bility, but  what  we  ought  to  meet  is  the  radical  injustice  which  exists  in 
the  present  apportionment.  We  can  do  that  here  without  trouble.  It  is 
not  so  great  a  work.  I,  myself,  have  spent  a  couple  of  days  on  the  mat- 
ter, and  I  find  that  the  apportionment  is  really  very  unequal.  The 
gentleman,  in  offering  this  as  a  substitute,  as  I  understand  it,  will  insist 
upon  the  present  apportionment  lasting  until  after  the  census  of  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty.  The  Legislature  which  shall  meet  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty-two  will  be  able  to  apportion  the  State  on  the  basis 
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oFthat  oenaua.  The  Lpgislstu re  elected  for  eighteen  hundred  aod  ejghtj- 
fbur  will  be  tlie  first  Legislnture  elected  under  the  new  npportionmeikt. 
Th9  crying  injuiliceof  the  present  apportion m cut  we  ahull  bavo  con- 
tinued, unleai  we  correct  it  here,  Tor  six  years  longer;  ami  not  only  that, 
but  I  understand,  fruin  another  amendment  that  is  to  be  offered,  thiit  a 
cenaiis  ia  to  be  taken  in  eighteen  hundreil  and  eiglily-two,  and  tbe  i-or- 
reotion  of  the  evil  will  then  be  put  off  two  yeurs  longer.  I  do  not  tbink 
that  wliile  we  can  ourselves  correct  an  error  of  that  magnitude  that  we 
■hould  remand  it  over  for  so  many  yeara.  I  think  tbut  it  is  perfectly 
pmper  to  take  the  electoral  vote  at  the  Preaidenlial  election  aa  s  basis 
"~      """'  apportion  the  Stale.    It  can  be  done  fairly,  by  any  gen- 


tlen 


tit.  Itia  fair  toe 
to  some  extent.  I 
i  half  their  repre: 
•o  the  part  of  t^is 
half  represented  ii 
^ntal  fur  the  nex 


is  Con- 


ic of  til 


>n,and  I 
rention  lo  compel  the  countiea 
e  Legislature  to  continue  thus 
or  eigbt  years.  It  is  our  duly 
lien  to  any  portion  of  the  State, 


rehash  of  ycslcrday 


question  has  been  ordered.    The'     . 
mdment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
tion  six  of  the  old  ConstitutioD  fo 


Then 

IS  noea. 

Tbe  CHAIRMAN. 
tioD  is  on  the  adoption 
Sierra,  Mr.  Barry,  to  aul 
tion  five  of  the 'report. 

The  amendmeDt  wag  rejected,  on  a  diviaion,  by  a  vote  of  31 
T3noea. 

Tai  CHAIRMAS.    The  aecretary  will  r«ad  section  six. 

Ar.  ANDREWS.    I  concur,  Mr.  Chairman,  fully,  with  the 
made  by  Colonel  Ayers.    I  think  we  can  remedy  it  here  as  well  as  it  can 
be  done  by  the  Legislature,  and  foi   "  .    _         - 


Mb.  EDGERTON.    I  hope  the  resolutic 

Thi  CUAIKMAN.    It  is  not  debatable. 

Ma.  McFARLAND.    I  would  like  to  h< 
■tan da,  or  now  amended. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  lion  the  adoption  of  the  resolution 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Shasta,  Mr.  Andrews. 


It  be  adopted. 


There 


a  lost. 


.,  BSERSTECHER.     I  have  an  amendment  lo  section  fire. 
Thb  CKAIRM.1.N.     The  SecreUry  will  read  section  six. 
Ma.  HOWARD.    A  division  was  called  for  in  time  by  a  batf-doien. 
Tbr  CHAIRMAX.    The  Chair  did  not  recoguiie  anybody  or   hear 
anytbing  until  the  decision  hod  been  made.    The-  Secretary  will  read 


Tax  SECRETARY  read ; 

Bic.  6.  For  tbe  purpose  of  choosing  members  of  the  Legislature,  the 
State  shall  be  divided  into  thirty  dietricle,  as  nearly  equal  in  popiiiatioii 
as  may  be,  and  composed  of  conliguous  territory,  lo  be  called  legialative 
districta.  Kuch  district  shall  choose  one  Benator  and  two  members  of 
the  Assembly.  The  districts  shall  be  numbered  from  one  lo  thirty, 
inclusive,  in  numerical  order,  commencing  at  the  northern  boundary  of 
the  Stale  and  ending  at  the  aovithern  boundary  thereof.  In  tbe  forma- 
tion of  said  districts  no  county,  or  city  and  county,  shall  be  dividgd, 
unless  it  contain  sufficient  population  within  itself  to  form  two  or  more 
districts;  nor  shall  a  part  of  any  county,  or  city  and  county,  be  united 
with  any  other  county,  or  city  and  county,  in  forming  any  district.  Tbe 
census  taken  under  the  direction  of  the  Cougresa  of  the  United  Stales, 
in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty, and  every  ten  years 
thereafter,  shall  be  the  basis  of  Gxitig  and  adjusting  the  legislative  dis- 
tricts; ami  the  Legislature  shall,  at  its  first  session  afler  each  census, 
adjust  said  districts  and  reapportion  the  representation  so  as  to  preserve 
them  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as  may  be.  But  in  making  sneh 
adjustment  no  pcreons  who  are  not  eligible  to  become  citiiens  of  the 
United  States,  under  the  naturalizstion  laws,  aball  be  counted  as  forming 
the  population  of  any  district.  Until  such  adjustment  shall  be  made, 
the  First  District  shall  conaist  of  the  Counties  of  Del  Norte,  Siakiyou, 
Modoc,  Lassen,  Shasta,  and  Trinity;  the  Second,  of  the  Counties  of 
Humboldt  and  Mendocino;  tbe  Third,  of  the  Counties  of  Tehama  and 
Butte;  the  Fourth,  of  the  Counties  of  Coluaa,  Lake,  and  Sutter;  the 
Fifth,  of  the  County  of  Bonoma;  the  Sixth,  of  the  Counties  of  Marin, 
Napa,  and  C'Ontra  Coela;  the  Seventh,  of  the  Counties  of  Solnno  and 
Yolo;  the  Eighth,  of  the  Counties  of  Sierra,  Yuba,  and  Plumas;  the 
Ninth,  of  tbe  County  of  Nevada ;  tbe  Tenth,  of  the  Countiea  of  Placer 
andEt  Dorado;  the  Eleventh, of  the  County  of  Sacramento;  the  Twelfth, 
of  the  Counties  of  Calaveras,  Alpine,  and  Amador;  the  Thirteenth,  of 
the  County  of  San  Joaquin;  the  Fourteenth,  of  that  portion  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  bounded  and  described  as  follows,  to  wit; 
Beginning  at  a  point  where  Larkin  street  intersects  the  waters  of  the 
Bay  of  San  Francisco;  thence  meandering  along  the  shore  of  said  bay, 
in  an  easterly  and  aoutheaaterly  direction,  to  the  point  where  Market 


street  iulersects  said  hay ;  thence  along  Mar) 
street;  thence  along  California  street  lo  Keam 
Kearny  street  lo  Vallejo  street;  thence  along  V 
street;  thence  along  Larkin  street  to  the  wat< 
Francisco,  the  piece  of  beginning.  The  Fifteentl 
City  ond  County  of  San  Francisco  bounded  and 
wit;  Begiuning  at  the  point  where  Larkin  si 
street;  trience  slang  Vallejo  street  to  Kearny 
Kearny  street  to  California  street;  thence  aloi 
Market  street;  thence  along  Market  street  lo 
olong  Keamy  street  to  Pine  street;  thence  alon 
nd  thence  along  Larkin  si      ■        ■■  ■• 


begil 


iiig.     The 


iBco  bounded  i 

Pine  street  to  Kearny  street;  thence  along  Ki 
street;  thence  ali>ngMurketstreet(o  Van  Ness  Av< 
Kess  Avenue  to  Tyler  street;  thence  along  Tyler 
thence  along  (i<iugh  street  to  Geary  street ;  thenc 
Franklin  street;  then<-e  along  Franklin  street  t 
■(  begiiiiilDg.    The  Seveiiteenlh,  of  that  portion 


snd  described  at  follow 


street  to  Franklin  street ;  thence  along  Fraukliu 
thence  along  Geary  street  to  Gough  street;  thenc 
Tyler  street;  thenoe  along  Tyler  street  to  Van 
along  Van  Nesa  Avenue  to  Market  street;  thence 
Ridley  street;  thence  along  Ridley  street  and  said 
in  s  direct  line  westerly  to  the  Pacific  Ocean;  a 
northerly  and  easterly  along  the  waters  of  the  Fat 
of  San  Francisco  to  Larkin  street,  the  place  of  b 
eenth,  of  that  portion  of  the  City  and  County  of 
and  described  as  follows,  to  wit :  Beginning  at  tl 
street  intersects  the  waters  of  the  Bay  of  Ban  Fn 
dering  along  the  waters  of  said  bay  to  the  point 
intersects  the  waters  of  saidjiiay ;  thence  along  Ch 
street;  thence  along  Seventh  street  to  Harriaoi 
Harrison  street  lo  Second  street;  thence  along  6 
street;  and  thence  along  Market  street  to  the  wa 
Fran  Cisco  I  the  place  of  beginning.  The  Ninelee 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  bounded  ai 
■"     Beginning  at  the  point  where  Second  s 

thence  along  Second   street  to  Harrison 

Harrison  street  to  Sixth  street;  thence  along  I 
itreet;  and  thence  along  Market  street  to  Seco 
leginning.  The  Twentieth,  of  all  that  portion  o 
of  San  Francisco  bounded  and  described  as  foUi 
at  the  point  where  Sixth  street  interwcta  Marki 
Sixth  street  to  Harrison  street;  thence  along  Hai 
Street;  thence  along  Seventh  street  to  Channel 
Channel  street  to  Itarrison  street;  thence  along 
teenth  street;  thence  along  Fifteenth  street  to 
along  Howard  street  ti>  Fourteenth  street;    the 

ince  along  Ridley  street  lo  Market  street;  am 

eet  to  Sixth  street,  tbe  place  of  beginning.     Tt 

rtion  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

fallows,  to  wit:    Beginning  at  the  point  when 

Its  the  Bay  of  San  Francisco;  theneealongCha 

atreet;  thence  aloag  Harrison  street  to  Fifteentl 

Fifteenth  street  to  Howard  street;  thenrealong  1 

teenth  street;  thence  along  Fourteenth  street  to 

ssion  street  to  Ridley  street;   thence  al 

if  Ridley  street  projected  westerly  to  tht 

southerly  along  the  PociSc  Ocean  to  tbe  souther 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  thence  along  s 

"--  ■-  "--  Bay  of  San  Francisco;   and  thence 

e  Bay  of  San  Francisco  to  Channel  stj 

ning.     The  Twenty. second,  of  Oakland  Townshi] 

Tbe  Twenty-thini,  of  all  that  portion  of  the  Coui 

-    of  Oakland  Township.     The  Twenty-fourth, 

1.     The  Twenty-fifth,  of  the  Counties  of  Mei 

and  Tuolumne.     The  Twenty-sixth,  of  th 

,Fresno,and  Mono.     The  TwBnty-3eventh,o 

Crui,  San  Mateo,' and  Ban  Benito.     The  Twenty.) 

Santa  Barbara,  San  Luis  Obispo,  and  Montere) 

the  County  of  Los  Angeles.    The  Thirtieth,  o 

jmardino,  San  Diego,  Kern,  and  Ventura. 

Mh.  TERRY.     Mr.  Chairman;  I  offer  the  folk 

Thx  SECRETARY  read; 

"Amend  section  six  as  follow*:    First,  atrike  ol 

the  second  line,  and  insert  '  forty ; '  second,  strike 

afler  the  word  'made,'  in  the  nineteenth  line,  e 

■nt  now  provided  by  law  shallw 


Ms.  AYERS. 
Tut  SECRETARY  read 
"Add  after  the  word  '  made,'  in  the  nint 
t  of  the  State  for  legialati 


offer. 


"  Senatoriai  ApporiionmaiL 
t  District — San  Diego  and  Ssn  Bernardino 
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**  Fourth  District — Fresno,  Tulare^Kern,  Mono,  and  Inyo,  two  Senators. 

"  Fifth  District — Mariposa,  Merced,  and  Stanislaus,  one  Senator. 

''Sixth  District — Monterey,  San  Benito,  and  Santa  Cruz,  one  Senator. 

"Seventh  District — Santa  Clara,  two  Senators. 

"  Eighth  District — San  Mateo  and  San  Francisco,  jointly,  one  Senator. 

«'Ninth,Tenth,EIeventh,Twelfth,and  Thirteenth  Districts— San  Fran- 
cisco (boundaries  as  at  present),  each  two  Senators. 

"  Fourteenth  District — Alameda,  two  Senators. 

"Fifteenth  District — Contra  Costa  and  Marin,  one  Senator. 

"Sixteenth  District— San  Joaquin,  one  Senator. 

"Seventeenth  District — Calaveras  and  Tuolunane,  one  Senator. 

"  Eighteenth  District — Sacramento  and  Placer,  three  Senators. 

"  Nineteenth  District — Solano  and  Yolo,  two  Senators. 

"  Twentieth  District — Napa  and  Lake,  one  Senator. 

"  Twenty-first  District — Sonoma,  one  Senator. 

"  Twenty-second  District — El  Dorado,Alpine,  and  Amador,  one  Senator. 

"Twenty-third  District — Nevada  and  Sierra,  one  Senator. 
Twenty-fourth  District — Sutter  and  Yaba,  one  Senator. 
Twenty-fifth  District — Butte,  Plumas,  and  Lassen, one  Senator. 
Twenty-sixth  District — Del  Norte,  Humboldt,  and  Mendocino,  one 
Senator. 

"Twenty-seventh  District — Modoc,  Siskiyou,  Trinity, and  Shasta,  one 
Senator. 

"  Twenty-eighth,  District — Colusa  and  Tehama,  one  Senator. 

**  Assembly  Apportionment. 

"Alameda,  five,*  Alpine  and  El  Dorado,  one;  El  Dorado,  one;  Ama- 
dor, one;  Butte,  one;  Butte,  Plumas,  and  Lassen,  one;  Calaveras, one ; 
Tuolumne,  one;  Colusa,  one;  Tehama,  one;  Contra  Costa,  one;  Marin, 
one;  Del  Norte  and  Humboldt,  one;  Humboldt,  one;  Mendocino,  one; 
Fresno,  one;  Tulare  and  Kern,  one;  Mono  and  Inyo,  one;  Napa  and 
Lake,  one;  Napa,  one;  Sonoma,  three;  Los  Angeles,  three-;  Mariposa 
and  Mercc^l,  one;  Stanislaus,  one;  Siskiyou  ana  Modoc,  one;  Trinity 
and  Shasta,  one;  Monterey,  one;  San  Benito,  one;  Santa  Cruz,  one; 
San  Diego,  one;  San  Francisco,  as  at  present  districted,  twenty;  San 
Mateo,  one;  San  Joaquin,  two;  San  Luis  Obis^x),  one;  Santa  Clara, 
three;  Solano,  two;  Yolo,  one;  Sutter,  one;  Yuba,  one;  Nevada,  two; 
Nevada  and  Sierra,  one ;  Sacramento,  three;  Placer, one;  Ventura, one.'' 

BKllABKS  OF    MB.   ATEB8. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  made  that  apportionment  as 
nearly  equal  as  I  possiblv  could  from  the  official  returns  in  the  office  of 
the  Secretary  of  Slate  of  the  votes  cast  at  the  Presidential  election  of 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six.  The  entire  vote  at  that  election  was 
one  hundred  and  fifty-two  thousand  eight  hundred  and  three;  divided 
.by  forty  Senators,  would  make  the  number  of  votes  to  each  Senator 
three  thousand  eight  hundred  and  twenty ;  that  divided  by  two  would 
make  the  number  of  votes  to  each  Assemblyman  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  ten.  Taking  as  an  average  four  thousand  for  the  Senator 
and  two  thousand  for  the  Assemblyman,  and  approximating  so  as  to 
bring  the  contiguous  counties  as  near  together  as  possible,  and  to  equal- 
ize tneir  representation,  I  have  arrived  at  the  apportionment  which  I 
have  made.  It  increases  the  representation  in  some  of  the  counties  and 
decreases  it  in  others,  but  it  will  be  seen  that  it  is  not  always  possible  to 
come  to  the  exact  fractions  of  figures  in  making  an  apportionment  of 
this  character.  Wherever  the  fraction  made  enough  more  to  give  a 
Senator  I  have  done  it;  and  so  with  the  Assemblymen.  I  would  rather 
have  had  that  apportionment  referred  to  a  committee,  so  that  they  could 
look  over  it,  as  1  am  satisfied  it  will  stand  the  test  of  examination.  I 
have  placed  a  great ^eal  of  labor  upon  it,  and  I  have  brought  to  it  con- 
scientious labor.  I  will  state  that  it  may  be  supposed  that  I  may  be 
greatly  influenced  by  my  desire  to  see  Los  Angeles  largely  represented  ; 
out  so  as  to  let  this  Convention  know  that  I  have  acted  merely  upon  the 
figures,  or  what  they  would  justify,  I  will  state  that  Los  Angeles  polled 
six  thousand  six  hundred  and  fifty-seven  votes,  which  would  entitle  her 
to  over  three  Assemblymen,  and  that  is  the  same  proportion  that  1  have 
given  to  all  the  counties  polling  over  six  thousand  votes.  If  this  com- 
mittee does  not  feel  that  it  is  possible  to  act  upon  that  apportionment 
understand ingly  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  I  would  rather  see  the 
apportionment  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  so 
that  they  can  examine  it  and  return  it  to  this  Convention  with  their 
indorsement,  for  I  feel  sure  that  they  will  indorse  it  when  they  come 
to  examine  it  in  connection  with  the  figures. 

Now,  sir,  if  this  apportionment  should  be  adopted  every  part  of  this 
State  would  be  as  nearly  equally  represented  as  it  possibly  could  be.  It 
has  been  objected  on  this  floor  that  the  returns  of  an  election  are  not 
the  proper  basis  upon  which  to  make  such  an  apportionment.  I  believe 
that  the  returns  or  a  Presidential  election,  such  as  the  last  one  we  had, 
will  give  a  fair  representation  of  the  population  of  the  State.  The  vote 
was  a  full  one,  and  I  believe  represents  fully  the  entire  population  of 
this  State.  Now,  as  to  the  principle  of  accepting  election  returns,  I  have 
to  quote  here  from  a  gentleman  who  has  suggested  the  following  argu- 
ment: What  is  the  purpose  of  apportionment?  It  is  to  fix  the  num- 
ber of  those  who  are  the  rulers  of  the  State — who  shall  perform  the 
duties  of  rulers  in  the  Legislature.  For  example:  not  the  number  of 
electors  in  the  population,  but  the  electors  to  be  the  rulers.  These  only 
adopt  laws  in  the  Legislature ;  these  only  adopt  or  reiect  Constitutions; 
those  only  who  are  electors  are  or  can  be  legislators.  Now,  the  object  is 
to  fix  the  number  of  electors  who  can  be  sent  by  electors  to  pass  laws. 

I  have  nothing  more  to  say  upon  this  subject,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  this, 
that  I  believe  that  if  this  Convention  will  adopt  that  apportionment,  it 
will  satisfy  this  State,  that  we  will  save  a  great  deal  of  discontent  in 
those  districts  which  are  now  inadequately  represented,  and  that  we 
should  not  delay  for  six  years  to  do  this  act  of  justice. 

Mb.  BARNES.  How  much  do  you  increase  the  representation  of  the 
district  you  represent  now? 


Mb.  AYERS.  I  increase  it  from  one  Senator  and  two  Assemblymen 
to  two  Senators  and  three  Assemblymen. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Where  do  you  get  the  increase  from?  Who  do  you 
take  it  from?    You  do  not  take  any  from  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  AYERS.    Because  you  have  a  vote  which  entitles  you  to  that. 

Mb.  BARNES.  What  part  of  the  State  do  you  take  the  members 
from  that  you  add  to  your  district?     I  suppose  you  know. 

Mr.  AYERS.  You  will  see  by  comparing.  It  comes  from  various 
portions  of  the  State. 

Mr.  BARNES.  When  I  find  that  out  I  want  to  sound  the  alarm  for 
the  plundered  districts.  I  understand  Tulare  will  be  shouting  here  in 
a  minute.     [Laughter.] 

BEMABKS  OF   IIR.  BROWN. 

Mb.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  astonished  that  gentlemen  speak 
of  my  shouting.  The  members  sometimes  find  it  so  difficult  to  hear  me 
that  they  shout  "  louder,  louder."  That  I  take  more  as  a  matter  of 
applause  than  otherwise.  [Laughter.]  But  in  the  present  case  I  was 
anxious  to  say  a  few  words  when  Mr.  Van  Dyke  ruled  me  off"  the  floor. 
I  thought  the  Chair  did  or  I  would  not  have  taken  my  seat.  The  cry  of 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  is  justice  and  equal  apportionment. 
Now,  sir,  we  find  that  there  is  an  unjust  apportionment,  and  anv  mem- 
ber that  by  any  amendment  whatever  will  meet  this  I  am  satisned  will 
answer  a  great  purpose.  It  is  a  consummation  much  to  be  desired.  I  am 
convinced  that  this  matter  of  injustice  has  been  continued  long  enough, 
that  the  people  for  a  length  of  time,  in  different  portions  of  this  State,  as 
well  as  tne  portion  that  I  represent,  have  been  anxious  that  they  should 
be  fairly  represented  in  the  halls  of  legislation;  but,  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
has  unfortunately  been  that  they  have  not.  I  am  opposed  to  this  thing 
being  delayed  until  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-two,  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty-three,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-four,  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty-five,  or  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-six.  But  if  a  measure 
comes  up  purporting  to  remedy  this  evil,  and  it  does  not  reach  it,  only 
in  assertions,  I  will  certainly  oppose  such.-  and  I  will  point  out  the 
objections — where  it  does  not  reach  the  point.  Now,  I  nm  convinced 
that  San  Francisco  probably  has  over  its  proportion.  It  has  three  or 
four  times  as  many  in  proportion  to  its  number  of  inhabitants  as  the 
county  that  I  represent.  I  was  on  the  floor  attempting  to  show  before 
this  house  that  there  are  counties  here  not  fairly  represented.  I  had 
better  read  this.  The  gentleman  said  yesterday :  "  Los  Angeles  has  one 
representative  to  two  tnousand  two  hundred  and  nineteen  votes;  San 
Francisco,  one  to  one  thousand  three  hundred  votes;  Santa  Clara,  one 
to  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  eighty  votes;  Nevada,  one  to  one 
thousand  and  fifty-one  votes;  Amador,  one  to  eight  hundred  and  twenty- 
nine  votes." 

Now,  sir,  Tulare  County  has  nearly  three  thousand  votes,  or  had  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six,  and  ^et  has  but  one  representative 
in  the  Assembly  on  a  population  which  is  over  twice  as  much  as  some 
of  the  counties  spoken  oi.  Tulare  has  complained  of  this  thing.  The 
remedy  has  not  been  reached.  Now,  if  Mr.  Ayers  would  reach  this  I 
would'have  no  objection;  I  would  be  in  favor  of  it;  but  he  does  not. 
Instead  of  reaching  this  evil,  which  is  the  greatest  injustice  that  is  on 
hand,  so  far  as  investigation  goes,  for  there  is  not  another  case  in  which 
a  county  has  had  so  small  a  representation  in  proportion  to  its  large  pop- 
ulation— if  it  would  reach  this,  I  would  not  object;  but  when  the  gen- 
tleman gets  up  and  urges  definitely  that  it  will  answer  every  thin^  in 
the  line  of  justice,  I  must  state  here  that  he  has  accomplished  nothing. 
He  has  given  just  the  same  as  existed  before.  The  great  evil  that  has 
been  complained  of,  and  known  of,  and  understood  for  years,  is  not 
reached. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise 
and  report  back  section  six,  and  the  pending  amendments,  to  the  Con- 
vention, with  the  recommendation  that  they  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Legislative  Department.  I  believe  that  in  an  hour  they  can 
adjust  it  to  suit  everybody. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     I  hope  not. 

The  motion  was  lost,  on  division,  by  a  vote  of  35  ayes  to  59  noes. 

Mb.  DUDLEY.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  never  heard  of  representation  being 
based  upon  the  result  of  a  popular  vote  before.  Can  the  gentleman  tell 
me  that  he  ever  heard  of  an  instance  before?  And  as  this  matter  was 
very  fully  discussed  yesterday,  I  now  move  the  previous  question. 

Messrs.  Hitchcock,  Crouch,  and  Hale  seconded  the  motion. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  ask  leave  to  say  a  few  words 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Los  Angeles  delegation. 

[Cries  of  "  Read  the  amendment  I "] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  amendment  ofiered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Ayers. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Add  after  the  word  'made,'  in  the  nineteenth  line,  the  following: 
The  apportionment  of  the  State  for  legislative  representatives  shall  be 
made,  namely : 

"  Senatorial  Apportionment, 

"  First  District — San  Diego  and  San  Bernardino,  one  Senator. 

"  Second  District — Los  Angeles,  two  Senators. 

"  Third  District — San  Luis  Obispo,  Santa  Barbara,  and  Ventnra,  one 
Senator. 

"  Fourth  District — Fresno,  Tulare,  Kern,  Mono,  and  Inyo,  two  Sena- 
tors. 

"  Fifth  District — Mariposa,  Merced,  and  Stanislaus,  one  Senator. 

"Sixth  District — Monterey,  San  Benito,  and  Santa  Cruz,  one  Senator. 

"  Seventh  District — Santa  Clara,  two  Senators. 

"Eighth  District — San  Mateo  and  San  Francisco,  jointly,  one  Senator. 

"Ninth,  Tenth,  Eleventh,  Twelfth,  and  Thirteenth  Districts— San 
Francisco  (boundaries  as  at  present),  each  two  Senators. 

"  Fourteenth  District — Alameda,  two  Senators, 
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two  Senators. 


"  Fifteeath  Dirtrict— Contra  Coaln  and  Mar 

"Siiteenth  Dislrid— Sun  Joaquin,  one  Sen 

"Seventeenth  Diatrict—r»i  lav  eras  and  Tuol 

"Eighteenth  District— Sacramento  sail  Pli 

"  Nineteen  til  Distriirt — Solano  anH  Yoln, 

"  Twentieth  DiBlrict— Napa  and  Lalie,  one  Senator. 

"Tnentj-firat  DiElrict— Sonoma,  one  Senator. 

"Twentj-tecond  Ciatrict— £1  Dorailu,  Alpine,  and  Amndor,  one  Sena- 
tor. 

"  Twenty-third  Diitriot— Nevada  and  Sierra,  one  Stnelor. 

"Twenty- fourth  District — Sutter  and  Yuba,  one  Senntor. 

"Twenly-lilth  UiBtricl—Butle,  Plumas,  and  Lassen, one  Senator. 

"  Twenty -sixth  District— Del  Norte,  Humboldt,  utid  Mendocinn,  one 
ScDBtor. 

"  Twenty-seventh  District— Mwloc,  Siskiyou,  Trinity,  and  Shasta,  on( 

"  Twenty-eighth  District— Colusa  and  Tehainn,  one  Senator. 
"AaeiMy  ApportioinnenL 

"Alameda,  five!  Alpine  and  El  Dorado,  one;  £1  Dorado,  one;  Ama- 
dor, one;  Butte, one;  Butte,  Plumas,  and  Lawen,  one;  Galaverai,  one; 
Tuolumne,  one;  Colusa,  one;  Tehama,  one;  Contra  C^ta,  one;  Marin. 
one;  Del  Norte  and  Humboldt,  one;  HumboIdL,  one;  Mendocino,  one: 
Fre«na,  one;  Tulara  and  Kern,  one;  Mono  and  Inyo,  one;  Napa  and 
Lake,  one;  Napa,  one;  Sonoma,  three;  Los  Angela,  three;  Mariposa 
and  Mareed,  oae;  Blanislaus,  one;  Siskiyou  and  Modoc,  one;  Trinity 
and  Shasta,  one;  Monterey, one;  San  fienito,ane;  Santa  Cruz,  one ;  San 
Diego,  one;  San  Francisco,  aa  at  preaent  districted,  twentv;  Ban  Mateo, 
one;  8an  Joaquin,  two;  Ban  Luis  Obispo,  one;  Banta' Clara,  three; 
Solano,  two;  Yolo,  one:  Butter,  one;  Yuba,  one;  Nevada,  two;  Nevada 


The  amendment  w 


Tbr  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Amend  section  aii,  as  follows:  Firat,  strike  out  the  word  'thirty, 
In  aecoiid  line,  and  inaert  '  forty ;'  second,  strike  out  all  of  said  section 
•Rar  the  word  '  made,'  in  the  nineteenth  line, and  insert  'the  apportion 
ment  now  provided  by  law  shall  continue  in  force.' " 

Adopted. 


r.  Chai 


«  that  I  will  a 


Ma.  PILCHER.     I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

Thi  secretary  read : 

"Insert  in  the  sixteenth  line,  after  the  word'be,'the  words;  'Pro- 
vided, however,  that  no  one  county  shall  have  a  greater  representati 
in  the  Senate  than  one  fifth  of  the  Senators.'  " 

Mb.  HALE.     I  second  the  amendment. 


Ma.  FILCHER.  Mi.  Chairman:  I  helieve,  sir,  something  covering 
this  idea  is  necessary  in  a  Stale  situated  as  we  are  here  in  California. 
The  object  of  this  amendment  is  not  to  deprive  San  Francisco  of  repre- 
sentation sufficient  for  her  protection,  assuming  that  she  bases  protection 
on  the  strength  of  her  representation,  hut,  sir,  it  is  to  protect,  mutually, 
San  Francisco  against  the  interior,  and  the  interior,  on  the  other  hand, 
against  San  Francisco.  Now,  sir,  we  can  easily  see  that  a  great  com- 
mercial center  such  as  San  Francisco  is  or  may  be,  might  in  the  future 
years  contain  a  minority  of  the  State  of  California,  and  under  such  cir- 
cumstances would  necessarily  have  a  majority  of  both  branches  of  the 
Legislature,  and  under  such  circumstances  we  can  readily  see,  without 
argument,  what  the  consequences  might  be.  Not  only  might  she  impose 
upon  the  country,  hut  she  might  impose  damnation  on  San  Francisco 
herself,  for  I  assert  that  past  experience  has  proven  that  the  very  repre- 
sentatives of  San  Franoiaoo  have  proved  her  worst  enemiea.  San  Fran- 
cisco has  been  here  praying  the  members  from  the  interior  to  save  he 
more  than  once,  and  Irequeniiy 
worst  character  averted  from  her 
I  would  give  to  San  Frani 
just  proportion  of  mei 
majority,  let  her  have  a  majority 


IS  »he  been  save 


;X" 


:r  great 
mbers  of  the  house  on  her  population.    If  it 
)f  the  Assembly  i  if  two  thirds, 

__ n  that  house;  and  in  that  house  she  wou Id  be  able  to 

protect  herself  against  any  imposition  that  perhaps  the  interior  might 
see  fit  to  practice  upon  her.  On  the  other  hand,  the  interior  woult" 
always  be  pmtecled  by  holdina  four  fiflhs  of  the  Senate.  Therefore 
measures  emanating  from  Ban  Francisco  directly  in  the  interests  of  Ihi 
oommercial  center,  and  directly  opposed  to  the  interests  of  the  interior, 
might  be  knocked  in  the  bead.  The  Senate  wnuld  stand,  sa  ft  should 
stand,  a  conservative  body,  calculated  in  itj  . 
•lone  the  interior,  but  the  whole  State,  frpm  any  scheme. '  The  very 
theory  and  basis  of  our  representative  Senate  is  that  it  should  ' 
■ervalive  in  its  nature,  and  3^t  it  is  plain  that  no  conservatism  ca 
from  selRsh  motives.  Several  of  tlie  States,  I  understand,  ini 
Illinois,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania— States  which  have  withi 
limits  large  commercial  centers,  as,  for  instance,  Chicago  in  I 
New  York  City  in  the  SUle  of  New  York,  Philadelphia  in  the  SUIe  of 
Pennsylvania — have  been  compelled  to  move  in  this  direction  lo protect 
the  whole  common  wealth  against  the  prominent  influence  of  these  cities. 
While  the  people  of  tlio  interior  have  been  apprehensive  of  it,  they  have 
never  made  any  grievouseomplaint;  yet  they  are  apprehe-"--  '- -'  — 


the  rapidity  with  which  San  Francisco  ia  grow 
the  near  future  San  Francisco  will  possess  a  i 
tn  of  this  coast,  and  in  such  an  event  gentleii 
lat  the  Legislature  might  be  perhaiK  robbed  o 

ball  contain  forever  a  representation  in  proportio 
;vertheless  be  provided  that  not  in  auy  event 
ivc  more  than  one  tilth  of  the  mem  here  oC  the  I 


Ma.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chainiion:  I  really  do  not 
material  the  people  of  Placer  County  are  couipot 
that  they  were  all  citizens  of  the  United  States,  s 
of  Cntifoniia.  I  had  supposed  that  Ihcy  were  mei 
dren  made  in  the  same  way  and  possessing  the  i 
rights  we  do,  not  by  any  machine  process  when 
much  more  rapidly  than  elsewhere;  hut  I  am  i 
guished  friend  from  Placer,  that  unless  llie.v  hav 
I'lacer  County  can  represent  its  deserted  mining 
in  the  Senate,  that  iliey  lose  the  balance  of  pi 
department  of  the  government  Sir,  for  ouo,  a:i 
ask  no  favors  for  San  Francif  - 


1  titled  to. 


nothing  from 
San  Francis. 


anal 
a  paK  of  this 


them 

and  no  more.  She  is  entitled  t- 
is  a  part  of  the  same  people,  and  the  people  of 
and  the  valleys  ought  to  be  pmud  of  her.  She  i 
mercial  marts  of  the  world.  The  great  interests 
center  there,  and  she  is  entitled  lo  the  same  n 
principle  of  representative   government,  in  eve 

The  floating  population  cannot  vol«  unless 
length  of  time ;  and  if  they  float  dawn  there  fr 
of  respect  for  the  mountain  districts,  they  ought 
if  they  have  been  there  long  enough.  The  il 
tlemaii  from  Placer  was  a  very  unfortunate  oni 
is  eiprenly  provided  that  the  Stale  shall  be  d 
torial  districts,  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as 
of  New  York,  the  City  of  New  York  never  did  h 
not  more  than  one  fifth,  if  as  much.  There  ii 
population  in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  the 
only  aixtut  one  million.  So  far  as  Illinois  is  con 
an  opportunity  to  examine  the  Constitution  in  I 
is  one  proposition  that  is  certain,  and  that  is,  thi 
of  government,  the  right  of  representation  is  tb 
the  people,  and  that  right  rests  npon  popnlsti 
Francieco  shall  be  entitled  to  only  one  Gith  of  II 
when  she  has  a  greater  population,  would  be  to 
San  Francisco,  the  principal  interests  of  San  Fra 
of  San  Francisco,  the  manHfacluring  interoels  of 
and  the  o 


I  cannot  conoeive  that  any  considerable  numb< 
floor  will  sustain  any  Buch  proposition.  I  look 
to  say  that  if  such  a  proposition  was  inserted  in  t 
felt  sure — and  I  speak  of  it  kindly — that  the  ( 
such  a  proposition  would  not  rei^eive  a  handful  o 
pajiers  of  San  Francisco  already  have  taken  up 
discussed  it. 

Ma.  FILCHEB.     Allow  me  to  read  the  provii 
of  Pennsylvania.     Section  seventeen,  of  article  tt 

senlative  for  every  full  ratio.     Every  city  contaii 
shall  elect  separately  its  proportion 


allotted  t 
more  thai 
dred  thousand  ii 


unty  i) 


irately  its  J 


located. 


leentatives,  and  every  count; 


ball  be  divided  ii 


representativea." 

Ma.  USTEE.  That  is  so.  That  does  not  ans^ 
1  still  repeat — and  if  Judge  Hager  will  read  it  I 
the  representation  in  Pentisyivania  is  according 
divided  just  as  I  slated.  I  have  but  one  word  n 
this:  that  I  cannot  imagine  why  one  section  of 
ciple  of  government,  should  not  be  entitled  to  I 
as  any  other  section,  and  1  warn  the  gentleman  fr 
takes  to  inflict  such  a  penalty  for  the  growth  of  t 
will  not  b«  endured.  I  warn  him  that  the  pe< 
portion  of  this  8tat« — claim  to  be  the  equals  of  t 
portion  of  the  State.  That  equality  must  be  repi 
tur«  of  the  State. 

Ma.  FILCHER.     I  simply  want  to  know  thi 

Mr.  ESTEE.  That  ia  what  you  want.  Is 
County  to  give  Ben  Francisco  her  just  representi 
is  unfortunately  living  in  a  small  county. 

Ma.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  Iregret.sir.th 
be  brought  up  here  in  this  debate,  as  if  it  was  n 
Francisco  in  order  to  settle  the  justice  or  equi 
What  has  that  to  do  with  itT  It  reminds  me  of  i 
Francisco  was  the  subject  of  a  great  many  debal 
Legislature.    I  have  never  discovered  from  exp 
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cisoo  was  indebted  to  the  countrj  for  its  preservation.  I  admit  that  San 
Francisco  has  been  sometimes  l^ly  represented  in  the  Legislature,  but 
I  assert  also  that  the  country  has  been  quite  as  badly  represented.  Some 
of  the  most  odious  laws  that  have  ever  been  imposed  upon  San  Fran- 
cisco have  been  passed  by  the  country  members  against  the  protest  of 
the  delegation  from  San  Francisco.  The  Second  street  cut — look  at  that  I 
It  stands  there  staring  you  in  the  face.  It  was  forced  upon  us  against 
the  protest  of  the  San  Francisco  delegation  in  the  Senate. 

Ma.  EDGERTON.    No,  sir. 

Mb.  HAGER.  I  know  that  I  was  against  it;  I  know  that  it  was 
imposed  upon  us 

Mb.  hale.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  him  a  question? 
Will  you  please  state  the  vote  cast  from  San  Francisco  in  the  two  houses 
on  that  measure? 

Mr.  HAGER.  I  say  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  country  members 
that  law  would  never  have  passed,  because  San  Francisco  did  not  have 
representation  enough  to  pass  the  bill,  if  they  were  disposed  to,  without 
the  votes  of  the  country.  Without  the  votes  of  the  country  it  never 
would  have  passed  at  all'  But  there  it  stands  to-day,  a  disgrace  to  the 
Legislature,  a  disgrace  to  the  State,  a  disgrace  to  the  city — that  Second 
street  cut.  I  deny  that  the  City  of*  San  Francisco  is  indebted  to  the 
country  for  her  preservation.  There  may  be  bad  men  in  the  City  of  San 
Francisco,  and  perhaps  there  are  a  great  many  bad  men  in  the  balance 
of  the  State.  We  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  adopting  a  Constitution  to 
be  reoommended  to  the  people  of  the  State  of  California,  that  will  be  just 
in  all  its  provisions, and  in  all  its  parts;  and  I  hope  I  will  never  narrow 
my  mind  to  so  low  a  plane  that  I  cannot  hear  the  call  for  justice  of  every 
portion  of  the  State  of  California,  and  I  hope  to  be  the  last  to  make  any 
mvidious  distinction  between  one  portion  of  the  State  and  another. 
Suppose  San  Francisco  contained  a  million  inhabitants;  whose  fault  is 
that?  Has  not  the  member  from  Placer  an  equal  right  to  go  there  with 
his  household  gods  and  make  that  his  home?  Is  not  San  Francisco 
open  for  all  ?  Why  not  leave  your  mountain  homes  if  you  do  not  like 
them  ?  I  once  lived  in  the  mountains  and  I  was  just  as  happy  there,  and 
if  it  was  my  desire  I  would  go  back  there  again.  But  that  has  very  little 
to  do  with  this  question.  I  have  contended  that  the  proper  manner  of 
arranging  the  basis  of  representation  is  that  which  is  contained  in  the 
Constitutions  of  the  States  of  Pennsylvania,  Missouri,  and  others,  upon 
a  ratio  of  population.  Let  there  be  a  Senatorial  ratio,  and  if  there  is  a 
number  of  Assemblymen  to  be  elected  let  there  be  an  Assembly  ratio. 
Suppose  our  State  is  composed  of  eig^ht  hundred  thousand  inhabitants, 
and  you  have  forty  Senators.  Divide  the  eight  hundred  thousand  by 
forty  and  you  have  the  ratio  for  districts,  and  divide  the  State  into  forty 
Senatorial  districts,  the  ratio  would  be  twenty  thousand.  Is  not  that 
right?  Now  in  reference  to  the  Assembly.  Suppose  there  are  eight 
hundred  thousand,  and  you  want  eighty  Assemblymen ;  divide  the  State 
into  eighty  Assembly  districts.  In  that  Way  you  have  ten  thousand  as 
the  ratio  of  Assembly inen.  But  we  are  told  San  Francisco  will  get  an 
undue  proportion — undue  in  proportion  to  population — because  there  are 
Chinese.  Exclude  the  Chinese.  I  do  not  object  to  that.  But  if  you 
cannot  assail  the  proposition  on  the  ground  of  justice  and  equality,  why 
not  adopt  it?  Now,  the  rule  in  Pennsylvania- is  as  I  have  stated,  and 
the  Quotation  of  the  gentleman .  from  Placer  is  not  to  the  point.  In 
the  sixteenth  section  of  article  two,  it  is  provided  that  "  the  Senatorial 
ratio  shall  be  ascertained  by  dividing  the  whole  population  of  the  State 
by  the  number  fifty."  Now,  their  Senate  is  composed  of  fifty;  the 
House  of  Representatives,  two  hundred.  Now,  if  eighty  Assemblymen 
are  not  enough  for  the  State  of  California,  to  satisfy  every  man,  then  it 
is  proper  to  increase  the  number,  if  you  see  fit,  to  one  hundred,  or  two 
hundred,  that  every  man  may  have  a  representation  there.  I  do  not 
object  to  that.  If  the  number  is  too  small  to  give  a  fair  representation, 
make  it  one  hundred,  two  hundred — anything  you  choose;  but  base  it 
upon  some  fair  principle,  and  then  I  will  vote  for  it.  I  will  give  every 
county  in  the  State  a  representative,  but  increase  your  number  of  Assem- 
blymen so  that  you  can  make  every  county;  entitled  to  a  representative. 
Now,  the  gentleman  read  this  from  the  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania : 

"Every  city  entitled  to  more  than  four  representatives,  and  every 
county  having  over  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants,  shall  be  divided 
into  districts  of  compact  and  contiguous  territory,  each  district  to  elect 
its  proportion  of  representatives  according  to  population ;  but  no  district 
shall  elect  more  than  four  representatives." 

It  does  not  deprive  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  or  any  other  city,  of  its 
just  proportion  of  representation  in  the  Legislature.  No  man  can  get 
up  here  and  advocate  the  proposition  that  because  a  county  contained  a 
large  number  of  inhabitants  her  representation  must  be  cut  down,  on 
any  just  principle,  unless  he  violates  what  I  have  recognized  as  a  fun- 
damental principle  of  constitutional  law,  that  taxation  and  representa- 
tion shall  go  together.  If  you  want  to  deprive  San  Francisco  of  her 
just  representation  here  reduce  her  taxation  in  proportion,  and  then  it 
would  not  be  so  bad.  But  you  levy  upon  us  nearly  one  half  of  the  taxes 
of  the  State,  and  now  say  we  ought  not  to  have  a  fair  representation  in 
the  Legislature  under  the  Constitution. 

Mk.  PORTER.  Does  not  that  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania  restrict 
the  number  of  Senators  in  any  one  city  to  one  sixth  ^all  the  Senators? 

Mb.  HAGER.  If  it  is  there  I  have  not  seen  it.  If  the  gentleman 
«can  find  it  there  he  is  at  liberty  to  do  so. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    There  is  nothing  of  the  kind  there. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  was  going  to  ask  how  many  amend- 
ments are  pending  now? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    One,  at  present 

Mr.  HAGER.    Then  I  ofier  this  as  a  substitute  for  section  six. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Sbc.  6.  For  the  purpose  of  choosing  members  of  the  Legislature  the 
State  shall  be  divideci  into  forty  Senatorial  districts  of  compact  and  oon- 
ti^oua  territory,  as  nearly  equal  in  population  as  may  oe,  and  each 
district  shall  be  entitled  to  elect  one  Senator  and  two  members  of  the 


Assembly.  The  districts  shall  be  numbered  consecutively  from  one  to 
forty,  commencing  at  tbe  northern  and  ending  at  the  southern  boun- 
dary of  the  State.  In  forming  such  districts  no  county  shall  be  divided 
unless  entitled  to  two  or  more  Senators ;  nor  shall  a  part  of  any  county 
be  united  with  any  other  county  in  forming  a  district  The  Senatorial 
ratio  of  representation  shall  be  ascertained  by  dividing  the  whole  pop- 
ulation of  the  State  by  the  number  forty.  The  members  of  the  Assem- 
bly shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several  counties  on  a  ratio  obtained 
by  dividing  the  population  of  the  State  by  eighty.  Every  county  con- 
taining a  population  equal  to  one  or  more  ratios  shall  elect  separately  jts 
proportion  of  the  Assemblymen  allotted  to  such  county,  as  may  be  pro- 
vided by  law.  The  Legislature  at  its  first  session  after  the  adoption  of 
this  Constitution,  and  thereafter  after  each  United  States  decennial 
census  shall  have  been  ascertained,  shall  apportion  the  State  into  Sena- 
torial and  Assembly  districts,  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section.  Until  such  apportionment  shall  be  made  forty  Senators  and 
eighty  Assemblymen,  to  constitute  the  first  Legislature  under  this  Consti- 
tution, shall  bedected  as  now  provided  by  law.  After  the  United  States 
census  of  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety  shall  be  ascertained, 
the  Legislature,  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  all  the  members  elected  to  each 
house,  may  increase  the  Senatorial  districts  and  the  number  of  Senators 
to  fifty,  and  the  members  of  the  Assembly  to  one  hundred." 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  that  is  just  to  the  whole 
State.  If  any  gentleman  will  put  in  an  amendment  that  aliens  shall 
not  be  classed  as  population  I  will  accept  it. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman:  We,  of  Oakland,  are  not  at  all 
jealous  of  San  Francisco,  because  we  calculate,  in  a  few  years,  that  we 
will  have  more  population  than  San  Francisco,  and  we  are  afraid  that 
this  amendment  will  apply  to  Oakland;  we  shall  oppose  it  for  that 
reason.  But,  really,  I  again  warn  the  delegates  in  this  Convention,  that 
if  they  want  to  have  this  Constitution  adopted,  not  to  attempt  to  depart 
from  the  plan  of  representation  based  upon  population,  because  it  must 
be  apparent  to  all  that  if  vou  change  that  rule  which  has  been  in  vogue 
for  years  you  will  defeat  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  call  attention  to  section  six,  of  article 
four,  of  the  Constitution  of  Illinois.    It  says: 

**  Sbc.  6.  The  General  Assembly  shall  apportion  the  State  every 
ten  years,  beginning  with  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-one, 
by  dividing  the  population  of  the  State,  as  asoertaineH  by  the  Federal 
census,  by  the  number  fifty-one,  and  the  quotient  shall  be  the  ratio  of 
representation  in  the  Senate.  The  State  shall  be  divided  into  fifly-ono 
Senatorial  districts,  each  of  which  shall  elect  one  Senator,  whose  term  of 
office  shall  be  four  years. "^ 

Sections  seven  and  eight  provide  for  minority  representation.  That  is 
only  a  limitation  as  to  the  size  of  the  district.  And  I  challenge  any  gen- 
tleman to  find  any  State  where  the  people  of  any  locality  is  not  the  ratio 
upon  which  the  representation  is  based. 

Mr.EDGERTON.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  each  State  has  but  two  Senators, 
no  matter  whether  it  has  got  a  hundred  thousand  or  a  million  popula- 
tion. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  That  represents  State  sovereignty;  I  do  not  know  of 
such  a  thing  as  county  sovereignty. 

RRUARKS  or  MR.   BDOBRTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  And  the  thing  is  that  it  was  designed  as  a  check 
upon  the  popular  branch.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Senate  should  be 
upon  the  oasis  of  population  at  all.  It  should  be  so  constituted  as  to 
operate  as  a  check  upon  the  popular  branch.  The  gentleman  from  Ala- 
meda warns  this  body 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Does  tbe  gentleman  suppose  that  if  we  attempt 
to  deprive  the  people  of  that  city  of  their  just  representation  that  they 
will  vote  for  this  Constitution? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  am  now  talking  of  the  principle  of  iustioe,  and 
making  a  good  Constitution,  which,  I  suppose,  animates  tne  breast  of 
every  gentleman  in  this  Convention.  Now,  as  to  San  Francisco  and  the 
injuries  that  city  has  suffered  on  account  of  the  country  members,  I  have 
this  to  say :  there  never  has  been  a  time  in  the  history  of  the  legislation 
of  this  State,  so  far  as  I  know  anything  about  it,  and  I  have  been  there 
two  or  three  times,  when  the  delegation  from  that  city  could  agree  upon 
anything  at  all,  and  the  more  numerous  their  representation  has  l^en 
the  greater  has  been  the  conflict  They  have  got  one  third  of  the 
Senate 

Mr.  ESTEE.    One  fourth. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Well,  one  quarter,  then.  They  never  agree  upon 
a  proposition,  hardly,  and  no  country  member  can  really  tell  what  the 
interests  of  that  city  require,  and  they  have  to  guess  at  it;  they  have 
to  go  in  and  combine  with  one  party  or  the  other  as  to  some  measures 
which  they  have. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  country  members,  as  they  are 
termed,  have  freouently  come  in  to.save  San  Francisco? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  t  was  going  to  say  that  San  Francisco  has  been 
saved  time  and  time  again,  and  the  city  members  have  acknowledged, 
over  and  over  again,  that,  but  for  the  interposition  of  the  country  del- 
eeations,  San  Francisco  would  have  been  sacrificed.  I  do  not  recollect 
the  year  that  the  bill  for  the  Second  street  cut  went  through.  While 
Judge  Hager  was  addressing  the  Convention  I  was  under  the  impression 
that  a  large  majority  of  the  San  Francisco  delegation,  in  both  bodies, 
supported  that  measure.  I  know,  at  all  events,  that  a  large  number  of 
the  people  of  San  Francisco  were  here  in  these  lobbies  and  endeavoring 
to  get  votes  for  that  measure  from  the  country  delegations. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Do  you  remember  what  the  political  complexion  of 
that  delegation  was? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  Democratic.  I  have 
had  nothing  to  do  with  politics  for  the  last  ten  years,  and  cannot  say 
jjositively. 
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Mb.  AYERB.  Does  the  Beiitlsnian  recollect  how  the  San  FraQci»oo 
delegation  stood  on  tho  bulkbead  bill. 

Mr.KDGERTON.  Almost  unanimously.  Mr.Pa^,>ii  theSaiiate,and 
on«  or  (vo  otb  era,  opposed  it.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  a  little  invidious 
to  talk  about  lapBlative  iniquities.  I  do  not  believe  in  tbree  quarters  of 
tkem,  as  I  had  occasion  to  say  Ihe  other  day,  but  !  believe  that  it 
would  be  safe  Ui  say  that  fire  sixths  or  perhaps  nine  tenths  of  the 
iniquitj  done  in  the  Legislature  oomes  from  the  City  of  San  Francisco, 
abd  is  supportad  by  the  people  living  in  that  city  and  county.  And 
now,  air,  theoretically,  upon  this  question  o[  the  constitution  of  tlie 
Senate,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  should  be  so  constituted  as  tu  form  a  check 
upon  the  popular  branch.  1  think  four  or  five  members  from  Ban 
Krancisco  could  represent  Ban  Francisco  in  the  Senate  as  well  as  forty. 
There  voald  be  a  greater  unanimity  in  the  delegation,  and  the  interests 
of  the  citT,  so  far  as  that  body  is  conceraed,  would  be  batter  representod 
than  it  ii'witb  the  quarter  of  that  body,  as  it  is  now.  1  would  like  to 
hear  the  amendment  of  Ihe  gentleman  from  Placer  read  once  more- 
Ma.  HOWARD.  Mr.Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to  tbisamendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Placer,  because  it  is  a  violation  of  principle,  and  one 
which  I  oonsider  to  be  gross.  You  rannot  go  and  say  to  the  population 
of  any  county,  you  shall  not  have  repreeentalion  according  to  your 
population,  because  your  population  is  large.  That  may  be  a  reason  for 
changing  the  form  of  the  government,  but  it  has  no  application  upon 

Srinciple  to  apportionment.  It  is  groaaly  improper.  Now,  suppose  itiey 
id  have  a  large  Senatorial  representation  in  San  Francisco,  what  of  it? 
They  pay  taxes  there  in  proportion  and  they  have  rights  in  proportion, 
and  especially  they  have  the  right  of  political  justice. 

Now,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to  cutting  down  the  Senate.  I  would  be  in 
favor  of  the  propoattion  of  my  colleague  from  hot  Angeles,  to  increase 
the  Senate  wherever  it  is  necessary  to  destroy  the  present  gross  injustice 
and  inequalities  where  they  eiisL  I  am  opposed  to  a  emnll  Senate,  for 
the  reason  that  we  know,  in  this  State,  that  all  Ihe  attacks  upon  the 
integrity  of  the  Legislature  have  been  made  by  the  corporations  in  the 
Senate.  They  liava  lefl  the  House  and  have  gone  lo  the  Senate,  because 
they  say  the  Senate  being  a  smaller  body  does  not  require  so  large  an 
investment.  1  nm  in  &.vor  of  a  proportionate  represenlalion  in  the 
Jfouss  aceording  lo  population. 

M«.  UUESTIS.    Mr.Chairman:  The  ar^  meat  used  by  the  ^ntle- 

man  in  support  of  Ibis  proposition,! ''  '■'  ' :-•— •       ■■-  ■>■ 

argument  Miat  wo*  used  m  relation  lo 

Ma.  HOWARD.    I  do  not  know  th 
alter  the  logic  of  the  gentleman  from 

Ma.  HUESTiS.    1  called  attention 

Ma.  HOWARD.  I  am  not  under  obligation 
What  1  say  is,  that  it  is  not  sound  policv  lo  redui 
reduce  the  number  in  San  Francisco,  why,  doesn't  it  reduce  the  SenaleT 
I  do  not  know  that  it  would  be  any  safer  in  Placer  or  in  Los  Angeles 
than  in  6nn  Francisco.  All  I  say  in  relation  to  Los  Angeles  is  Ibis,  that 
you  have  not  done  Justice  to  Los  Angeles. 

Mr.  EDGERTOS.  I  was  in  the  Legislature  when  this  present  appor- 
tionment was  made,  and  the  delegation  from  Los  Angeles  cordially  and 
unanimously  assented  lo  it.  It  is  based  upon  the  census  of  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy — the  only  practical  basis  that  could  be  taken — and 
they  agreed  to  it  as  a  just  basis  of  apportionment,  and  if  there  is  any 
injustice,  it  is  that  injustice  which  has  come  from  changes  of  population, 
elc.j  and  which  other  sections  of  the  State  probably  feel  as  much  at  Los 

Ma.  HOWARD.  Does  it  follow  that  because  a  county  grows  that  the 
apportion ment,  without  regard  to  Ibe  increase  of  population,  is  lo  be 
■dbered  toT 

'..  EDGERTON.    That  is  not  my  position.    What  I  say  is,  that  Los 
'-=  "•-=  -""■iiig  more  lo  comptain  of  than  some  other  oounlies,  and 

lo  attempt  to  tioker  it  up  here  on  the  basis  of  a  popular 

vote.  I  am  in  favor  of  waiting  until  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty, 
when  another  census  will  be  taken  under  the  direction  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  SUtes. 

Ma.  HOWARD.     It  cannot  be  unjust  to  do  it  according  to  a  popular 
"     '  ■"  will  apply  as  well  loone  county  as  another,  where  there 

h  and  an  increase  of  population.    Everybody  knows  that 


n  to  look 


it,  and  I  would  like  l« 


u  anything. 


Unitllf^tat. 


delus 

Ma.  EDGERTON.  Could  that  be  any  greater  delusion  than  the  pop- 
ular vote  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy -six? 

Ma.  HOWARD.  Yes.  I  will  tell  the  gentleman  why.  Because,  in 
a  general  election,  the  voters  are  all  brought  out,  and  it  is  a  fairer  index 
than  any  censiii  taken  by  the  United  Stales  Government.  The  censm 
lakers  are  poorly  paid,  and  everybody  knows  that  the  census  is  not  just 
nor  truthful. 

Ma.  EDGERTON.  Then  the  gentleman  would  base  the  representa- 
tion upon  the  vole  rather  thnu  upon  population. 

Ma.  HOWARD.  I  say  that  the  vole  is  a  truer  test  even  than  the 
census  of  the  United  States. 

Ma.    EDGERTON.    Upon  what  basis! 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Upon  the  basis  that  the  people  come  out  and  vote, 
and  that  the  census  laker  does  not  get  all  the  names. 

Mb.  EDGEHTON.  Does  not  the  gentleman  know  that  in  one  oounty 
the  voting  population  is  most  nil  the  population  there  is  in  it — that  it 
does  not  number  any  women  and  childtenT  That  rule  would  operate 
the  greatest  kind  of  injustioe  to  Los  Angeles. 

Ma.  HOWARD.     I  do  not  know  any  such  thing. 

M».  EDGERTON,    Everj-body  else  knows  it. 

Ms.  HOWARD.  In  some  counties  there  may  be  a  larger  male  than 
female  population  ;  but  it  is  not  very  few.  1  say  that  the  vote,  at  the 
Presideuiial  election,  is  a  truer  test  of  the  actual  population  than  the 
census  taken,  in  tlie  bungling  way  in  which  the  census  of  Ihe  United 


Stales  is  taken  by  the  Marshals.  There  is  a  gentleman  in  this  Convention 
from  one  of  Ihe  counties  above  here,  who  says  that  Ihe  census  laker  who 
had  been  appointed,  came  to  him  and  asked  hini  to  write  it  up  for  him ; 
that  there  was  not  enough  pay  in  it  for  him  to  go  around  and  lake  the 
names.  He  wrote  it  up,  and  the  result  was  that  it  was  the  beat  taken 
census  in  the  SUto.  Now,  what  couHdence  is  there  in  any  such  census 
as  that?     It  is  notorious  that  the  census  of  Ihe  United  States  as  to 


Ma.  dMITH,  of  Santa  Clara.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  Ihe  previous 
The  motion  was  seconded  by  Mcssn.  Hunter,  Tutly,  O'Donnell,  and 

as  been  ordered.  The  quea- 
an  is  upon  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
om  Placer,  Mr.  Fifcher. 

The  amendment  was  rejected  by  a  vote  of  4S  aves  to  ti  noes. 

Tbi  CHAIRMAN'.  The  question  recurs  on  theadonlionof  the  amend- 
letit  offered  by  the  gentleman  froBi  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Hagcr. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Ms.ROLFE.     Mr.Chairman:  I  have  an  amendment  to  oSer. 

Tai  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Amend  section  six  as  follows :  Strike  out  all  after  the  word  '  no,'  at 
the  end  of  line  sixteen,  and  before  the  word  'shall,'  in  line  eighteen. 


rt  Ihe  w 


Mh.  ROLFE.    I  offered  ti 


Durpoee  of  avcriding  the  mistake 


'ay:  "But  in  making  such  adjustment,  no  alien  shall  be  o 
.  inning  the  population  of  any  district." 

Now,  1  do  not  mean  this  as  any  particular  point  against  aliens,  and  I 
am  also  in  favor  of  excltidiug  Chinese.  I  am  op|>oaed  lo  enumerating 
Chinamen  in  adjusting  the  representation  of  the  Slate.  Certain  por- 
tions of  our  Stete  are  too  easy  of  access  to  Hongkone.  This  section,  if 
adopted,  provides  that  the  census,  taken  under  the  direclion  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  the  basis  of  fixing  and  adjusting 
the  legislative  districts.  Kow,  if  1  am  correct,  the  census  of  Ibe  Uniled 
States  never  affords  any  information  as  to  w'hom  are  eligible  to  bemme 
citizens  of  the  United  Stetea.     I  do  not  think  it  gives  the  race.     It  may 

that  are  certainly  eligible  to  become  ciliiensof  the  Cnited  States.  Now, 
I  think  the  safest  plan  is  the  one  I  offer,  because  we  have  but  very  few 
aliens  in  this  State  excepting  Chinamen,  and  the  census  of  the  United 
States  shows  just  how  many  aliens  there  are,  and  I  first  thought  of 
making  my  amendment  so  as  to  allow  those  who  had  declared  their 
intentions  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States,  to  be  enumerated, 
but  I  believe  the  census  of  the  United  Slatea  does  not  afford  any  infor- 
mation upon  that  point.  Therefore,  if  we  make  it  aliens — simpiv 
enumerate  citiiens  of  the  United  Slatea  who  are  residents  of  the  United 
States.  I  think  it  will  be  the  best  and  the  fairest  apportionment,  piv- 
vided  we  wish  to  exclude  Chinamen,  although  I  do  not  intend  to  clasa 
all  other  aliens  with  Chinamen.  It  seema  to  me  that  this  is  the  only 
way  we  can  strike  at  them. 

Mb.  TERRY.  Mr.Chairman:  Theobjection  to  the  proposition  ia,  that 
it  would  exclude  not  only  all  those  who  havedeclared  their  intentions  to 
become  ciliienB,butit  would  exclude  the  families  of  many  citiiens.  For 
instence,  a  man  arrives  here  and  becumee  a  citizen  of  the  United  Stales; 
bis  children,  born  in  the  United  8tates,are  aliens  until  they  beocme  twen- 
ty-one yea™  of  age,  and  all  of  the  families  are  aliens.  You  exclude  the 
families  of  those  who  have  actually  become  citizens.  I  suppose  the 
abject  was  to  reach  that  class  of  people  who  are  not  permanent  residents — 
who  form  no  part  of  Ihe  permanent  population.  They  are  here  to-day, 
and  there  to-morrow;  but  it  ia  a  sort  of  floating  population  lliat  ought 
to  be  reckoned  in.     'That,  I  presume,  is  all  that  was  intended  by  this 

Ma.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.Chairman:  It  appears  to  me  these  aliens  are 
considered  a  portion  of  the  population  of  the  Btete.  1  see  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  contention  here  among  the  country  members,  and  they  get  up 
here  and  state  that  San  Francisco  has  more  than  her  portion  of  repre- 
sentation. 1  Bay  that  is  false.  She  pays  more  than  one  half  of  the 
texes,  and  she  has  got  nearly  one  half  of  the  population,  and  she  has 
only  one  quarter  of  the  representetion  in  the  State.  You  know  that  to 
be  a  fact.  Why  do  you  get  up  here  and  say  that  we  have  got  more  than 
ourportion  of  representation?  The  population  of  San  Francisco  is  nearly 
three  hundred  thousand.  The  population  of  the  Stete  is  seven  hundred 
thousand,  nearly.  We  pay  more  than  half  the  taxes  of  the  SUte. .  San 
Francisco  is  the  most  troubled  city  in  the  world.  The  country  drives 
their  paupers  upon  us;  we  take  care  of  their  paupers.     Talk  about  San« 

Ma.  INMAN.  Paupers  are  not  before  the  bouse.  1  hope  the  genUe- 
man  will  confine  himself  to  the  subject. 

Mb.  O-DONNELL.  What  is  the  subject?  I  guess  you  don't  know, 
yourself.     Aliens,  I  am  referring  to — most  of  them  are  paupers. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  As  I  aupposed  this  had  been  an  oversight  and  would 
be  corrected — as  1  understend  from  the  explanation  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department— and  they  undenitand  it  to 
he  correct  as  it  is,  with  the  permission  of  the  committee  I  will  withdraw 
my  amendment. 


r 
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No  objection  vas  made*  and  the  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BARNES.  I  desire  to  offer  a  substitute  for  the  section  as  recom- 
mended bj  the  committee. 

Ths  SECRBTARY  r«ad : 

"  Substitute  for  section  six  the  following : 

"The  number  of  Senators  and  members  of  the  Assembly  shall  be  fixed  by 
the  Legislature,  and  apportioned  among  the  several  counties  and  districts 
to  be  established  by  law,  according  to  the  number  of  inhabitants.  The 
number  of  members  of  the  Assembly  shall  not  be  less  than  eighty,  and 
until  the  Legislature  shall  otherwise  direct,  the  number  of  Assembly- 
men  shall  be  eighty,  and  the  number  of  Senators  forty.  And  the  appor- 
tionment of  representation  and  the  ap|K>rtionment  of  districts  shall  be  as 
now  provided  by  law.  The  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  State 
shall  betaken  under  the  direction  of  the  Legislature  in  the  year  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty,  and  at  the  end  of  every  ten  years  thereafter;  and 
these  enumerations,  together  with  the  census  that  may  be  taken  under 
the  direction  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  in  the  year  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty,  and  every  subsequent  ten  years,  shall  serve  as  the 
basis  of  representation  in  both  houses  of  the  Legislature." 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  I  second  the  amendment.  I  move  that  the 
committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

BBUARKS  OF    MB.  BHUBTLBFr. 

Mb.  SHURTLEFF.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  to  the  provision 
in  the  Constitution  allowing  the  Legislature  any  discretion  to  increase 
the  members  of  the  Senate  and  Assembly  beyond  that  fixed  in  the  old 
Constitution.  The  old  Constitution  provided  that  at  the  first  election 
there  should  be  sixteen  Senators,  and  that  after  the  population  of  the 
State  should  reach  one  hundred  thousand  then  at  such  ratio  that  the 
whole  number  of  members  of  the  Assembly  should  never  be  less  than 
thirty  nor  more  than  eighty.  The  first  Legislature,  at  one  rush,  carried 
it  up  to  the  maximun^  Perhaps  it  was  iustiflable,  but  I  recollect  that 
there  were  many  taxpayers  who  thought  that  the  Legislature  was  a  little 
rash  in  increasing  it  at  once  to  the  maximum.  There  are  certain  con- 
siderations why  we  should  be  careful  in  inserting  such  a  provision  as 
that  in  the  Constitution.  A  great  many  members  of  the  Legislature  are 
candidates  for  reelection  to  that  ofiioe,  and  there  are  some  who  would 
be  willing  to  seize  upon  any  opportunity  to  increase  the  number  of 
representatives,  in  order  to  increase  their  own  chances  of  being  returned. 
It  carries  with  it  a  change  of  district  which  may,  in  many  instances,  be 
reTY  agrjaeable  to  their  aspirations. 

Now,  it  is  said  that  this  is  a  great  State,  and  we  contemplate  a  very 
great  increase  of  population.  It  is  a  great  State,  but  not  comparatively 
so.  The  State  of  California  to-day,  although  she  has  been  in  the  Union 
twenty-nine  years,  is,  comparatively — sneaking  of  the  white  popula- 
tion—rather a  small  State.  There  are  fiiteen  States  in  the  Union  with 
over  a  million  inhabitants,  and  acconling  to  the  census  we  stand  the 
twenty- fourth  State  in  the  Union.  Our  increase  has  not  been  very 
rapid;  considering  the  richness  of  its  mines  and  its  agricultural  interests, 
I  am  compelled  to  say  that  California  is  not,  comparatively,  a  large  State, 
There  is  nothing  in  the  future  that  naturally,  for  the  next  twenty-five 
years,  calls  for  this  elasticity,  as  some  term  it,  in  the  Constitution.  Ij'ow 
you  Vill  observe,  by  looking  over  the  Constitutions  of  various  States, 
that  jf^enerally  a  Constitutional  Convention  is  called  as  often  as  about 
once  m  twenty-five  or  thirty  years.  For  the  most  part,  necessary  amend- 
ments are  reached  through  the  Legislature,  and  the  people  ratify  their 
action  in  case  of  necessity.  Something  has  been  said  here  about  the 
vote  being  an  evidence  of  population.  I  will  read  from  the  statistics  to 
show  what  the  vote  has  oeen,  beginning  with  eighteen  hundred  and 
sixty.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty  the  total  vote  cast  for  President 
in  this  State  was  one  hundred  and  eighteen  thousand  eieht  hundred  and 
forty.  Gentlemen  will  bear  in  mind  that  at  that  time  the  colored  popu- 
lation of  the  State  had  no  vote.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-four, 
the  total  vote  was  one  hundred  and  five  thousand  nine  hundred  and 
seventy -five;  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-eight,  one  hundred  and 
eight  thousand  six  hundred  and  sixty;  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sev- 
enty-two, ninety-five  thousand  eight  hundred  and  six ;  and  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy -six,  the  total  vote  was  one  hundred  and  fifty-five 
thousand  eight  hundred.  Now  we  see  by  going  back  to  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  sixty  there  was  no  great  increase  of  votes,  and  when  you  look 
at  it  closely  you  will  find  that  it  will  not  be  imperatively  necessary  to 
increase  the  representation  either  in  the  Senate  or  Assembly.  We  do 
not  increase  as  fast  as  some  of  the  northwestern  States.  The  State  of 
Wisconsin,  two  years  older  than  California,  has  a  million  and  a  quarter 
of  inhabitants  to-day,  and  it  is  estimated  that  we  have  eight  hundred 
thoaaand.  The  State  of  Minnesota,  that  has  a  snow  bank  six  months 
in  the  year,  to-day  is  not  a  great  ways  behind  California.  Tracing  the 
history  of  the  State  back  twenty-nine  years,  and  looking  forward,  gen- 
tlemen, I  do  not  think  that  it  looks  reasonable  that  there  would  be  any 
need  of  placing  this  elasticity  in  the  Constitution  to  increase  the  repre- 
sentation in  either  house. 

Mb.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

^'^'^'  IN  CONVENTION. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  have  made  prog- 
ress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  then  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON    SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  u. 
President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
Roll  called,  and  quorum  present. 


Mr.  John  J.  Kenqy,  duly  elected  as  a  delegate  to  fill  vacancy  from 
San  Francisco,  after  taking  and  subscribing  to  the  usual  oath  of  office, 
took  his  seat  as  a  member  of  the  Convention. 

LBGISLATIVB  DKPABTlfEXT. 

Mb.  terry.  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the  purpose  of 
further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Depart- 
ment. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Colonel  Barnes.  * 

THB   PBEVtOUS   QCBSTIOH. 

Mb.  LAINE.    On  that  amendment  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Evey,  Ha^r,  Van  Dyke,  and  Heiskell. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is.  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Lost. 

OBQANIZATIOR^— BULBS,   ETC. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  seven. 

The  secretary  read : 

Shc.  7.  Each  house  shall  choose  its  own  officers,  and  judge  of  the 
qualifications,  elections,  and  returns  of  its  own  members. 

The  chairman.  If  there  is  no  amendment,  the  Secretary  will 
read  section  eight. 

The  secretary  read : 

Seo.  8.  A  majority  of  each  house  shall  constitute  a  quorum  to  do 
business,  but  a  smaller  number  may  adjourn  from  day  to  day,  and  may 
compel  the  attendance  of  absent  members  in  such  manner  and  under 
such  penalties  as  each  house  may  provide. 

Tub  chairman.  If  there  are  no  amendments,  the  Secretary  will 
read  section  nine. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  9.  Each  house  shall  determine  the  rule  of  its  own  proceeding, 
and  may,  with  the  concurrence  of  two  thirds  of  all  the  memlNsrs  elected, 
expel  a  member. 

The  chairman.  If  there  are  no  amendments,  the  Secretary  will 
read  section  ten. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  10.  Each  house  shall  keep  a  Journal  of  its  own  proceedings,  and 
publish  the  same,  and  the  yeas  and  nays  of  the  members  of  either  bouse, 
on  any  question,  shall,  at  the  desire  of  any  three  members  present,  be 
entered  on  the  Journal. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  add  the  following. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Add  to  the  section :  *  Any  member  may  dissent  from  and  protest 
against  any  act  or  resolution  which  he  thinks  injurious  to  the  public  or 
to  any  individual,  and  may  have  such  protest  and  his  reasons  therefor, 
without  alteration,  commitment,  or  delay,  entered  on  the  Journal.' " 

BElfABKS  OF  MB.   BETNOLDS. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  is  no  such  provision  found 
anywhere  in  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  in  order  to  save  any  ques- 
tion that  might  arise  in  the  course  of  the  deliberations  of  the  Legisla- 
ture as  to  the  right  of  a  member  to  have  his  protest  entered  against  any 
action  which  ho  deems  injurious  to  the  public  of  to  any  citizen,  I  offer 
this  amendment  so  that  there  may  be  no  doubt  about  it,  provided  such 
a  provision  should  not  happen  to  be  inserted  in  the  rules  of  the  house. 
And  for  authority  I  will  refer  to  the  fact  that  this  identical  proposition 
is  found  in  the  Constitutions  of  fifteen  States  at  the  present  time. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  bv  the  gen- 
tleman. It  would  make  a  very  lengthy  Journal  if  any  member  might 
enter  a  written  protest  to  every  measure  which  does  not  suit  him.  The 
rules  of  the  house  are  a  sufficient  protection  to  the  members,  aud  it  is 
unnecessary  to  be  embodied  iil  the  uonstitution. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  will  simply  state  this  facL  The  rules  of  the 
house  do  not  sufficientlv  protect  tne  members.  The  rules  of  the  house 
simplv  provide  that  the  member  may  protest,  but  not  that  he  may 
spread  it  upon  the  Journal.  And  it  so  happens,  sir,  that  at  the  last 
session  but  one  there  was  a  new  Court  creat^  for  the  City  and  Countv 
of  San  Francisco— a  Criminal  Court.  The  Act  was  passed  by  both 
houses,  and  sent  to  the  Governor  for  his  signature.  But  it  was  passed 
and  went  to  him  in  such  a  shape  that  he  positively  refused  to  sign  it. 
It  gave  the  most  monstrous  and  exclusive  jurisdiction  in  certain  cases, 
and  for  that  reason  the  Governor  refused  to  sign  it.  By  a  joint  resolu- 
tion that  bill  was  taken  back,  and  it  was  then  amended  by  the  Clerk, 
and  then,  without  ever  having  been  repassed  or  sent  to  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  it  went  to  the  Governor,  amended  by  the  Clerk, 
sufficiently  to  obviate  the  objections  raised  by  the  Governor,  was  signed 
by  him,  and  became  a  law.  And  a  member  who  knew  all  these  tacts, 
protested  against  the  action  of  the  house,  but  not  having  the  privilege 
of  putting  that  protest  on  the  Journal,  a  record  of  it  was  never  kept. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  The  gentleman  will  allow  me  to  correct  him.  He 
is  entirely  mistaken  in  regard  to  that  bill.  That  bill  was  passed  at  the 
unanimous  request  of  the  San  Francisco  delegation;  and  as  to  the  error 
he  alludes  to,  it  was  corrected  by  a  joint  resolution  passed  by  a  unani- 
mous vote  in  both  houses. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  the  correction,  which 
is  not  a  correction.  The  bill  was  brouglft  back  upon  a  joint  resolution, 
but  it  was  not  corrected  by  a  joint  resolution.  I  had  occasion  to  exam- 
ine that  record,  and  I  know  whereof  I  speak.    The  law  creating  the 
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City  Criminal  Court  never  passed  the  Legislature.  And  that  is  the 
reason  why  there  ought  to  be  such  a  provision  as  this.  It  is  a  privilege 
that  every  member  ought  to  have  granted  to  him.  Every  member 
should  have  the  privilege  of  showing  on  the  Journal,  if  the  house  has 
acted  contrary  to  law,  doing  an  injury  to  the  public  or  to  some  individ- 
ual.   These  are  reasons  enough  why  the  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  lark  in.  My  sugg^ion  is  that  the  rules  of  the  house  sovern 
that  matter.  I  am  in  favor  of  going  still  further,  and  providing  that  no 
bill  shall  become  a  law,  unless  pa^ed  by  the  ayes  and  noes,  and  that 
will  indicate  the  vote  of  each  member,  and  do  away  with  the  necessity 
of  such  a  provision  as  this.  I  don't  think  any  bill  should  become  a  law 
unless  passed  by  the  ayes  and  noes  in«each  ^use.  With  that  provision 
ea«h  member  would  he  present  and  indicate  n is  own  vote. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman,  Mr.  Larkin,  if  he  is  not 
aware  that  in  this  report  that  is  alre^pr  provided  for.  More  than  that, 
it  ought  to  be  required  to  pass  by  a  m^ority  of  all  the  members  elected 
to  each  house.  In  the  i^sence  of  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  I  have 
simply  to  say,  with  reference  to  this  proposed  amendment,  that  section 
corresponds  with  section  ten  of  the  present  Constitution.  The  same  line 
of  argument  which  the  gentleman  has  just  made,  was  made  use  of  in  the 
committee,  and  we  could  not  see  any  application  of  the  amendment.  I 
do  not  suppose  the  committee  will  change  the  section — I  beg  leave  to 
correct  myself— I  thought  Judge  Terry  hod  left.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  ROLFE.    I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

**  Add  the  following :  *  provided  such  protest  shall  not  contain  a  stump 
speech.' "     [Laughter.] 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  Out  of  order.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  If  there  are  no  further  amendments  the  Secre- 
tary will  read  the  next  section. 

MEMBRBS   EXEMPT   FROM   ABBEST. 

The  secretary  read  section  eleven  as  follows: 

Sec.  11.  Members  of  the  Legislature  shall,  in  all  cases  except  treason, 
felony,  and  breach  of  the  peace,  be  privileged  from  arrest,  ana  shall  not 
be  subject  to  any  civil  process  during  the  session  of  the  Legislature,  nor 
for  fifteen  days  next  l>efore  the  commencement  and  after  the  termin- 
ation of  each  session. 

The  chairman.  If  there  arc  no  amendments  the  Secretary  will 
read  the  next  section. 

riLLIKO    VACANCIES. 

The  secretary  read  section  twelve  as  follows: 

Sec.  12.  When  a  vacancy  occurs  in  either  house,  from  any  cause, 
during  the  session  of  the  Legislature,  the  house  in  which  said  vacancy 
occurs  shall  proceed  immediately  to  elect,  from  the  constituency  deprived 
of  representation,  a  member  to  nil  said  vacancy  for  said  session,  if  the 
Legislature  is  not  in  session  at  the  time  the  vacancy  occurs,  the  Gov- 
ernor, or  the  person  exercising  the  functions  of  Governor,  shall  issue 
writs  of  election  to  fill  such  vacancy. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  San  Joaquin.  I  move  to  strike  out  section  twelve, 
and  insert  the  section  of  the  old  Constitution. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Sec.  12.  When  vacancies  occur  in  either  house,  the  Governor,  or  the 
person  exercising  the  functions  of  the  Governor,  shall  issue  writs  of  elec- 
tion to  fill  such  vacancies." 

Mb.  DUDLEY.  That,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  old  Constitution.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  section  reported  by  the  committee.  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  placing  any  such  power  in  either  house. 

BEMABKS  or   MR.   FILCHEB. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  With  all  deference  to  the  gentleman, 
I  think,  in  view  of  the  experience  of  California,  there  is  merit  in  section 
twelve.  We  had  here— only  during  the  last  session,  I  believe— during 
the  sitting  of  the  Legislature,  certainlv  four,  and  I  am  not  sure  but  five 
deaths,  and  to  fill  one  or  two  of  these  vacancies — three  of  them,  I 
believe — special  elections  were  called  at  great  cost  to  the  people  of  these 
counties.  Indeed,  sir,  the  cost  was  so  great  that  there  was  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  people  to  evade  the  responsibility ;  and  in  the  case,  I 
believe,  of  Amador  County,  left  without  representation,  the  Governor,  in 
deference  to  the  will  of  the  people,  and  the  expressed  wishes  of  the  people 
of  that  county,  took  it  upon  himself  to  violate  the  plain  letter  of  the 
Constitution.  And  yet  there  was  no  serious  complaint.  He  did  so,  and 
was  almost  unanimously  justified.  Now,  to  meet  a  contingency  of  that 
kind,  this  new  section  to  the  Constitution  is  proposed.  If  a  death  occurs 
a  few  days  before  the  close  of  the  session,  I  contend  there  is  no  alterna- 
tive for  the  Governor,  if  he  is  to  strictly  conform  to  his  oath,  but  to  issue 
an  election  proclamation.  And  since  these  things  are  liable  to  occur; 
since  we  have  had  expressions  from  the  people  that  they  would  rather 
temporarily  forego  representation  than  to  have  this  extra  expense  heaped 
upon  them — I  say  it  becomes  us  to  insert  that  clause.  The  committee 
refused  to  give  that  power  to  the  Legislature  in  all  cases.  It  is  only  in 
oases  of  ur^ncy  or  necessity.  They  may  act  on  petitions  in  making 
these  selections.  The  Legislature,  in  calling  this  Convention,  no  doubt 
acted  upon  their  own  experience,  when  thev  provided  that  the  Conven- 
tion should  fill  vacancies.  They  were  no  doubt  induced  to  do  so  from 
the  result  of  experience,  and  the  complaints  arising  from  former  actions. 
Now,  sir,  it  is  in  deference  to  that  sentiment,  so  clearly  expressed,  that 
this  amendment  is  offered.  Has  that  privilege  been  abused  in  an^  case 
by  this  body?  Is  there  any  evidence  that  we  have  abused  the  privilege  ? 
Is  there  any  evidence  that  the  gentleman  chosen  to  fill  the  seat  of  Mr. 
Strong  was  not  a  fit  representative — a  satisfactory  representative — to  his 
constituency  7  Is  there  any  evidence  that  the  gentleman  from  Alameda 
is  not  a  satisfactory  representative  to  the  people?  Have  there  been  any 
complaints  here  from  the  people  that  they  would  rather  have  had  the 


power  of  choosing  for  themselves?  And  yet  all  these  vacancies  were 
filled  under  the  same  rule  which  we  here  provide  for  the  Legislature.  I 
ask,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Strong  and  Mr.  Kenny,  would  it  have  been  wise 
to  send  back  to  their  counties  and  impose  the  expense  of  a  special  elec- 
tion, for  the  short  time  yet  remaining  of  the  session  ?  I  say,  sir,  that  the 
people  will  indorse  the  proposition,  especiallv  those  who  have  had  expe- 
rience with  special  elections.  I  hope,  in  de/ense  of  this  section,  that  the 
representatives  from  Santa  Clara,  and  Alameda,  and  Amador,  will  rise 
and  inform  the  Convention  as  to  the  sentiment  of  the  people  on  this 
matter. 

Mb.  WEST.  If  a  vacancy  is  filled  by  the  Senate,  will  the  candidate 
so  elected  remain  and  fill  the  unexpired  term,  or  only  during  the  session 
during  which  he  was  elected? 

Mb.  FILCHER.  Under  that  provision,  he  will  fill  the  position  during 
the  entire  term.  I  would  have  no  objection,  so  far  as  I  am  concenied, 
to  an  amendment  providing  that  he  should  only  hold  for  the  remainder 
of  the  session.  I  nnd  it  so  provides  here,  upon  closer  examination.  It 
is  plain.  The  primary  obiect  of  the  amendment  is  simply  this:  to  save 
money  ,*  to  economize,  and  at  the  same  time  without  restricting  unneces- 
sarily the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  people.  The  right  of  the  people 
to  be  provided  with  representation  is  provided  for  better  than  in  tne  old 
section.  In  case  a  member  dies  two  weeks  before  the  session  closes,  you 
can  see  how  utterly  impossible  it  would  be  to  have  an  election ;  and  yet, 
by  this  means,  it  is  possible  for  them  to  have  a  representative  on  the 
Boor  the  very  next  day,  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to 
fill  the  vacancy  at  once. 

BEMABKS  OF  MB.   WEST. 

Mb.  west.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  prevail.  I  believe  the  Leg- 
islature entirely  incompetent,  as  this  Convention  is,  however  able  they 
mav  be,  to  judge  of  other  matters,  to  elect  a  member  to  a  deliberative 
body,  to  represent  a  constituency  of  whose  wants  they  are  entirely  igno- 
rant. I  believe  the  people  of  the  counties  woul^  be  better  off  without 
any  representative  until  the  next  election,  if  there  is  not  time  to  call  a 
special  election.  They  had  better  spend  the  time  and  money  necessary 
to  an  election  than  to  have  the  vacancy  filled  by  some  political  hack 
belonging  to  the  dominant  party,  who  could  get  in  no  other  way.  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  prevail,  and  that  the  people  will  have  the 
power  to  elect  their  members  to  both  houses  of  the  Legislature  under  all 
circumstances. 

BEMABKS  OF   MB.   HEISKKLL. 

Mb.  HEISKELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  regret  exceedingly  to  have  to 
differ  with  the  committee,  but  I  hope  the  substitute  will  prevail.  It  is, 
in  my  opinion,  a  blow  at  the  representative  character  of  our  government, 
to  which  I  cannot  consent.  There  is  no  certainty  that  the  people  will  be 
represented  when  a  vacancy  is  filled  by  the  Legislature,  and  to  be  mis- 
represented is  far  worse  than  to  be  unrepresented. 

BEMARKS   OF   MB.   CBOSS. 

Mb.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me,  sir,  if  there  is  any 
branch  of  the  government  in  which  the  people  ought  to  be  directly 
interested  by  their  votes,  it  is  in  the  Legislative  Department.  That  is 
the  true  idea  of  popular  government.  Now,  we  have  Known  cases  where 
sucfi  rules  prevailed — that,  for  instance,  where  the  Democratic  patty  is 
in  the  minority  in  a  particular  district  to  be  represented,  the  House  or 
Senate  has  elected  a  man  to  fill  that  place  from  the  minority  party, 
contrary  to  the  wishes  of  a  majority  of  the  people  of  that  district.  And 
it  is  e<|ually  true,  in  cases  where  the  Republican  party  happens  to  be  in 
the  minority,  that  the  House,  if  a  vacancy  occurs  in  that  particular  dis- 
trict, will  do  the  same  thing,  if  it  happens  to  have  the  power.  I  think 
it  is  much  better  to  leave  them  vacant  than  to  fill  these  seats  with  persons 
who  do  not  represent  the  people,  and  that  very  frequently  occurs  under 
such  a  rule  as  this  proposed  by  the  committee.  Now,  the  aihendment 
that  is  offered  is  the  same  provision  as  in  the  old  Constitution.  And, 
sir,  it  is  a  very  proper  provision,  in  my  judgment,  to  have  members 
elected  by  the  people  whom  they  are  to  represent,  and  only  by  such 
men  as  they  may  elect.  Now,  the  gentleman  from  Placer  raises  a  oues- 
tion.  He  compares  the  filling  of  a  vacancy  in  this  bodv  to  that  of  filling 
a  vacancy  in  the  Legislature.  This  body  has  elected  a  man  who  has 
been  rejected  )>y  the  people  whom  he  attempted  to  represent,  and  rejected 
a  man  who  Was  the  choice  of  the  people.  I  will  further  inform  him 
that  we  di^  our  best  to  elect  a  man  who  would  properly  represent  the 
people.  As  to  the  question  of  expense,  I  will  say,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, that  I  do  not  deem  that  oi  so  much  importance  as  it  is  to  have 
the  principles  of  our  government  sustained.  Let  us  establish  the  right 
principle  of  representative  government  here,  and  let  us  stand  by  those 
principles.  The  people  are  in  favor  of  economy,  but  a  representative 
government  costs  something.  The  fact  that  it  costs  something  ought  not 
to  deter  us.    We  can  afforcf  to  pay  something,  in  order  to  sustain  those 

Frinciples.    That  is  why  Legislatures  and  Conventions  are  organized, 
am  in  favor  of  the  amendment.    I  believe  in  having  this  in  the  new 
Constitution  exactly  as  it  is  in  the  old. 


BEMABKS  OF   MB.   BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  we  are  mak- 
ing an  innovation,  the  end  of  which  no  man  can  tell.  It  appears  to  mo 
that  in  the  report  of  the  committee  the  principles  of  republican  govern- 
ment have  been  departed  from.  Now,  for  instance,  suppose  the  majority 
of  the  members  of  the  Legislature  to  be  Republican,  or  a  majority  Demo- 
cratic, it  is  to  be  supposed  at  once  that  the  body  has  full  power,  and 
would  exercise  that  power,  to  elect  a  man  of  the  political  sentiment 
which  the  majority  thought  right.  And  in  this  way  a  Republican 
county  or  Senatorial  district  mi^nt  be  deprived  of  its  choice  of  a  man  of 
the  political  sentiment  which  it  approved.  Now  that  would  certainly 
be  improper.  It  is  certainly  an  aggression  upon  American  liberty,  and 
ought  not  to  be  tolerated.     We  should  look  at  this  thing  as  it  is.    As  to 
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a  few  dollars  and  cents  coming  into  consideration,  it  ought  not  to  be 
mentioned.  What  if  it  doeacost  a  few  dollars,  the  people  will  elect  their 
own  men  to  represent  their  wishes,  wants,  and  sentiments.  I  say  this 
section  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  republican  government.  With  due 
respect  to  the  committee,  it  is  contrary  to  everything  we  have  been 
taught  to  believe  is  right.  It  is  wrong  to  deprive  the  people  of  a  repre- 
sentation, and  it  is  wrong  to  force  a  man  upon  them  that  they  do  not 
want.    I  hope  the  substitute  will  be  adopted. 

BEUARKS   OF   MR.   IICCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  must  concede  that  the  argument 
is  a  very  plausible  one,  and  if  the  proposition  was  to  make  a  serious 
innovation  from  the  general  rule  of  electing  legislative  officers,  I  would 
myself  oppose  the  report  of  the  committee.     I  am  of  the  same  view  with 
regard  to  any  radical  innovation.    But  when  this  section  is  carefully 
read,  gentlemen  will  see  that  it  is  the  only  remedy  for  a  great  evil  which 
the  committee  propose  to  cure.    It  is  not  a  simple  question  of  economy, 
though  that  is  very  serious.    In  our  county  a  vacancy  occurred  at  the 
last  session,  which  was  filled  near  the  end  of  the  session,  at  a  cost, 
I  believe,  of  between  two  and  three  thousand  dollars.     In  the  County 
of  Santa  Clara  two  vacancies  occurred.     I   believe  I  am  authorized 
in  saying  that  those  who  have   had   experience  in  that  way  have 
had  enough  of  it.    I  prefer  this  course,  outside  of  the  mere  considera- 
tion of  dollars  and  cents.      It  is  economy  of  time.      Now,  remem- 
l>er,  we  have  provided  for  a  sixty  days'  session  of  the  Legislature. 
These  vacancies  have  to  be  filled  by  the  Legislature  only  during  the 
session,  and  at  the  next  general  election  the  vacancy  will  be  filled  by 
the  people.    The  law  requires  thirty  days'  notice  for  an  election.    The 
Legislature  is  not  in  session  but  sixty  days.    You  give  thirty  days' 
notice,  after  a  reasonable  time,  and  the  meinbers  elected  will  have  but  a 
few  days  of  that  session  to  serve,  in  an^  case.    As  the  law  now  stands 
it  is  imperative  that  the  Governor  shall  issue  a  writ  for  a  special  election. 
That  is  the  amendment  oficred,  and  that  is  the  present  Constitution.    In 
those  cases  where  the  vacancy  occurs  towards  the  end  of  the  session,  it 
is  a  serious  question  whether  the  Governor  shall  obey  the  mandates  of 
the  Constitution  or  not.    Sometimes  he  would  not  do  it,  and  if  he  docs 
not  choose  to  take  that  responsibility,  and  disregard  the  Constitution,  he 
puts  the  people  of  the  county,  or  of  the  district,  to  a  very  heavy  expense, 
without  any  real  benefit  being  realized  from  his  action,  because  the 
member  hardly  gets  here  before  the  term  expires.    Why,  sir,  this  idea 
was  illustrated  by  the  election  in  this  Convention.    There  was  a  neces- 
sity, if  the  people  were  to  be  represented  at  all,  that  they  ought  to  be 
represented  at  once.    We  have  nlled  those  vacancies,  and  I  cannot  see 
wny  the  intimation  should  be  thrown  out  here  that  we  have  not  acted 
wisely  and  well.     I  have  never  heard  any  complaints.     I  know  the 
Convention  has  acted  intelligently  in  this  matter,  with  a  desire  to  do 
what  is  right.    In  our  county,  these  special  elections,  the  people  won't 
attend  them,  and  you  do  not  in  fact  ^et  an  expression  of  the  popular 
will.    The  opposition  to  this  section  is  based,  in  the  main,  upon  the 
theory  that  ir  they  are  to  be  appointed  by  the  Senate  or  Assembly  there 
might  be  a  person  of  different  politics  chosen  from  that  which  prevails 
in  the  county  or  district.    Perhaps  even  that  would  not  apply,  m  view 
of  the  fact  that  there  is  always  such  a  small  vote.    But  that  is  a  mere 
partisan  view,  unworthy  the  consideration  of  this  Convention.    As  to 
the  idea  of  its  being  unrepublican,  from  the  very  necessities  of  the  case 
we  have  to  have  officers  appointed,  and  there  are  cases  in  which  our 
Constitution  requires  them  to  be  appointed.     If  a  vacancy  occurs  in  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State,  State  Treasurer,  or  any  of  those  offices, 
what  is  done?    It  is  republican  to  elect  in  all  these  cases,  but  the  Gov- 
ernor appoints  for  the  time  being.    That  is  all  there  is  in  this  proposi- 
tion.    It  is  only  for  the  time  being.    When  we  consider  that  the  session 
will  only  be  sixty  days,  you  will  readily  see  that  very  often  a  district 
will  have  to  go  unrepresented.     It  will  save  a  heavy  expense  in  every 
case,  and  I  consider  it  oueht  to  stand. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  substitute. 

Division  being  called  for,  it  was  adopted  by  a  vote^of  65  ayes  to  38 
noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  the  next  section. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  13.  The  doors  of  each  house  shall  be  open,  except  on  such 
occasions  as  in  the  opinion  of  the  house  may  require  secrecy. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  is  no  amendment,  the  Secretary  will 
read  the  next  section. 

The  secretary  read  : 

Sec.  14.  Neither  house  shall,  without  the  consent  of  the  other, 
adjourn  for  more  than  three  days,  nor  to  any  other  place  than  that  in 
which  they  may  be  sitting. 

Mr.  LARUE.    I  move  to  amend  as  follows : 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Amend  by  adding:  'Nor  shall  the  members  of  either  house  draw 
pay  for  any  recess  or  adjournment  for  a  longer  time  than  three  days,' " 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Adopted. 

Mb.  AYERS.  I  move  to  amend  by  adding,  after  the  word  "sitting," 
the  following:  " unless  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  each  house." 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  AYERS.  There  may  be  floods  or  other  calamities  in  this  State, 
which  might  make  it  necessary  for  the  Legislature  to  adjourn  to  some 
other  place. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  fifteen. 


third  reading  of  bills. 

The  SECRETARY  read  section  fifteen,  as  follows: 
Sec.  15.    No  law  shall   be  passed  except  by  bill. 
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originate  with  either  house,  but  may  be  amended  or  rejected  by  the 
other,  and  on  the  final  passage  of  all  bills  they  shall  be  read  at  length, 
and  the  vote  shall  be  by  ayes  and  noes  separately,  and  shall  be  entere<i 
on  the  Journal ;  and  no  bill  shall  become  a  law  without  the  concurrence 
of  a  majority  of  the  members  elected  to  each  house. 

Mr.  CONDON.    I  move  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Insert  after  the  word  'bill,'  and  before  the  word  'any,'  in  the  first 
line,  the  following:  'No  bill  shall  become  a  law  until  it  has  been  read 
three  different  days  of  the  session,  in  the  house  in  which  it  originates.'  " 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  propose  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

'*Amend  by  inserting  after  the  word  '  bill,'  in  the  firstline,  the  follow- 
ing: 'Nor  shall  any  bill  be  put  upon  its  final  passage  until  the  same, 
with  the  amendments  thereto,  shall  have  been  print€3  for  the  use  of  the 
members ;  nor  shall  any  bill  become  a  law  unless  the  same  be  read  on 
three  several  days  in  each  house,  unless,  in  case  of  urgency,  two  thinls 
of  the  house  where  such  bill  may  be  pending,  shall,  by  a  vote  of  ayes 
and  noes,  deem  it  expedient  to  dispense  with  this  rule.' " 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   REYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.'  Chairman :  This  amendment  commends  itself 
to  the  consideration  of  the  committee,  without  any  remarks  or  waste  of 
time  in  discussion.  It  simply  provides,  in  addition  to  the  provisions  of 
section  fifteen  as  reported,  that  the  bill  and  the  amendments,  if  any, 
shall  be  printed  before  the  bill,  with  the  amendments,  shall  be  pul  upon 
its  final  passage.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  provision  of  this  kind  needs  no 
comment;  need  not  be  ur^ed  upon  the  attention  of  this  committee.  We 
have  had  sufficient  experience  here,  in  this  Convention,  and  in  early 
legislative  experience,  to  prove,  I  think,  to  every  man,  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  a  member  to  understand  what  he  is  voting  for,  or  what  the 
provisions  of  a  bill  are,  by  hearing  them  read  at  the  desk.  I  undertake 
to  say  that  of  the  legislation  which  goes  through  under  a  suspension  of  the 
rules,  simply  by  being  read  at  the  desk,  not  one  quarter  of  the  members 
know  what  they  are  voting  for,  and  the  object  of  the  provisions  of  the 
amendment  is  that  the  bill  shall  be  read,  or,  what  is  the  same  thing, 
considered  on  three  several  days,  before  being  put  upon  its  final  passage; 
the  object  of  that  is  apparent;  it  is  to  prevent  hasty  legislation,  unless  in 
case  of  urgency,  when  the  rules  may  be  suspended  by  a  two-thirds  vote. 
I  think  they  are  both  wise  provisions,  both  tending  to  guard  legislation. 
These  are  the  only  two  provisions  intended  by  this  amendment.  They 
are  both  wise.  They  are  not  intended  to,  nor  will  they  hamper  legis- 
lation, but  to  compel  it  to  be  done  decently  and  in  order,  after  the 
legislation  has  been  well  considered. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Why,  sir,  if  they  put  that  provision  in  the  Con- 
stitution, it  might  be  construed  that  the  bill  cannot  be  read  by  title. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  The  section  says  that  "  on  the  final  passage  of  all 
bills  they  shall  be  read  at  length."  That  part  of  the  section,  construed 
with  the  amendment,  will  not  be  understood  as  meaning  that  the  bill 
shall  be  read  at  length  on  the  second  and  first  readings,  but  considered 
on  three  several  days  before  passage. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    HALE. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  neither  of  these  amendments 
will  prevail.  I  make  this  statement  in  behalf  of  a  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Legislative  Department,  and  I  wish  to  say  this  in  addition : 
that  the  very  able  and  faithful  Chairman  of  the  committee  is  necessarily 
absent  during  this  day  and  to-morrow.  I  ask  all  the  members  of  this 
committee  to  carefully  consider  the  terms  of  this  fifteenth  article,  or  sec- 
tion, as  it  was  framea  by  a -majority  of  the  entire  committee,  though  not 
by  the  unanimous  voice  of  the  committee,  yet  with  the  concurrence  of  a 
large  number  of  its  members.  As  to  all  the  details  about  printing,  and 
the  procedures  to  be  had  under  it,  we  thought  that  might  safely  be  left 
to  tne  discretion  of  the  Legislative  Department.  The  thing  which  we 
aimed  to  accomplish  was  to  require  that  upon  the  final  passage  of  a  bill 
in  either  house  of  the  Legislature,  it  should  be  read  at  length,  considered 
at  length,  and  when  adopted,  done  so  by  a  majority  of  all  the  members 
of  eacn  house.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  that  guarantee — in  its  results — 
we  have  guarded,  as  fully  and  safely  as  it  is  possible  to  do  by  a  constitu- 
tional provision,  against  hasty  legislation,  and  I  hope,  in  behalf  of  the 
members  of  this  committee,  that  you  will  scan  this  section  very  closely ; 
and  I  think  you  will  be  satisfied  that  the  evils  of  hasty  legislation  are 
sufficiently  guarded  against  by  the  provisions  of  that  section.  Now,  I 
trust  these  amendments  will  be  voted  down  and  the  section  adopted. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   JOHNSON. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Francisco  will  prevail.  Iiooking  over  the  Constitution 
of  Pennsylvania  I  find  the  same  provision.  Section  two,  of  article  three, 
of  that  Constitution,  reads  as  follows: 

"  Sbo.  2.  No  bill  shall  be  considered  unless  referred  to  a  committee, 
returned  therefrom,  and  printed  for  the  use  of  the  members." 

Section  four  of  that  article  reads  as  follows : 

'*  Sec.  4.  E^ry  bill  shall  be  read  at  length  on  three  different  days  in 
each  house ;  all  amendments  made  thereto  shall  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  members,  before  the  final  vote  is  taken  on  the  bill,  and  no  bill 
shall  become  a  law  unless  on  its  final  passage  the  vote  be  taken  by  yeas 
and  nays,  the  names  of  the  persons  voting  for  and  against  the  same  be 
entered  on  the  Journal,  and  a  majority  of  the  meinbers  elected  to  each 
house  be  recorded  thereon  as  voting  in  it«  favor." 

Now,  I  understand  the  purport  of  this  amendment  to  be  to  guard 
against  hasty  legislation.  Bills  and  the  amendments  are  to  be  printed 
before  the  bills  are  put  upon  their  final  passage.  That  acquaints  every 
member  with  what  is  before  the  house,  just  as  we  have  been  acquainted 
with  the  substance  of  these  various  propositions,  and  of  which  we  can 
have  no  knowledge,  and  we  could  not  have  been  made  acquainted  with 
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their  contents  without  having  thera  printed.  That  is  one  proposition. 
And  the  next  is  that  they  shall  be  read  three  different  days,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  also  should  commend  itself  to  our  approval,  so  that  a  bill 
shall  not  be  hurried  through.  I  say  it  is  a  good  provision.  It  is  a  guard 
against  improvident  legislation,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Does  the  Pennsylvania  Constitution  contain  this 
limitation  that  no  bill  shall  become  a  law  without  the  concurrence  of  a 
majority  of  the  members  elected  to  each  house? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Yes,  sir,  it  does. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.     I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  gentleman  is  out  of 
his  seat. 

Thb  chairman.  He  has  a  right  to  address  the  house  there  by  per- 
mission of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  SCHELL.     It  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chair. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   ANDREWS. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  the  way  of  an  apology,  I  will 
say  that  I  might  as  well  almost  have  no  seat  in  this  Convention  or  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole.  I  am  satisfied  I  am  not  trespassing  upon  the 
gentleman,  Mr.  Tinnin,  as  he  is  not  occupying  his  seat  to-day.  He  is 
absent  on  account  of  sickness.  As  I  was  going  to  say,  I  don't  know  but 
the  amendment  would  be  Uncertain  in  its  effect — as  to  whether  that  two- 
ihirds  rule — as  to  what  that  rule  would  apply  to — to  the  whole  section, 
or  only  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco. 
I  thiuK,  sir,  that  the  guards  thrown  around  legislation  by  this  section,  as 
reported,  are  amply  sufficient.  Here  is  a  guard  that  does  not  exist  now : 
'*0n  the  final  passage  of  all  bills  they  shall  be  read  at  length."  That  is 
a  guard  that  does  not  exist  now.  ''And  the  vote  shall  be  by  ayes  and 
noes  upon  each  separate  bill."  That  is  a  guard  that  is  not  in  the  present 
Constitution.  This  is  the  most  important  guard,  and  I  do  not  believe  it 
is  one  that  exists  in  the  Pennsylvania  Constitution — certainly  not  as 
cited  by  the  gentleman.  ''No  bill  shall  become  a  law  without  the  con- 
curhence  of  a  majority  of  all  the  members  elected  to  each  house."  That 
is  a  guard,  and  a  very  important  one.  Now,  sir,  there  frequently  arise 
emergencies,  in  which  it  is  necessarv  that  immediate  action  should  be 
had  in  the  way  of  legislation.  I  thfuk  it  is  sufficiently  guarded,  and  if 
we  make  it  more  so,  we  may  prevent  legislation  very  otlen;  and  what 
they  do  would  amount  to  naugnt,  for  the  reason  that  there  would  not  be 
time  to  effect  it. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Isn't  printing— the  gentleman  has  had  a  good  deal 
of  experience — isn't  that  usually  provided  for  by  the  rules  of  the 
house? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Yes,  sir;  generally,  in  legislative  bodies  in  which 
I  have  served,  there  is  a  standing  rule  that  all  bills  of  a  general  nature 
shall  be  printed.  That  has  been  the  rule  in  every  legislative  body  in 
which  I  liave  served,  that  all  bills  of  a  general  nature  shall  be  printed. 
As  I  understand,  it  is  the  intention  now  that  our  legislation  shall  all  be 
of  a  general  nature  hereafter.  I  am  in  hopes  that  the  section  as  reported 
by  the  committee  will  stand,  and  not  be  amended. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  will  read  sections  four  and  five  of  the  Constitution 
of  Pennsylvania: 

"Sbc  4.  Every  bill  shall  be  read  at  length  on  three  different  days 
in  each  house ;  all  amendments  made  thereto  shall  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  members  before  the  final  vote  is  taken  on  the  bill,  and  no  bill 
shall  become  a  law  unless  on  its  final  passage  the  vote  be  taken  by  ayes 
and  noes,  the  names  of  the  persons  voting  lor  and  against  the  same  be 
entered  on  the  Journal,  and  a  majority  of  the  members  elected  to  each 
house  be  recorded  thereon  as  voting  in  its  favor. 

"  Sec.  5.  No  amendments  to  bills  by  one  house  shall  be  concurred 
in  by  the  other,  except  by  the  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  members  elected 
thereto,  taken  by  ayes  and  noes,  and  the  names  of  those  voting  for  and 
against  recorded  upon  the  Journal  thereof,"  etc. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  That  may  be,  but  it  is  for  us  to  judge  what  this 
State  requires.  I  think  the  section  as  reported  by  the  committee  is 
sufficientlv  guarded,  and  as  we  have  rejected  the  example  of  Pennsyl- 
vania to-day  ujKm  one  occasion,  I  don't  know  why  we  snould  not  reject 
it  again. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   HAOKR. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  won't  detain  this  Convention  long. 
This  section  fifteen  as  reported  is  the  least  guarded  of  any  I  can  find  in 
any  Constitution.  It  dispenses  with  the  reading  of  bills  on  three  sev- 
eral days.  That  is  ordinarily  a  matter  of  safety.  If  the  Constitution 
requires  that  a  bill  shall  be  read  on  three  different  days,  any  person  can 
get  up  and  object  to  its  being  read  more  than  once  on  that  day.  It  dis- 
penses with  the  reading,  except  on  one  day ;  dispenses  with  the  print- 
mg,  and  I  consider  it  less  guarded  than  the  existing  provisions  of  our 
Constitution.  The  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania  has  been  adverted  to, 
and  as  it  is  among  the  late  Constitutions,  it  is  taken  as  a  guide 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Our  present  Constitution 

Mr.  HAGER.  This  requires  that  "no  law  shall  be  passed  except  by 
bill.  Any  bill  may  originate  in  either  house,  but  may  be  amended  or 
rejected  by  the  other,  and  on  the  final  passage  of  all  bills  they  shall  be 
read  at  length,  and  the  vote  shall  be  by  yeas  and  nays  upon  each  bill 
separately,  and  shall  be  enterecT  on  the  Journal;  and  no  bill  shall 
become  a  law  without  the  concurrence  of  a  majority  of  the  members 
elected  to  each  house."  A  bill  mav  be  introducea  in  the  house  without 
referring  to  a  committee,  and  voted  upon  immediately,  and  all  be  done 
in  the  course  of  fifteen  minutes,  and,  perhaps,  one  half  of  the  members 
know  nothing  about  it.  There  is  no  safety  in  that,  unless  the  laws  of 
the  Assembly  should  prevent  it;  then,  of  course,  it  would  require  the 
suspension  of  the  rules. 

Now,  as  I  said,  in  this  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania,  they  require  that 
all  bills  shall  be  printed;  that  all  amendments  shall  be  printed  and 
engrossed,  and  when  the  final  vote  is  taken  it  shall  be  recorded  with  the 


ayes  and  noes,  entered  upon  the  Journal,  and  that  the  bill  shall  be  read 
on  three  several  days.    Take  the  Constitution  of  Missouri: 

"  Bills  may  originate  in  either  house,  and  may  be  amended  or  rejected 
by  the  other;  and  every  bill  shall  be  read  on  three  different  days  in 
each  house." 

"  No  bill  shall  be  considered  for  final  passage  unless  the  same  has  been 
reported  upon  by  a  committee,  and  printed  for  the  use  of  the  members." 

Every  bill  shall  be  reported  by  a  committee. 

"  No  bill  (except  general  appropriation  bills,  which  may  embrace  the 
various  subjects  and  accounts  for  and  on  account  of  which  moneys  are 
appropriated,  and  except  bills  passed  under  the  third  subdivision  of 
section  forty-four  of  this  article)  shall  contain  more  than  one  subject^ 
which  shall  be  clearly  expressed  in  its  title." 

"All  amendments  adopted  by  either  house  to  a  bill  pending  and 
originating  in  the  same,  snail  be  incorporated  with  the  bill  by  engroas- 
ment,  and  the  bill,  as  thus  engrossed,  shall  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
members,  before  its  fiual  passage,"  etc. 

"No  bill  shall  become  a  law  unless  on  its  final  passage  the  vote  be 
taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  the  names  of  the  members  voting  for  and 
against  the  same  be  entered  on  the  Journal,  and  a  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers elected  to  each  house  be  recorded  thereon  as  voting  in  its  favor." 

Now,  these  are  new  provisions,  which  is  a  precaution  against  hasW 
and  ill-considered  legislation.  I  have  known  very  imporStnt  amend- 
ments to  be  put  in  bills  passed,  in  the  enrollment  of  tnem,  and  when 
we  came  to  read  the  law  we  found  the  substance  in  many  respects 
changed  from  what  they  were  when  they  were  passed  by  the  Legisla- 
ture. I  know  whereof  I  speak,  because  I  have  Known  these  things  to 
take  place  myself.  There  may  be  fifty  i>ills  in  the  Enrolling  Committee's 
hands  at  one  time  at  the  last  end  of  the  session,  when  it  is  almost 
impossible  to  accomplish  the  work.  They  have  to  employ  men  from 
the  outside  to  assist— — 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question.  Do  jou 
not  know,  in  your  legislative  experiences,  cases  that  required  immediate 
action  by  the  Legislature? 

Mr.  HAGER.  Sometimes,  I  believe,  I  have  known  that  to  occur, 
where  bills  have  passed  in  emergencies;  where  it  was  said  that  it  was 
important  that  it  be  done  at  once.  I  have  known  such  instances.  But 
in  looking  over  these  provisions  I  see  some  that  I  think  it  would  be  well 
for  us  to  adopt  in  this  State.  I  do  not  know  of  any  State  where  they  do 
not  rec^uire  that  a  bill  shall  be  read  on  three  different  days.  I  thought 
it  was  in  our  Constitution,  but  it  seems  it  was  only  a  rule  of  the  House 
and  Senate.  I  know  they  were  required  to  be  read  by  the  rule,  and  I 
presumed  it  was  in  the  Constitution.  I  should  like  to  have  incorporated 
nere  an  amendment  requiring  all  bills  to  be  referred  to  a  committee,  and 
to  be  printed  before  they  shall  be  finally  passed.  Others  go  to  the  extent 
that  all  amendments  shall  be  printed,  and  that  may  be  a  precaution  well 
enough  to  observe.  In  Missouri  and  Pennsylvania  they  require  that  ail 
amendments  shall  be  printed,  and  engrossed  before  the  house  takes 
action,  or  either  branch.  I  hope  the  amendments  will  prevail  requiring 
a  bill  to  be  read  on  three  different  days,  re<^uiring  it  to  be  referred  to  a 
committee,  and  requiring  it  to  be  printed,  in  order  that  the  house  may 
know  what  they  are  acting  upon,  in  order  to  prevent  this  hasty  legisla- 
tion that  has  from  time  to  time  crept  in,  in  the  course  of  our  legislative 
experience  in  this  State. 

REMARKS  or   MR.   BI0O8. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman :  Consistency  is  a  jewel.  In  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty-nine-seventy,  the  first  day  of  the  session,  a  bill  was 
introduced  here,  and  my  friend  from  San  Francisco,  Judge  Hager,  came 
from  San  Francisco,  and  urged  the  great  necessitv  of  passing  that  law, 
and  it  passed  immediately.  My  worthy  friend.  Judge  Hager,  done 
that,  and  I  appeal  to  him  now  if  it  is  not  customarv  for  the  legislature 
and  parliamentary  bodies  to  have  their  rules  so  that  all  bills  shall  be 
read  and  printed;  and  I  ask  him  if  that  is  not  the  best  guarded  clause 
in  the  United  States.  That  old  Constitution  of  Missouri,  where  it 
required  a  majority  of  all  the  members  of  each  house — isn't  that  a  safe- 
guard? Then  the  ayes  and  noes  has  to  be  called.  Does  the  gentleman 
now  propose  that  every  bill  shall  be  read,  section  by  section,  three  days? 
He  has  been  a  legislator,  and  knows  parliamentary  rules.  It  is  first 
read  by  title,  and  before  it  is  finally  passed  it  is  read  section  by  section, 
and  it  is  unnecessary  to  tell  the  Legislature,  when  they  have  the  power 
to  establish  their  own  rules  governing  the  sessions  of  the  Legislature, 
that  all  bills  shall  be  referred  to  committees,  that  all  bills  shall  be 
printed,  and  all  amendments  printed.  More  than  that.  We  want  to 
nave  every  vote  recorded.  I  want  my  friend.  Judge  Hager,  to  be  con- 
sistent. When  he  came  here,  he  came  here  and  almost  mduced  me,  to 
get  me  to  vote  for  an  unconstitutional  bill.  He  recollects  it.  He  came 
ere  with  tears  in  his  eyes  and  begged  me  to  vote  for  the  lottery  bill. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Allow  me  to  make  an  observation.  He  says  the  bill 
was  an  unconstitutional  bill.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  a  constitutional 
bill,  so  held  by  the  Courts  of  this  State,  and  the  debates  of  the  Conven- 
tion that  passed  the  Constitution  will  show  that  the  clause  against  lot- 
teries was  a  lottery  maintained  by  the  State,  and  not  private  lotteries. 

Mr.  biggs.  My  friend  is  a  great  lawyer,  and  he  can  make  black 
while  and  white  black ;  but  I  tell  him  the  Constitution  of  California  says 
there  shall  be  no  lotteries.     I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  pass. 

Mr.  hager.  Now,  in  regard  to  that  lottery  bill,  the  committee  that 
were  interested  in  the  library — and  I  believe  it  would  have  gone  under — 
came  up  with  a  bill  for  a  gift  enterprise — not  a  lottery — for  the  purpose 
of  saving  that  institution.  I  introduced  that  bill  for  a  gift  enterprise. 
The  bill  originally  was  drawn  for  the  purpose  of  inaugurating  a  gift 
enterprise  for  the  purpose  of  savin|^  the  library  from  being  sold  for  debt. 
It  didn't  originate  with  me,  but  I  introduced  it. 


Bible  for  it  to  that  extent, 
was  so  declared. 


But  it  was  not 


and  held  myself  respon- 
unteonstitutional  and  never 
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BXMARKS  OP  MB.   BEBR8TKCHEB. 

Mb.  BEKRSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  cannot  understand  the 
objections  made  by  my  friend  from  Shasta,  Mr.  Andrews,  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds.  The 
amendment  desires  merely  to  guard  agaifist  hasty  legislation.  Hasty 
legislation  has  been  the  curse  of  this  State,  and  the  curse  of  several  States 
in  this  Union,  until  they  have  been  obliged  to  guard  against  it.  Now, 
all  that  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Reynolds  contemplates  is  merely  that 
every  proposition  introduced  into  the  Legislature  shall  be  printed.  That 
it  shall  be  read  three  times  before  it  is  put  upon  its  final  passage;  but  in 
case  an  emergency  exists  it  can  be  avoided  by  a  two-thirds  vote.  And  I 
don't  see  any  objections  to  that.  In  fact,  everything  stands  in  favor  of 
it.  It  prevents  hasty  legislation.  It  allows  members  to  have  printed 
copies  put  upon  their  desks,  and  then  they  are  able  to  consider  them 
fully  and  read  them.  A  bill  is  introduced  and  kept  in  the  hands  of  the 
Clerk,  and  he  reads  it,  and  it  is  put  upon  its  passage,  and  no  one  sees  the 
bill  until  it  is  enrolled,  and  oftentimes  an  entirely  different  bill  is 
enrolled  than  the  one  passed.  An  entirely  different  Act  becomes  a  law 
without  the  Assembly  contemplating  it.  This  is  a  guard  put  on  the 
Legislature.  It  prevents  and  guards  against  hasty  legislation.  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  O'BONNELL.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Not  recognized. 

BRMABKS  OP  MB.   BETNOLDS. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  as  though  every  person 
has  spoken  who  wants  to  speak  upon  the  amendment,  and  I  would  like 
to  rerer  the  Committee  of  tne  Whole  to  the  authority  of  more  than  half 
or  about  two  thirds  of  the  States  of  this  Union  that  have  provisions  of 
this  kind  in  their  Constitutions — twenty-one  States  and  several  others 
besides,  but  I  have  twenty-one  States  here  now.  And  I  deem  this  mat- 
ter of  enough  importance  to  refer  you  to  a  few  of  these  authorities.  Ala- 
bama, Kentucky,  and  Texas  provide  that  no  bill  shall  have  the  force  of 
law  until  on  three  several  days  it  shall  have  been  read  in  each  house. 
Arkansas,  every  bill  or  joint  resolution  shall  be  read  three  times  on  dif- 
ferent days  in  each  house,  unless  two  thirds  of  the  house  shall  dispense 
with  that  rule.  That  is  precisely  the  amendment  here.  Now  I  will 
omit  a  few  that  have  the  same  thing,  and  come  down  to  Illinois — "  Every 
bill  shall  be  read  at  large  on  three  several  days."  Now,  I  do  not  ask 
that  in  this  provision.  I  onl^  ask  that  it  shall  be  considered  on  three 
several  days.  But  as  a  substitute  for  reading  the  bill  at  large  on  the 
second  and  first  days,  I  propose  that  it  be  printed.  But  the  Constitu- 
tion of  Illinois  provides  not  only  that  it  be  read  at  large  on  three  several 
days,  but  printed  too.  "  Every  bill  shall  be  read  at  large  on  three  differ- 
ent days  in  each  house,  and  the  bill  and  all  amendments  thereto  shall  be 
printed  before  a  vote  is  taken  on  the  final  fjassage."  And  so  on  down 
the  list  of  twenty -one  States.  "Every  bill  shall  be  fully  and  distinctly 
read  on  three  different  days,  unless  in  case  of  urgency,  three  fourths  of 
the  house  shall  have  d  ispensed  with  the  rule."  Constitutions  of  Nebraska 
and  Ohio.  Now,  I  deem  these  authorities  sufficient  for  us  to  establish 
this  rule.  It  is  to  prevent.hasty  legislation.  It  is  to  prevent  legislation 
that  should  not  be  passed ;  but  in  case  of  urgency,  upon  a  call  of  the 
ayes  and  noes,  the  rule  that  they  shall  be  considered  on  three  different 
days  may  be  suspended. 

THR    PBEVIOUS   QUESTION. 

Mb.  0' don  NELL.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Van  Dyke,  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara,  and  Weller. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is.  Shall  the  mam  question  be  now 
put?  • 

Carried.  « 

The  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Division  was  called,  and  the  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  00 
ayes  to  42  noes. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  CONDON.  I  accept  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Reynolds,  as  it 
embodies  the  same  principle. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mb.  SCHELL.    I  offer  a  further  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out  in  the  first  line  the  following  words :  '  No  law  shall  be 
passed  except  by  bill.'  " 

Mb.  SCHELL.  I  don't  suppose  there  was  ever  a  bill  introduced  into 
the  Legislature  and  became  a  law  except  by  bill.  The  reason  I  move 
to  strike  out  these  words  is,  that  they  are  absolutely  unnecessary  and 
superfluous. 

Mb.  LAINE.  There  is  a  case  of  a  joint  resolution.  One  of  the 
larsest  grants  the  railroad  companies  now  have  was  made  by  joint  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  would  suggest  to  Judge  Schell  that  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Constitution  has  the  same  provision. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  all  that  part  commencing  with  the  word  'and'  in  the 
second  line,  and  ending  with  the  word  'Journal '  in  the  fourth  line, and 
then  insert  a  new  section,  to  be  numbered  section  sixteen.  'Every 
biU'" 

Trr  CHAIRMAN.    That  is  not  an  amendment  to  section  fifteen. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  only  difference  betweefl  mine  and  Mr.  Rey- 
nold's is,  that  I  leave  part  of  the  original  section  stand,  and  introduce 
an  additional  one.    The  additional  section  makes  the  matter  more  full. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  sixteen. 


▲PPBOVINO  BILLS. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  16.  Every  bill  which  may  have  passed  the  Legislature  shall, 
before  it  becomes  a  law,  be  presented  to  the  Governor.  If  he  approve  it 
he  shall  sign  it;  but  if  not  he  shall  return  it  with  his  objections,  to  the 
house  in  which  it  originated,  which  shall  enter  the  same  upon  the  Jour- 
nal and  proceed  to  reconsider  it.  If,  after  such  reconsideration,  it  again 
pass  both  houses,  by  ayes  and  noes,  by  a  majority  of  two  thirds  of  the 
members  of  each  house,  it  shall  become  a  law,  notwithstanding  the  Gov- 
ernor's objection.  If  any  bill  shall  not  be  returned  within  ten  days 
after  it  shall  have  been  presented  to  him  (Sundays  excepted),  the  same 
shall  become  a  law  in  like  manner  as  if  he  had  signed  it,  unless  the  Leg- 
islature, by  adjournment,  prevents  such  return,  in  which  case  it  shall 
not  become  a  law  unless  the  Governor,  within  ten  days  after  such 
adjournment  (Sundays  excepted),  shall  sign  and  deposit  the  same  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  which  case  it  shall  become  a  law  in 
like  manner  as  if  it  had  been  signed  by  him  before  adjournment  If 
any  bill  presented  to  the  Governor  contains  several  items  of  appropria- 
tion of  money,  he  may  object  to  one  or  more  items,  while  approving 
other  portions  of  the  bill.  In  such  case  he  shall  append  to  the  bill,  at 
the  time  of  signing  it,  a  statement  of  the  items  to  wnich  he  objects,  and 
the  reasons  therefor,  and  the  appropriation  so  objected  to  shall  not  take 
effect  unless  passed  over  the  Governor's  veto,  as  hereinbefore  provided. 
If  the  Legislature  be  in  session,  the  Governor  shall  transmit  to  the  house 
in  which  the  bill  originated,  a  copy  of  such  statement,  and  the  items  so 
objected  to  shall  be  separately  reconsidered  in  the  same  manner  as  bills 
which  have  been  disapprovea  by  the  Governor. 

Mb.  SHURTLEFF.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out  in  the  sixth  line,  after  the  word  '  nays,'  the  words  '  a 
majority  of,'  and  insert  after  the  word  '  house '  the  words  'voting  there- 
for,' so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

"Sec.  16.  Every  bill  which  may  have  passed  the  Legislature  shall, 
before  it  becomes  a  law,  be  presented  to  the  Governor.  If  he  approve  it, 
he  shall  sign  it;  but  if  not,  he  shall  return  it,  with  his  objections,  to  the 
house  in  which  it  originated,  which  shall  enter  the  same  upon  the 
Journal  and  proceed  to  reconsider  it.  If,  after  such  reconsideration,  it 
again  pass  both  houses,  by  yeas  and  nays,  by  two  thirds  of  the  members 
of  each  house  voting  therefor,  it  shall  become  a  law,  notwithstanding 
the  Governor's  objection.  If  any  bill  shall  not  be  returned  within  ten 
days  after  it  shall  have  been  presented  to  him  (Sundays  excepted),  the 
same  shall  become  a  law  in  like  manner  as  if  he  had  siened  it,  unless 
the  Legislature,  by  adjournment,  prevents  such  return ;  in  which  case, 
it  shall  not  become  a  law,  unless  the  Governor,  within  ten  days  after 
such  adjournment  (Sundays  excepted),  shall  sign  and  deposit  the  same 
in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  which  case  it  snail  become  a 
law  in  like  manner  as  if  it  had  been  signed  by  him  before  adjournment. 
If  any  bill  presented  to  the  Governor  contains  several  items  of  appro- 
priation of  money,  he  may  object  to  one  or  more  items,  while  approving 
other  portions  of  the  bill.  In  such  case  he  shall  append  to  the  bill,  at 
the  time  of  signing  it,  a  statement  of  the  items  to  which  he  objects,3and 
the  reasons  therefor,  and  the  appropriation  so  objected  to  shall  not  take 
effect  unless  passed  over  the  Governor's  veto,  as  hereinbefore  provided. 
If  the  Legislature  be  in  session,  the  Grovemor  shall  transmit  to  the 
house  in  which  the  bill  originated  a  copy  of  such  statement,  and  the 
items  so  objected  to  shall  be  separately  reconsidered  in  the  same  manner 
as  bills  which  have  been  disapproved  by  the  Governor."  • 

Mb.  SHURTLEFF.  The  object  of  the  amendment  is  to  correct  the 
phraseology.    As  it  reads,  it  does  not  appear  very  creditable. 

Mb.  hale.  As  I  understand  the  effect  of  it,  it  is  to  not  allow  a  bill 
to  be  passed  over  the  Governor's  veto  by  less  than  two  thirds  of  the 
members  of  each  house. 

BEMABKS  OP  MB.  BEEBSTECHEB. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  the  amend- 
ment proposed  entirely  changes  the  section  as  it  now  stands.  It  says,  by 
a  majority  of  two  thirds  of  the  members  of  each  house.  Thai  means  two 
thirds  elected  to  each  house.  Not  merely  two  thirds  of  the  members 
votinz.  But  by  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Napa,  exactly 
half  the  members  elected  to  each  house  could  walk  out  of  the  room,  and 
allow  the  other  half  to  vote,  and  two  thirds  of  those  remaining  would 
have  a  right  to  carry  the  bill  over  the  veto.  I  do  not  believe  we  desire 
to  do  any  such  thing  as  that.  We  desire  to  have  two  thirds  of  all  the 
members  elected,  and  if  you  change  the  phraseology  in  this  way  you 
will  entirely  change  the  meaning  of  the  section. 

BEMABKS  OP   MB.  WEST. 

Mb.  west.  Mr.  Chainnan:  The  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco  are  correct  Now,  there  is  no  gentleman  who  has  had  any 
experience  in  a  legislative  body  but  knows  that  a  very  important  bill 
may  be  passed  when  there  is  a  bare  quorum  present.  And  by  the  same 
rule  a  bare  quorum  could  pass  a  bill  over  the  Governor's  veto.  I  think 
if  members  will  look  at  this  matter  the^  will  see  the  necessity  of  a  pro- 
vision that  will  require  a  two-thirds  majority  of  all  the  members  in  order 
to  pass  a  bill  over  the  Governor's  veto. 

Mb.  van  dyke.  It  does  not  change  that  at  all.  The  members  of 
each  house  never  has  been  understood  as  all  the  members  elected  to  eacJi 
house,  and  the  object*  of  the  amendment  proposed  is  to  remove  the 
ambiguity. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  this  fact,  that  if  this 
phraseology  is  wrong,  we  have  been  working  under  it  for  twenty-eight 
years  in  California,  lor  it  is  precisely  the  same  as  in  the  old  Constitution, 
which  reads:  "If,  after  such  reconsideration,  it  again  pass  both  houses 
by  a  majority  of  two  thirds  of  the  members  of  each  house  present,"  etc 
The  committee  thought  it  was  better  to  leave  out  the  word  "  present,"  so 
as  to  require  a  two-thirds  vote  of  all  the  members  elected  to  each  house. 
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Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  will  say  that  this  aiDendment  is  clearly  in 
accord  with  the  intention  of  the  committee,  because  they  struck  out 
of  the  old  Constitution  the  word  "  present."  That  word  was  left  out 
purposely  and  intentionally. 

Ms.  ED6ERT0N.  Then  I  will  say  that  they  didn't  more  than  half 
do  their  work.  If  they  meant  it,  why  didft't  they  say  so  in  plain 
EnfflishT 

Ma.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  precisely  what  this  amendment  is  attempt- 
ing to  say. 

Ms.  WILSON.  It  would  only  require  twenty-seven  to  constitute 
two  thirds  of  the  Senate. 

Ma.  McCALLUM.  I  wish  to  corroborate  the  statement  that  when 
we  said  two  thirds  of  the  members  of  each  house  we  meant  two  thirds  of 
the  members  elected  to  each  house,  and  not  two  thirds  of  those  who 
happened  to  be  present  But  there  is  ambiguity  there,  and  it  is  becom- 
ing worse  confounded.  I  undertake  to  say  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  that  it  shall  be  two  thirds  of  the  members 
elected  to  each  house.  Now,  if  that  is  the  judgment  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  then  we  ought  to  adopt  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Revnolds. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  stated  here  before  that  I  was 
opposed  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Reynolds.  I  have  changed 
my  mind.  I  was  of  the  opmion  that  it  ou^ht  to  be  two  thirds  of  the 
members  present,  but  upon  reflection,  I  think  it  better  to  adhere  to  the 
rules  adopted  by  most  of  the  recent  Constitutions.  I  find  such  a  provi- 
sion in  the  Constitutions  of  Missouri  and  Pennsylvania.  They  require  a 
two-thirds  vote  of  all  the  members  elected  to  each  house,  upon  which 
the  ayes  and  noes  shall  be  recorded.  Upon  reflection,  I  am  inclined  to 
support  the  an^endment. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Adopted. 

Mr.  freeman.    I  move  that  the  committee  now  rise. 

Ayes,  57 ;  noes,  57.  The  Chair  voted  in  the  negative,  and  the  motion 
was  lost. 

Thb  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  seventeen. 

TBI  FOWKB  OF  IMPBACHMRIIT. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

Skc.  17.  The  Assembly  shall  have  the  sole  power  of  impeachment, 
and  all  impeachments  shall  be  tried  by  the  Senate.  When  sitting  for 
that  purpose  the  Senators  shall  be  upon  oath  or  affirmation,  and  no 
person  shall  be  convicted  without  the  concurrence  of  two  thirds  of  the 
members  elected. 

Mr.  AYERS.    I  move  that  the  committee  rise. 

Lost. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

Sbc.  18.  The  Governor,  Lieutenant-Governor,  Secretary  of  State, 
Controller,  Treasurer,  Attorney-General,  Surveyor-General,  Justices  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts,  shall  be  liable 
to  impeachment  for  any  misdemeanor  in  office;^  but  judgment  in  such 
rases  uiall  extend  only  to  removal  from  office  and'disoualincation  to  hold 
any  office  of  honor,  trust,  or  profit  under  the  State;  but  the  party  con- 
victed or  acquitted  shall  nevertheless  be  liable  to  indictment,  trial,  and 
punishment  according  to  law.  All  other  civil  officers  shall  be  tried 
for  misdemeanor  in  office  in  such  manner  as  the  Iiegislature  may 
provide. 

Mr.  AYERS.    I  move  that  the  committee  rise. 

Lost. 

Thb  chairman.  If  there  are  no  amendments,  the  Secretary  will 
read  the  next  section. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

Sbc.  19.  No  Senator  or  member  of  Assembly  shall,  during  the  term 
for  which  he  shall  have  been  elected,  be  appointed  to  any  civil  office  of 
profit  under  this  State,  which  shall  have  been  created,  or  the  emolu- 
ments of  which  shall  have  been  increased,  during  such  term,  except 
such  offices  as  may  be  filled  by  election  by  the  people. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    I  move  that  the  committee  rise. 

Lost 

Mr.  west.  There  are  some  of  these  sections  that  require  amend- 
ment   Section  eighteen  will  require  amendment 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

Skc.  20.  No  person  holding  any  lucrative  office  under  the  United 
States,  or  any  otner  power,  shall  lie  elip^ible  to  any  civil  office  of  profit 
under  this  State;  provided,  that  officers  m  the  militia,  to  which  there  is 
attached  no  annual  salanr,  or  local  officers,  or  Postmasters  whose  com- 

Sensation  does  not  exceed  five  hundred  dollars  per  annum,  shall  not  be 
eeroed  lucrative. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  don't  imderstand'  that  provision,  that  officers  and 
Postmasters  shall  not  be  deemed  lucrative. 

Mr.  white.    I  move  the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  Before  we  pass  to  the  next  section  I 
hope  the  Convention  will  calmly  consider,  lor  there  are  some  of  them 
n  that  need  amending.  Section  eighteen  needs  amending,  as  well  as 
others. 

Thb  secretary  read  section  twenty-one : 

Sbc.  31.  No  person  who  shall  be  convicted  of  the  embezzlement  or 
defalcation  of  the  public  funds  of  this  State,  or  of  any  county  or  muni- 
cipality therein,  shall  ever  be  eligible  to  any  office  of  honor,  trust,  or 
profit  under  this  State,  and  the  Iiegislature  shall  provide,  by  law,  for  the 
punishment  of  such  embezzlement  or  defalcation  as  a  felony. 

Mr.  LARUE.    I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  alter  the  word  'municipality,'  the  words '  or  any  sayings  bank 
or  trust  fund.' 


Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.    I  offer  a  substitute. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"No  public  officer,  nor  any  person  who  is  holding  a  position  of  trust, 
and  as  such  has  been  the  collector  or  receiver  of  puolic  money,  shall  be 
eligible  to  any  office  of  trust  or  profit  in  this  State,  under  the  laws 
thereof,  or  any  municipality  therein,  until  he  shall  have  accounted  for 
or  paid  over  all  public  moneys,  for  which  he  may  be  accountable.  The 
Legislature  shall  provide,  by  law,  for  the  punishment  of  embezzlement 
or  aefalcation  of  public  funds  as  felonies." 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  have  made  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

adjournmbnt. 

Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.    I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  four  o'clock  and  fort^-five  minutes  p.  m.  the  Convention 
adjourned,  until  to-morrow  mommg,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


FRBSBNT. 

Hall, 

Porter, 

Harrison, 
Harvey, 
Heiskell, 
Herold, 

Prouty, 
Pulliam, 
Reddy, 
Reed, 

Herrington, 
Hilbom, 

Reynolds, 
Rhodes, 

HitcHcock, 

Ringgold, 
Rolfe. 

Holmes, 

EIGHTY-FOURTH  DAY. 

Sacrambkto,  Friday,  December  20th,  1878. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes ▲.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 

Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barnes, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Berry, 

Biggs, 

Blackmer, 

Boggs, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Caples, 

Casserly, 

Chapman, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Cowden, 

Cross, 

Davis, 

Dean, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Lindow,  Tuttle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano,         Mansfield,  Vacquerel, 

Dunlap,  Martin,  of  Alameda,      Van  Dyke, 

Edgerton,  McCallum,  Van  Voorhies, 

Evey,  McConnell,  Walker,  of  Marin, 

Farrell,  McCoy,     -  Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Filchcr,  McNutt,  Webster, 

Finney,  Mills,  Weller, 

Freeman,  Moffat,  Wellin, 

Freud,  Moreland,  West, 

Garvey,  Morse,  Wickes, 

Glascock,  Nason,  White, 

Gorman,  Nelson,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Grace,  Neunaber,  Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Graves,  O'Donnell,  Winans, 

Gregg,  Ohleyer,  Wyatt, 

Hager,  Overton,  Mr.  President. 

Hale, 

AB8RNT. 

Boucher,  Jones,  O'Sullivan, 

Campbell,  Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Shafter, 

Crouch,  McComas,  Stuart, 

Eagon,  McFarland,  Swenson, 

Estee,  Miller,  Swing, 

Estey,  Murphy,  Terry, 

Fawcett,  Noel,  Waters. 
UovTATd,  of  Los  Angeles, 

LEAVB  OF  ABSBNCB. 

Leave  of  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  Messrs.  Howard,  of  Los 
Angeles,  and  Terry. 

Two  days'  leave  of  absence  were  granted  Messrs.  Estee  and  Swenson. 

Six  days'  leave  of  absence  were  granted  Messrs.  Stuart  and  Martin, 
of  Santa  Cruz. 


Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Schell, 

Huestis,  Schomp, 

Hughey,  Shoemaker, 

Hunter,  Shurtleff, 

Inman,  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Johnson,  Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Joyce,  Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Kelley,  Soule, 

Kenny,  Stedman, 

Keyes,  Steele, 

Kleine,  Stevenson, 

Laine,  Sweasey, 

Lampson,  Thompson, 

Larkm,  Tinnin, 

Larue,  Townsend, 

Lavigne,  Tully, 

Lewis,  Turner, 


782 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


EridaV, 


Mr.  Jones  was  granted  indefinite  leave  of  absence,  on  account  of  sick- 
ness. 

THE  JOURNAL. 

Mr.  GORMAN.    Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal be  dispensed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

REPORT. 

Mr.  AYERS.    Mr.  President:  I  have  a  report  to  make  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Harbors,  Tide-watei^,  and  Navigable  Streams. 
Thk  secretary  read : 

Ms.  Prbsidkmt  :  The  Committee  on  Harbon,  Tide<watera,  and  Narlgable  Streams 
beg  leare  to  report  that  they  hare  carefally  considered  inclosed  propoaition  number 
one  hundred  and  Berenty-elght,  to  secure  the  people  in  their  right  to  free  communi- 
cation with  their  natural  highways,  and  recommend  its  passage  by  the  ConTention. 

JAMES  G.  ATERS,  Chairman. 

RBGARDINO  THK   FROlTrAOES   OP   KAVIOABLK   WATRR8. 

Srction  — .  The  right  of  eminent  domain  is  hereby  declared  to  exist 
in  the  State  to  all  frontages  on  the  navigable  waters  of  this  State. 

Sbc.  — .  No  individual,  partnership,  or  corporation,  claiming  or  pos- 
sessing the  frontage,  or  tidal  lands  of  a  harbor,  bay,  inlet,  estuary,  or 
other  navigable  water  in  this  State,  shall  be  permitted  to  exclude  the 
right  of  way  to  such  water  whenever  it  is  reauired  for  any  public  pur- 
pose; and  the  Legislature  shall  enact  such  laws  as  will  give  the  most 
liberal  construction  to  this  provision,  so  that  access  to  the  navigable 
waters  of  this  State  shall  be  always  attainable,  and  that  th4  people  shall 
not  be  shut  out  from  the  same. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  report  be  printed,  and 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Carried. 

Mr.  smith,  of  San  Franciaco.  Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  offer  a  new 
proposition. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

''Sro  — .  Within  three  years  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution, 
every  city  in  this  State  containing  one  hundred  thousand  people  or  mure, 
shall,  by  condemnation,  purchase,  or  appropriation  and  construction, 
become  the  owner  of  waterworks  and  water  rights  sufficient  to  supply 
its  population  with  good  water;  provided, no  city  procuring  its  supply  of 
water,  or  works,  by  condemnation  or  purchase,  tne  sum  paid  for  such 
works  shall  not  exceed  ($7,000,000)  seven  million  dollars." 

Mr.  smith,  of  San  Francisco.  I  move  that  it  be  printed  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Carried. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  FILCHER.    Mr.  President:  I  offer  a  resolution. 
The  secretary  read : 

RachoeA,  That  the  further  services  of  four  Pages,  two  Doorkeepers,  one  Porter, 
and  one  Mail>canrier  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Sergeant*at-Arms  be  authorised 
to  designate  the  persons  to  be  retired. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  President :  I  wish  to  say,  in  explanation  of  this, 
that  it  would  seem  to  be  very  late  in  the  day  to  be  wakening  up  to  this 
resolution,  and  yet  it  will  be  remembered  that  I  endeavored  early  in  the 
session  to  secure  the  same  idea.  I  call  attention  to  the  statute  providing 
for  this  Convention,  where  it  reads:  "  The  President  of  the  Convention 
may  appoint  not  exceeding  one  Doorkeeper  and  four  Pages,*  **  and  to  the 
further  fact  that  those  who  serve  here  may  possibly  never  receive  any- 
thing at  all  for  their  services.  It  is  incumbent  upon  us  to  get  alon^  with 
as  little  help  as  possible,  and  I  believe  that  we  can  get  along  with  the 
number  that  will  be  left. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  President:  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  just  as 
much  necessity  for  these  boys  now  as  there  ever  has  been.  These  young 
gentlemen  are  willing  to  stay  with  the  Convention  until  the  last  and 
take  their  chances  on  being  reimbursed.  It  partakes  of  the  nature  of 
unjust  discrimination  between  the  Pages,  and  looks  to  me  like  a  small 
piece  of  business.    I  move  that  the  resolution  lie  on  the  table. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

ADJOURKMEHT. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.    Mr.  President:  I  have  a  resolution 
to  offer. 
The  secretary  read : 

RMolvtd^  That  when  this  ConTention  a^onms  to-morrow  (Saturday)  it  shall 
adjourn  until  Monday,  December  thirty-first^  instant,  at  two  o'clock  p.  v. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Mr.  President:  I  offer  this  resolution  because,  in  the 
middle  of  next  week  comes  Christmas.  Every  Christian — every  person 
raised  in  Christendom — wants  to  be  home  on  that  day.  It  will  take  a 
day  to  go  and  a  day  to  return,  and  the  next  week  would  be  so  broken  up 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  accomplish  anything.  The  next  business, 
I  think,  that  this  Convention  strikes,  is  the  imjportant  business  of  tax- 
ation. There  ought  to  be  a  full  Convention  at  that  time.  I  see,  myself, 
very  little  chance  for  a  full  Convention  next  week,  and  therefore  I  have 
introduced  this  resolution.  If  we  adjourn  to-morrow  and  meet  the  fol- 
lowing Monday  week,  it  just  gives  the  Christmas  week.  So  far  as  the 
succe^ing  week  is  concerned,  I  care  nothing  about  it,  and  am  willing  to 
come  here  and  stay  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Convention.  But  I  think  the 
week  which  embraces  Christmas  had  better  be  a  vacation  than  an  abortive 
attempt  to  keep  the  Convention  here.  At  least,  it  would  be  a  very  thin 
house  during  that  week,  and  for  that  reason  I  offer  that  resolution. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Mr.  President:  There  is  another  quite  serious  reason 
why  we  should  be  permitted  to  take  this«adjoummenL  It  is  the  close  of 
the  year.  Every  man  who  has  much  to  do  has  a  good  many  settle- 
ments to  make.  The  financial  settlements  of  the  year  come  about  this 
time,  and  business  all  has  to  be  closed  up.  There  is  a  great  deal  that  a 
man  has  to  do  that  is  extraordinary  and  exceptional.  It  certainly  is  so 
in  my  case;  and  while  we  are  all  willing  to  give  all  the  time  that  may 


be  necessary  to  the  business  of  the  Convention  and  the  State,  we  ought 
to  be  permitted  to  take  a  little  time  for  the  arrangement  of  our  own 
affairs.  In  my  own  case  it  is  absolutely  essential.  It  is  unlike  any 
other  portion  of  the  year.  The  business  man,  after  having  been  here 
most  of  the  time  since  the  twenty-eighth  of  September,  and  likely  to  be 
here  some  time  longer,  ought  to  have  a  chance  to  look  after  his  business 
a  little,  and  maybe  some  of  us  want  to  shin  around  and  raise  the  money 
to  stay  here  through  January  and  February.  That  is*the  reason  I  am  in 
favor  of  it.  I  am  free  to  say  that  it  is  absolutely  essential  for  me  to  go 
home,  and  I  propose  to  adjourn,  unless  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  shuts  mc 
up.  I  would  like  to  be  here  during  the  consideration  of  this  question  of 
taxation,  but  I  cannot  go  to  absolute  destruction, even  for  that.  I  think 
there  are  a  eood  many  other  gentlemen  in  the  same  situation. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  I  would  suggest  that  while  we  are  members  here  we 
are  free  from  arrest  or  civil  process. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  am  very  glad  of  it.  That  mav  explain  the  reason 
why  the  gentleman  wants  to  keep  on  working,  and  stay  here  as  long  as 
he  can.  [Laughter.]  But  I  am  not  so  much  afraid  of  civil  process  as 
I  am  of  the  almshouse,  and  I  would  like  to  go  and  look  a  little  after 
my  own  affairs,  and  I  think  that  all  who  are  not  too  far  away  from 
home  would  like  to  do  the  same  thing.  For  that  reason  I  support  Mr. 
Wilson's  resolution. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  the  resolution  will  not  prevail. 
If  the  gentleman  wants  to  go  home  we  will  give  him  leave  of  absence. 

Mr.  BARNES.    Thank  you.    Go  ahead. 

Mr.  TULLY.  There  are  a  number  who  cannot  go  home,  and  I  think  it 
is  not  fair.  It  don't  matter  if  there  are  onlv  five,  if  there  is  only  one  who 
cannot  go  home,  why  should  he  be  compelled  to  stay  here  on  expense  7 
I  must  say  that  this  is  his  regular  fight  pretty  nearly  every  Friday  or 
Saturday,  and,  if  you  were  to  judge  by  the  roll-call,  he  has  been  ament 
a  great  deal,  and  we  have  got  mong  without  him;  notwithstanding 
he  is  entertaining,  instructive,  and  useful,  but  still  I  am  satisfied  the 
Convention  can  do  without  him.  I  shall  vote  to  give  him  leave  of 
absence,  and  he  can  go  home  for  a  reasonable  time.  I  hope  that  the 
Convention  will  proc^d  with  the  business.  I  hate  to  vote  against  Mr. 
Wilson,  but  I  must  do  it  in  this  case. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President :  I  suppose  that  the  true  reason  might 
as  well  be  stated  at  once :  By  the  extraordinary  construction  that  is 
placed  U4X>n  the  law  calline  this  Convention,  the  hundred  days  of  session 
are  made  to  mean  one  hundred  consecutive  days.  There  is  another  law, 
that  if  the  Convention  adjourn  over  three  days  they  do  not  get  pay  for 
any  of  it.  Now,  you  ask  ||entlemen  to  continue  on  here  and  their  pay 
not  go  on — heads  I  win,  tails  you  lose.  I  shall  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment. As  well  as  any  other  gentleman  I  can  give  the  State  my  services 
for  nothing,  but  I  do  not  propose  to. 

Mr.  BAKNES..  Mr.  President :  I  wish  to  correct  the  statement  of  the 
gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Tully.  The  gentleman  is  mistaken 
when  he  savs  I  have  been  absent  a  great  deal. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  No  one  member  is  allowe<l 
to  speak  twice  on  any  one  question  until  others  have  spoken  who  wish 
to.    There  are  others  who  desire  to  speak. 

The  PRESIDENT.  *No  one  claimed  the  floor  when  it  was  assigned 
to  Mr.  Barnes. 

Mr.  BARNES.  I  will  be  brief.  I  have  not  been  absent  a  great  deal. 
When  the  preliminary  business  was  going  on,  and  this  folly  of  calling 
the  roll  and  allowing  everybody  to  be  stuffing  in  two  propositions  a 
day,  I  saw  no  occasion  for  my  sitting  here,  and  I  attended  to  my  own 
business.  Since  there  has  been  any  serious  business  before  this  Conven- 
tion I  have  been  here  all  the  time  in  my  seat,  as  much,  and  I  think 
more,  too,  than  the  gentleman  who  has  charged  me  with  being  absent. 
If  the  members  are  so  fortunate  as  my  friend  from  Santa  Clara  to  be 
able  to  remain  here  I  do  not  want  them  to  go  away.  I  want  them  to 
stay  here,  and  if  there  is  any  money  I  want  them  to  eet  it.  Get  it  all. 
But  I  understood  that  Mr.  White's  resolution  forbid  anybody  going 
except  for  sickness.  I  presume  I  might  set  off,  for  I  am  sick  enough  of 
it;  and  if  I  can  go  I  do  not  care.  I  shall  vote  against  no  man's  rights 
in  the  world  so  long  as  I  can  secure  my  own. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  President :  I  hope  that  this  resolution  will  not 
pass.  I  deem  it  a  serious  act  of  injustice  to  those  gentlemen  who  live  at 
a  distance  from  the  Capital.  The  gentlemen  from  San  Francisco  have 
had  weekly  opportunities  to  go  home,  while  the  delegates  from  th 
southern  and  northern  and  eastern  parts  of  the  State  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  go  to  their  homes  at  all.  Now  this  resolution  provides 
that  we  shall  take  another  week,  and  leave  these  gentlemen  here  at  the 
Capital  doing  nothing,  and  at  their  own  expense.  Those  who  desire  to 
go  nome  for  a  day  can  do  so,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  just  or  fair  that  we 
should  leave  those  here  who  live  far  away  and  are  not  able  to  reach 
home.    I  hope  the  resolution  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District  Mr.  President :  I  am  surprised  that 
members  who  live  so  near  the  Capital  that  they  can  go  home  every 
week  should  favor  a  resolution  that  will  be  such  an  inconvenience,  and 
such  an  expense  to  members  who  live  at  a  distance  from  the  Capital,  as 
many  of  us  do.  Now,  what  will  be  the  effect?  I  do  not  know  of  any- 
thing that  could  be  introduced  into  this  Convention  that  would  tend 
more  to  prevent  the  framing  of  a  Constitution  than  a  matter  of  this  very 
kind ;  to  take  awav  the  per  diem  of  the  few  davs  that  are  left  in  the 
hundred  days,  and  leave  members  on  an  added  expense  during  the 
time.  Perhaps  additional  expense  to  go  home  will  cripple  many  mem- 
bers and  extend  the  time  ot  keeping  them  away  from  their  business 
that  they  cannot  attend  to  at  all  during  the  time  of  the  Convention.  I 
say  there  is  nothing  that  would  tend  to  defeat  the  Constitution  more 
than  the  loss  of  time  by  such  a  resolution  as  this. 

Mr.  MORELAND.    Mr.  President :  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  WILSON, of  Fourth  District  Mr.  President:  I  would  ask  the 
gentleman  to  withdraw  the  motion  temporarily. 

Mr.  MORELAND.    I  withdraw  it  for  an  explanation. 
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Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Presidents  I  wtsli  to  i  , 
riugle  word  in  regard  to  this  resolution.  I  aimply  offer  thi<  resolution 
for  the  general  Eow.  Now,  we  have  at  leut  thirtj,  maybe  fortj.dr  — 
Jet  of  hard  work  to  do.  We  hsTe  reached  one  of  the  moat  iraporti 
parts  of  the  Conalitutioa,  and  1  know  that  it  i>  the  opinion  of  a  num 
of  genClemen  that  we  wilJ  not  have  a  quorum,  or  at  least  that  we  v 
have  a  Tet^  Ihin  house,  as  we  had  SatuAlaj',  when  this  ConTentian  1 
scenes  which  were  not  Teij  creditable  to  it.  On  Saturday  altemoo 
even  the  negroes,  in  slave  times,  bad  a  holidaj.  This  Convent 
undertook  to  ait  on  Baturday  afternoon,  and  look  at  the  resulL     Thi 

e On  fusion  .1 
a.  RIKGOOLD.    1  understand  Ibal  there  is  a  molion  to  Uy  od  i 
table. 
Thi  PRESIDENT.    ThegenUeman  misunderatands.  There  is  no  euch 

Ul  WILSON,  of  First  DistricL  Mr.  President:  I  snj  that  I  have 
no  personal  inlereat  in  the  reaolulioD,  but  we  will  make  nothing  by  ' 
ting  here  during  Christmas  week. 

Mi.  McCAIiLUM.    Itissaidthat  the  Controller  will  count  the  t 


Ma.  UORELAND.     Mr.  Freeident:    I 

call  for  the  ayes  ani 

)  ware  also  demanded  by  Messrs.  Tully,  Joyce, 

a  president:    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  lay  t^e  resolu- 
tion  on  the  labia.    The  Secretary  will  coll  the  roll. 

Tbe  roll  was  called,  and  the  resolution  laid  on  \in>  table  by  the 
following  Tot~ 

Andrem, 
Ayert, 

BUTJ, 

Bvton, 

Bell, 

Blackmer, 

Burt, 
Caples, 

Cross, 
Croncli, 
D»Ti«, 
Dcu, 

Erey, 

FmtcU, 

rUcber, 

Freeman, 
Prend, 

OlaaccM^, 

Oraee, 

GmTM, 

Heiskell,' 
HerringtOD, 

Barnes, 
Biggs, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin, Lai  ne, 

Dudley,  of  Bolano,         ' 

Edgerton, 

Gi^gg, 

Hnger, 

Ma.  DODLEY,  of  Ban  Joaquin.     Mr.  President:   I  move  that  the 
Convention  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  Presi. 
dent  in  th 
the  Commi 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thi  chairman.  Section  twenty-one  and  pending  amendmenia  are 
before  the  committee.    The  Secretary  will  read. 

Tbi  SECRETARY  read: 

Sic  il.  No  person  who  shall  be  convicted  of  tbe  embeulenient  or 
defalcation  of  the  public  fundi  of  this  Slate,  or  of  any  munty  or  muni- 
«pality  therein,  shsll  ever  be  eligible  to  any  office  of  honor,  trust,  or 
profit  under  this  Stale,  and  the  Legislature  shall  provide,  by  law,  for  the 
punishment  of  such  embeiilement  or  defalcation  as  a  felony. 

"Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Larue: 

"  Insert  after  the  word  'municipality*  the  words  'or  any  savings  bank 
or  trust  fund.' " 

Ha.  McCALLUH.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  call  the  attention  of  tbe  Com* 
mittee  of  the  Whole  to  the  fact  that  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
eommittee  is  section  twenty-two  of  tbe  praseot  Constitution  is  it  is, 


Holmes, 

Reynolds, 

Howarf,  of  Mariposa 

Rhodes, 

Huestie, 

Sir"- 

Hughey, 

Hunter, 

In  man. 

Johnson, 

ShurUeff, 

Joyce, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Senny, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Key™, 

Smith.of  San  Francisco 

Eleine, 

Soule, 

Lampsin, 

Stedman, 

Larkln, 

SUele, 

LaTigne, 

Stevenson, 

LindSw, 

Sweasey, 

MansGeld, 

MeCallnm, 

TinniC  ' 

McConnell, 

Tully, 

McCoy, 

Turner, 

Milts, 

Tuttle, 

MoSat, 

Varquerel, 

Moreland, 

Van  Voorbies, 

Moree, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Mason, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Nelson, 

Wellin, 

Neunaber, 

Wert, 

0-Donnell, 

Wickea, 

Ohleyer, 

White, 

Porter, 

■Wyatl— »!. 

Prouty, 

Reed, 

xots. 

Halt, 

Scbell, 

Harvey, 

Townsend, 

Hitchcock, 

Van  Dyke, 

Laine, 

Webster, 

Lame, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Lewis, 

Wilson,  of  Irt  District, 

MarUn,  of  AUmeda, 

Winans, 

Overton, 

Mr.  President-M. 

ir,  for  the  purpose  of  further  oonsidering  the  report  of 

a  Legislative  Department. 


amended  so  as  (o  include  embe; 
funds  of  any  county  or  municipi 
'  '  ' ■-  say  simp 


amendment 


X  to  tl 


It  of 


private  funds  ought  not  to  be 
sition  is  right  in  itaelf,  but  it  has 
of  the  section,  which  reroraexcli 
of  public  funds.  I  luggeel,  whei 
by  the  Committee  on  Legiatative 
left  for  the  Committee  on  Miscc 
matter,  and  not  vote  for  every 
abstract.     It  has  no  place  there. 

Mb.  HOLFE.  Mr.  Chairman  : 
in  the  projier  shape.  It  is  taut( 
better  lo  say  at  once  that  no  pers< 
ment  shall  ever  be  eligible  to  an 
the  State. 

Tan  CHAIRMAN.  The  quest 
ment  otTcred  by  tbe  gentleman  fr 

Mi.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chair 
the  vrnrd  "  any  "  in  place  of  thi 
"  defalcation  oi  the  public  funds  oi 

of  the  public  funds  of  tbe  State  o 
as  if  he  committed  the  eamecrimi 
ought  to  disqual. 


titled  ir 


with  thJB  aniendmcnL  What  ha 
If  we  ^  on  in  this  way  we  sliall 
necessity  for  that  amendment  at 
affairs  of  any  other  SUte.     I  ho 

Mi.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chair 
to  get  adopted  in  tbe  committee, . 
that  the  gentleman  makes  now, 
affairs  of  any  other  Slate.  That 
the  question.  We  do  not  propc 
affairs  of  any  other  Slate;  but  if 
convicted  of  felony,  why  should 
office  of  public  trust  that  we  do  n< 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.    The  quest 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mi.  DUDLEY,  of  Bolano.  M: 
ing  there. 

Tui  SECRETARY  read : 
"  No  public  officer  nor  any  pi 
and  who,  as  such,  has  been  a  o 
shall  be  eligible  to  any  office  of 
laws  thereof  or  of  any  municipal 
and  paid  over  all  public  moneys 
islature  shall  provide  by  law  for 
of  public  funds  as  a  feluny." 
Thi  CHAIRMAN.    The  queal 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 
Thi  CHAIRMAN.    The  Sacra' 


drawn  from  the  Slate  Ireseury  fo 

association,  asylum,  hospital,  or 

exclusive  management  and  contn 

shall  any  grant  or  donation  ol  t 

SUte.     An  accurate  statement  of 

moDcjs  shall  be  attached  to  and 

lar  session  of  the  Legislature. 

Ma.  STEDMAN.     Mr.  Chairm 

^■hs  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Insert  after  the  words  '  by  thi 

rate  statement,'  in   the  seventh 

nothing  herein  contained  shall  pi 

orphan  asylums  or  other  instituti 

abandoned  children  are  received  i 

may  be  deemed  appropriate,  vrhii 

of  auch  orphans  or  abandoned  i 

shall  apply  alike  In  all  instilutioi 

Mi.  WELLIN.    I  second  the  a 


Mi.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Cbairmi 
so  far  as  it  involves  a  oonsiderati 
toward  the  orphaned  and  abandoi 
which,  I  lake  it,  requires  no  jiarti 
the  liEht  of  our  present  civihiatit 
be  sale  in  assuming  that  no  gentli 
resist  the  acknowledgment  of  thi 
discbarge  if  she  woutd  exercise  a 
of  her  future  citiiensj  a  duty  ff 
other  one  of  providing  educaiio 
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a  the  position  in  which  the  State  itanda  ne 
lur  commuDJly,  tliare  only  remain^for  con- 
}  how  and  iu  what  maDner  the  aecetanry 
DCS  aball  be  made,  and  what  restrictiODi  are 
from  being  improperly  expended  or  diverted 

Diuentinc,  sa  I  do,  from  the  cloae  and  nar- 
tion  ofthe  aaction  propoeed  by  the  Committee 
Fould  confine  this  charily  to,  I  hare  Bubmit' 

have  juat  aent  up,  the  object  of  which  is  lo 
lid  tc  our  benevolent  and  charitable  inatitu- 
ite,  exactly  where  it  etanda  now,  with  the 

th  reference  to  the  economiral  aspect  pre- 
>dsl  and  humanitariati  aapect  to  be  treated 
re  douhtlen  given  the  subject  the  necessary 
m  to  treat  it  completely  in  all  ita  pbasea. 
hundred  and  seventy,  whatever  of  aid  waa 
iven  to  private  asylums  by  apecial  legislative 
preaentation  of  their  claima  for  sympathy 
□e,  however,  the  experience  of  the  various 
ch  were  mostly  uoder  i^urch  auspicea,  had 
e  inatitutions  which  were  tbe  beat  able  to 
I  influences  favoring  their  particular  claims 
gidered  in  the  dishurvementa  made  for  this 

ayatem.  The  disaatiafadion  with  this  aisle 
fact  that  expoaition  of  auch  favoritism  was 
e  against  even  the  continuance  of  the  cbar- 
ti  the  firat  Act  for  relief  based  upon  the  per 
roved  March  twenty-eighth,  eighteen  hun- 

ig  orphans  under  their  care,  the  sum  of  fifty 
'  whole  orphan,  and  twenty-five  dollars  per 
'be  intent  of  tbe  Act  being,  by  this  equitable 
mount  of  aid  to  be  furnished,  to  put  an  end 
am,  aa  well  at  the  perpetual  lobbying  of  the 
seaaiou  of  the  Legialature. 
iwever,  many  of  the  inatitutions  continued 
years  to  aecure,  by  meana  of  apecioua  repre- 
ss, direct  appropnitions  U>  their  benefit,  in 
awed  them  under  tbe  per  capita  law.  To 
ir  juatification  for  these  continual  applica- 
■  that  provided  for  in  the  general  law,  the 
idred  and  aeventy-tbree  and  eighteen  hun- 
1  the  amounts  given  by  the  per  capita  law  to 
um  for  each  whole  orphan,  and  fifty  dollars 
rphan,  and  fifty  dollan  per  annum  for  each 
islature,  at  the  same  time,  defined  what  was 
a  amounta  were  aubaequently  increased  bj 
lundred  and  aeventy-five  and  eighteen  hun- 
:  hundred  dollars  per  annum  fur  each  whole 
liars  per  annum  each  for  half  orphans  nod 
;b  amounts  the  law  still  remains,  these  sums 
t  tfi  allay  and  shut  out  any  further  successful 
Now,  sir,  having  briefly  recapitulated  the 
a  force  in  Ibis  Stale,  1  desire  lo  submit,  for 
nittee,  some  of  the  slatistica  of  the  expendi- 
-e  are  now  within  this  Stale  sixteen  ayluma 
1  from  the  per  capita  tax,  and  they  have 
nd  direct  aid  since  October  eighth,  eighteen 
ne  thirtieth,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 

■jAan  Atylum,  San  Franateo. 

iU »69,MS  8« 

18,000  00 

»3S,B45  SS 
nale  Orphan  A^lam,  San  fHncuai. 

ttsfiss  as 

lfl,*00  00 

(104,498  85 
trphan  Agylun,  Ban  Fraaciia>. 

$4,909  53 

ie  Branch  OrpAan  Alylam,  San  Francisco. 
$30,697  T4 

Orphan  Aigban,  San  Fran/^eo. 

$12,314  08 

3,000  OO 

$16,314  08 
Orphan  A^am,  8acraBitnt«, 

$22,101  12 

3,7S0  00 

$25,951  12 
'Jhiiolk  Orj>*an  Afylum,  Sberammto. 

$4,3110  28 

1,500  00 

$5,R60  28 


Good  nrnplari"  Homtfm  Orphiia. 

Support  of  inmatea 

Direct  ajd 

^.  Yinetnl't  Bayif  Asylum,  San  J 

Support  of  inmalei 

Direct  aid 

Gratt  ValUtf  Soman  Catholic  Orphan  Aiylu 

Support  bf  inmatea 

Direct  aid 

San  JiuM  Soman  Oiiholie  Orphan  A>i/!u 

Support  of  inmalea - 

Santa  Ona  Orphan  Aiylum,  Sank 

Support  of  ininaleB..? 

R^ro  Vall^  Mfit  Orphan  Ai>^ 

Support  of  inmates 

Lot  Atigtltl  Orphan  Atylum 

Support  of  in  mates 

St.  Vincenfi  FmaU  Orphan  Alylum,  Sc 

Support  of  inmatea 

Direct  aid 

SI.  Vineatt'a  Orphan  Att/lam,  Pel 
Support  of  inmates 

Uakicg  a  total,  for  tbe  same  period,  lo  all 

On  account  of  per  capita  aid 

Direct  Btate  appropriation '. 

Total 

Sow,  sir,  from  an  eiamination  of  the  figures 
nance  in  the  various  asylums  in  the  SUIe,  1  sele 
figures  connected  with  the  operations  for  the  paat 
list,  and  located,  as  they  are,  in  different  section 
senting  as  widely  diveraified  eharaderislics  as 
whole  list,  they  will  give  us  the  fairest  idea  oF  th 

The  Grass  Valley  Orphan  Asylum,  with  one  hu 

twenty-six  thousand  four  hundred  and  fifteen  ■ 
cents — an  average  of  one  hundred  and  ninety-twi 
cents  per  capita.  Tbe  Oood  Templars'  Home,  at 
five  inmates,  reports  expenditures  of  thirteen  t 
and  twenty  dollara  and  seventy-four  cents — an  a 

Hebrew  Orphan  Asylum,  of  San  Francisco,  wil 
expenditures  of  fifteen  thousand  o»e  huudreil  and 
six  cents— an  average  of  two  hundred  and  fiflj-s( 
The  Santa  Crui  Orphan  Asylum,  with  twenty-thr< 
ture  of  three  thousand  three  hundred  and  five  < 
centi — an  average  of  one  hundred  and  forty-thre 
three  cents  per  capiU.  Or  in  a  total  of  four  diffe: 
ent  sections  of  the  Blale,  under  different  manage 
Bites  as  to  capacity  and  number  of  inmates,  we  hav 
two  hundred  and  ninety -five;  cost  of  maintenam 
one  hundred  and  five  dollars  and  ten  cents ;  avei 
annum,  one  hundred  and  ninety-aix  dollars  and 

The  average  amount  of  State  aid  under  the 
eighty-three  dollars  per  capita  per  annum,  and 
amount  shown  to  be  required  for  actual  mainte 
figurea  have  made  no  estimate  and  Included  no 
would  properly  be  chargeable  aa  a  part  of  the  e 
buildings  and  improvements,  and  which  I  am  pi 
in  saying  that  it  would  represent  an  annual  char 
fully  as  much  aa  the  amount  represented  in  the  acl 
therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  forced  to  conel 
extended  by  the  law  is  no  more  than  about  one  ft 
benevolence  that  in  the  eight  yeara  covered  by  th 
Had  the  State  been  the  sole  almoner  and  dispc 
expenditure  of  at  least  two  million  dollars  would 
have  aecured  a  service  which  under  the  present  s; 
at  an  eipenM  to  the  State  of  a  half  million. 

The  total  number  of  children  provided  for  by  ' 
in  the  State,  as  nearly  as  I  have  Wn  able  to  get 
seven  hundred  and  three,  and  lo  provide  for  tl 
oontemptates  would  cost  four  times  tbe  present  ei 
sir,  to  collpct  together  and  average  some  of  the  » 
upon  this  question.  In  the  comprehensive  reporl 
Charities  lor  Massacliu setts,  for  the  year  endinj 
eighlcen  hundred  and  seventy-six — and  I  may  pi 
passing  that  in  Massachusetts  the  system  of  offlcis 
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management  of  all  public  charities,  reformatory  institutions,  and  State 
supervision  of  provisions  for  the  destitute,  has  received  doubtless  as 
much  attention,  and  been  the  subject  of  as  careful  consideration,  as  in 
any  of  the  States  of  our  country — I  find  that  in  the  eleven  public  insti- 
tutions under  the  control  of  the  State  direct,  that  the  average  expense 
per  capita  ranged  from  ninety-seven  dollars  per  annum  in  the  Monson 
School  to  two  hundred  and  thirty-six  dollars  and  sixty-six  cents  in  the 
Springfield  School,  and  it  appears,  in  commenting  on  the  exceptionally 
low  average  attained  in  the  Monson  School,  that  the  Board  remarks  of 
the  Superintendent  that  "  he  has  sometimes  carried  frugality  to  the  verge 
of  parsimony  or  beyond."  Of  the  entire  State  Ihe  tables  show  that 
there  were  in  all  the  public  institutions  an  average  number  throuehout 
the  year  of  one  thousand  five  hundred  and  thirty  children,  ana  the 
average  cost  per  capita  of  maintenance  was  one  hundred  and  twentv- 
nine  dollars  and  seventeen  cents  per  annum.  This,  of  course,  being  the 
simple  expense  of  maintenance,  exclusive  of  any  charges  to  improve- 
ment or  repairs  of  buildings,  and,  of  course,  also  excludes  any  estimates 
of  interest  invested  in  these  institutions.  In  addition*there  are  shown 
to  be  thirty-two  private  institutions  for  the  care  and  support  of  destitute 
children,  who,  in  the  aggregate,  support  about  two  thousand  children, 
at  an  expense  of  two  hundred  ana  twenty-five  dollars  per  capita  per 
annum. 

The  cases  cited  in  the  report  of  the  minority  of  the  averages  of  other 
States :  Wisconsin,  one  hundred  and  forty-nine  dollars  and  twenty-nine 
cents;  Minnesota,  one  hundred  and  forty-one  dollars  and  seventy  cents; 
Maine,  one  hundred  and  forty-six  dollars  and  twelve  cents;  Pennsyl- 
vania, one  hundred  and  ninety-five  dollars  and  thirty-three  cents, 
which  with  the  figures  for  Massachusetts,  the  cheapest  of  them  all, 
one  hundred  and  twenty-nine  dollars  and  seventeen  cents,  shows  that 
in  five  States  the  average  cost  for  bare  maintenance  is  one  hundred  and 
fifty-two  dollars  and  thirty-two  cents. 

These  figures,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  every  case  justify  the  conclusion  that 
the  system  of  provision  for  our  destitute  and  orphaned  children,  now  in 
operation,  is  by  far  the  most  inexpensive  one  that  could  be  adopted  or 
applied ;  that  in  no  case,  either  in  the  history  of  the  private  institutions 
of  this  State  or  the  history  of  the  public  or  private  institutions  of  any  of 
our  sister  States,  has  the  support  and  maintenance  of  these  objects  of  the 
public  bounty  been  provided  for  at  fibres  as  \o^  as  the  amounts  which 
have  from  time  to  time  been  appropriated  in  our  State;  and  as  the  very 
able  and  convincing  report  of  the  minority  of  the  Legislative  Committee 
aptly  sets  forth,  no  sustained  charges  of  misappropriation  or  maladmin- 
istration resulting  from  the  following  of  this  system  has  ever  been  put 
forth,  and  no  demand  has  ever  been  made  at  the  hands  of  any  political 
party  for  its  abrogation.  The  only  question,  therefore,  remaining  to  us, 
Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  consideration  of  this  subject,  is  this:  does  the 
present  system  discharge  in  the  best  manner  the  duties  incumbent  on 
the  State  with  respect  to  the  beneficiaries? 

To  this  question,  I  submit  that  a  careful  an^  unprejudiced  examina- 
tion of  the  history  it  has  made  can  leave  no  doubt  in  the  mind  of  any 
gentleman  on  this  floor.  These  charities  are  now  under  the  control  of  a 
class  of  our  citizens  who  are  drawn  to  the  work  by  the  noblest  impulses 
known  to  humanity— -"who  labor  in  the  cause  with  no  hope  of  selfish 
reward  and  for  the  gratification  of  no  groveling  ambition.  They  are 
high  above  and  beyond  the  reach  of  the  dirty  cesspool  of  politics ;  and 
in  view  of  the  almost  certainty  of  corruption  which  creeps  into  the 
management  of  all  institutions  when  thev  are  made  the  subject  of 
political  strife  and  political  reward,  I  am  thoroughly  convinced  of  the 
absolute  necessity  of  setting  up  an  absolute  and  impassable  line  of 
demarcation  between  the  management  of  this  charity  and  politics. 

With  the  general  idea  of  protection  to  the  State  treasury  sought  to  be 
attained  by  the  section  reported  by  the  committee,  I  have  every  sympa- 
thy, and  feel  as  deeply  as  any  delegate  in  the  Convention  the  necessitv 
of  surrounding  the  strong  box  of  the  State  with  such  safeguards  as  will 
forever  hereafter  make  it  impossible  for  the  unscrupulous  lobbies  to 
manipulate  our  Legislature  so  as  to  Eob  the  people  through  the  means  of 
subsidies,  grants,  and  special  appropriations  for  the  benefit  of  enterprises 
in  which  the  State  has  no  direct  interest;  and  holding  this  sympathy,  I 
have  aimed  to  draw  my  amendment  so  as  not  to  impair  the  vitality 
of  the  general  idea  sought  to  be  established,  but  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
excluding  from  its  application  one  particular  character  of  appropriations 
of  which  no  public  sentiment  has  ever  complained,  and  which  every 
sentiment  of  dutv,  humanity,  and  economy  demands  shall  not  be 
restricted  or  abolished.  In  my  consideration  of  this  subject  I  have,  as  I 
said  in  the  beginning,  only  looked  at  it  from  an  economical  standpoint; 
but  I  cannot  refrain  from  saying,  in  conclusion,  that  if  we  are  to  have 
these  homeless,  friendless  orphans  in  our  midst  grow  up  into  useful  men 
and  women,  they  must  be  provided  for  while  they  are  in  that  tender 
and  plastic  age,  that  they  may  be  molded  into  virtue,  or  else  they  must 
take  their  chances  in  the  other  avenues  of  life,  where  they  are  more 
likely  to  learn  the  ways  of  vice,  and  I  moreover  do  not  desire  to  throw 
any  discouragement  upon  the  labors  of  that  noble  army  of  men  and 
women  who  labor  in  this  cause  without  hope  of  reward  other  than  the 
consciousness*  of  their  own  labor,  and  to  whom  weariness  of  heart  is  but 
the  too  frequent  attendant  of  their  efforts. 

The  chairman.  The  gentleman's  time  has  expired  under  the 
rule. 

BBMABK8   OF  MR.  CAPLK8. 

Mft.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  subject  has  presented  a  fine 
opportunity  for  aspiring  gentlemen  to  shoot  reams  of  legal  cap,  and 
foolscap,  and  all  kinds  of  cap  at  the  devoted  heads  in  this  Convention. 
It  was  a  sense  of  imperative  duty  that  compelled  the  committee  to  offer 
this  fine  opportunity  to  these  gentlemen,  and  I  make  no  doubt  but  what 
the  opportunity  will  be  availed  of  to  ijidulge  in  all  kinds  of  buncombe. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  waa  a  motion  made  to  extend 
the  time. 
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TiiK  CHAIRMAN.    No  gentleman  was  recognized.    The  gentleman 
from  Sacramento  secured  the  floor. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  merely  wish  to  make  this  apology 
to  the  Convention,  and  to  sav  that  that  committee  never  contemplated 
for  one  moment  the  idea  of  leaving  these  orphan  children  unprovided 
for.  On  the  contrarv,  they  contemplated  from  the  first  that  they  should 
be  provided  for  at  least  as  well  as  they  are  at  present  But  it  was  a 
part  and  parcel  of  the  general  plan  of  that  committee  to  take  away  from 
the  Legislature  this  game  of  grab — this  grabbing  with  both  hands  into 
the  public  treasury.  This  was  a  part  of  the  general  plan  of  that  com- 
mittee, and  I  myself  say,  in  justice  to  that  oommitt^,  that  they  gave 
this  subject  the  most  thorough,  patient,  and  painstaking  investigation ; 
and  they  acted  from  the  first  with  the  view  of  cutting  on  from  the  Leg- 
islature the  opportunity  for  special  legislation  and  for  special  grabbing 
into  the  treasury,  and  this,  as  I  aver,  is  a  part  of  that  system  that  they 
adopted  to  prevent  indiscriminate  pilfering  of  the  treasury.  It  was  dis- 
cussed and  understood  that  these  orphans  should  be  provided  for  by 
institutions  over  Which  the  State  should  have  control;  and  the  chief 
argument  and  the  chief  motive  that  impelled  the  committee  was  to  carry 
out  the  original  design,  the  primary,  central  idea  of  our  public  school 
system.  As  evezybody  knows,  the  central  idea  of  that  system  is  to 
secure  homogenitiveness  in  that  system,  by  securing  uniformity  of  text- 
books, etc.,  it  is  hoped  in  the  future  to  secure  something  like  uniformity 
of  sentiment,  so  that  we  may  have  peace  and  quietness,  and  a  oneness 
of  sentiment  in  American  people  in  tne  coming  generation.  This  system 
of  educating  orphans  in  sectarian  institutions,  so  far  as  it  extends,  has  a 
tendency  to  educate  them  in  hostile  systems,  so  that  the  tendency  in  the 
future,  instead  of  being  homoffenity.  Will  be  hostility  of  sentiment.  Mr. 
Chairman,  after  gentlemen  shall  have  expended  their  Fourth  of  July 
spread  eagle  oratory  upon  the  poor -orphans  that  thev  will  tell  you  have 
been  thrown  upon  the  world  bv  this  section — after  they  have  expended 
their  ammunition — I  hope  to  have  a  chance  to  say  something  more  to 
the  committee. 

BBMABKS  of  MB.   WILSON. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  Fourth  District.     Mr.  Chairman:    I  propose  to 
amend  by  substituting  the  provision  I  have  sent  up  to  the  desk,  and 
which  I  ask  the  SecreUry  to  read. 
The  SECRETARY  read: 

''  Provided,  that  notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  this  or  any 
other  section  of  the  Constitution,  the  Legislature  shall  have  the  power  to 
grant  aid  to  institutions  conducted  for  the  support  and  maintenance  of 
minor  orphans,  half  orphans,  or  abandoned  children,  or  aged  persons  in 
indigent  circumstances,  such  aid  to  be  granted  on  a  uniform  rule,  and 
apportioned  to  the  number  of  inmates  of  the  respective  institutions." 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  are  several 
sections  of  this  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department 
which  cover  the  same  proposition  which  my  amendment  is  intended  to 
reach.  The  proposition  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Stedman,  does  not  go  as  far,  because  it  does' not  reach  any  section 
except  section  twenty-two.  The  gentleman  will  find,^by  turning  over 
the  report  of  the  committee,  that  there  are  four  or  five  sections  which 
will  also  have  to  be  amended  in  order  to  reach  the  desired  result.-  My 
amendment  would  accomplish  this,  for  it  reads:  "Notwithstanding 
anything  contained  in  this  or  any  other  section  of  the  Constitution,"  etc. 
I  desire  to  say  very  little  on  this  subject,  because  I  think  that  very 
little  will  cover  the  whole  subject-matter.  I  regard  orphans  and  aban- 
doned children  as  a  rightful  charge  upon  the  State.  They  are  wards  of 
the  State,  and  should  be  supported  and  taken  care  of  by  the  State. 
There  seems  to  be  no  public  institution  of  this  character  at  present  in 
the  State,  and  these  orphans  and  abandoned  children  are  supported  by 
different  private  institutions.  I  believe  that  all  the  different  religious 
denominations  have  orphan  asylums — not  only  the  Catholic,  but  the 
Protestant,  Hebrew,  and  others.  Now,  these  children  are  well  taken  care 
of  by  these  institutions;  according  to  my  information,  their  general 
maintenance  and  support,  their  h^th,  their  morals,  and  their  educa- 
tion, are  all  considerea  and  cared  for  by  these  different  institutions.  I 
know  of  no  instance  of  abuse  existins  in  regard  to  the  condition  and 
management  of  the  poor  children  in  these  es&blishments. 

I  do  not  know  why  the  State  from  time  to  time  should  not  grant  aid  to 
the  institutions  that  are  supporting  the  wards  of  the  State.  They  have 
an  equitable  and  just  rieht  to  claim  some  aid  from  the  State,  and  the 
State  is,  in  reality,  simply  paying  its  own  debt  and  sujpporting  its  own 
wards  by  making  appropriations  to  these  institutions  for  taking  care  of 
them.  I  do  not  care  anything  about  what  sect  these  children  belong  to, 
or  to  what  religious  denomination.  I  only  stop  to  think  that  they  are 
poor,  unfortunate,  fatherless  children,  independent  of  any  religious  ques- 
tion or  any  religious  dogma.  It  is  a  question  of  common  humanity.  It 
appeals  to  our  generosity  in  its  broadest  and  widest  sense,  and  I  do  not 
care  anything  aoout  the  religion  of  the  parents  of  these  children.  The 
fact  that  the  child  is  left  without  its  natural  support  by  the  death  of  its 
parents,  or  by  abandonment  of  the  child  by  the  parent,  is  sufficient,  as  it 
thereby  becomes  a  charge  upon  the  State,  and  the  State  should  support 
it.  I  nave  attempted  to  word  this  amendment  so  that  it  would  not  con- 
flict with  any  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  except  those  which  are 
specified,  and  to  make  it  as  guarded  as  possible,  and  providing  for  aid  by 
a  uniform  rule  and  apportionment  according  to  numbers,  thus  avoiding 
favoritism  and  inequality.  I  think  thi^  covers  all  of  the  subject-matter 
necessary  for  the  Constitution,  and  the  rest  could  be  well  left  to  t}ie  dis- 
cretion and  judgment  of  the  Legislature.  I  have  embraced  in  this  not 
onlv  the  maintenance  of  orphans  and  half  orphans,  but  also  of  abandoned 
children.    Now,  in  all  ages  of  the  world  there  have  been  inhuman 

Farents  who,  for  one  cause  or  another,  have  abandoned  their  children, 
look  upon  the  abandoned  child  as  being  in  a  more  hopeless  condition 
than  even  the  orphan.    The  orphan  may  have  collateral  relatives  who 
I  may  look  after  his  welfare;  but  when  a  child  is  abandoned  by  its  parents^ 
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its  identity  is  gone,  and  it  has  no  person  to  care  for  it  These  abandoned 
children  are  left,  generally,  to  the  hospitals  and  asylums,  and  are  orphans 
in  fact.  If  I  desired  to  elaborate  a  speech  on  this  subject,  I  could  refer 
back  to  ancient  history — even  back  to  the  enlightened  city  of  Athens. 
Athens,  in  its  most  refined  period,  had  many  children  abandoned  by 
their  parents.  They  were  abandoned  because  their  parents  did  not  care 
for  them,  or  were  in  poor  circumstances,  or  for  some  other  reason,  and 
they  were  left  in  public  places  to  be  picked  up  and  adopted  by  strangers, 
or  to  perish.  My  understanding  is  tnat  this  class  of  children,  as  a  general 
rule,  nas  been  taken  to  the  orphan  asylums,  or  those  institutions  which 
take  care  of  poor  children.  They  are  as  much  the  wards  of  the  State  as 
the  orphan  or  the  half  orphan.  There  are  also  persons  taken  care  of  in 
such  places  as  the  Old  Women's  Home. 

I  think  the  State  should  be  permitted  to  grant  aid  to  such  institutions 
as  that.  An  old  woman  in  poor  circumstances  is  as  much  an  object  of 
charity  and  care  on  the  part  of  the  State  as  anything  that  can  be 
imagined.  For  these  reasons,  I  think  this  amendment  should  be 
adopted.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Steaman,  except  that  it  does  not  go  quite  as  far  as  mine  does.  It  does 
not  reach  those  other  provisions  of  the  Constitution  which  my  amend- 
ment reaches,  and  is,  perhaps,  subject  to  some  other  objections.  I  think 
Uiat  all  there  is  that  is  good  in  his  amendment  is  contained  in  mine, 
while  mine  is  a  little  more  guarded. 

Whilst  I  am  in  favor  of  every  retrenchment  or  reform,  and  a^inst 
any  fippropriation  of  the  public  funds  to  any  institution  that  is  not 
entitled  to  aid,  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  to  take  away  from  the  Legis- 
lature the  power  to  aid  those  meritorious  institutions,  who  are  maintain- 
ing the  unfortunate  children  and  destitute  persons  in  whose  behalf  I 
intercede.  I  will  further  say  that  the  language  which  I  have  used  here 
in  the  amendment — orphans,  half  orphans,  and  abandoned  children — is 
taken  from  the  Act  of  the  Legislature  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
seven-^eventy-eisht,  page  one  thousand  and  eight,  and  seems  to  have 
come  into  general  use  in  speaking  of  this  class  of  persons,  and  for  that 
reason  I  think  the  phraseology  must  be  unobjectionable. 

BKMABKS   OF   MS.   FILCHRR. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  sa^  that  when  this  sec- 
tion, limiting  State  appropriations  to  State  institutions  was  first  inserted 
by  the  committee,  a  great  principle  was  aimed  at.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  idea  of  orphans  ever  entered  the  head  of  the  one  making  the  sug- 
gestion. The  principle  has  been  declared  in  every  State  platform  for 
years.  It  was  to  the  effect  that  parties  were  opposed  to  this  limitless 
power  of  the  Legislature  to  vote  away  the  people's  money.  The  people 
"nave  never  tired  in  asserting  this  doctrine,  and  it  was  to  strike  out  this 
great  principle  that  the  committee  inserted  this  section.  When  it  was 
seen,  on  review,  that  their  amendment  cut  ofiT  the  appropriation  to 
orphan  asylums,  the  committee  reconsidered  it.  Parties  appeared  before 
them,  on  behalf  of  these  institutions,  and  made  strong  arguments  in 
their  favor,  and  yet  the  committee,  conscious  of  the  great  reform  cov- 
ered by  its  amendment,  still  decided  to  retain  it  there  by  a  vote  of 
eleven  to  four. 

Mb.  BIGGS.    Say  a  portion  of  the  committee — not  all  of  them. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  There  were  only  four  that  could  be  rallied  to  sign 
the  report  agai^^st  the  proposition.  Now,  I  repeat,  it  was  a  principle 
that  we  aimed  at.  Let  us  look  at  the  evils  that  this  amendment  cuts 
off.  I  have  taken  the  pains  to  obtain  from  the  Controller  of  State  the 
amount  of  the  appropriations  made  for  the  year,  and  it  may  be  interest- 
ing to  the  Convention  to  know  that  they  reach  almost  one  million  of 
dollars — nine  hundred  and  ninety-four  thousand  one  hundred  and  forty- 
one  dollars  and  some  cents  are  exactly  the  figures.  In  this  amount,  to 
be  sure,  is  included  much  for  the  support  of  purely  State  institutions. 
For  instance,  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  for  this  Convention. 
But  for  miscellaneous  purposes,  outside  of  the  essential  elements  of  gov- 
ernment, for  this  person  and  that  person,  for  this  object  and  that  object, 
the  appropriations  amount  to  over  one  third  of  a  million — three  hundred 
and  eighty-three  thousand  two  hundred  and  ninety-one  dollars  and 
sixty-seven  cents.  Now,  sir,  that  is  a  great  burden.  I  know  that  the 
people  are  in  favor  of  supporting  the  government  and  all  the  institutions 
necessarily  incident  thereto. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  How  much  of  that  money  went  to  the  orphan  asy- 
lums? 

Mr.  FILCHER.  One  hundred  and  ten  thousand  dollars,  I  believe. 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  been  misrepresented  on  this  proposition.  I 
say  that  I  do  believe  in  my  heart  that  there  is  not  a  man  on  this  floor 
that  has  more  inate  sympathy  for  these  poor  abandoned  waifs  than  I 
have.  I  am  poor  myself,  and  liable,  like  others,  to  be  called  away  at 
any  time.  I  have  small  and  helpless  children  ,*  and  I  sometimes  shudder 
when  I  think  that  if  I  were  taken  suddenly  away  they  would  be  left  in 
poverty;  and  I  want  a  provision,  and  a  wise  one,  for  the  protection  of 
all  little  innocents  who  are  thus  unfortunate.  I  am  opposed,  however, 
to  the  present  system.  I  think  that  a  State  system  or  county  system, 
such  as  could  be  devised,  would  be  much  better.  Under  the  present 
system  the  orphan  is  shut  in  from  all  the  busy  and  instructive  world 
around  him.  I  do  not  pretend  to  criticise  the  management  of  the  insti- 
tutions, nor  the  character  of  the  treatment  the  children  receive,  but  I 
know  of  reason  that  if  the  child  lives  to  the  a^e  of  fifteen  its  struggle  is 
a  hard  one  at  the  best,  and  when  he  or  she  is  turned  out  at  that  age 
what  does  the  child  necessarily  know?  In  what  condition  is  it  for  bat- 
tling with  life?  In  what  condition  is  it  to  contend  with  the  world  and 
to  start  out  to  make  a  living?  How  can  it  know,  when  it  has  been  con- 
fined nearly  all  its  days  behind  those  high  walls,  that  which  is  necessary 
for  the  struggle  of  further  existence  in  this  world  ?  It  is  turned  out  with 
a  knowledge  perhaps  of  some  little  needlework  and  a  little  arithmetic, 
but  it  knows  nothing  of  the  outside  world  or  of  the  contests  it  has  got  to 
engage  in.      . 

Now,  I  wish  to  read  from  the  report  of  the  Board  of  Charities  of  Massa- 


chusetts, where  they  adopted  this  very  proposition  in  reference  to  orphan 
asylums.    They  assert  that: 

"Institution  life,  in  its  best  estate,  is  but  a  poor  substitute  for 
family  life,  and  it  is  a  very  meager  affair,  indeed,  when  it  does  no  more 
than  give  food  and  clothing,  neglecting  the  weightier  matters  of  such 
teaching  as  looks  to  self-subsistence,  and  such  training  as  furnishes  the 
moral  stamina  on  which  success  in  life  depends.  Careful  examination 
of  the  yearly  and  special  reports  that  have  come  to  hand,  gives  the 
impression  tnat  only  a  portion  of  these  institutions  take  any  particular 
pains  to  train  inmates  to  the  habit  of  intelligent  and  vigorous  industry. 
There  is  danger,  on  the  one  hand,  that  the  child  will  find  the  asylum 
which  receives  him  and  enters  his  name  on  its  books,  hardly  more  than 
a  halting-place  on  the  downward  ways  of  poverty ;  while  on  the  other 
hand,  it  is  to  be  feared  that  he  may  come  to  regard  an  institution  of 
some  kind  as  his  proper  home,  and  support  by  the  public  as  his  rightful 
heritage." 

Take  for  instance  the  Children's  Mission  to  the  Children  of  the  Desti- 
tute: "The  current  expenses  of  the  Mission  average  about  eight  thou- 
sand dollars  annually,  thoueh  during  the  past  year  they  reached  the 
sum  of  eight  thousand  four  hundred  dollars." 

That  is  but  a  sample  of  the  whole  thirty-two  institutions  in  that  State 
that  receive  their  income  and  support  from  other  sources.  Not  one 
of  that  thirty-two  does  the  State  aid  in  any  particular.  Then,  again,  I 
claim  that  if  we  should  withdraw  this  aid  these  institutions  would  not 
necessarily  go  down.  So  far  as  they  are  established  by  religious  denom- 
inations, they  are  largely  the  outgrowth  of  Christian  charity,  and 
Christian  charity  will  maintain  them  to  the  extent  of  its  ability.  Tet, 
what  they  fail  to  do,  it  becomes  the  province  of  the  State  to  do,  or  the 
State  through  the  counties — and  to  do  it  well.  And  I  say,  sir,  that 
inasmuch  as  they  have  established  these  institutions,  and  contributed 
the  money  for  building  the  houses  and  setting  them  in  motion,  so 
should  they  continue  to  keep  them  in  running  order.  When  the  orphan 
asylums  were  built  did  they  get  State  aid?  Had  they  any  reason  to 
believe  that  State  aid  would  be  contributed  to  support  them  ?  No.  It 
is  a  provision  that  has  been  made  by  the  Legislature,  session  after  ses- 
sion.   They  must  realize  that  they  are  dependent  upon  themselves. 

But  acain,  while  some  gentlemen  urge  us  to  support  this  system,  they 
oppose  Uie  very  same  doctrine  when  applied  in  another  direction.  It  is 
the  doctrine  advocated  by  Zach.  Montgomery  on  the  school  question. 
His  idea  of  the  school  management  corresponds  precisely  with  tlie 
principle  that  is  now  brought  forward  and  sought  to  be  maintained  in 
reference  to  orphan  asylums.  The  eloquent  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco declared  that  it  became  the  duty  of  the  State  to  assist  in  maintain- 
ing these  wards,  since  charity  people  had  started  in  to  do  it,  and  because 
the  State  had  assisted  them  so  far  it  ought  to  continue  to  assist  them. 
Now,  will  not  the  same  argument  hold  good  in  reference  to  our  school 
system?  Are  not  the  children  the  wards  of  the  State?  Are  we  not 
under  the  same  obligation  to  support  these  children — to  educate  them  ? 
I  say  we  are.  And  yet,  following  up  that  same  line  of  argument,  if  I 
should  come  here  and  start  a  school,  will  I  have  the  right  to  obtain  State 
aid  to  assist  me  in  my  enterprise?  I  would  be  taking  from  the  State  a 
portion  of  its  burden;  I  am  taking  so  many  children  and  assuming  to 
educate  them;  I  take  that  responsibility  off  the  State,  and  I  have  the 
right  to  come  in  and  ask  State  aid,  if  the  arguments  on  the  other  side 
are  to  hold  good.  And  yet,  when  you  are  asked  by  Mr.  Montgomery 
to  apply  this  to  the  school  system,  you  say  no.  In  this  respect  Massa- 
chusetts has  been  consistent.  She  has  established  a  school  system  and 
provided  for  the  education  of  the  children;  and  she  has  carried  the 
same  principles  into  the  asylums. 

While  I  repeat  I  am  in  favor  of  the  very  best  protection  to  the 
orphans  that  can  be  given  them,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  best  results 
can  be  obtained  from  the  present  system  of  asylums.  Assuming  that 
all  these  institutions  should  go  down  if  we  cut  off  these  appropriations, 
which  I  hold  would  not  be  the  case,  then  it  would  become  the  duty  of 
the  State  to  make  every  necessary  provision  for  the  protection,  educa- 
tion, and  support  of  these  children.  Suppose  we  should  make  a  pro- 
vision that  each  county  should  take  care  of  the  orphans  within  its 
limits;  I  can  readily  imagine  how  some  good  old  man  or  woman, or  both, 
could  be  found  to  take  charfi^e  of  them  and  bring  them  up  as  their  own, 
in  the  presence  of  other  children,  and  under  the  eyes  of  the  friends  and 
neighbors  of  their  deceased  parents. 

The  chairman.    Time. 

SPEECH   OF   MB.   BIGOS. 

Mb.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  shall  not  detain  the  Convention  very 
long.  In  the  feeble  health  I  am  in,  it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to 
say  what  I  should  like  to  say;  but,  having  been  one  of  the  committee 
that  signed  the  minority  report,  I  believe  it  my  duty  to  make  some 
explanation  or  statement  to  this  Committee  of  the  Whole.  In  doing  so, 
I  do  not  intend  to  make  any  spread-eagle  speech,  as  has  been  suggested 
by  Dr.  Caples.  It  is  known  that  I  was  one  of  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Legislative  Department  that  took  the  position  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  State  to  make  some  appropriation  for  the  private  asylums 
of  the  State.  I  believed  it  was  best  to  support  the  orphans  in  that  way, 
and  I  believed  it  was  economy  to  the  State;  that  they  would  be  better 
trained  and  cared  for  than  they  would  be  to  allow  the  State  to  go  on  and 
build  asylums,  and  employ  teachers,  and  have  them  educate  them.  I 
took  that  position  as  an  economist.  That,  sir,  was  one  of  the  reasons 
why  I  made  this  minority  report.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I 
opposed  the  action  of  the  Legislative  Committee,  and  I  thank  God  that 
there  is  a  goodly  number  of  that  committee  who  will  stand  by  this 
minority  report;  and  I  trust  this  Convention  will  adopt  the  amendment 
offered  by  my  friend  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson.  What  are  the 
facts?  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  general  details,  but  I  propose  first  to 
state  what  I  presume  every  one  will  admit,  that  the  State  is  the  guardian 
of  these  children,  or  stands  in  the  same  relation  that  the  parent  does  to 
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the  child.  Now,  I  appeal  to  this  Convoxition  whether  they  are  going  to 
turn  them  loose  upon  the  world,  or  put  them  in  vour  large  asylums  under 
the  care  of  paid  officials.  I  helieve  it  would  be  a  bad  policy.  I  believe 
the^  are  wards  of  the  State,  and  upon  that  point  I  believe  there  is  no 
diflference  of  opinion,  that  the  State  should  take  care  of  them.  I  ask  the 
gentlemen  of  this  Convention  just  to  let  it  run  through  their  minds  for 
one  moment.  Take,  for  example,  the  State's  prison,  the  insane  asylums, 
and  the  deaf  and  dumb  aayium.  Gentlemen,  if  you  put  them  into 
asylums  you  will  have  to  employ  people  to  take  care  of  them.  And  you 
must  erect  your  asylums,  and,  in  doing  that,  we  all  know  it  is  let  out  to 
the  lowest  bidder  to  say  who  will  take  charge  of  them.  I  say  that  it  is 
better  for  the  State  to  do  as  she  has  done  on  former  occasions — to  make 
appropriations  to  aid  these  institutions  that  are  now  taking  care  of  these 
cnildren,  and  pay  about  eighty-four  dollars  per  capita  for  taking  care  of 
these  orphans,  a«  will  be  seen  by  the  minority  report  of  the  committee. 

Take  the  one  hundred  dollars  for  whole  orphans,  seventy-five  dollars 
for  the  half  orphans  and  abandoned  children,  and  it  makes  about  eighty- 
four  dollars  per  capita  that  they  are  cared  for  under  the  present  system, 
and  they  are  brought  up  in  the  fear  of  God  and  become  the  admiration  of 
the  world.  Some  gentleman  said  that  he  did  not  want  any  spread-eagle 
speeches  on  this  occasion.  I  do  not  intend  to  make  any  spread-eagle 
speech,  but  I  propose  to  take  the  side  of  the  orphans.  I  do  not  want  to 
see  the  little  female  waifs  cast  upon  the  streets  to  fill  houses  of  prostitiH 
tion ;  neither  do  I  want  to  see  these  little  boys  turned  out  upon  the 
world  to,  alternately,  fill  prisons,  or  to  have  them  crowded  into  lar^e 
asvlnms  where  the  teacher  and  the  keeper  of  the  asylum  is  paid  a  big 
salary  to  take  charge  of  them.  I  ask  you,  Mr.  President,  and  every 
gentleman  upon  this  floor,  if  it  is  not  economy  for  the  State  to  provide  for 
the  support  of  these  orphans  as  it  has  done  m  the  past?  You  may  ti^e 
the  history  of  the  other  public  institutions  in  this  State,  and  I  will  com- 
mence at  the  insane  asylums  at  Napa  and  at  Stockton,  and  the  Deaf  and 
Dumb  Asylum  and  all  other  asylums  in  this  State,  and  it  costs  one  thou- 
sand dollars  per  capita  to  provide  for  the  inmates  of  these  institutions. . 
Now,  sir,  when  people — I  care  not  whether  they  belong  to  one  sect  or 
denomination  or  another — when  they  propose  to  take  them  and  keep 
them  fob  the  simple  appropriation  of  eighty-four  dollars  per  capita,  to 
clothe  and  feed  them,  educate,  and  instruct  them  in  the  paths  of  virtue 
and  teach  them  to  shun  vice,  should  they  not  be  allowed  to  do  so? 
What  has  happened  here  in  the  City  of  Sacramento  within  the  past  few 
days?  The  children  in  the  orphan  asylum  of  this  city  have  been 
afflicted  with  the  diphtheria,  ana  the  citizens  of  this  town  have  appro- 
priated between  eignteen  hundred  and  two  thousand  dollars  for  the 
relief  of  the  Protestant  Orphan  Asylum  in  Sacramento  City  durine  that 
time.  And  yet,  gentlemen  say,  we  propose  to  erect  asvlums.  I  tell  you 
it  will  cost  over  one  thousand  dollars  per  capita  to  take  care  of  them,  if 
you  take  as  a  basis  the  Napa  Asylum  and  the  DeaT  and  Dumb  Asylum 
of  this  State.  Mv  friend,  Mr.  Filcher,  knows  that  in  the  committee  I 
made  an  urgent  fight  on  this  thing.  My  friend  Judge  Hale  and  I  dis- 
agreed only  upon  one  question,  and  that  was«  that  while  I  thought  it 
was  best  to  leave  the  orphans  in  charge  of  those  who  are  now  Uking 
care  of  them,  he  thought  it  was  best,  even  if  it  cost  more,  to  let  the 
State  build  these  institutions. 

Now,  gentlemen,  suppose  any  of  you  were  to  be  overtaken  by  misfor- 
tune, and  were  to  leave  a  wife  and  family  of  helpless  little  children — 
and  this  is  only  supposing  that  which  might  happen  to  any  of  us;  upon 
her  death  she  leaves  these  Ijttle  children,  and  would  you  say  to  her  that 
she  should  not  be  allowed  to  designate  where  these  little  ones  should 
go — whether  they  should  be  sent  to  a  Catholic,  or  Protestant,  or  an^ 
other  asylum?  Are  you  goin^  to  den^  that  dying  mother  of  the  privi- 
lege of  saying  where  these  little  children  shiUl  be  reared,  educated, 
taught,  and  cared  for?  I  trust  this  Convention  will  never  be  guilty  of 
such  an  outrage  as  that.  I  hope  they  will  allow  the  mother,  in  such  a 
case  as  that,  to  look  after  the  careful  moral  training  of  her  children.  All 
over  the  world  they  say  that  California  is  the  pride  of  America — that  she 
is  the  pride  of  th^  United  States.  Now,  with  all  her  boasted  pride  and 
wealth,  these  gentlemen  here  propose  that  she  shall  cast  her  orphans 
out,  or  huddle  them  together  like  sheep  in  a  corral.  I  believe  that  you 
had  better  turn  upon  tnem  the  artillery  of  your  State  and  kill  them  at 
once,  and  prevent  them  from  filling  houses  of  prostitution,  and  the  pris- 
ons, iails,  and  penitentiaries  of  the  State.  In  regard  to  ereeting  asylums 
for.them,  I  sapr  that  there  is  a  job  in  every  public  building  that  has  been 
put  up  in  this  State.  I  appeal  to  every  gentleman  upon  this  floor  if 
there  has  ever  been  a  public  building  erected  in  this  State  but  what 
there  has  been  a  iob  in  it.  If  vou  build  your  orphan  asylams  by  the 
State,  I  want  to  know  if  you  have  not  got  to  have  your  keepers,  your 
stewards,  and  your  teachers  to  educate  them,  and  the  State  pays  for  it. 
Now  the  State  does  not  pay  a  dollar.  It  is  all  done  by  these  noble  men 
and  women  who  have  cnarge  of  these  institutions.  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  gentlemen  to  the  minority  report.  My  health  will  not  permit 
me  to  go  into  this  matter.  I  would  have  made  that  report  more  lengthy 
had  it  not  been  for  the  fact  that  I  have  been  upon  a  sick  bed  for  some 
time,  and  this  is  the  only  time  that  I  have  been  up  all  day,  and  it  may 
be  the  last  time  that  ever  I  will  attempt  to  address  this  Convention.  If 
so,  I  thank  God  I  have  had  the  privilege  of  appealing  to  my  colleagues 
and  the  delegates  representing  this  State  in  forming  our  organic  Taw, 
and  I  hope  that  as  a  crowning  act  they  will  adopt  that  amendment,  and 
that  we  may  in  the  future  protect  the  orphans,  as  we  have  in  the  past. 

Mr.  ST£I>MAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  withdraw  my  amendment  in 
favor  of  Mr.  Wilson's. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN.  If  there  be  no  objection,  the  gentleman  will  be 
allbwed  to  withdraw  his  amendment. 

No  objection  was  raised, 

BEMABK8  OF  MS.   O'DOMNELL. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  this  amend- 
ment o£ferod  by  Mr.  Wilson.    It  provides  that  ''  notwithstanding  any- 


thing in  this  or  any  other  section  of  the  Constitution,  the  Legislature 
shall  have  the  power  to  grant  aid  to  institutions  conducted  for  the  sup- 
port and  maintenance  of  minor  orphans,  half  orphans,  or  abandoned 
children,  or  aged  persons  in  indigent  circumstances,"  and  that  "  such 
aid  shall  be  granted  on  a  uniform  rule  and  apportioned  to  the  number 
of  inmates  of  the  respective  institutions."  N'ow,  Mr.  Chairman  and 
my  fellow  delegates,  you  all  remember,  as  well  as  I  do,  that  a  few  years  , 
ago,  the  State  undertook  to  take  care  of  the  orphans,  and  what  was  the 
result?  She  expended  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four  thousand  dollars 
for  an  institute  and  finally  she  had  to  abandon  it.  Now,  for  instance,  if 
you  undertake  to  take  care  of  these  orphans,  as  a  good  many  of  the 
members  have  proposed  to  do>  it  will  cost  in  the  first  place  for  a  build- 
ing, over  a  million  of  dollars,  and  it  will  cost  over  a  million  of  dollars 
to  support  them  afterwards.  At  the  present  time,  it  only  costs  twenty- 
three  dollars  and  seventy-five  cents  for  an  orphan,  according  to  the  last 
report.  Two  years  ago  it  cost  the  State  something  over  seventy  thou- 
sand dollars ;  now  it  does  not  cost  quite  twenty  thousand  dollars  to  take 
care  of  these  orphans,  and  now  you  propose,  in  shape  of  reform,  to 
saddle  this  State  with  a  million  of  dollars  expense  every  year,  and  a  mil- 
lion of  dollars  this  year  to  build  an  institute  to  take  care  of  these  orphans. 
How  have  they  been  taken  care  of  for  the  last  fifteen  or  twenty  years? 
I  say  that  the  best  educated  children  in  the  State  have  been  educated  in 
the  orphan  asylums,  and  I  defy  any  man  to  deny  that.  The  finest  edu- 
cated women  and  children  in  the  State  have  been  educated  in  orphan 
asylums  at  the  expense  of  these  private  institutions.  That  you  know  is 
a  fact.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  necessary  for  any  one  to  speak  or 
take  up  any  length  of  time  in  the  discussion  of  this  question,  because 
we  all  understand  how  this  has  been  conducted  for  the  last  fifteen  or 
twenty  years.  We  have  seen  the  result  of  it,  and  we  have  seen  the 
benefit  to  the  State.  I  do  not  think  that  you  or  anybody  else  should 
dictate  to  me  where  I  should  send  mv  orphan  children  in  case  I  should 
die,  and  to  say  that  they  should  be  eaucated  by  the  State  is  ridiculous. 
I  am  satisfied  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislature.  This  amendment  seems 
to  be  a  good  provision,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted.  I  know  it  is  satis- 
factory to  everybody  in  the  State. 

HR.   WBLLIN'S  BBMARKS. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  Owing  to  the  short  time  we  fiave  to 
speak  I  shall  not  attempt  to  make  much  reply  to  the  gentleman  who 
speaks  about  spread-eagle  speeches,  because  I  prefer  rather  to  deal  with 
facts  than  to  deal  with  spread-eagles.  He  savs  that  the  committee  wishes 
to  prevent  grabbing  from  the  treasury.  I  shall  show  him,  b^  facts  and 
figures,  where  the  stealing  comes  in.  He  says  that  these  institutions  are 
hostile  to  the  educational  system  of  the  State.  I  desire  to  know  if  we 
have  any  proof  of  that  fact — that  the  tendency  of  Christianity  has  yet 
pi>oved  an  injury  to  civilization.  I  maintain  that  from  the'very  first 
day  that  the  Pilgrims  landed  on  these  shores,  that  this  has  been  a  Chris- 
tian community,  and  that  Christianity  has  gone  hand  in  hand  with  civ- 
ilization, notwithstanding  the  sneers  the  gentleman  may  throw  upon  it. 
I  also  call  his  attention  to  section  four  of  the  Bill  of  Bights  in  our  Con- 
stitution :  "  The  free  exercise  and  enjoyment  of  religious  profession  and 
worship,  without  discrimination  or  preference,  shall  forever  be  allowed 
in  this  State,"  and  no  State  will  be  a  free  and  prosperous  State  without 
it.  The  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Filcher,  asserts  that  v{ii  are  arguing 
in  favor  of  the  same  kind  of  proposition  as  that  advanced  by  Zach. 
Montgomery  the  other  eveninff*  I  assert  that  we  are  not,  and  that  Mr. 
Montgomery  is  not  supported  by  any  one  in  his  views,  and  that  was 
shown  when  he  attempted  to  talk  the  committee  to  death  the  other 
evening.  He  started  in  with  forty  or  fifty  people,  and  ended  with  an 
audience  of  seven.  He  complained  bitterly  tnat  people  did  not  side  with 
him;  but  he  must  stand  by  himself.  Here  is  one  fact  which  I  desire  to 
state :  I  have  been  informed  that  not  one  of  these  orphans,  reared  in 
these  institutions,  hae  ever  been  found  in  the  State  Prison  at  San  Quen- 
tin.  I  have  not  the  proof  of  this  myself,  but  persons  who  have  had  a 
good  opportunity  of  knowing,  have  told  me  that  not  one  of  these  chil- 
dren, who  have  been  reared  m  the  private  orphan  asylums  of  California, 
has  ever  been  in  San  Quentin.  A  few  years  ago  the  State  of  California 
undertook  to  manage  this  thing  itself.  I  mignt  refer  you  back  to  the 
early  days  of  California,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty,  when  the  City  of 
San  Francisco  undertook  to  manage  the  charities  on  its  own  account,  and 
the  result  was  that  they  lost  two  thousand  acres  of  city  property  to  settle 
the  trouble  they  got  into.  Now,  as  I  propose  to  deal  with  facts,  and  show 
these  gentlemen  something  in  regaiti  to  the  economy  that  they  talk 
about,  and  the  grabbing  from  the  treasury,  I  will  refer  to  the  Appendix 
to  the  Journal  of  the  Assembly  of  the  sixteenth  session,  and  read  to  you 
a  few  extracts  in  reeard  to  the  institution  built  at  Marysville,  one  of  the 
institutions  started  by  the  State  of  California  as  an  experiment. 

Mr.  hale.  Do  you  not  know  that  it  perished,  because  it  was  in  a 
malarious  swamp? 

Mb.  WELLIN.  The  facts  are  before  us.  And  even  if  it  was  in  a 
swamp,  it  showed  the  stupidity  of  officers  in  placing  it  there,  and  the 
fact  of  its  being  stupidly  located  does  not  change  the  figures  or  the  facts 
as  to  the  money  it  cost.  Here  are  some  of  the  items  in  the  cost  of  taking 
care  of  thirty  inmates : 

Salaries $10,940  84 

Drugs  and  medicines . 163  54 

Groceries  and  provisions -    4,284  53 

Hats 186  00 

Drygoods  and  clothing 2,188  85 

Books  and  stationery 69  74 

These  are  some  of  the  figures.  Now,  if  they  bought  a  worthless  piece 
of  land,  in  order  to  make  money  for  those  who  owned  it,  that  does  not 
change  these  expenses.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  spoke  of  that,  because 
it  shows  where  the  jobbery  came  in.  There  were  thirty  inmates.  They 
must  have  been  well  supplied  with  hats,  for  it  seems  they  spent  one 
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should  appropriate  any  money  for  State  agricultural  or  district  agricul- 
tural fairs;  tney  hare  become  borse-racing  and  gambling  schemes. 

Mr.  HILBOkN.  Does  not  the  gentleman  know  that  not  one  cent  of 
the  money  can  be  used  for  horse-racing. 

Mb.  LARKIN.    That  is  the  principal  object  of  these  appropriations. 

Mb.  HILBORN.    Not  one  dollar  can  be  used  for  horse-racing.   ' 

Mb.  LAREIK.  But  the  object  is  to  encourage  that  class  of  gamblinsi 
which  should  be  stopped.  I  hope  the  section  will  remain  as  amendea; 
that  this  Convention  will  determine  that  it  is  proper  in  its  present  form, 
and  not  strike  out  the  section. 

Mb.  HILBORN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  read  to  the  gentleman  a 
clause  in  the  Act  appropriating  money  for  the  State  Agricultural  Society. 
In  section  one  it  says:  '^The  money  so  drawn  by  each  sociefy  shall  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  paying  premiums  for  the  different  kinds  of  live 
stock,  and  the  various  agricultural,  mineral,  mechanical,  and  manufac- 
turing products  of  the  State,  and  for  no  other  purpose;  and  no  part 
whatever  shall  be  given,  in  any  contingencjr,in  purses  for  horse-racine." 

Mb.  LARKIN.    The  principal  object  ot  the  fairs  is  jobs  to  fleece  the 

Eublic  I  am  opposed  to  the  State  paying,  directly  or  indirectly,  for 
orse-racing,  or  any  kind  of  gambling.  Let  them  stand  on  their  own 
bottom. 

Mb.  reed.  If  I  understand  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado,  he 
says  the  object  of  the  fairs  is  to  put  up  jobs  to  fleece  the  public 

Mb.  LAKEIN.    I  say  it  has  been  used  for  that  purpose. 

Mb.  reed.  I  pretend  to  say  it  is  a  slander  upon  the  Agricultural 
Societies  of  this  State.  I  know  whereof  I  speak,  and  I  know  that  the 
agricultural  people  of  this  State  would  deem  it  a  slander.  I  say  that 
not  one  dollar  has  ever  been  appropriated  for  horse  racing  that  has  ever 
beeU  given  by  this  State.  I  was  President  of  this  State.  Agricultural 
Society  for  ten  years,  and  I  know  the  charge  of  the  gentleman  to  be  a 
alander. 

Mb.  LAREIN.  The  eentleman  must  misunderstand  me  entirely.  I 
say  that  the  conduct  of  these  institutions  is  such  that  the  gamblers 
oome  there. 

Mb.  reed.  Gamblers  come  to  camp  meeting  also.  I  would  ask  the 
gentleman  from  £1  Dorado  if  he  ever  comes. 

Mb.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  the  honor  of  being  a  Director  of 
the  State  Agricultural  Society  for  six  years,  and  I  was  President  one 
year  when  we  had  no  appropriation  at  all,  and  I  most  emphatically 
declare  that  we  did  not  encourage  gambling  or  anv  other  vice,  and  there 
was  never  one  dollar  of  State  money  appropriated  to  horse  racing. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
be  adopted.  I  was  opposed  to  the  amendment  adopted  by  the  commit- 
tee, but  having  been  adopted  I  hope  it  will  be  allowed  to  stand.  There 
was  several  other  lying-in  hospitals  and  humbug  institutions  in  San 
Francisco,  that  b^r  one  means  or  another  obtained  appropriations  of 
money  to  prfvate  institutions,  which  are  nothing  in  the  world  but  a 
grab.  I  do  not  know  but  they  are  as  bad  as  the  horse  races  are  rep« 
resented  to  be  by  the  gentleman  from  £1  Dorado.  But  now  that  we 
have  adopted  an  amendment  which  especially  excepts  the  orphan  asy- 
lums ana  those  for  a^ed  and  indigent  persons,  let  us  adhere  to  that  and 
exclude  all  other  institutions  for  the  purpose  of  grabbing  money  out  of 
the  treasury. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

AOKD  AND  INDIOIKT  FEMALKS. 

Mb.  WALEER,  of  Tuolumne.    I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Add  to  Mr.  Wilson's  amendment :  '  Provided,  that  institutions  having 
care  of  aged  indigent  females  shall  not  refuse  to  receive  such  on  appli- 
cation.' " 

REMARKS   OP   MR.  WALKER. 

Mr.  WALEER,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  this  for  this 
reason :    The  amendment  of  Mr.  Wilson  says: 

''Provided, that  notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  this  or  any  other 
section  of  the  Constitution,  the  Legislature  shall  have  the  power  to  grant 
aid  to  institutions  conducted  for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  minor 
orphans,  half  orphans,  or  abandoned  cnildren,  or  aged  persons  in  indi- 
gent circumstances;  such  aid  to  be  granted  on  a  uniform  rule,  and 
apportioned  to  the  number  of  inmates  of  the  respective  institutions.'' 

Now,  sir,  it  is  well  known  in  the  counties  of  this  State — some  of  the 
counties  I  can  positively  speak  for — there  are  three  or  four  indigent 
females,  ladies  very  aged,  that  are  absolutely — and  have  been  for  many 
years— suffering  and  in  great  distress  for  the  wantof  a  proper  institution 
in  which  to  place  them.  I  can  speak  from  personal  Rnow^dge  in  my 
own  county.  In  Tuolumne  County  the  Supervisors  have  met  on  several 
occasions,  and  1  have  been  called  in  to  consult  with  them  myself,  and 
we  have  found  it  utterlv  impossible  to  take  care  of  them.  The  oountv  is 
so  small  that  they  could  not  be  taken  care  of  and  respectably  supported  in 
connection  with  the  County  Hospital,  as  it  would  reauire  the  erection  of 
an  apartment  which  would  have  to  be  supplied  with  female  help.  There 
are  some  of  them  now  in  a  deplorable  condition.  Now,  sir,  I  am  satis- 
fied that  if  the  State  is  going  to  give  monev  to  these  institutions,  there 
are  institutions  in  this  State  that  could  take  care  of  these  people,  and 
they  ought  to  be  compelled  to  take  them  in  if  they  re^fcive  State  money. 
The  counties  having  one,  two,  or  three  of  these  people  could  make 
application  to  these  institutions,  and  they  would  be  compelled  to  receive 
tnem,  and  it  would  meet  with  the  hearty  support  of  every  person  in  the 
State.  I  hope  that  the  gentlemen  of  this  Convention  will  give  this 
matter  serious  consideration,  and  look  upon  it  in  the  light  that  I  hold  it 
myself.  There  are  very  few  who  are  acquainted  with  these  peculiar 
cases;  these  come  to  my  knowledge  professionally.  As  I  have  said, 
there  are  one  or  two  deplorable  cases  in  my  county,  and  we  have  not  been 
able  to  get  them  into  any  institution.     We  have  ladies  who  have  stood 


in  hi^h  position.  Their  friends  have  died  off  and  left  them  in  old  age 
in  this  deplorable  condition,  and  they  certainly  need  some  action  from 
this  Convention. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  move  to] amend  it  so  that  it  shall  read:  "Pro- 
vided, that  institutions  having  the  care  of  orphans,  half  orphans,  aban- 
doned children,  and  aged  indigent  females,  shall  not  refuse  to  receive 
such,  upon  application." 

Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  only  wish  my 
amendment  to  apply  to  those  institutions  that  have  charge  of  aged  and 
indigent  females.  I  would  not  expect  them  to  receive  ^ged  females  in 
an  orphan  asylum.  The  gentleman  misunderstands  me.  My  object  is 
to  have  these  institutions  that  are  taking  care  of  aged  and  indisent 
females  take  in  all  that  apply.  I  do  not  allude  to  oaen,  because  Uiey 
can  go  to  the  County  Hospital.  Under  the  gentleman's  amendment,  if 
they  should  make  application  to  an  orphan  asylum  they  could  not  be 
refused. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that 
we  are  entering  upon  a  domain  that  we  are  not  entitled  to  enter  upon, 
by  adopting  such  an  amendment  as  that.  We  have  no  right  to  say  to 
these  institutions  how  they  shall  manage  their  affairs,  and  what  discre- 
tion they  shall  exereise,  provided  no  great  wrongs  or  improprieties  are 
com  mitted.  Now,  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Vaci^uerel,  ^ives  the  State  the  right  to  inquire  into  the  management 
of  these  institutions,  and,^  if  there  is  any  improper  management  or  abuse 
existing  there,  the  State  could  refuse  to  make  the  appropriation,  or  take 
such  other  action  as  mi^ht  be  necessary.  The  power  is  left  in  the  Leg- 
islature altogether.  This  merely  enables  them  to  give  aid,  and  the  Leg- 
islature would  exercise  sound  aiscretion  every  time  it  would  give.  If 
any  institution  was  improperly  managed,  or  was  conducted  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  offend  the  puolic  morals,  they  would  receive  no  appropria- 
tion. But  to  sa^  that  every  institution  should  positively  receive  all 
applicants,  is  going  too  far.  Suppose  they  are  full.  That  is  a  good 
reason  for  refusing  to  receive  an  applicant,  and  yet,  under  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Tuolumne,  they  would  have  still 
to  receive.  They  might  have  to  go  and  employ  mora  servants,  or  erect 
more  buildings.  There  are  various  reasons  why  the  institution  should 
not  be  compelled  to  take  all  that  make  application.  I  hope  the  amend- 
ment will  DC  lost,  and  that  when  these  institutions  show  that  they  are 
actually  supporting  these  children,  they  may  receive  aid.  I  do  not  think 
we  have  a  right  to  say  they  shall  receive  everybody  that  may  apply. 

REMARKS    OF   MR.   WALKER. 

Mr.  WALEER,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  gentleman  will 
understana  that  perhaps  there  are  not  twenty-five  females  in  the  condi- 
tion which  I  state.  It  was  to  get  the  vote  of  my  people  for  the  Consti- 
tution. There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  feeling  m  this  matter,  and  I 
think,  in  this  particular  case,  where  there  are  so  few  persons  of  this 
class,  if  we  should  provide  that  when  they  make  application  to  those 
institutions  having  charge  of  that  peculiar  class  of  people,  they  should 
be  received,  it  would  take  that  distinctive  character  out  of  it;  it  would 
ts^e  away  that  feeling  of  sectarianism.  For  instance,  a  church  or  pri- 
vate institution  may  be  opened  for  the  care  of  this  class  of  persons,  and 
will  receive  only  a  certain  class.  I  say  that  such  an  institution  has  no 
right  to  call  upon  the  State  for  money  for  its  support,  where  it  is  of  a 
distinct,  sectarian,  or  private  character.  Now,  if  the^  will  open  their 
doors  and  make  it  of  such  a  public  character  as  to  receive  these  twentv- 
five  or  fifty  people,  then  they  have  grounds  for  applying  to  the  State  for 
money.  I  say  these  people  are  in  a  most  deplorable  condition,  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  these  institutions  are  unable  to  receive  these  few  indi- 
viduals. I  believe  that  they  are  supported  mostly  by  ladies,  and  I  am 
very  sure  they  would  not  object.  It  is  because  these  people  never  get 
to  them.  The  counties  never  send  them  forward.  I  wish  the  gentle- 
man to  observe  that  I  am  looking  out  for  the  future.  The  State  needs 
an  institution  of  this  kind,  and  this  will  be  a  stepping-stone.  I  think  if 
gentlemen  will  take  a  proper  view  of  it,  they  will  find  that  the  institu- 
tions would  make  no  oojection  so  far  as  the  numbers  are  concerned,  for 
it  never  can  overrun  them,  and  it  would  place  the  thing  before  the  Leiris- 
lature  in  a  better  light.  The  people  or  my  county  would  understand  it 
in  that  way. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  have  made  pro> 
gress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recei^until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  r.  m.  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 

Roll  called,  and  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  President :  I  ask  for  a  correction  of  the  Journal  of 
yesterday's  proceedings.  I  find  my  name  among  the  absenteee.  I 
was  not  absent.     I  was  here  all  day,  and  answered  to  my  name. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Section  twenty -three  and  pending  amendments 
are  before  the  committee.    The  Secretary  will  reaa. 
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Th«  secretary  read  : 

"  Aroendment  offered  by  Mr.  Walker  of  Tuolumne : 

''Add  to  Mr.  Wilson's  amendment:  'Provided,  that  institutions  hav- 
ing care  of  aged  indigent  females  shall  not  refuse  to  receive  such  on 
application.' '' 

''Amendment  to  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Reynolds : 

"  Amend  the  amendment  so  as  to  read :  '  Provided,  that  institutions 
having  care  of  orphans,  half  orphans,  abandoned  children,  and  aged 
indigent  females,  snail  not  refuse  to  receive  such  on  application.'" 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  wish  to  add  to  my  amendment  the  words,  '*  In 
their  respective  institutiona." 

Mr.  walker  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  accept  the 
amendment. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

SBMABKS  OF  MB.   HAOKB. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope,  sir,  this  amendment  will  not 
prevail.  I  suppose  every  one  here  understands  these  asylums  are  not 
public,  but  private  institutions,  supported  mainly  bv  the  self-imposed 
charity  of  those  who  have  hitherto  voluntarily  established  and  main- 
tained them.  In  San  Francisco  there  are  Protestant  and  Catholic  orphan 
asylums,  and  other  institutions,  which  have  been  in  existence  for  years, 
and  been  supported  entirely  by  private  charity,  long  before  the  State 
made  any  appropriation  to  aid  them.  The  habitations  which  have  been 
constructed  for  tneir  use  are  auite  insufficient  to  accommodate  the  whole 
State.  If  this  amendment  snould  be  adopted  it  would  be  obligatory 
upon  these  institutions,  if  they  received  any  aid  from  the  State,  to  admit 
all  who  might  apply,  which,  for  want  of  accommodations,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  do,  even  if  they  were  so  disposed,  and  necessarily  they 
would  have  to  close  their  doors  against  all,  or  decline  all  State  aid.  They 
could  not  comply  with  the  conditions  imposed  upon  them  by  a  constitu- 
tional provision  as  proposed  by  this  amendment.  Whenever  the  State 
shall  establish,  and  take  the  management  of  orphan  asvlums,  or  asylums 
of  any  kind,  for  the  unfortunate  or  indigent,  we  will  have  the  right  as 
well  as  the  privilege  of  declaring  all  shall  be  provided  for.  But  whilst 
we  are  dependent  upon  private  charity,  and  not  exclusively  on  State 
aid,  we  should  leave  the  management  to  those  who  have  constructed  the 
buildings  and  established  the  institutions. 

The  orphan  asylums  now  in  existence  have  not  been  established  by 
the  State,  but  by  such  funds  as  charitable  ladies  have  contributed  and 
solicited  from  charitable  individuals,  and  the  property  does  not  belong 
to  the  State.  Now,  the  amendment  offered  by  my  colleague,  if  it  should 
prevail,  would  close  up  these  institutions.  Suppose  the  State  should 
grant  fifty  dollars  per  year,  or  one  hundred  dollars,  as  the  case  may  be, 
per  capita,  it  would  not  be  sufficient  for  the  supjx>i*t  of  all  these  orphans. 
And  yet  you  would  sav  that  unless  they  receive  every  applicant  they 
should  be  "denied  all  aid  from  the  State.  At  the  last  session  of  the  Leg- 
islature the  appropriation  granted  to  aid  these  institutions  in  supportine 
these  children,  was  one  hundred  dollars  for  each  whole  orphan,  and 
seventy-five  dollars  for  each  half  orphan  and  abandoned  child.  Now, 
who  would  undertake  to  support  these  children,  to  clothe  and  feed  them, 
^ive  them  house  room,  employ  persons  to  attend  to  them  in  sickness  and 
m  health;  I  say  who  would  undertake  to  do  this  for  the  sum  of  sev- 
enty-five dollars  per  year  per  head?  I  doubt  whether  any  one  would 
attempt  such  a  thing. 

The  State  has  been  quite  liberal,  and  with  the  large  charities  of 
individuals,  the  children  have  been,  so  far,  well  taken  care  of.  A  hun- 
dred dollars  each  for  orphans,  and  seventy-five  dollars  each  for  half 
orphans  and  abandoned  children,  is  not  sufficient  for  their  entire  sup- 
port. And  wb^  should  you  make  it  compulsory  upon  these  private 
asylums  to  receive  every  one  that  applies,  or  else  deprive  them  of  this 
donation  7  It  would  be  exactly  right,  provided  the  appropriation  of  the 
State  was  adequate  to  the  support  of  the  inmates  without  any  other 
aid  from  any  other  Quarter.  But  it  is  not  adequate.  Why  should  you 
say,  therefore,  that  tne  orphan  asylums  in  ,the  City  of  San  Francisco 
should  receive  orphans  from  the  whole  State,  when  the  State  has  not 
built  these  buildings,  when  the  State  does  not  maintain  them  except  in 
part,  and  the  buildings  themselves  are  inadequate  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  all  the  orphan  children  in  the  State,  or  even  of  that  city.  I 
would  agree  to  the  amendment  if  the  appropriation  was  adequate  to  the 
support  of  these  children,  but  it  is  not  aaequate,  and  you  have  no  right 
to  ask  private  individuals  to  pay  the  money  out  of  their  own  pockets  to 
support  all  that  may  applv,  in  order  to  get  the  State  appropriation. 
That  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  charity.  It  should  not  be  the  purpose 
of  any  amendment  to  compel  any  asylum  to  do  that  thing  unless  the 
State  apropriation  is  made  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  do  it.  I  hope 
the  amenoment  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wonld  ask,  if  the 
State  considers  it  necessary  that  these  institutions  shall  take  sole  care  of 
the  orphans,  etc.,  and  contribute  money  sufficient  for  that  purpose, 
whether  or  not  these  institutions  do  not  become  quasi  institutions  or  the 
State? 

Mr.  HAGER.  They  do  so  far  as  the  State  aid  is  concerned.  But  it 
is  a  partial  aid,  as  I  said ;  if  the  aid  was  sufficient  for  the  entire  support 
of  tne  orphans,  then  it  would  be  all  right.  These  buildings  cannot 
accommodate  more  than  fifty  or  one  hundred  apiece.  Thev  have  not 
the  room.  They  are  limited  in  their  capacity.  Why  would  you  com- 
pel them  to  do  that  which  it  is  impossible  to  do? 

Mr.  walker.  It  would  not  be  considered  impossible.  If  these 
institutions  are  goine  to  take  it  upon  themselves,  the  supposition  is  that 
they  will  erect  buildings  to  accommodate  all. 

Mb.  HAGER.    How  can  they  do  it? 

Mr.  WALKER.  We  have  voted  that  the  State  shall  contribute 
sufficient  money. 

Mr.  HAGER.    The  State  has  not  contributed  one  dollar  towards  the 


building  of  the  orphan  asylums  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  They 
were  put  up  by  private  charity.  They  have  not  the  capacity  to  accom- 
modate all  that  apply  at  this  time.  They  have  no  funds  to  build  with, 
and  all  that  the  State  has  appropriated  hitherto  is  not  sufficient  to  main- 
tain thepi.  Why.  ask  them  to  do  that  which  they  cannot  do  ?  If  the 
amendment  went  so  far  as  to  provide  buildings  it  would  be  all  rifht. 
But  it  does  not.  Why,  then,  ask  them  to  do  what  is  impossible  unless 
you  wish  to  close  their  doors;  because  I  am  sure  they  will  not  under- 
take to  do  that  which  they  cannot  do. 

BBMABKS  OF  XB.   BBDDY. 

Mb.  REBDY.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  that  the  result  of  this  amend- 
ment would  be  to  take  from  the  managers  of  these  institutions  the  dis- 
cretion aa  to  who  they  will  receive.  As  I  understand  this  measure,  it 
would  only  be  necessary  for  any  person  to  mako  an  application,  claim- 
ing that  they  were  within  the  description  given,  and  if  they  were 
renise<l,  that  will  be  cause  for  the  Legislature  to  refuse  to  *maKe  any 
appropriation  for  the  institution.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  would 
place  the  institution  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  its  enemies.  I  believe  that 
it  is  necessary  to  give  that  discretion  to  the  managers  of  these  institu- 
tions, in  any  view  of  the  case.  Would  it  be  proper  for  any  such  an 
institution  to  receive  a  woman  without  knowing  anything  about  her, 
about  her  previous  character,  or  know  whether  she  was  a  proper  person 
to  be  associated  with  children,  or  not?  Certainly  such  a  measure  as  this 
would  tend  to  destroy  the  usefulness  of  the  whole  institution,  if  I  under- 
stand the  measure  correctly. 

Mb.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  It  does  not  propose  to  put  these 
women  in  the  orphan  asylums. 

Mb.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman :  That  is  the  way  I  understand  it  I 
do  not  understand  that  the  section  is  so  worded  as  that  the  aged  female 
must  make  application  to  an  institution  provided  for  that  class  of  people 
especially.  • 

Mr.  Walker.    That  is  the  provision. 

Mb.  REDDY.  Then  I  will  abandon  the  ground  I  have  been  going 
over  and  take  another  view  of  it.  Certainly,  they  must  first  provide 
accommodations,  and  aft^r  they  have  accommodations  they  must  receive 
them;  but  they  are  compelled  to  do  so  under  the  amendment;  they  are 
compelled  to  receive  the  person,  and  they  are  to  receive  a  small  stipend 
for  the  maintenance  of  these  persons,  but  nothing  for  the  builaing. 
Each  institution  is  compelled,  under  the  law,  to  receive  any  person  who 
may  make  application. 

Mb.  WALICER.  The  supposition  is  that  the  Legislature  will  make 
provision  for  these  emergencies. 

Mb.  REDDY.     For  buildings? 

Mb.  walker.  If  an  orphan  asylum  refuses  to  receive  an  orphan 
what^s  to  become  of  these  orphans?  It  is  proposed  to  make  these  insti- 
tutions quasi  institutions  of^  the  State.  I  want  to  make  them  the 
institutions  of  the  State.  I  am  in  full  and  heffrty  support  of  the  insti- 
tutions, but  I  want  to  enable  every  place  in  the  State  to  enjoy  the  benefits 
of  them.  ' 

Mb.  REDDY.  I  did  not  understand  the  measure  so  when  I  first 
addressed  myself  to  it.  Your  idea  is  that  there  shall  be  ample  provision 
made  to  enable  these  institutions  to  erect  buildings  and  furnish  them  ? 

Mb.  walker.    If  it  becomes  necessary. 

Mb.  REDDY.  And  who  will  own  the  buildings  then,  the  institution 
or  the  State? 

Mb.  walker.    That  is  for  the  Legislature  to  decide. 

Mr.  REDDY.    Then  I  have  nothing  more  to  say. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   RITNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  sure  if  the  abandoned  chil- 
dren and  the  orphans  and  the  half  orphans  have  understood  what  an 
immensity  of  political  reputation  depended  upon  their  existence,  the^ 
would  be  abandoned  for  life.  I  am  sorry  to  see  such  a  wonderful  sensi- 
tiveness, and  if  there  is  any  compensation  for  having  been  dut  off  from 
making  my  little  speech  this  morning  by  the  previous  question,  it  is 
that  forty-seven  other  gentlemen,  whose  desks  are  so  full  of  manuscript 
on  the  subject,  that  they  cannot  get  the  lids  down,  were  likewise  cut  off. 
Now,  sir,  I  am  in  favor  of  this  amendment,  beoause  these  wonderful 
institutions,  which  have  such  a  paternal  care  over  the  orphan  and  the 
half  orphan  and  the  abandonea  child  and  .the  old  woman^  having 
receivea  now  the  benefit  of  State  appropriations — all  they  can  get  out  of 
the  Legislature —ought  to  assume  some  of  the  responsibility.  Mr. 
Chairman,  there  is  not,  within  the  boundaries  of  the  State  of  Califor- 
nia, but  one  institution  where  there  is  any  power  by  law  under  which 
you  can  place  an  orphan  within  their  walls.  For  all  that  is  on  your 
statute  books,  the  streets  may  be  full  of  orphans  and  abandoned  children, 
and  no  power  on  earth  could  compel  an  institution,  except  one,  to 
receive  one,  notwithstanding  the  appropriations  by  the  State.  But  what 
I  wish  to  accomplish  by  the  amendment  which  the  gentleman  from 
Tuolumne  has  accepted,  is  that  we  shall  provide  that,  when  the  Legis- 
lature has  enacted  a  law,  giving  them  an  appropriation  under  certain 
regulations,  that  it  shall  be  compulsory  upon  them  to  receive  all;  they 
must  receive  them.  If  they  are  going  to  assume  the  care  of  the  orphans 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  State,  let  us  provide  by  law  that  they  must  do  it. 
Why  not?    I  see  no  reason. 

And  further,  Mr.  Chairman,  a  good  deal  was  said  this  morning  of  the 
cost.  It  was  cheaper  to  do  it  this  way  than  it  was  the  other.  I  will 
allude  to  a  single  institution  that  has  been  kept  out  of  politics.  Thank 
Grod,  there  is  onci  in  the  State  I  and  thank  God,  also,  that  it  is  in  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  I  I  refer  to  the  City  and  County  Alms- 
house. Sir,  there  is  a  model  institution.  It  is  the  only  one  where  there 
is  any  power  to  put  an  orphan.  And  what  is  the  result?  Why,  sir,  that 
notwitnstanding  all  of  the  orphan  asylums  all  over  the  State,  that  insti- 
tution that  was  designed  only  for  the  aged  and  infirm,  contained,  on  the 
average,  during  last  year,  sixty  children,  and  has  at  present  seventy-five. 
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Why  ?  Because  the  other  institutions  in  the  City  of  "San  Francisco  would 
not  receive  them;  because  there  is  power  to  put  them  into  that  institu- 
tion. And  as  to  the  cost.  It  costs  but  little  more  to  put  them  there  than 
the  State  now  appropriates  to  the  orphan  asylums.  I  am  opposed  to  this 
whole  business,  because  I  believe  that  the  State  should  care  for  its 
orphans.  It  is  sound  in  theory,  and  it  cannot  be  wrone  in  practice.  I 
forgot  to  say  that  it  cost  in  that  institution  but  one  hundred  and  forty- 
six  dollars  per  year  per  head,  and  that  is  but  little  more  than  the  State 
appropriates  to  the  orphan  asylums.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  correct 
principle  is  that  the  counties,  and,  if  we  had  township  organizations  in 
this  State,  the  townships,  should  take  care  of  the  indigent  and  the 
orphans.  I  hold  that  it  would  be  better  for  the  orphans  to'  be  raised  in 
the  communities  where  they  belong — in  the  communities  and  among 
the  friends  of  their  youth,  where  they  are  bom.  I  hold  that  the  com- 
munity itself  will,  in  an  awkward,  stumbling  way,  raise  these  children 
better.  They  will  send  them  to  the  public  schools  with  the  other  chil- 
dren. They  will  grow  up  there  with  the  other  children,  and  when  thepr 
become  of  age  they  will  have  a  local  habitation  and  a  home  among  their 
acquaintances,  an  acquaintance  among  men  of  enterprise,  an  acquaint- 
ance with  the  world,  and  will  be  much  better  off  than  being  herded  in 
the  large  institutions  now  paid  by  the  State. 

Mr.  REDDY.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  matter  being  dis- 
cussed by  the  gentleman  now  was  fully  discussed  this  morning. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  willing  to  stop  if  it  will  injure  any  of  the 
reputations  of  these  gentlemen. 

Ma.  JOYCE.    What  institution  did  you  refer  to  as  being  a  model? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  referred  to  the  City  and  County  Almshouse  of 
San  Francisco. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  money  he  spent  here 
last  Winter,  trying  to  get  into  office? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Do  you  know?  How  do  you  know  anything  of 
it?    I  do  not  know  anything  about  it;  and  having  been  kept  out  of 

r>litic8  is  sufficient  reason  for  the  success  of  the  institution.  The  remark 
make  is  that  it  can  be  done.  I  wish  now  that  these  institutions  simply 
be  held  responsible,  and  that  there  be  some  power  to  compel  them  to 
receive  and  take  care  of  the  orphans  of  the  Siate,  if  thev  are  to  be 
intrusted  with  that  duty  by  the  State  and  are  to  be  paid  by  the  State 
for  it. 

8PBBCH   OF  MR.   BALK. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  committee :  This 
is  a  matter  of  much  importance  that  we  are  dealing  with,  and  I  trust 
that  we  shall  deal  with  it  with  prudence.  I  think  it  makes  a  difference 
of  a  good  many  thousand  votes,  and  I  address  this  to  those  gentlemen 
who  are  desirous  that  the  people  may  adopt  the  Constitution  which  we 
may  pass  upon  here.  Now,  the  question  as  it  stands,  if  I  correctly 
understand  it,  is  that  sectjpn  twenty -two  is  not  emasculated.  It  is  added 
to.    Section  twenty-two  runs  thus : 

"  Sec.  22.  No  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  treasury  hut  in  con- 
sequence of  appropriations  made  by  law,  and  upon  warrants  duly  drawn 
thereon  by  the  Controller ;  and  no  money  shall  ever  be  appropriated  or 
drawn  from  the  State  treasury  for  the  use  or  benefit  of  any  corporation, 
association,  asylum,  hospital,  or  any  other  institution,  not  under  the 
exclusive  management  and  control  of  the  State  as  a  State  institution, 
nor  shall  any  grant  or  donation  of  property  ever  be  made  thereto  by  the 
State.  An  accurate  statement  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  public 
moneys  shall  be  attached  to  and  publishea  with  the  laws  of  eveiy  regu- 
lar session  of  the  Legislature."' 

As  I  understand,  no  part  of  that  has  been  stricken  out,  but  an  amend- 
ment haji  been  adopted,  which  reads  in  this  wise — that  is,  by  adding  at 
the  end  of  the  section,  after  the  word  "State,"  (his:  "  Provided,  that, 
notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  this  or  any  other  section  of  this 
Constitution,  the  Legislature  shall  have  the  power  to  grant  aid  to  insti- 
tutions conducted  for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  minor  orphans, 
half  orphans,  or  abandoned  children,  or  aged  persons  in  indigent  circum- 
stances, such  aid  to  be  granted  on  a  uniform  rule,  and  apportioned  to  the 
number  of  inmates  of  the  respective  institutions." 

Now,  that  has  been  adoptea  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  I 
shall  assume,  as  I  believe  it  has  been  done  in  good  faith,  that  it  is 
expressive  of  the  sense  of  the  committee.  Now,  the  pending  amend- 
ment, if  I  understand  it,  reads  this  way,  by  adding  to  Mr.  Wilson's 
amendment:  "  Provided,  that  institutions  having  care  of  orphans,  half 
orphans,  abandoned  children,  and  aged  indigent  females,  shall  not  refuse 
such  on  application  to  their  respective  institutions." 

I  do  not  Know  who  is  the  author  of  the  last  amendment,  but  I  would 
suggest  to  him  that  in  order  to  make  it  conform  to  the  amendment 
already  adopted,  that  the  word  "female"  should  be  stricken  out,  and 
the  word  "persons"  substituted  for  it.     Will  the  gentleman  accept  it? 

Mr.  WALKER,  of  Tuolumne.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary.  The 
County  Hospitals  take  care  of  all  indigent  males. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Wilson's  amendment  provides  for  " orphans,  half 
orphans,  or  abandoned  children,  or  aged  persons  in  indigent  circum- 
stances." 

Mr.  walker  I  think  it  would  defeat  the  whole  object  in  view. 
I  tried  to  explain  that  there  was  a  small  number  of  old  infirm  indigent 
females,  who  are  now  left  entirely  without  support,  and  in  a  most 
deplorable  condition.  My  object  is  to  have  these  particular  females 
taken  care  of. 

Mr.  hale.  Your  purpose  is  to  require  that  they  shall  be  received 
without  distinction. 

Mr.  Walker,  of  course.  There  is  no  distinction,  in  my  mind; 
they  are  all  in  need. 

Mr.  hale.  Of  course,  if  it  be  not  agreeable  to  the  gentleman,  I  do 
not  wish  to  urge  it.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  with  the  sug- 
gestion that  I  have  offered,  so  that  it  will  apply  to  indigent  persons 
whether  male  or  female. 


Mr.  walker  I  do  not  presume  that  Mr.  Wilson's  amendment 
provides  for  indigent  per^ns. 

Mr.  hale.  Yes,  it  does.  I  will  read  it  again :  "  Provided,  that  not- 
withstanding anything  contained  in  this  or  any  other  section  of  this 
Constitution,  the  Legidature  shall  have  the  power  to  grant  aid  to  insti- 
tutions conducted  for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  minor  orphans, 
half  orphans,  or  abandoned  cnildren,  or  aged  persons  in  indigent  cir- 
cumstances." 

Mr.  walker.    I  see  it  does. 

Mr.  hale.    Now  will  you  accept  the  an^endment? 

Mr.  walker.    No,  sir.    That  is  not  my  object. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Under  your  amendment  could  the  fourteen  thousand 
people  who  were  starving  in  San  Francisco  last  Winter  get  into  the 
orpnan  asylums  ? 

Mr.  hale.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  could  or  not.  I  am  dis- 
cussing the  question  from  the  standpoint  of  the  committee's  action. 
Now,  what  was  the  object  of  the  Committee  on  the  Legislative  Depart- 
ment? They  have  little  opportunity  to  explain  the  motives  of  their 
report  on  this  floor  thus  far.  It  was  this:  ttiat  while  we  recognize  the 
fact  that  the  orphans,  and  half  orphans,  and  abandoned  children,  and 
aeed  persons  in  indigent  circumstances  spoken  of  are  properlpr  the  wards 
of  the  State ;  that  they  are  entitled  upon  every  just  consideration  to 
receive  the  support  of  the  State ;  yet  the  purpose  was  to  secure  it  to  be 
done  under  general  law,  and  upon  terms  that  should  be  equal,  and  'con- 
ducted in  State  institutions,  so  that  the  money  which  is  drawn  from  the 
treasury  might  be  applied  to  all  those  persons  in  the  classes  enumerated 
wherever  they  might  be  in  the  State.  That  was  the  policy  of  the  com- 
mittee. Now  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  hajs  modified  this  to  the 
extent  of  allowing  this  system  of  supporting  the  orphans  in  private 
institutions  to  be  continued,  and  providing  that  the  State  treasury  shall 
bear,  in  part,  the  expenses  of  such  support. 

Mr.  walker.  I  will  accept  tnat  amendment  proposed  by  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  still  say  with  this  amendment,  as  it 
now  stands,  we  will  accomplish  the  purpose  in  this  way:  while  by 
vour  action  you  have  allowed  this  duty  of  supporting  them  to  be  taken 
by  private  institutions,  this  amendment  aims  at  this  result,  that  wherever 
these  wards  may  be,  whether  in  San  Francisco,  San  Dieeo,  or  Siskiyou, 
in  Placer  or  Monterey,  wherever  they  may  be.  they  shtul  have  a  right 
to  go  to  these  institutions,  and  be  permitted  entrance  there,  s^d  be  sup- 
ported upon  equal  terms  with  the  others. 

Mr.  biggs.    Does  not  that  take  in  Chinese  women  and  children? 

Mr.  ROLFE.    Chinese  prostitutes? 

Mr.  hale.  I  do  not  know  how  that  may  be.  It  will  be  determined 
by  law.  The  State  owes  as  a  duty  a  guardianship  to  its  wards.  No 
gentleman  will  deny  that  it  is  a  duty.  You  have  decided  that  you  will 
perform  this  duty  through  these  private  institutions.  Suppose  there  be 
six  persons  in  the  county  where  I  reside.  By  what  right  can  they  go  to 
these  institutions  and  demand  entrance?  By  none  whatever.  There 
is  no  power  to  place  an  orphan  in  one  of  these  institutions  except  the 
management  of  the  institution  upon  their  own  sweet  will  see  fit  to  do  it. 
The  amendment  seeks  to  remedy  this  evil.  Since  the  State  proposes  to 
allow  these  institutions  the  charge  of  the  orphans,  and  proposes  to  pay 
for  their  support,  all  the  wards  of  the  State  should  have  the  benefit  of 
the  money. 

Mr.  HAGER.  The  amendment  already  adopted  provides  that  the 
aid  shall  be  granted  on  a  uniform  rule.  It  does  not  apply  to  one  any 
more  than  another. 

Mr.  hale.  But  suppose  we  have  no  such  institution  in  Placer 
County?    How  can  they  get  into  institutions  in  San  Francisco? 

Mr.  HAGER.    You  cannot 

Mr.  hale.  The  policy  is,  that  since  the  State  pays  for  it,  all  per- 
sons in  like  necessitous  circumstances,  wherever  they  may  live,  snail 
have  the  benefit  of  that  fund  and  have  the  right  to  entrance  and  support 
there.  I  appeal  to  the  sense  of  justice  of  this  committee,  is  not  this 
ri^ht?  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  agree  with  the  policy  of  the  com- 
mittee here,  to  substitute  private  charitable  institutions  to  perform  the 
duty,  but  having  adopted  that,  is  it  not  right  that  you  should  give  all  of 
them  the  right,  the  common  right  of  entrance  tnere  and  of  support? 
I  ask  every  gentleman  to  weigh  this  matter  well,  and  I  implore  you  to 
do  this  act  oi  justice.  We  have  had  orphans  and  indigent  persons  in  our 
county,  and  have  had  no  place  to  put  them.  Why  ?  Because  the  State 
has  none.  Because  of  this  system  of  appropriating  money  to  these  pri- 
vate institutions,  there  is  no  public  asylum  in  the  State.  The  State  nas 
none,  never  has  had,  and  never  will  have,  so  long  as'you  have  this  sys- 
tem. But  you  have  adopted  it,  and  as  an  act  of  justice,  I  hope  that  the 
committee  will  adopt  this  amendment,  and  provide  that  all  these  per- 
sons, wherever  they  may  live  in  the  State,  shall  have  a  common  right  of 
entry  and  support  in  these  institutions,  and  it  strikes  me  that  the  ends 
of  justice  wiU  be  accomplished. 

RKMARKS  OP   MR.   FRSEMAX* 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  amend- 
ment now  proposed  is  only  an  adroit  move  to  defeat  the  action  of  this 
committee,  resolved  upon  this  morning.  If  it  were  true  that  the  St^te 
proposed  to  appropriate  for  these  institutions  a  sufficient  sum  for  the 
maintenance  of  all  the  orphans,  half  orphans,  and  abandoned  children, 
then  there  would  be  a  reason  why  every  applicant  should  be  admitted  ; 
but  the  State  has  not  proposed  to  do  anything  of  that  kind.  She  only 
proposes  to  pay  a  portion  of  the  expenses  which  the  institutions  are  now 
compelled  to  maintain,  and  now,  as  a  condition  of  her  paying  a  portion 
of  the  expenses  which  are  ordinarily  incurred  in  these  institutions,  she 
insists  that  they  shall  assume  an  obligation,  the  extent  of  which  cannot 
be  measured. 

Mr.  LEWIS.    Does  the  provision  adopted  this  morning  prescribe  the 


Dec.  20, 1878. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


793 


amount  the  State  may  pay?    Does  it  not  leave  it  to  the  Legislatui^  to 
per  anything  that  is  necessary  7 

Mr.  FBEEMAN.  Yes,  sir.  The  proposition  adopted  this  morning 
might  cause  the  Legislature  to  make  an  adequate  compensation,  hut  it 
is  not  to  be  expected  that  the  Legislature  is  going  to  donate  to  these 
institutions  the  full  amount  necessary  for  their  support.  But  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  point  must  be  reached  in  every  institution  when  that  insti- 
tution is  full,  and  when  it  is  full  I  do  not  understand  how  it  can  accom- 
modate any  more.  For  instance,  we  have,  within  a  short  distance  of 
this  building,  an  orphan  asylum.  It  is  capable,  I  will  assume,  of  accom- 
modating filly  orphans.  It  may  be  full.  Every  orphan  may  be  accom- 
modated there  that  can  possibly  be  accommodated,  and  yet,  under  the 
provisions  of  this  amendment,  that  institution  has  no  right  to  any  appro- 
priation unless  it  shall  take  every  other  orphan  which  shall  thereafter 
apply.  In  other  words,  it  must  agree  to  ao  that  which  no  institution 
can  do,  to  bring  itself  within  the  section  as  agreed  upon  this  morning, 
if  this  amendment  is  adopted.  Another  feature  of  the  amendment  is  ita 
broad  character.  They  must  admit  every  orphan  and  every  abandoned 
child  that  applies,  under  the  provisions  of  that  clause,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  them  to  admit  an  orphan  twenty  years  of  age,  that  is  fully 
capable  of  maintaining  itself.  Tne  truth  is,  that  these  men  who  are 
controlling  these  institutions  understand  them  better  than  we  do.  They 
have  to  taxe  into  consideration  who  are  proper  persons  to  be  admitted 
there;  and,  again,  it  seems  to  be  manifest  that  there  are  orphans  or 
children  in  the  State  whose  moral  character  is  such  that  an  institution 
of  that  kind  could  not  afford  to  admit  them  indiscruninately — whose 
moral  character  is  such  that  it  would  operate  badly  upon  the  other 
inmates  of  the  institution.  This  discretion  of  who  shall  be  admitted 
and  rejected,  must  necessarily  be  left  to  the  persons  who  maintain  these 
institutions.  I  am  asked  what  is  to  become  of  them?  I  do  not  know 
what  is  to  become  of  them.  It  must  be  one  of  the  ideas  of  this  Conven- 
tion that  we  shall  shut  off  and  shut  up,  as  far  as  possible,  the  charities 
of  the  State.  We  have  already  adopted  a  section  which  will  dose  the 
doors  of  the  treasury  to  many  worthy  charities.  We  have  cut  off  all 
a|:mropriations  for  benevolent  societies,  and  yet,  because,  under  the  lim- 
ited language  of  this  amendment  as  it  has  now  been  adopted,  we  cannot 
find  a  place  to  put  these  persons,  it  is  urged  that  this  matter  should  be 
made  more  objectionable  than  it  is  now. 

SPBKOH   OW  MR.   BRBR8TECH1B. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee: It  seems  to  me  that  the  true  criterion  of  this  whole  matter  is 
that  of  limit.  The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds,  says 
that  by  the  amendment  we  have  already  adopted,  we  have  placed  the 
orphans  exclusively  in  the  control  of  these  institutions.  ''  Exclusively  " 
is  the  word  that  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  uses.  The  gentle- 
man is  mistake.  We  have  not  attempted  to  place  the  care  of  the 
orphans  and  indigent  persons  exclusively  under  the  control  of  these 
private  institutions.  Now.  there  is  a  vast  difference  between  these  pri- 
vate institutions  and  institutions  thaC  are  maintained  and  cared  for  by 
the  State,  and  the  difference  arises  exactly  upon  the  point  of  limit. 
These  private  institutions  receive  aid  for  the  persons  they  have  actually 
cared  for.  The  basis  of  the  aid  is  the  number  taken  care  of,  and  there- 
fore it  cannot  be  any  injury  to  the  State.  If  the  institution  says,  ''  We 
will  take  care  of  one  hundred  orphans^"  or,  **  We  will  take  care  of  two 
hundred  indigent  persons'* — for,  in  the  one  case,  the  State  pays  for  the 
one  hundred  orphans,  and  in  the  other  case  it  pays  for  the  two  hundred 
indigent  persons — it  does  not  pay  for  any  more  than  are  taken  care  of. 
If  the  private  institution  limits  its  numbers,  it  thereby  simply  limits  the 
amount  of  the  appropriation  ,*  and  who  has  got  anything  to  complain  of? 
If  it  limits  the  amount  of  the  appropriation,  certainly  the  State  cannot 
complain.  They  have  a  right  to  place  a  limit  upon  tne  number  of  per- 
sons they  take  care  of,  and  they  have  a  right  to  say  what  kind  of  persons 
they  will  take  care  of.  The  State  can  only  say :  "If  you  do  not  take 
care  of  a  certain  class  of  persons,  we  will  give  you  nothing  at  all,*"  but, 
after  the  class  has  been  disposed  of,  the  institution  has  the  right  to  say 
how  many  they  can  accommodate,  and  the  State  cannot  complain, 
whether  they  take  care  of  a  greater  number  or  a  less.  There  is  always  a 
limit  to  the  capacity  of  private  institutions,  but  there  is  no  limit  to  the 
capHunty  of  State  institutions,  in  a  certain  sense.  The  State  must  take 
care  of  all  of  its  poor,  of  its  orphans,  of  its  indigent,  and  of  its  sick.  It 
is  a  duty  that  properly  belongs  to  the  State,  and,  where  charitable  insti- 
tutions, benevolent  institutions, or  hospitals  established  by  private  enter- 
grise,  see  fit  to  take  the  burden  off  the  shoulders  of  the  State,  and  the 
tate  says  that, "  By  reason  of  your  doing  that  which  properly  belongs  to 
us,  we  will  give  you  a  certain  amount  of  aid  for  every  person  that  you  take 
care  of,"  they  have  a  right  to  say  how  many  persons  they  will  take  care 
of,  and,  consequently,  will  see  just  exactly  how  much  aid  they  propose  to 
appropriate.  There  is  no  harm  done,  there  is  no  injury  done  to  the 
State,  and  there  is  no  wrong  done  to  the  institution.  There  are  many 
reasons  why  these  institutions  should  have  the  right  to  say  who  should 
be  admitted  within  their  quarters,  why  they  should  have  the  right  to 
say  how  many  persons  shall  be  admitted,  and  if  the  institutions  are  not 
properly  conducted,  all  the  State  can  do  is  simply  to  say:  ''We  will 
gjive  you  no  aid.  We  will  cut  off  the  aid  entirely."  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances they  certainly  have  a  right  to  designate  who  and  how  many 
they  will  take.  I  cannot  favor  ^at  kind  of  an  amendment.  The 
amendment  which  has  already  been  adopted  does  not  place  it  exclusively 
within  the  control  of  private  institutions.  We  desire  to  perpetuate  and 
continue  the  existence  of  every  benevolent  institution  within  the  limits 
of  the  State;  and  because  we  do  desire  to  perpetuate,  and  because  we  do 
desire  to  continue  them,  therefore  we  desire  to  give  them  aid;  but  it  in 
nowise  cuts  off  the  State  from  going  into  the  same  business. 
Mr.  CONDON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 
The  motion  was  seconded  by  Messrs.  Joyce,  Belcher,  Tinnin,  and 
Jioreland. 
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The  main  ouestion  was  ordered,  by  a  vote  of  70  ayes  to  15  noes. 

TuK  CHAIRMAN.  The  main  question  has  been  ordered.  The  Ques- 
tion is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Tuolumne,  Mr.  Walker. 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  53  ayes  to  60 
noes. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment.  I  would  like  to  read 
it  myself.  Amend  section  twenty-two  by  inserting  in  that  portion  of  it 
which  constitutes  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Wilson,  the  words  "  or  invalid  " 
after  the  word  ''aged."  It  now  reads:  "Provid<^,  that  notwithstand- 
ing anything  contained  in  this  or  any  other  section  of  the  Constitution, 
the  Legislatute  shall  have  the  power  to  grant  aid  to  institutions  con- 
ducted for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  minor  orphans,  half  orphans, 
or  abandoned  chudren,  or  aged  persons  in  indigcint  circumstances;  such 
aid  to  be  granted  on  a  uniform  rule,  and  proportioned  to  the  number  of 
inmates  o?  the  respective  institutions."  Now^  my  object  is  to  reach  that 
class  of  persons  wno  are  invalids,  and  I  desire  to  insert  before  the  word 
"aged"  the  words  "or  invalid,"  so  that  they  will  be  embraced  within 
the  provisions  of  this  amendment. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment  is  not  in  order.  The  amend- 
ment of  Mr.  Wilson  has  been  adopted,  and  cannot  be  again  amended. 

Mr.  LEWIS.  I  propose  to  amend  the  section  as  it  now  stands.  Insert 
between  the  word  "  circumstances "  and  the  word  "  such "  in  line  ten, 
the  words  "  or  to  any  benevolent  institution."  That  is  to  go  in  the  tenth 
line  of  Mr.  Wilson's  amendment. 

Thr  chairman.    It  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  propose  to  amend  section  twenty-two  by  inserting 
the  words  "or  invalid,"  so  as  to  take  in  that  class.    Is  that  in  order? 

Thr  chairman.  No,  sir.  The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty- 
three. 

Thr  secretary  read: 

Src.  23.  The  members  of  the  Legislature  shall  receive  for  their  ser- 
vices a  compensation,  per  diem  aqd  mileage,  to  be  fixed  by  law,  and 
paid  out  of  the  public  treasury ;  but  no  increase  of  the  compensation 
shall  t%ke  effect  auring  the  term  for  which  the  members  of  eitner  house 
shall  have  been  elected. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    I  have  an  amendment  to  offer.  . 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"  Members  of  the  Legidature  shall  severally  receive  for  their  services, 
a  sum  not  exoeedine  six  dollars  per  day ;  in  addition  to  the  foregoing 
per  diem,  members  shall  receive,  as  mileage,  a  sum  not  in  excess  of  ten 
cents  per  mile  for  each  mile  necessarily  traveled  to  and  from  the  place 
of  holding  the  session ;  each  member  shall  receive  at  each  regular  ses- 
sion, an  additional  sum  of  thirty  dollars,  which  shall  be  in  full  for  all 
stationery,  postage,  and  other  incidental  expenses." 

"  The  members  of  the  Legislature  shall  receive  for  their  services  in 
full,  as  compensation,  a  sum  to  be  established  by  law,  not  exceeding  five 
hundred  dollars,  for  each  regular'  session,  and  two  hundred  and  fifty 
dollars  for  each  called  session ;  provided,  that  mileage  shall  be  allowed 
at  the  rate  of  twenty  cents  per  mile  for  one  way  only." 

Thr  chairman.  The  gentleman  can  only  offer  this  amendment  as 
an  amendment  to -the  amendment.    Is  there  a  second? 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    I  second  the  amendment. 

RKMARKS  OF  MR.   PILCHRR. 

• 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  say,  as  an  explanation  of 
my  position,  in  offering  the  amendment  to  this  report,  being  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  that  I  struggled  hard,  in 
the  committee,  to  secure  this  amendment,  and  it  was  defeated  in  the 
committee,  and  obtained  a  universal  consent  of  the  committee  to  offer 
this  amendment  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  I  argued  there  on  the 
general  principles  of  fixing  salaries;  that  it  became  incumbent  upon  us, 
if  we  at  all  believe  in  the  principle,  to  at  least  fix  the  maximum  to  be 
allowed,  whether  we  fixed  the  salaries  of  such  officers  or  not.  I  con- 
tended then  that  if  the  maximum  to  be  allowed  was  fixed,  and  it  was 
fixed  on  an  economical  basis,  with  them  having  the  power  to  regulate,  that 
the  principle  would  stand  itself  throughout  the  whole  system  of  govern- 
ment. We  have  seen,  sir,  in  the  past,  attempts,  as  often  as  each  Legisla- 
ture is  convened,  to  reduce  the  salaries  in  California,  and  in  response  to 
that  sentiment,  the  Convention  has  already  reduced  the  salaries  of  the 
State  officers;  and,  now,  sir,  to  correspond  with  the  reduction  we  have 
made,  I  claim  that  we  should  fix  at  least  a  maximum  for  the  members 
of  the  Legislature.  It  is  argued  in  reference  to  this,  and  also  in  refer- 
ence to  the  salary  of  the  Governor  and  State  officers,  that  we  must  pay 
fair  compensation  for  good  services.  I  agree  with  the  sentiment,  Mr. 
Chairman ;  but  I  argue  now,  as  I  did  then,  that  there  must  be  a  limit. 
It  is  conceded  that  the  legislative  office  never  was  a  money  making 
office  in  California,  while  it  would  pay  enough  to  support  any  man  in 
the  commonwealth,  to  live  respectable,  while  ne  attenaed  a  session  here, 
still  it  would  not  pay  any  more  than  that.  It  has  been  enough  to  pay 
his  legitimate  expenses,  sufficient  to  maintain  him  respectably  during 
the.  session,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  six  dollars  a  day  is  about  a  fair 
medium.  In  view  of  the.  changed  condition  of  affairs ;  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  purchasing  power  of  money  is  so  much  greater  than  it  has 
been;  that  wages  have  come  down  in  every  direction;  why  should 
there  not  be  a  reduction  in  the  pay  of  legislators?  Why  should  they 
receive  so  much  more  than  they  are  paid  in  any  other  portion  of  the 
Union?  I  will  give  some  of  the  per  diems  paid  in  other  States:  In 
Illinois,  five  dollars;  Indiana,  three  dollars;  Iowa,  five  dollars  and  fifty 
cents;  Maine,  two  dollars;  Michigan,  three  dollars;  Minnesota,  five 
dollars;  Missouri,  five  dollars;  Nebraska,  three  dollars;  New  York, 
three  dollars ;  Ohio,  five  dollars ;  Oregon,  three  dollars — I  wish  to  call 
special  attention  to  that  in  our  sister  State — it  is  three  dollars.  Now,  if 
tnere  be  any  good  reason  shown,  why  we,  in  California,  should  pay  ten 
dollars,  when  three  dollars  has  proven  sufficient  in  Oregon,  I  would  be 
glad  to  hear  it.    If  it  can  be  shown  that  high  salaries  produce  com- 
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potency ;  if  it  can  be  shown  that  the  Legislatures  in  Oregon  are  propor- 
tionately weaker,  I  wish  to  bear  it.  Pennsylvania,  seven  dollars;  Rhode 
Island,ene  dollar;  Wisconsin,  three  dollars  and  fiftv  cents;  Alabama,  six 
dollars ;  Jjouisiana,  ei^ht  dollars ;  Texas,  eight  dollars ;  Virginia,  six 
dollars;  West  Virginia,  three  dollars;  Nevada,  eight  dollars;  Cali- 
fornia, ten  dollars.  It  will  be  observed  that  the  average  is  below  four 
dollars.  The  State  of  Nevada,  situated  the  same  as  we  are,  prompted 
by  .flush  times  and  mining  excitements,  and  induced  by  the  general 
high  prices,  fixed  a  maximum,  and  fixed  eight  dollars  per  day,  even 
two  dollars  less  than  we  have  allowed  here  in  California.  We  find  out- 
side of  this  State,  that' the  highest  prices  are  paid,  in  some  of  the  south- 
em  States,  where  these  carpet-bag  governments  have  secured  the 
supremacy  and  rule.  The  average  per  diem  in  the  conservative  States, 
the  good  States  of  the  Union,  vrnere  wisdom,  intelligence,  patriotism, 
and  everything  good  in  government  prevails,  is  less  than  four  dollars  a 
day.  In  view  of  that  fact,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  fur  maximum 
for  California. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Cbainpan :  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentle- 
man if  he  does  not  know  that  the  last  Legislature  cut  down  the  pay  to 
eight  dollars  a  day,  to  take  efiTect  next  December? 

Mr.  FILCHER.  I  am  aware  of  that.  Now,  the  bills  of  members  of 
the  Legislature  for  stationery  have  been  as  high  as  fifty,  sixty,  and 
eighty  aollars.  I  am  satisfied  that  that  privilege  was  greatly  abused ; 
and  it  amounts  to  nothing  less  than  legalized  staling  on  a  small  scale. 
I  am  satisfied  that  thirty  dollars  is  amply  suflScient  for  all  incidental 
necessary  expenses  of  a  short  session,  for  the  length  of  the  time  fixed 
here  in  the  Constitution.  Thirty  dollars  will  buy  all  the  stationery  that 
any  member  will  use  during  the  ordinary  term,  and  by  all  means  it 
ought  to  be  fixed;  and  this  privilege  of  drawing  indiscriminately  and 
packing  home  stationery  by  tne  trunk  full  ought  to  be  stopped — a  thing 
which  I  have  known  to  be  done. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    LARKIN. 

Mr.  LAREIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  4  am  opposed  to  the  provision  of  the 
general  amendment,  and  in  favor  of  paying  a  gross  amount  to  ajmember 
of  the  Legislature,  and  that  that  pay  shall  be  in  full  for  all  services; 
that  there  shall  be  no  consideration  for  postage  stamps;  for  stationery ; 
«  for  paper  bills;  or  fbr  washing,  or  for  anything  else.  Each  man  shall 
provide  himself  with  everythmg  he  needs  connected  with  his  position 
as  member  of  the  Legislature.  Five  hundred  dollars  is  suflScient  com- 
pensation for  any  member  of  the  Legislature  of  California  under  the 
provision  of  the  Constitution  which  we  propose  to  enact  here,  doing  away 
with  special  legislation,  limiting  our  term,  etc.;  and  I  believe  that  the 
true  policy  is  to  pay  our  members  by  the  term.  It  will  encourage  mem- 
bers that  come  to  the  Legislature  to  take  hold  of  the  work  and  proceed 
without  delay,  and  not  depend  simply  upon  their  per  diem;  for  if  they 
complete  the  work  in  forty  days  it  is  five  hundred  dollars,  and  if  it 
takes  them  eighty  days,  they  receive  but  five  hundred  dollars.  If  mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature  come  here  with  the  understanding  that  this  is 
the  only  compensation,  they  will  complete  their  labors  in  less  time  than 
if  they  draw  a  per  diem  for  an  indennite  period.  The  idea  of  giving 
stationery  and  stamps  to  members ;  there  is  no  reason  in  it.  The  practice 
has  been  followed  in  many  of  the  States.  When  the  Sergeant-at-Arms 
had  the  privilege  of  purchasing  and  dispensing  stationery,  the  stationery 
consisted  of  anything  and  everything — from  a  corkscrew  to  a  barrel  of 
whisky,  or  a  bouquet.  The  stationery  necessary  for  a  member  here  will 
not  exceed  ten  dollars;  many  will  not  use  five  dollars'  worth.  Let  each 
member  buy  his  own.  Limit  them  to  twenty  cents  a  mile  for  one  way 
only;  they  can  return  or  not,  as  they  please;  that  will  be  sufiScient  for 
them. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   WEST. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairn^an :  I  was  in  hopes  of  getting  an  opportunity 
to  offer  an  amendment  to  Mr.  Filcher's  amendment.  I  desire,  at  the 
proper  time,  to  ofiTer  an  amendment  to  that  amendment,  striking  out 
"six"  and  inserting  "five" — five  dollars  per  day.  Permit  me  to  say, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  believe — ^and  I  will  repeat  the  remark  made  the 
other  day  on  the  floor  of  this  committee — that  whatever  time  we  limited 
the  Legislature  to,  we  should  pay  the  members  a  per  diem.  There  is 
always  an  element  in  the  Legislature,  whether  in  California  or  any  other 
State,  that  is  in  favor  of  adjourning  and  getting  home  with  the  least 
legislation  possible,  whenever  their  interests  may  not  be  served  by 
remaining.  Therefore,  if  the  session  of  the  Legislature  should  be  a 
short  one  they  will  receive  a  per  diem,  and  if  it  is  a  long  one  they  will 
receive  a  per  diem,  and  if  the  interests  of  the  State  require  a  longer 
session  they  will  receive  pay  for  that  longer  time.  I  hope  that  the  com- 
mittee will  not  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
El  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin,  but  will  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Filcher,  with  an  amendment  making  it  five 
aollars  a  day  instead  of  six. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President :  The  reason  of  my  offering  that  amend- 
ment I  might  have  stated  more  fully.  I  propose  to  a^ain  move  in  Con- 
vention to  strike  out  all  limit  to  the  session  of  the  Legislature.  I  believe 
in  limiting  the  pav  and  not  limiting  the  time  that  the  session  shall  last. 
I  am  in  favor  of  that  proposition,  and  others  in  favor  of  that  proposition 
favor  striking  out  the  limit  which  we  have  already  passed,  as  to  limiting 
the  time  in  which  the  Legislature  may  sit,  and  placing  th^  limit  upon 
the  pay. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    MCCALLCM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  El  Dorado  will  not  prevail,  because  it  ignores  the  fact — 
remarked  by  some  philosopher,  I  do  not  know  when  or  where — that  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  human  nature  in  mankind.  By  giving  a  salary  of  five 
hundred  dollars,  unconditioned  as  to  time,  I  presume  we  might  have 
very  brief  sessions  of  the  Legislature.  I  do  not  know  any  good  reason 
why  a  session  should  hereafter  extend  over  thirty  days,  in  view  of  the 
fact  of  the  report  of  the  committee  here  in  section  twenty-five,  which,  if 


it  should  be  adopted,  contemplates  general  legislation  in  all  cases.  Why 
the  Legislature  should  be  in  session  over  thirty  days  is  more  than  I  can 
comprehend,  and  I  believe  in  some  of  the  States  their  Legislatures  have 
remf^ned  in  session  but  thirty  days;  therefore,  five  hundred  dollars 
would  be  entirely  too  much.  I  am  opposed,  also,  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Filcher ;  first,  because  it  is 
unnecessary  legislation  in  the  Constitution.  An  Act  of  the  Legislature 
has  already  passed 

Mr.  filcher.    Most  all  of  the  other  States  have  found  it  necessary. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Not  most  all  of  them.  A  number  of  them,  it  is 
true,  have  done  so.  It  was  formerly  provided  in  this  State,  in  the  first 
instance,  that  the  per  diem  should  be  sixteen  dollars  per  day.  After- 
wards, in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-three,  I  think,  the  per  diem  was 
reduced  to  twelve  dollars  per  day.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-seven, 
the  per  diem  was  reduced  to  ten  dollars  per  day ;  and  at  the  last  session 
of  the  Legislature  the  per  diem  has  been  reducAd  further,  to  eight  dol- 
lars per  day.  That  is  one  half.  It  may  be  that  eight  dollars  a  day  is  a 
dollar  or  two  too  high.  That  may  possibly  be  true;  but  to  fix  an  inflex- 
ible rule  in  the  Constitution  that  it  shall  be  six  dollars  a  day,  or  eight 
dollars  a  day,  or  five  dollars  a  day,  it  seems  to  me  would  not  be  very 
wise  legislation.  It  is  true  that  the  purchasing  power  of  a  dollar  aow  is 
considerable  more  than  when  the  per  diem  was  fixed  at  sixteen  dollars, 
at  twelve  dollars,  or  at  ten  dollars  per  day.  I  am  not  enough  of  a  finan- 
cier, and  I  do  not  know  of  anybody  else  who  is,  to  tell  what  is  going  to 
be  the  purchasing  power  of  a  dollar,  while  this  Constitution  shall  last, 

f>rovided  it  shall  be  adopted  by  the  people.  It  appears  to  me  the  Legis- 
ature  has  done  very  well  in  making  a  reduction  of  eight  dollars,  and  it 
is  beneath  the  dignity  of  a  Constitutional  Convention  to  attempt  to  legis- 
late to  the  extent  of  two  dollars  on  a  per  diem,  and  fix  that  inflexible 
rule,  and  a  specific  rule,  as  I  understand. 

Another  argument  in  favor  of  the  section  is  this  that  it  is  section 
twenty-three  of  the  present  Constitution.  It  proposes  no  change.  Again, 
we  have  adopted  an  amendment  already  jpirhich  provides  that  after  sixty 
days  there  snail  not  be  any  compensation  whatever.  Now,  if  there 
should  be  a  session,  necessarily  extending  beyond  the  sixty  days,  ten 
or  twelve  days,  it  is  understood  that  the  legislators  get  nothing  for 
their  additional  time.  That  certainly  is  an  argument  in  favor  of  not 
fixing  this  inflexible  rule.  The  Legislature  has  already  fixed  the  per 
diem,  and  in  the  absence  of  anything  in  the  Constitution,  it  stands  as 
the  rule,  therefore  there  is  no  necessity  to  legislate  upon  the  subject. 
Among  the  numerous  objections  which  are  made  to  us  outside  of  the 
Convention,  that  which  I  hear  most  frequently  is,  that  we  are  legislating 
too  much.  I  am  perfectly  aware  that  that  comes  from  ignorance  of  what 
we  have  done,  for  there  are  a  good  many  who  are  taught  to  believe  that 
such  is  the  case.  They  read  the  original  proposition  and  do  not  read 
any  further;  perhaps  that  is  enough  for  them.  No,  sir,  I  submit  that  we 
had  better  take  the  Constitution  as  it  is,  with  the  action  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, upon  that  subject,  and  inasmuch  as  we  have  reduced  the  session 
to  sixty  days — no  per  diem  after  that.  The  per  diem  has  been  reduced 
by  law  to  eight  dollars  per  day,  and  we  might  as  well  leave  it  ri^ht 
there;  but  to  fix  an  indexible  rule,  without  knowing  the  purchasing 
power  of  a  dollar  in  the  future,  is  to  do  a  very  unwise  thing  in  a  Constitu- 
tion. There  are  many  things  which  may  operate  to  change  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  a  dollar.  Why,  if  in  the  city  where  you  reside,  persons 
who  are  engaged  in  mining  operations  are  to  be  believed,  the  Comstock 
is  worth  one  nundred  and  fifty  millions  of  dollars,  with  a  prospect  of 
being  worth  fifteen  hundred  millions  of  dollars,  it  will  have  its  effect 
upon  the  value  of  coin.  I  do  not  think  these  things  are  very  probable, 
but  they  are  within  the  range  of  possibility,  and  even  such  things  as 
that  do  affect  the  purchasing  power  of  a  dollar  throughout  the  whole 
world.  The  gold  which  has  been  produced  in  California  has  revolu- 
tionized the  world,  as  regards  the  purchasing  power  of  money.  Sir,  I 
do  not  know  how  it  is  elsewhere,  but  in  the  part  of  the  State  which  I 
have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent,  the  complaints  have  not  been  made 
on  that  score;  the  objection  has  been  to  the  scheme  connected  with  legis- 
lation, and  not  to  an  honest  compensation  of  honest  and  faithful  officers. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BARRY. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  is  surprising  to  see  the  mania 
which  affects  a  large  portion  of  this  committee.  Propositions  are 
brought  up  from  time  to  time  which  seem  to  aim  at  economy,  but  when 
sifted  down  it  is  in  effect  but  a  degradation  of  the  public  service.  So  it 
is  with  this  amendment.  It  would  be,  in  my  opinion,  demoralizing  and 
degrading  to  the  public  service.  If  any  portion  of  the  remarks  which 
have  been  urged  upon  this  floor  against  our  legislators  in  the  past  is  true, 
then,  sir,  there  is  still  greater  reason  why  the  law  should  remain  as  it 
now  is,  that  legislators  should  receive  the  sum  of  eight  dollars  per  day. 
In  the  past  they  had  ten  dollars;  but  as  I  understand  it  now,  the  pay  of 
legislators  is  eight  dollars  per  dav  and  mileage.  Now,  sir,  I  believe  that 
is  little  enough  for  any  man  of  honor  to  come  to  the  Legislature  and  do 
his  duty  to  himself  and  to  the  people  of  this  State.  If  you  lessen  the 
amount,  then,  sir,  in  my  opinion  you  open  the  door  to  the  corruption 
which  has  been  charged  to  nave  b^n  used  so  freely.  It  is  sufficient,  in 
my  opinion,  for  this  committee  to  judge  of  the  conditions  of  men ;  judge 
of  the  motives  that  may  impel  them ;  consider  human  character;  con- 
sider its  human  frailty;  consider  that  men  are  liable  to  be  tempted; 
that  they  are  subject  to  the  tempter ;  that  men  are  necessarily  imperfect, 
and  that  those  imperfections  always  will  remain;  admit  that  there  is  a 
growing  sentiment  in  this  State  among  the  people  who  are  desirous  of 
selecting  a  higher  standard  of  men  to  fill  public  stations.  Admitting 
that  the  people  are  more  likely  in  the  future  to  select  men  who  cannot 
be  bought,  tnen,  sir,  let  these  men  be  paid  a  proper  amount  for  their 
services.  Do  not  let  it  be  said  that  the  great  State  of  California,  with  all 
its  resources,  has  cut  down  the  pay  of  ita  officers  to  the  level  of  the 
States  which  have  been  named  by  the  gentleman,  like  Rhode  Island 
and  others,  where  the  pay  is  three  or  four  dollars  a  day. '  But  here,  in  a 
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State  that  is  well  able  to  paj  eight  dollars,  it  is  well  to  keep  up  the  high 
standard  of  morality  and  wortn.  And  let  it  not  be  saia  that  we  are 
unable  to  paj  our  public  servants  such  an  amount  as  thej  ought  to  be 
paid.  For  one*  I  know  that  the  people  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  repre- 
sent, are  against  the  reduction.  I  have  talked  with  them  freely  upon 
it,  and  I  believe  that  is  the  general  sentiment.  What  they  demand  is 
that  taxation  shall  be  eoual  and  uniform;  that  the  rich  shall  pay  for 
what  they  are  worth,  ana  that  the  poor  shall  not  pay  any  more;  and 
that  something  shall  be  done  about  lands;  and  that  uncultivated  lands 
shall  be  taxed  as  well  as  cultivated  lands,  if  they  are  worth  as  much 
and  are  of  equal  producing  capacity;  and  to  provide  for  the  public 
revenue,  in  such  a  manner  that  they  will  be  better  able  to  sustam  the 
fpvemment.  Now,  prevent  the  corruption  which  is  said  to  exist  in  our 
State — and  it  must  be  admitted  that  corruption  does  exist,  and  that  it  is 
likely  to  exist  more  or  less — but  our  main  endeavor  should  be  to  pass 
such  laws  as  shall  prevent  this  corruption  as  much  as  it  can  be  prevented. 
Let  us  do  this  and  we  shall  do  our  dulhr.  But  let  the  amount  of  the 
salary  of  the  legislators  remain  as  it  is.  The  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco, Mr.  Stedman,  suggests  that  a  man  may  live  on  five  dollars  a  day, 
but  tJbere  are  very  few  who  will  come  here  and  live  on  that  amount. 
There  are  very  few' who  can  come  here  and  liv6  on  that  amount  And 
the  greater  number  of  the  legislators  are,  I  am  happy  to  say,  men  of 
families — married  men.  They  cannot  leave  their  families  at  home,  and 
they  cannot  sustain  themselves  and  their  families  and  live  as  they  ought 
to  live,  for  such  a  compensation.  Therefore,  I  hope,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
this  amendment  to  cut  down  the  pay,  will  be  promptly  vot6d  down. 

Mb.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  shall  tavor  the  section  as 
reported  by  the  committee.  I  do  not  know  that  the  gentleman  from 
Placer,  or  any  other  ^ntleman,  has  returned  any  conscience  money, 
though  they  nave  received  ten  dollars  a  day. 

RXMARKS  or  MB.   BBTNOLDB. 

'Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mf.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
offered  to  this  section  4vill  not  be  adopted  by  the  committee,  and  for  the 
reason  that  after  all  is  said  and  done  about  this  p<»r  diem  business  of 
the  members  of  the  Legislature,  or  the  question  of  salaries,  it  amounts 
to  nothing  to  the  member,  and  it  amounts  to  nothing  comparatively  to 
the  State,  and  there  is  no  need  of  spending  a  great  deal  of  time  on  con- 
triving to  tie  up  the  matter  in  any  particular  way.  We  have  found 
that  the  Legislature  itself  has  gone  on  reducing  the  per  diem  as  far  as 
expenses  have  been  reduced,  ana  that  seems  to  be  one  of  the  things  that 
we  can  trust  the  Legislature  with.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not 
adopt  the  section  of  the  old  Constitution  which  has  been  reported  by  the 
committee. 

[Cries  of  "question,"  "  question."] 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  That  seems  to  be  an  invitation  for  me  to  bring  my 
remarks  to  a  close.    I  will. 

Thi  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mb.  WEST.  I  move  to  amend  bv  striking  out  the  word  "  six,"  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "  five." 

Mb.  McCONNELL.    I  second  the  amendment. 

BEMABKS'or    MB.    LAINB. 

Mb.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  proposition  as 
originally  offered.  Now,  I  have  seen  here  shameless  proceedings  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  and  had  the  resolution  passed  tnat  was  offered 
here  at  an  earlv  day,  that  no  member  of  this  Convention  should  be  a 
candidate  for  office  at  the  first  election  after  the  adoption  of  the  Consti- 
tution, I  should  receive  with  much  more  pleasure  a  statement  of  what  is 
beneath  the  dignity  of  this  Convention.  I  have  known,  in  times  past, 
absurd  scran^bles  over  mere  matters  of  postage  stamps,  stationery,  and 
newspapers.  These  things  have  occurred,  and  the  whole  State  is 
ashamed  of  it.  Now,  wh^r  not  put  in  here  a  reasonable  compensation 
for  services,  and  not  leave  it  for  these  scrambles.  Now,  no  further  back 
than  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three-four,  I  find  that  for  the  mere 
matter  of  newspapers  there  was  expended  seven  thousand  three  hundred 
and  sixty-nine  dollars  and  ninety-one  cents—just  for  newspapers.  Then 
for  extra  compensation  to  their  clerks,  in  the  same  session,  they  spent 
seven  thousand  eigki  hundred  and  fo/ty-eight  dollars  and  eighty-six 
cents ;  making  in  these  two  items  alone  the  enormous  sum  of  fifteen 
thousand  two  hundred  and  eighteen  dollars  and  seventy-seven  cents. 
Now,  I  say  that  was  a  shame  and  an  outrage,  and  as  the  people  have 
called  us  together  here,  it  becomes  our  duty  to  see  that  it  never  occurs 
again.  I  am  in  favor  of  this  amendment,  and  that  there  shall  be  no 
extra  pay  or  compensation.  If  five  dollars  is  not  enough,  fix  it  at  twelve 
dollars,  but  fix  it  somewhere,  so  that  the  people  may  know,  and  not 
leave  it  to  the  arbitrary  judgment  of  the  Legislature.  They  form  com- 
binations for  the  purpose  of  enlarging  their  pav,  and  in  this  most  shame- 
less manner,  take  the  money  that  belongs  to  the  State. 

BBMABKB  OF   MB.   IKMAN. 

Mb.  INMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  gentleman's  amendment 
will  not  prevail.  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall  ever  get  here  again.  I 
hope  I  won't.  We  have  got  nine  dollars  and  fifty  cents  a  day.  Now 
vou  propose  to  pay  five  dollars  a  day.  I  hope  this  Convention  will  not 
be  so  niggardly  as  to  cut  these  gentlemen  down  to  five  dollars  a  day,  so 
that  they  cannot  live  respectably.  I  suppose  that  they  are  not  going  to 
have  any  clothes.  I  object  to  anything  so  niggardly.  Eight  dollars  a 
day  is  low  enough,  and  I  do  hope  that  this  (x>nv6ntion^ill  not  fix  it 
below  eight  dollars  per  day.  If  the  gentlemen's  consciences  hurt  them 
so  much,  they  can  pay  back  five  dollars  a  day  that  they  have  received 
here.  I  do  not  presume  any  of  them  will.  I  hope  that  the  amend- 
ment will  not  prevail. 


BKMABK8  OP  MB.   WBBSTEB. 

Mb.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  pre- 
vail, not  for  the  reasons,  mainly,  that  have  been  stated  here.  It  is 
notorious  that,  in  every  department  of  the  Government,  there  has  been 
extravagance.  We  have  tried,  even  in  our  County  of  Alameda,  to 
reduce  the  salaries  of  officers.  We  find  that  it  is  impossible,  while  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  salaries  are  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  services 
rendered.  I  think,  sir,  that  in  order  that  this  reduction  may  run 
through  the  whole  svstem,  that  we  must  begin  here.  Here  is  the  place. 
We  have  tried  it  with  the  county  governments.  That,  sir,  is  like  trying 
to  stop  the  progress  of  a  monster,  which  is  eating  out  our  substance,  by 
cutting  off  nis  tail.  I  believe  in  cutting  off  his  tail  two  inches  behind 
his  ears,  and  that  is  right  here.  I  know  that  it  is  not. the  per  diem  that 
brings  any  member  here  on  this  floor,  or  on  the  floor  of  the  Legislature, 
that  is  worthy  of  the  place.  I  hold,  sir,  that  there  is  not  a  member 
here  but  what  would  have  come  just  as  readily  for  five  dollars  a  day  as 
he  did  for  ten  dollars.  It  was  conceived,  sir,  that  there  was  some  honor 
attached  to  this  position.  It  was  formerly  conceived  that  there  was 
some  honor  attached  to  the  position  of  a  legislator,  and  the  reason  why 
there  is  no  honor  is,  that  it  is  a  scramble  for  office  and  for  the  emolu- 
ments of  office. 

I  hold  that  we  want  to  come  down  to  the  old  principle  when  the 
office  will  seek  the  man  and  not  the  man  the  office.  We  must  have  it 
so  that  men  will  come  here  for  the  love  of  the  State  and  its  service;  for 
the  honor  that  is  attached  to  the  position  and  not  the  money.  In  every 
department  of  the  Government  we  need  a  curtailment  and  reduction  of 
expenses,  and  we  come  here,  avowedly,  for  the  purpose  of  reduction. 
Now,  sir,  if  we  begin  here  this  reduction,  this  curtailment,  this  retrench- 
ment will  follow  down  through  every  department  of  State,  and  we  can 
hope  for  nothing  in  that  direction  without  we  do  begin  here.  I  hope 
the  amendment  will  prevail,  with  the  difference  between  five  dollars 
and  six  dollars. 

BBMABKS  of  MB.   WBST. 

Mb.  WE^T.  Mr.  President:  It  has  been  charged  that  the  motive 
and  intention  of  this  motion  is  to  represent  the  people  of  this  State 
as  niggardly,  or  in  other  words,  as  being  unjust  to  their  public 
servanU.  It  has  also  been  represented  that  in  those  Stales  which 
have  prescribed  a  lower  limit  the  Legislatures  were  dishonest  or  incom- 
petent, and  that  the  services  of  the  best  men  of  the  State  could  not 
oe  obtained  for  such  paltry  sum.  I  deny  it;  and  I  insist  that  the 
greater  price  you  pay  the  more  likely  you  are  to  have  men  seeking 
office  for  dishonorable  motives,  who  expect  to  speculate  either  in  the 

S)r  diem  or  the  perquisites  of  the  office,  directly  or  indirectly.  I  con- 
nd  that  in  those  States  which  have  been  mentioned  as  paying  low 
salaries,  there  are  men  in  the  Legislature  every  year  who  are  as  compe- 
tent even  as  Mr.  Barry  is.  I  claim  that  the  States  that  have  paid  three 
dollars  a  day  are  no  more  nig^rdly  than  is  the  gentleman  on  my  left ; 
and  the  members  of  the  Legislature  in  those  States  dress  themselves 
just  as  respectably  as  the  gentleman  on  my  left  Every  laboring  man's 
club  that  has  passed  a  resolution  on  this  matter,  as  far  as  I  have  seen, 
have  fixed  the  figure  at  five  dollars  per  day.  The  public  has  demanded 
that  the  per  diem  of  the  Legislature  shall  be  fixed  in  the  Constitution, 
and  as  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  has  well  said,  when  you  fix  their 
per  diem  you  fix  the  criterion  by  which  the  Legislature  will  fix  the 
salaries  for  the  county  queers  and  the  other  officers  of  the  State.  You 
cannot  expect  retrenchment  and  reform  when  you  make  the  fountain 
head  impure.  You  must  commence  at  the  fountain  head,  and  if  you 
fix  the  per  diem  of  members  of  the  Legislature  at  five  dollars,  they  will 
fix  the  per  diem  of  other  officers  in  proportion.  I  assert  that  there  are 
just  as  competent  men  as  there  are  in  this  Convention  that  would  be 
glad  to  get  three  dollars  a  day  and  work  with  a  pick  and  shovel ;  men 
who  are  fit  and  competent  to  sit  in  this  Convention,  so  far  as  talent  and 
•education  is  concerned,  and  because  fate  stands  cruelly  in  their  way,  it 
is  no  sign  that  they  are  not  competent.  Sir,  there  are  hundreds  of  citi- 
zens of  California  to-day  that  would  be  glad  to  make  one  dollar  a  day. 
I  contend  that  five  dollars  is  sufficient  to  get  honorable  and  honest  men 
to  come  here  and  legislate  for  the  people  of  this  State.  And  I  believe 
that  the  intelligence  of  this  committee  will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that 
there  are  men  here  who  could  have  made  twenty  dollars  a  day  at  home, 
and  yet  they  have  come  here  like  yourself  and  others  to  serve  the  State — 
not  lor  the  sum  they  receive  as  a  per  diem,  but  because  they  expect  to 
build  a  monument  for  the  State,  to  insure  and  enhance  its  future  pros- 
perity. 

*     BBMABKS  OF   MB.   OBBOQ. 

Mb.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  think  these  gentlemen  ought 
to  vote  for  this  limitation,  for  I  cannot  imagine  that  a  man  can  live  here 
for  five  dollars  a  day.  Certainly  he  leaves  a  family  behind  him  and 
comes  here.  He  is  compelled  thus  to  keep  up  two  establishments,  and 
doubles  his  ordinary  expenses.  We  should  make  some  allowance  for 
burying  unfortunate  men  who  die  in  this  town.  I  do  not  understand 
how  you  can  expect  men  to  attend  the  Legislature,  leaving  their  business 
at  home,  for  five  dollars  a  day.  Five  dollars  per  day  will  not  pay  their 
ordinary  expenses;  if  they  bring  any  member  of  their  family  here  they 
cannot  pay  their  hotel  bills;  they  cannot  go  into  society.  I  think  that 
eight  dollars  a  day  is  small  enough  pay — four  hundred  and  eighty 
dollars  for  a  session  of  a  Legislature.  Men  have  to  leave  their  business 
and  come  here  from  distant  parts  of  the  State,  and  even  at  ten  dollars 
per  day  they  would  make  no  money  at  it.  Why,  it  is  simply  niggardly 
to  pay  five  dollars  a  day.  This  great  State  is  able  to  pay  a  man  a  fair 
ana  reasonable  compensation  for  nis  services.  I  say  that  at  eight  dollars 
a  day  I  do  not  think  anybody  will  go  home  rich,  unless  they  are  good 
hands  at  poker.    [Laughter.] 

BBMABKS  OF  MB.  BOLFB. 

Mb.  ROLFE.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  carrying  on  eoonom- 
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DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Friday, 


ical  ffovemment  as  much  as  anybody.  We  have  limited  the  time  for 
wHicn  the  Legislature  shall  receive  pay  to  sixty  days.  Now,  gentlemen 
say  that  is  ample  time  for  them  to  do  their  work.  I  hope  it  is.  I  fear 
it  will  not  be.  The  Legislature  limited  the  time  for  which  we  should 
reeeive  pay  to  one  hundred  days.  Everybody  thought  it  would  be 
ample  time.  Some  thought  we  would  get  through  in  thirty  days.  There 
was  nobody  that  thought  we  were  going  to  stay  over  the  one  hundred 
days.  Now  we  find  that  the  one  hundred  days  will  not  more  than  half 
complete  our  business.  Now,  it  may  be  that  we  will  find  the  Legisla- 
ture in  the  same  situation.  We  may  find  that  we  are  mistaken^  and 
that  we  have  not  allowed  them  sumcient  time.  Even  if  they  finish 
their  work  in  sixty  days,  I  say  that  eight  dollars  a  day  is  none  too  much 
for  them  to  receive,  taking  into  consideration  the  fact  that  they  have  to 
•  abandon  their  business — and  any  man  who  has  got  no  business  is  not  fit 
to  go  to  the  Legislature.  No  man,  unless  he  has  got  brains  enough  to 
have  some  busmess,  is  fit  to  occupy  a  seat  in  the  Legislature.  If,  how- 
eyer,  the  purchasing  power  of  money  should  change,  and  the  Legisla- 
.ture  should  in  the  future  be  satisfied  with  a  less  amount,  then  leave  it  to 
them  to  change  it,  and  I  have  no  fears  but  what  they  will  act  honorably 
in  this  matter.  I  will  admit  that  some  uf  our  Legislatures  heretofore 
have  acted  extravagantly;  but  this  extravagance  has  not  been  in  the 
per  diem.  It  has  been  m  the  little  incidental  matters,  such  as  news- 
papers and  stationery.  Nobody  knows  what  this  amounts  to.  ,If  we 
make  any  limitation,  let  us  make  it  in  these  incidentals.  I  protest 
against  putting  into  the  Constitution  a  provision  cutting  down  the  pay. 
And  I  predict  that  in  limiting  the  time  for  which  they  shall  receive  pay 
we  will  find  hereafter  that  we  have  made  a  mistake.  I  fear  we  have 
made  a  mistake  in  cutting  down  the  time  of  the  session,  when  we  take 
into  consideration  how  slowly  work  progresses  in  the  Legislature.  There- 
fore I  shall  vote  for  the  original  section,  as  it  stands  in  the  old  Constitu- 
tion and  in  the  report  of  the  committee.  I  will  say  that  if  a  proper 
amendment  is  proposed  which  will  limit  the  amount  of  stationery  which 
can  be  drawn  by  a  single  member,  or  something  like  that,  I  have  no 
olyection  to  it.  I  think  there  has  been  a  great  abuse  of  that  privilege, 
and  I  believe  that  in  the  future  the  legislators  themselves  will  prevent  it. 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.   OVKRTON. 

Mb.  OVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  always  of  economy 
in  the  ri^ht  direction,  but  I  am  not  in  favor  of  public  servants  working 
for  nothmg.  My  constituents  do  not  want  men  to  come  up  here  and 
serye  them  for  nve  dollars  a  day.  We  expect  to  send  business  men  to 
represent  us,*  men  who  have  got  plenty  of  business;  men  quite  as 
worthy  and  as  well  qualified  and  competent  as  ourselves.  There  may 
be  those  who  would  be  willing  to  come  here  for  five  dollars  a  day  who 
haye  nothing  else  to  do,  but  they  are  not  at  all  suitable  to  represent  us, 
because  they  know  nothing  about  our  interests.  We  want  business  men. 
It  is  not  the  expense  alone  here.  A  man  who  receives  a  nomination  for 
the  Assembly  is  expected  to  go  around  his  county  and  express  his  views 
upon  various  topics.  He  spends  a  month  or  six  weeks  in  canvassing  his 
county.  That  is  attended  with  considerable  expense.  There  is  no  pro- 
vision made  by  which  his  ticket  is  published,  or  his  card  in  the  paper. 
He  has  got  to  pay  a  little  at  the  cross  roads,  or  at  least  that  has  been  my 
experience.  We  are  not  in  the  habit  of  taking  these  Jersey  drinks  in 
our  county.  We  ask  those  around  us  to  join ;  we  expect  to  keep  up  that 
habit,  and  our  voters  expect  to  pay  men  so  that  they  can  run  for  office 
respectably,  come  to  Sacramento  in  good  shape,  acquit  themselves  with 
dignity,  and  live  at  first  dass  hotels.  I  am  against  the  proposition,  and 
I  am  in  favor  of  the  section  as  it  came  from  the  committee,  leaving  it  to 
the  Legislature  in  the  future  to  reduce  it  if  they  see  fit.  They  have 
reduced  it  fast  enough  in  the  past,  and  I  claim  that  they  are  just  as 
competent  to  fix  it  as  we  are.  We  are  not  more  honest  than  they  are, 
and  they  have  treated  us  a  great  deal  better  than  we  are  proposmg  to 
treat  them.  They  have  given  us  ten  dollars  a  day  and  cut  themselves 
down  to  eight  dollars.  I  do  not  think  they  gave  us  any  too  much  ,*  I  am 
not  going  to  get  home  with  any  money.  I  wish  they  had  given  us  more, 
and  more  days  to  draw  it. 

Mb.  CONDON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  demand  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Joyce,  Gorman,  Barbour,  and  Heiskell. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  ofi*ered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  West,  striking  out  "six,"  and  insert- 
mg"five." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Filcher. 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  47  ayes  to 
60  noes. 

Mr.  WALKER,  of  Tuolumne.     I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Add  after  the  word  *  treasury,' the  following:  *  Provided,  that  the 
per  diem  shall  not  exceed  ten  dollars,  and  no  incidental  or  other  allow- 
ance shall  be  made.' " 

Mr.  walker.  Mr.  Chairman:  My  object  is  that  the  per  diem 
should  be  fixed  and  established  by  the  Legislature,  and  I  think  ten 
dollars  per  day  is  as  low  as  it  is  safe  to  fix  it.  My  object  is  to  stop  this 
outrageous  extravagance  spoken  of  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara, 
Mr.  Laine. 

Mr.  KENNY.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  secretary  read :  " 

"  Members  of  the  Legislature  shall  receive  for  their  services  a  com- 
pensation per  diem,  to  he  fixed  by  law,  and  mileage,  not  exceeding  the 
actual  amount  of  fare  charged  by  common  carriers  to  convey  members 
to  the  seat  of  government  for  a  single  journey,  and  the  same  shall  be 
paid  out  of  the  public  treasury;  but  no  increase  of  compensation  shall 
take  effect  during  the  term  for  which  the  members  of  either  house  have 
been  elected." 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Tuolumne,  Mr.  Walker. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Kenny. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  crouch.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

*' Members  of  the  Legislature  shall  each  receive  for  their  services  a  per 
diem  and  mileage,  to  be  fixed  by  law,  which  compensation  shall  not 
exceed  the  sum  of  five  hundred  dollars  for  each  regular  session  of  the 
Legislature,  and  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  for  each  called 
session;  said  mileage  not  to  exceed* thirty  cents  per  mile  for  one  way 
only.  Said  compensation  and  mileage  shall  be  in  full  f(V  compensation, 
mileage,  stationery,  postage,  papers,  and  all  other  incidental  expenses." 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  PROUTY.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  r6ad : 

"Amend  section  twenty-three  by  inserting  in  the  second  line  after  the 
word  'compensation'  the  words  'not  to  exceed  seven  dollars.'  " 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  freeman.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'Treasurer,'  in  line  three,  and  insert  the 
following:  'Such  per  diem  shall  not  exceed  eight  dollars,  and  such 
mileage  shall  not  exceed  ten  cents  per  mile.  No  increase  in  compen- 
sation or  mileage  shall  take  effect  during  the  term  for  which  the  mem- 
bers of  either  house  shall  have  been  elected.'  " 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amedH- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  63  ayes  to 
42  noes. 

Mr.  TINNIN.    Mr.  Chairman;  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Add  '  and  the  pay  of  no  attach^  shall  be  increased  after  he  is  elected 
or  appointed.' " 

MR.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  that  amendment  for  this  rea- 
son :  it  has  been  customary  in  the  Legislature  of  this  State,  at  the  last 
hours  of  the  session,  to  offer  resolutions  increasing  the  pay  of  attaches, 
and  it  is  in  this  manner  that  a  great  portion  of  the  money  has  been 
filched  from  the  treasury  of  the  State. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

The  chairman.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  section 
twenty -three  the  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-four. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  24.  Every  law  enacted  by  the  Legislature  shall  embrace  but 
one  subject,  which  shall  be  expressed  in  the  title,  and  no  law  shall  be 
revised  or  amended  by  reference  to  its  title;  but  in  such  case  the  Act 
revised,. or  section  amended,  shall  be  Feenacted  and  published  at  length 
as  revised  or  amended. 

Mb.  freeman.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  a  substitute  for  that  section. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Every  law  enacted  by  the  Legislature  shall  embrace  but  one  subject, 
which  shall  be  expressed  in  its  title;  but  if  any  subject  shall  be  embraced 
in  any  Act  which  shall  not  be  expressed  in  its  title,  said  Act  shall  be 
void  only  to  so  much  thereof  as  shall  not  be  so  expressed,  and  no  law 
shall  be  revised  or  amended  by  reference  to  its  title;  but  in  such  case  the 
Act  revised,  or  section  amended,  shall  be  reenacted  and .  published  at 
length  as  revised  or  amended." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   FREEMAN. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  section,  as  reported  by  the 
committee,  is  precisely  the  same  as  the  section  in  our  present  ConstiUi- 
tion.  In  the  case  of  Washington  against  Page,  reportea  in  Fourth  Cali- 
fornia, and  also  in  a  case  in  Tenth  California,  it  has  been  decided  that 
this  section  was  advisory  only ;  that  the  Legislature  were  at  liberty  to 
reject  it,  and  if  they  passed  a  law  which  was  not  in  compliance  with  the 
section,  that  such  law  was  nevertheless  valid.  Now,  as  I  understand  the 
object  of  this  section  in  the  Constitution,  it  is  this :  that  the  members  of 
the  Legislature,  and  others,  shall  not  be  deceived  by  the  mere  title. 
That  there  shall  not  be  inserted  in  a  bill  something  foreign  to  its  title, 
which  comes  in  in  the  nature  of  a  "little  joker,"  and  which  is  generally 
not  discovered  until  after  the  bill  has  become  a  law.  Now,  in  several 
of  the  States  the  section,  as  I  have  proposed  it,  is  in  force.  That  is  to 
say,  so  much  matter  as  is  put  in  a  bill,  as  is  different  to  the  object 
expressed  in  the  title,  is  considered  to  be  void,  and  the  other  part  is  per- 
mitted to  stand. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   JOHKSON. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  Before  the  vote  is  taken  I  wish 
merely  to  say  this :  that  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted.  I  did  not 
understand  exactly  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  and 
for  fear  that  others  did  not  understand  the  object  of  the  amendment,  I 
will  state  it :  I  will  say  that  this  provision  has  been  construed  to  be 
directory,  and  that  it  is  not  mandatory.  Provisions  are  sometimes 
voted  for  by  members  thinking  they  are  mandatory,  and  they  are  liable 
to  be  deceived  in  this  way.  If  a  provision  is  merely  directory,  and  they 
vote  upon  it  considering  it  to  be  mandatory,  they  are  deceived.  Now, 
the  purport  of  this  amendment  is  to  this  effect,  that  so  much  of  a  law  as 
is  not  expressed  in  the  title  shall  be  void;  therefore  this  provision  will 
be  mandatory.     It  will  put  every  person  on  his  guard  in  voting  for  an 
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Act  when  he  diacoyers  in  the  body  of  a  bill  matter  which  is  not 
expressed  in  the  title.  We  have  statutes  which  are  construed  to  be 
directory,  and  all  law,  even  constitutional  provisions,  have  been  con- 
strued in  certain  cases  to  be  directory.  I  say  that  this  should  not  be, 
and  that  we  ought  to  guard  against  it  by  putting  in  a  provision  of  this 
kind,  so  that  every  one  in  voting  for  the  provision  may  know  that  it  is 
mandatory. 

KEICAEKS  OF  MB.  SCHELL. 

Mb.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will  not 
prevail,  and  for  the  simple  reason  that  in  my  judgment  it  would  increase 
litigation.  In  every  case  you  would  have  to  go  to  the  Supreme  Court 
to  determine  whether  an  Act  was  a  proper  Act  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Constitution.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  view  of  the  section  adopted 
here  yesterday,  section  fifteen,  requiring  all  bills  to  be  read  on  tnree 
different  days,  that  no  member  of  the  Legislature  voting  upon  it  could 
be  voting  under  a  trick,  and  could  not  certainly  be  misled  by  the  title 
of  a  bill.  I  think  the  amendment  is  entirely  unnecessary,  and  I 
believe  that  its  adoption  would  have  a  tendency  to  increase  litigation, 
because  it  would  raise  the  question  in  the  Courts  as  to  whether  certain 
portions  of  an  Act  'were  constitutional.  In  view  ot  the  stringent  char- 
acter of  section  fifteen,  it  seems  to  me  this  amendment  is  absolutely 
unnecessary. 

Mb.  VAIm  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sacralnento,  Mr.  Freeman,  and  of  the  gentleman  irom 
Sonoma,  Mr.  Johnson,  to  the  fact  that  in  article  one,  already  passed 
upon  bv  the  committee,  we  have  a  section  which  meets  the  decision 
re^rrea  to,  and  makes  this  Constitution,  except  where  otherwise 
expressly  stated,  mandatory — every  provision  of  it.  That  is  in  the  first 
article  adopted  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mb.  JOHNSON.  Is  not  that  provision  confined  to  the  Bill  of 
Rights? 

Mb.  van  dyke.    No,  sir;  to  the  whole  Constitution. 

BKUABKS  OF   MB.   MCFABLAND. 

Mb.  McFAKLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  vote  for  the  amendment, 
provided  nothing  better  can  be  done.  In  my  judgment  the  first  part  of 
the  section  should  be  stricken  out  at  once.  That  would  ^ve  rise,  as  it 
has  before,  to  litigation.  The  idea  of  expressing  in  the  title  all  that  is 
in  the  law,  is  simple  nonsense.  You  pass  a  law,  and  then  you  have  got 
to  put  the  whole  of  it  on  the  back  as  an  indorsement.  We  have  passed 
Codes  in  this  State.  How  would  you  indorse  the  title  Civil  Code,  so  as 
to  express  the  subject  in  the  title.  Why,  the  title  would  have  to  be  as 
long  as  the* Civil  Code  itself,  and  as  complicated.  It  seems  tome  as 
impossible.  I  think  the  first  portion  of  the  section  ought  to  be  stricken 
out  entirely,  and  it  ought  to  commence  to  read  at  the  word  ''  no,''  in  the 
second  line.  The  first  part  of  the  section  is  not  only  unnecessary,  but  it 
is  mischievous,  because  you  have  got  to  look  in  construing  a  law  to  see 
whether  the  title  embraces  the  whole  subiect-matter  in  the  law,  which 
I  say  is  impossible.  It  think  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Sacramento,  Mr.  Freeman,  will  remedy  it  to  some  extent,  and  I  shall 
vote  for  it. 

BBMABKS   of   MB.   BABBOUB. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  that  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  will  have  exactly 
the  contrary  effect  from  that  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Stanislaus, 
Mr.  Schell,  and  that  is  to  prevent  litigation.  The  amendment  is  to  save 
that  which  is  expressed  in  the  title  and  prevent  it  all  from  being 
declared  void,  because  there  may  be  in  the  Act  something  that  is  not 
in  the  title.  The  objection  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr. 
McFarland,  is  not  well  taken.  It  is  a  proper  and  useful  thing  to  pro- 
vide that  the  subject-matter  of  an  Act  should  be  expressed  in  the  title, 
and  more  especially  in  relation  to  Acts  appropriating  money.  It  is  not 
true,  as  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  otanislaus,  Mr.  Schell,  that  we 
have  already  provided  that  bills  shall  be  read  at  large  three  times. 
We  have  provided  that  they  shall  be  read  three  times,  but  not  at  large. 
They  may  be  read  by  title,  and  in  the  careless  way  in  which  legislation 
is  carried  on  mischievous  provisions  may  slip  in,  unless  you  have  such 
a  provision  as  this  in  the  Constitution. 

Mb.  schell.  How  long  a  title  would  be  necessaxy  for  a  bill  to 
amend  the  Civil  Code  7 

Me.  BARBOUR.    About  two  lines. 

BBMABKS  07  MB.   FBKEMAN. 

Mb.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman :  Certainly  either  this  section  should 
be  stricken  entirely  out  or  it  should  be  put  in  such  a  shape  that  it  means 
something.  Now  I  am  reminded  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr. 
Van  Dyke,  that  we  have  already  adopted  in  our  Bill  of  Rights,  a  pro- 
vision which  says  evenr  section  of  this  Constitution  shall  be  mandatory. 
Now,  if  that  is  adopted,  then  this  section  must  be  construed  as  meaining 
something.  The  question  would  at  once  arise  before  the  Courts,  does  this 
Constitution  mean  that  a  law  in  violation  of  that  section  shall  be  entirely 
void,  or  that  it  shall  be  void  only  to  so  much  of  it  as  is  without  the  range 
of  the  title?  That  question  ought  to  be  settled  by  clear  language  here, 
and  not  be  reserved  for  contest  in  the  Courts.  It  is  true  that  an  Act 
may  be  in  such  a  shape  that  the  parts  cannot  be  segregated,  but  often 
that  is  not  the  case;  in  fact,  the  legislation  which  the  section  is  intended 
to  provide  against,  is  legislation  of  a  different  character;  is  that  legisla- 
tion which  introduces  into  an  Act  some  entirely  foreign  topic  I,  myself, 
have  seen  Acts  of  the  Legislature  which  were  apparently  upon  some 
general  subject,  and  which,  somewhere  near  the  middle  of  the  bill,  con- 
tained a  provision  for  the  condemnation  of  a  toll-bridge  across  the  Sac- 
ramento Kiver.  Now,  if  this  amendment  was  adopted,  the  people  would 
naturally  be  informed  that  such  legislation  was  pending.  Few  persons 
read  the  entire  Act,  and  they  suppose,  when  these  bills  are  presented, 
that  some  Act  of  a  general  nature  is  before  the  Legislature,  and  do  not 


know  that  they  are  bein^  made  liable  for  the  purchase  of  a  toll-bridge 
across  the  Sacramento  River.  The  idea  is,  that  a  bill  which  contains  a 
"little  joker"  of  that  description  shall  not  be  entirely  void.  At  all 
events,  one  policy  or  the  other  ought  to  be  pursued.  This  section,  if  it 
is  right  in  spirit,  should  be  amended  as  I  nave  8Ug:gested,  or  in  some 
other  manner,  so  that  we  shall  know  precisely  what  it  means. 


BEMABKS  OF  MR.   MCGALLUM. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  I  understand  the  gentleman 
ftx>m  Sacramento,  it  is  for  the  information  of  the  people  that  ne  desires 
that  the  title  shall  express  the  substance  of  the  Act.  That  gentleman 
knows,  or  ought  to  know,  that  the  title  is  the  last  thing  acted  upon  in 
the  passage  of  a  bill;  therefore  the  people  would  have  no  information, 
so  far  as  tney  are  concerned,  by  the  title  pending  during  the  discussion 
of  the  bill,  because  the  title  is  amended  at  the  last  stage  of  its  passage. 
That,  I  presume,  every  gentleman  is  familiar  with.  Mr.  Chairman,  as 
Judge  Schell  has  said,  we  have  adopted  a  provision  requiring  that  a  bill 
shall  be  read  three  times.  Gentlemen  say  it  does  not  say  three  times  at 
large.  I  say  that  that  rule,  in  parliamentarv  usage,  which  says  that  a 
reading  of  a  bill  by  title  is  a  reading  of  the  bill,  does  not  appl^  to  the 
construction  of  a  Constitution ;  therefore,  when  our  Constitution  says 
that  a  bill  shall  be  read  three  times,  on  three  different  days,  it  means  as 
it  says,  a  reading  of  the  bill.  It  is  unnecessary  to  put  in  this  surplus 
clause,  which  would  be  necessary  if  the  other  had  not  been  adopted.  I 
do  not  know  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento 
would  do  any  harm,  but  I  am  apprehensive  of  changing  the  language  of 
the  section  apparently  plain  enough,  and  which  has  been  the  subject  of 
judicial  construction  in  years  past.  What  construction  would  be  put 
upon  it  if  the  gentleman's  ameuament  should  be  adopted,  I  do  not  know, 
lie  refers  to  a  case  wherein  you  may  declare  a  portion  of  an  Act  uncon- 
stitutional, and  let  the  remainder  stand.  The  rule  of  construction  b^ 
the  Courts  is  this:  that  if  a  portion  of  an  Act  is  unconstitutional,  and  it 
can  be  so  held,  that  the  balance  of  the  Act  can  remain  without  being 
impaired ;  it  may  be  rejected  as  unconstitutional.  But  here  the  ^ntle- 
man  from  Sacramento  proposes  to  lay  down  the  rule  of  construction  for 
the  Courts,  that  they  shall  reject  that  portion  pf  the  bill.  His  amend- 
ment reads: 

"  Every  law  enacted  bv  the  Legislature  shall  embrace  but  one  subject, 
which  shall  be  expressed  in  its  title ;  but  if  any  subject  shall  be  embraced 
in  any  Act  which  shall  not  be  expressed  in  its  title,  said  Act  shall  be 
void  only  to  so  much  thereof  as  shall  not  be  so  expressed,  and  no  law 
shall  be  revisid  or  amended  by  reference  to  its  title;  but  in  such  case 
the  Act  revised,  or  section  amended,  shall  be  reenacted  and  published  at 
length  as  revised  or  amended." 

As  it  now  reads,  the  question  will  come  up :  is  the  provision  embraced 
that  stated  in  the  title?  Many  questions  will  arise.  This  very  propo- 
sition was  before  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department.  We  ais- 
cussed  it  at  some  length  there,  and  it  was  thought  that  it  might  be  a 
dangerous  innovation.  The  committee  were  of  the  opinion,  that  inas- 
much as  this  section  has  stood  for  many  years,  and  as  we  have  provided 
that  these  laws  should  be  mandatory,  we  might  as  well  let  it  stand  as  it 
is.    The  object  of  this  was  not  the  information  of  the  people. 

Mb.  BAKBOUR.  I  will  state  a  case.  A  bill  went  tnrough  the  Legis- 
lature, providing  for  the  opening  of  Seventh  street  in  San  Francisco. 
It  contained  the  usual  provisions  for  a  Commissioner,  etc.  In  the  middle 
of  the  fifth  section  was  interjeoted  a  proviso  for  paying  two  thousand 
three  hundred  or  two  thousand  four  hundrod  dollars  of  a  defeated  claim 
for  the  same  purpose,  and  that  went  through  f>ecau8e  it  was  overlooked. 
It  related,  in  one  sense,  to  the  same  subject-matter,  although  in  another 
sense  it  was  outside  of  the  matter.  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to 
authorize  the  saving  of  the  bill  and  the  rejection  of  that  matter. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  We  have  already  agreed  to  an  amendment,  that 
every  bill  shall  be  read  at  large,  by  sections,  and  the  ayes  and  noes 
called,  and  that  it  shall  not  pass  unless  it  shall  receive  the  votes  of  a 
majority  of  all  the  members  elected  to  both  Houses,  and  I  suppose  that 
such  mistakes,  if  they  were  mistakes,  will  not  be  so  likely  to  occur.  I 
do  not  know  how  we  are  to  go  to  work  to  make  the  men  intelligent  and 
honest  who  shall  make  our  Uws,  and  I  do  not  propose  for  my  part  to  fix 
up  the  Constitution  that  way.  Certainly  somebody  was  derelict  in  that 
case.  I  do  not  know  that  it  will  do  any  harm,  but  I  believe  it  would  be 
a  dangerous  innovation,  for  reasons  which  I  do  not  propose  to  state  at 
leneth.  I  think  we  ought  to  stand  upon  this  rule.  It  is  now  well 
settled.  These  errors  are  not  likely  to  occur  again,  and  I  have  noMoubt 
that  if  the  amendment  is  adopted,  it  will  be  the  subject  of  any  amount 
of  litigation,  in  attempting  to  lay  down  the  rules  of  construction  for  the 
Courts  in  these  cases. 

BBMABKS   OF   MB.  MCFABLAND. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department  undertook  to  put  in  an  iron-bound  provision,  and  have 
overruled  all  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  The  committee  have  not  changed  the  Constitu- 
tion at  all. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  They  determine  when  langu^e  is  mandatory 
and  when  it  is  directory.  Now,  this  Convention  has  said  that  they  shall 
not  declare  anything  directory.  I  am  opposed  to  the  first  proposition  of 
the  section,  because  I  say  that  under  the  rule  that  it  is  mandatory,  vou 
might  get  into  the  greatest  kind  of  difficulty.  We  suppose  that  the  law 
of  the  land  is  what  the  Legislature  enacts,  if  it  is  constitutional.  When 
the  Legislature  passes  an  Act,  and  it  is  signed  by  the  Governor,  that  is 
supposed  to  be  the  law,  and  yet  if  they  do  not  give  a  title  to  it  that 
expresses  all  that  is  in  the  law,  then,  according  to  the  section  reported 
by  the  committee,  it  is  not  the  law  of  the  land.  There  is  an  opening  for 
the  greatest  kind  of  litigation.    I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  of 
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nearly  as  long  as  the  law.  A  law  may  cover  twenty  pages,  or  it  may 
coyer  three;  and  it  may  have  several  sections,  and  then  you  have  got 
to  relate  in  three  lines  what  it  is  about,  and  after  you  have  passed  it 
solemnly,  and  it  has  been  signed  and  become  a  law,  if  the  title  is  not 
long  enough  it  is  void.  Is  not  that  nonsense?  How  can  a  man  put  into 
a  title  what  it  takes  twenty  sections  to  put  into  a  law?  He  cannot  do  it. 
I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  in  the  Constitution  at  all  under  this  rule, 
that  everything  is  mandatory.  I  am  in  favor  of  one  ^rtion  of  the  sec- 
tion, that  no  law  shall  be  revised  or  amended  by  its  title,  but  I  am 
entirely  opposed  to  this  rule  that  you  have  adopted  here  in  this  Conven- 
tion, that  a  Court  shall  not  exercise  its  ordinary  functions.  If  you 
adhere  to  that  rule  you  will  have  any  number  of  lawsuits. 

REMARKS   07   MR.    LAINR. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  the  section  is  ver^  well 
understood,  and  it  is  a  very  easy  matter  for  any  person  to  state  in  the 
title  the  subject  of  a  bill.  When  the  amendment  was  first  offer^  I  was 
inclined  to  support  it,  but  I  desire  to  call,  very  briefly,  the  attention 
of  the  committee  to  what  may  follow  such  a  rule.  The  (question  pre- 
sented is  simply  this :  if  a  bill  should  pajss  that  had  a  provision  in  it  that 
was  not  within  the  title,  the  whole  bill  would  fall.  By  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  that  result  would  not  neces- 
sarily follow,  but  the  law  would  fall  only  as  to  the  portion  not  within 
the  title.  Now,  here  is  the  danger.  Suppose  the  gentleman  from  Sac- 
ramento is  a  member  of  the  Legislature,  and  he  is  a  good  lawyer. 
Under  the  Constitution,  he  knows  very  well,  in  drafting  his  bill,  that  all 
will  be  held  constitutional  that  is  within  the  title;  but  finding  that  his 
bill  cannot  receive  a  sufficient  support  if  there  is  nothine  in  it  which 
embodies  something  else  that  will  catch  other  members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, he  can  safely  put  in  other  "matter,  knowing  that  one  portion  of  it 
must  fall.  That  may  be  the  very  portion  that  passes  the  bill.  Thereby 
members  that  are  unwary,  or  not  well  skilled  in  constitutional  law,  will 
be  induced  to  vote  for  a  bill  that  they  would  not  otherwise  vote  for. 
Only  that  part  falls  that  is  without  the  title,  and  it  may  be  that  very  part 
that  has  induced  the  Legislature  to  pass  the  bill.  I  see  no  reason  why  a 
bill  should  not  fall  if  it  is  a  cheat. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  I  think  we  have  done  a  very  good 
day's  work  to-day,  I  move  that  the  committee  do  now  rise,  report  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  motion  was  lost.  » 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  call  for  the  reading  of  the 
amendment. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read  : 

"  Every  law  enacted  by  the  Legislature  shall  embrace  but  one  subject, 
which  shall  be  expressed  in  its  title ;  but  if  &nj  subject  shall  be  embraced 
in  any  Act  which  shall  not  be  expressed  In  its  title,  said  Act  shall  be 
void  only  to  so  much  thereof  as  shall  not  be  so  expressed;  and  no  law 
shall  be  revised  or  amended  by  reference  to  its  title;  but  in  such  case 
the  Act  revised,  or  section  amended,  shall  be  reenacted  and  published 
at  length  as  revised  or  amended." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that  he  insert 
the  word  "  as "  before  the  word  "  to,"  so  that  it  will  read :  "  Such  Act 
shall  be  void  only  as  to  so  much  thereof  as  shall  not  be  expressed  in  its 
title."    That  is  from  the  Constitution  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  LAINE.    There  are  several  Constitutions  that  use  that  language. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    The  Constitution  of  Indiana,  also. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  is  in  the  Constitution  of  Iowa  of  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  forty-six,  and  in  the  new  Constitution  of  eighteen  hundred 
firty-seven  they  incorporated  the  same  provision;  ana  somewhere  in 
some  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  that  State — I  do  not  now 
recollect  which — that  question  has  been  discussed,  and  they  illustrate 
there,  it  seems  to  me,  very  satisfactorily,  the  wisdom  0f  this  provision. 
I  suppose  everybody  understands  that  the  object  of  the  provision  is  to 
prevent  collusion  in  a  legislative  body ;  to  prevent  the  passage  of  what 
are  called  omnibus  bills — uniting  various  interests  in  order  to  get  them 
passed.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  constitutional  provision  is  very  much 
needed.  I  think  the  amendment  is  a  good  one,  and  I  shall  vote  for  it.  I 
will  say  that  the  Court  in  Iowa  held  tnat  this  provision  was  mandatory. 
I  shall  offer  the  amendment  I  have  suggested  as  soon  as  I  can  prepare  it. 

RKMARKS  OF  MR.   HAGSR. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
member  from  Sacramento  is  contained  in  the  Constitution  of  Indiana, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  and  Ore^n.    In  the  Constitution  of  New  Jersey  it  reads: 

"  To  avoid  improper  influences  which  may  result  from  intermixing  in 
one  and  the  same  Act,  such  things  as  have  no  proper  rebtion  to  each 
other,  every  law  shall  embrace  out  one  subject,  and  that  shall  be 
expressed  in  the  title." 

That  is  the  reason  of  the  rule.  Thepr  express  it  there  in  the  Constitu- 
tion itself.  The  object  of  this  provision,  tnat  a  bill  shall  embrace  but 
one  subject,  is  to  prevent  these  omnibus  bills.  For  instance,  a  bill  is 
called  up  and  somebody  puts  in  an  amendment  which  noboidy  would 
pass  if  he  knew  it  was  there.  That  is  the  way  legislation  takes  place  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  accounts  for  the  vicious  legisla^ 
tion  which  takes  place  there.  An  appropriation  bill  comes  up  and  some- 
body gets  up  and  moves  to  add  a  few  thousand  dollars  for  some  other 
purpose  than  that  already  mentioned,  and  it  is  adopted,  and  all  bills  are 
passed  in  that  way.  Now,  if  we  should  take  this  clause  out  altogether, 
it  would  open  legislation  here  to  the  same  rule.  Combinations  would 
be  made  and  influence  brought  to  bear  to  put  a  number  of  schemes 
together,  and  rush  them  through;  whereas,  either  one  of  them  alone, 
would  not  pass.  That  is  the  reason  of  this  provision  that  bills  shall  con- 
tain but  one  subject,  and  that  shall  be  expressed  in  the  title.  I  think 
the  amendment  is  contained,  verbatim,  in  the  Constitution  of  Illinois, 
and  also,  as  I  see,  in  Indiana,  Iowa,  and  Oregon.  These  are  the  only 
variations  from  the  general  rule.    There  is  one  objection  to  the  amend- 


ment, which  I  will  state.  If  we  open  the  door  to  any  subject  that  is 
expressed  in  the  title,  and  then  some  foreign  subject  should  be  intro- 
duced into  a  law,  the  Supreme  Court  will  have  to  decide  in  all  cases, 
and  the  provisions  of  a  law  would  be  uncertain  in  its  various  sections 
until  the  Supreme  Court  had  passed  upon  it,  one  section  after  another. 
Otherwise,  I  do  not  object  to  the  amendment.  But,  I  think,  perhaps, 
as  we  have  already  eone  on  in  this  State  nearly  thirty  years  with  this 
limitation  upon  the  legislative  power,  and  have  got  accustomed  to  it  so 
that  the  legislators  ana  the  people  generally  know  and  understand  that 
a  bill  should  relate  only  to  one  subject-matter,  that  perhaps  we  bad 
better  adhere  to  the  rule  as  it  has  hitherto  existed  in  this  state.  We 
might,  of  course,  lose  a  good  law  because  it  had  in  it  a  provision  not 
expreased  in  the  title.  As  it  now  stands,  special  legislation  is  pro- 
hibited, and  there  will  not  be  the  same  danger  as  there  has  been  hereto- 
fore. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  prepared  a  substitute, 
which  I  understand  the  author  of  the  amendment  is  willing  to  accept. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read : 

''  Every  Act  shall  embrace  but  one  subject  and  matters  properly  con- 
nected therewith,  which  subject  shall  be  expressed  in  the  title;  but  if 
any  subject  shall  be  embraced  in  an  Act,  which  shall  not  be  expressed 
in  the  title,  such  Act  shall  be  void  only  aa  to  so  much  thereof  as  shall 
not  be  expressed  in  the  title." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  is  a  precise  copy  from  the  Constitution  of 
Iowa. 

Mr.  FREEMAN.    I  am  willing  to  accept  that  amendment. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento, 
Mr.  Edgerton,  if  that  is  not  the  rule  of  construction  now ;  if  the  part 
cannot  stand  which  is  not  void. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  understand  that  some  allusions  have  been  made 
to  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  reference  to  thie  section.  I  did 
not  hear  the  whole  of  this  discussion.  If  I  recollect  right,  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  was,  that  this  provision  a«  it  now  stands  is  merely 
directory ;  that  it  does  not  amount  to  anything. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  My  question  is  aimed  at  the  proposed  amend- 
ment. I  ask  if  that  is  not  now  the  rule  of  construction,  that  which  you 
have  embodied  in  your  amendment?  That  is  if  an  Act  can  stand,  the 
Courts  allow  it  to  stand.    Therefore,  this  would  be  unnecessary. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  do  not  know  how  they  would  decide.  Perhaps 
the  Court  might  decide  that  the  whole  thing  should  stand. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  But  if  it  can  be  separated  the  Courts  allow  that 
which  is  valid  to  stand.  Now  I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for  this  amend- 
ment, and  it  might  complicate  matters.  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
not  prevail. 

m!r.  EDGERTON.  A  Court  might  allow  the  whole  thing  to  stand. 
The  object  is  that  nothing  shall  stand  except  that  which  is  expressed  in 
the  title. 

Mr.  van*  dyke.  That  is  the  efiect  now  under  the  common  law  of 
construction,  and  the  Courts  always  allow  that  which  is  valid  to  stand. 
I  say  that  this  amendment  is  unnecessary  although  it  may  be  in  a  dozen 
Constitutions. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  amendment  ofi*ered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edger-' 
ton,  should  be  adopted,  so  far  as  it  goes,  together  with  the  balance  of 
section  twenty-four,  which  reads :  "  N'o  law  shall  be  revised  or  section 
amended  by  reference  to  its  title;  but  in  such  case,  the  Act  revised,  or  • 
section  amended,  shall  be  reenacted  and  published  at  length  as  revised 
or  amended."  I  like  this  very  much  better  than  the  original,  as  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  because  it  contains  the 
clause,  "  and  matters  properly  connected  therewith." 

Mr.  van  dyke.    I  have  no  objection  to  that 

RRMARKB  OF   MR.   WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  The  old  section,  that  it  shall  embrace 
but  one  subject,  made  it  very  difficult  in  some  caaes  to  limit  it  to  one 
subject,  and  that  subject  to  be  expressed  in  the  title.  If  you  had  two 
subjecte  that  were  not  closely  related  to  each  other,  or  were  two  distinct 
subjects,  the  whole  Act  would  be  void.  For  instance,  take  the  Act  of  the 
Legislature  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-seven  and  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  seventy-eight,  entitled  ''An  Act  to  authorize  the  maintenance 
of  booms  in  Elk  River,  and  the  removal  of  obstructions  from  said 
stream,"  there  are  really  two  distinct  subjects,  and  yet  they  are  so 
related  to  each  other  that  there  could  not  be  any  rational  cause  assigned 
why  they  should  not  be  joined.  The  maintenance  of  the  boom,  and  the 
keeping  of  the  river  free  from  obstruction,  must  necessarily  go  together, 
and  yet,  under  the  present  provision  of  the  Constitution  they  would  be 
held  to  be  two  distinct  subjects.  But  taking  this  amendment,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento — that  it  shall  embrace  but  one 
subject,  and  matters  properly  connected  therewith,  the  maintenance  of 
the  boom,  and  the  keeping  of  the  river,  would  be  akin  to  each  other, and 
would  be  properly  in  the  same  bill.  Many  illustrations  of  the  same 
character  might  be  found.  It  makes  the  law  a  little  more  sensible,  and 
would  prevent  many  laws  being  declared  void,  against  which  no  rational 
objections  could  be  assigned.  Now,  so  far  as  the  question  raised  by  the 
gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Van  Dyke,  that  it  is  the  common  rule  of 
construction  that  only  thai  part  of  the  law  is  declared  void  which  is  not 
expressed  in  the  title,  I  have  to  say,  if  that  be  the  common  law  rule  of 
construction,  there  is  no  objection  to  putting  it  in  here.  There  may  be 
some  doubt  about  it.  There  is  sometimes  great  difficulty  in  deciding 
just  how  much  of  the  law  pertoins  to  the  subject  expressed  in  the  title, 
and  sometimes  the  Courts  decide  that  the  whole  law  must  ^  out  I  do 
not  see  any  objection  to  retaining  the  last  part  of  the  section  which  I 
have  read,  and  it  seems  to  me  that,  with  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton,  is  just  what  we  desire. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Mr.  Chairman :   I  desire  to  ask  how  the  Courts 
are  going  to  construe  an  Act  of  this  kind  ?    An  Act  which  is  not  specified 
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in  the  title  is,  by  the  terms  of  that  amendment,  to  be  rejected  only  so 
far  as  not  expressed  in  the  title.  Now,  suppose  it  so  mingled  up  with 
the  balance  of  the  Act  that  the  Courts,  under  any  other  rule  of  construc- 
tion, won't  reject  the  whole  of  it,  is  not  the  Court  then  compelled  to 
change  the  whole  system  of  construing  laws  on  this  rule  attempted  to 
be  fixed  upon  the  Courts  here,  by  saying  that  it  shall  be  rejected  only  so 
far  as  not  expressed  in  the  title. 

Mb.  EDGERTOK.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  I  can  giye 
the  gentleman  an  illustration  in  a  moment:  Take  a  simple  appropriatioii 
bill,  "An  Act  to  provide  for  the  support  of  the  State  government."  Now, 
suppose  that  somebody  should  succeed  in  getting  into  that  bill  an  appro- 
priation for  some  other  purpose,  I  do  not  see  that  the  Supreme  Court 
would  have  any  difficulty,  under  this  amendment,  in  holding  that  that 
was  not  expressed  in  the  title,  and,  ipro  tanto,  was  void. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  In  that  case  it  would  be  perfectly  clear ;  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  so  far  as  the  case  supposed  is  concerned.  The 
question  I  have  asked  is  this :  Suppose,  in  a  different  case,  where  the 
matter  was  not  referred  to  in  the  title,  and  was  so  commingled  with  the 
balance  of  the  Act  that,  under  the  old  rules  of  construction,  the  Court 
would  reject  it  all,  then  does  not  this  rule  in  this  amendment  compel 
the  Court  to  change  the  whole  rules  of  construction? 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.    Not  at  all. 

Mb,EDGERTON.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    I  ask  the  Secretary  to  read  it. 

Thk  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"  Every  Act  shall  embrace  but  one  subject  and  matters  nroperlj^  con- 
nected therewith,  which  subject  shall  be  expressed  in  the  title ;  but  if  any 
subject  shall  be  embraced  in  an  Act,  which  shall  not  be  expressed  in 
the  title,  such  Act  shall  be  void  only  as  to  so  much  thereof  as  shall  not 
be  expressed  in  the  title.  No  law  shall  be  revised  or  section  amended 
by  reference  to  its  title ;  but  in  such  case,  the  Act  revised,  or  section 
amended,  shall  be  re«uacted,  and  published  at  length  as  revised  or 
amended." 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  would  say  that  in  such  a  case  as  I  have  men- 
tioned, where  the  matters  contained  in  a  bill  were  so  mingled  that  the 
Court  would  now  hold  that  the  whole  Act  must  fall,  it  would  be  com- 
pelled to  decide  the  other  way  under  this  provision.  This  is  clouding 
up  the  matter  in  a  peculiar  way.  It  says  that  every  Act  shall  embrace 
but  one  subject  and  matters  properly  connected  therewith.  Now,  I  ask 
if  this  very  phrase  does  not  in  itself  invite  any  amount  of  litigation, 
discussion,  and  difficulty,  as  to  what  would  be  properly  connected  with 
the  matter.  This  language  in  the  Constitution,  at  present,  is  not  ambig- 
uous. The  only  difficulty  is  that  the  Court  says  it  is  directory  and  not 
mandatory.  The  Bill  of  Rights,  which  we  have  adopted,  says  that  these 
provisions  shall  be  mandatory.  That  removes  the  objection.  The  Com- 
mittee on  Legislative  Department  have  reported  the  section  the  same  as 
it  was  in  the  old  Constitution.    It  reads: 

**  Src.  24.  Every  law  enacted  by  the  Legislature  shall  embrace  but  one 
subject,  which  shall  be  expressed  in  the  title,  and  no  law  shall  be  revised 
or  amended  by  reference  to  its  title;  but  in  such  case  the  Act  revised  or 
section  amended  shall  be  reenacted  and  published  at  length  as  revised 
or  amended." 

That  sounds  like  a  Constitution.  Then  comes  in  this  piping  amend- 
ment: '*  but  notwithstanding,  nevertheless,  if  you  don't  do  what  the 
people  by  their  sovereign  authority  commanded  you  to  do,"  etc.  Now, 
we  tell  the  Courts  to  disregard  this  other  part,  though  you  have  com- 
manded the  Courts  to  construe  this  as  mandatory. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  The  j^entleman  raises  an  objection 
here,  and  because  he  cannot  answer  it  himself  he  thinks  nobody  else 
can.  Now,  there  is  no  sort  of  difficulty  in  this  question,  tfie  gentleman 
is  very  easily  answered,  and  has  been  already  answered  by  t£e  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento.  If  you  have  a  vicious  matter  connected  with  a 
good  matter,  and  you  can  separate  the  vicious  from  the  good,  you  simply 
leave  it  off  and  the  vicious  falls  and  the  good  remains.  That  always 
has  been  the  rule.  But  if  the  vicious  is  so  intermingled  and  commingled 
with  the  good  that  you  cannot  separate  the  two,  the  Courts  have  always 
held  that  the  whole  is  bad.  That  is  laid  down  in  the  books,  and  this 
amendment  does  not  change  it  in  the  slightest  degree.  It  simply  says 
that  if  any  subject  shall  be  embraced  in  an  Act  which  shall  not  be 
expressed  in  the  title,  such  Act  shall  be  void  only  as  to  so  much  thereof 
as  shall  not  be  expressed  in  the  title.  It  follows  as  a  necessity  that  the 
Court  has  got  to  separate  the  two  in  order  to  leave  off  the  bad.  The 
very  moment  you  cannot  separate  the  two  the  whole  is  bad.  That  is 
the  rule  laid  down  in  the  elementary  books  everywhere. 

Mr.  FILCHER.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Hunter,  Condon,  Morse,  and  Joyce. 

The  main  Question  was  ordered. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton. 

The  amendment  was  adopted  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  50  ayes  to  35 
noes. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  gave  notice  yesterday  that  I  would  move  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  committee  adopted  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaouin,  Mr.  Terry,  to  section  six. 
I  wish  to  save  the  motion.  I  make  tnat  motion  now  to  reconsider, 
and  I  will  ask  the  Chair  if  this  question  can  properly  come  up  to-morrow. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  tnat  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 


Mr.  HUESTIS.    I  move  that  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  and  ten  minutes  p.  m.,  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned. 


EIGHTY-FIFTH   DAY. 

Sacramknto,  Saturday,  December  2l8t,  1878. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M. 
President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


• 

PRRSEKT. 

\ 

Andrews, 

Heiskell, 

Reddy, 

Ayers, 

Herold, 

Reynolds, 

Barbour, 

Herrington, 

Rhodes, 

Barry, 
Barton, 

Hilborn, 
Hitchcock, 

Ringgold, 
Rolle, 

Beerstecher, 

Holmes, 

Schell, 

Belcher, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angelec 

If  Schomp, 

Bell, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Shoemaker, 

Biggs, 

Huestis, 

Shurtleff, 

Blackmer, 

Hughey, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Boggs, 

Hunter, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Brown, 

Inman, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco 

Burt, 

Johnson, 

Soule, 

Caples, 

Jones, 

Stedman, 

Casserly, 

Joyce, 

Steele, 

Chapman, 

Kelley, 

Stevenson, 

Charles, 

Kenny, 

Sweasey, 

Condon, 

Keyes, 

Swing, 

Cross, 

Kleine, 

Terry, 

Crouch, 

Laine, 

Thompson, 

Davis, 

Lampson, 

Tinnin, 

Dean, 

Larkin, 

Townsend, 

Dowling, 

Larue, 

Tully, 

Doyle, 

Lewis, 

Twrner, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Lindow, 

Tuttle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Mansfield, 

Vacquerel, 
Van  Dyke, 

Dunlap, 

McCallum, 

Edgerton, 

McConnell, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Evey, 

McCoy, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Farrell,    ' 

McFarland, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Filcher, 

McNutt, 

Webster, 

Finney, 

Mills, 

Weller, 

Freud, 

Moffat, 

Wellin, 

Garvey, 

Moreland, 

West, 

Gorman, 

Morse, 

Wickes, 

Grace, 

Nason, 

White, 

Gregg, 

Nelson, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Hager, 

Neunaber, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Hale, 

Ohleyer, 

Winans, 

Hall. 

Overton, 

Wyatt, 

Harrison, 

Porter, 

Mr.  President. 

Harvey, 

Prouty, 

ABSENT. 

Barnes, 

Freeman, 

Noel, 

Berry, 

Glascock, 

O'Donnell, 

Boucher, 

Graves, 

O'SuUivan, 

Campbell, 
Cowaen, 

Lavi^ne, 

Pulliam, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Reed, 

Eagon, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz 

f  Shaft^r, 

Estee, 

McComas, 

Stuart, 

Estey, 

Miller, 

Swenson, 

Fawcett, 

Murphy, 

Waters. 

LEAVE  OF  AB8BM0E, 

For  two  days  was  granted  Mr.  Eelley. 
For  one  week  was  granted  Messrs.  Townsend  and  Waters. 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Graves  on  account  of 
sickness. 


TBS  JOURNAL. 


Mr.  caples.     Mr.  President:    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  be  dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

BILLS. 

Mr.  hilborn.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  report  back  the  following 
resolution  from  the  Committee  on  Mileage  and  Contingent  Expenses, 
with  the  recommendation  that  it  be  adopted : 

Sesolvtdf  That  the  sum  of  thirteen  dollars  and  seTonty.flve  cents  be  and  the  same 
U  hereby  allowed  to  pay  the  bill  of  Pacific  Ice  Company  for  ice  from  December 
second  to  December  thirteenth,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy'eight,  the  same  to  bo 
paid  out  of  the  fiinds  appropriated  for  the  expenses  of  the  ConvenUon,  the  Controller 
to  draw  his  warrant  in  favor  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  for  the  amount. 

Adopted. 

Me.  hilborn.  Mr.  President :  I  also  wish  to  report  back  without 
recommendation  the  bill  of  Mrs.'  Margaret  Gait.  The  bill  is  not  author- 
ized by  any  resolution,  and  the  committee  are  unable  to  ascertain  the 
amount  which  this  person  is  entitled  to.  There  is  no  doubt  but  what 
she  has  performed  some  service,  but  we  are  unable  to  find  out  how  much 
washing  has  been  done. 

The  secretary  read : 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDIKGS 


OmigtltqUoDIll  ConTenttan  of  CkliCamlK,  la  id 
deblor;    To  wutalng  lowcli  twelv.  «•ek^  trm  di 
Mk.  FRBUD.    I  more  the  bill  be  paid. 
Carried. 


it  wlih  Hn.  Uugint  Gill, 


Mb.  BLACKMEB.    Mr.  President:  I  »end  up  a  report  from  the 
Coniniittee  on  Future  Ameadmsnta. 
Thi  secretary  t«ad: 

SlCtlBIRTn,  ClLITHKNIl,  DmbidIw  El,  18TS. 


report  thB  «1D»  I 


if  Ibe  new  ConiUtiitloD. 

S,  T.  BLACK  KRB, 
J.  R.  WBLLER. 


CONRAD  HEr6ld, 
DANIEL  LEWia, 
WM.  P.  ORACB. 

SicTioK  1.  Aoy  amendment  or  amendmente  to  thia  Coastitution  ma; 
be  proposed  in  the  SeuaCe  or  Aasemblj,  and  if  twothirdsof  all  the  mem- 
bers elected  to  each  of  the  two  houses  shall  vote  in  favor  thereof,  luch 
proposed  ameodtnent  or  amendrnents  shall  be  entered  in  their  Journals, 
witli  the  yeas  and  iia;s  taken  thereon ;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  said 
Leg:ielatiira  to  subinic  such  proposed  amendment  or  amendments  to  the 
people  in  such  manner  and  at  such  time  as  may  be  deemed  eipedinnt. 
Sucli  omendnieot  or  amendmenla  shall  be  published  in  full  in  each 
couDty  in  the  State  wherein  a  newspaper  is  published  for  at  least  three 
monttis  next  preceding  the  election  at  which  they  are  submitted.  Should 
mure  than  one  ameDdment  be  submitted  at  the  same  election,  they  shall 
be  so  prepared  and  diatioguished,  by  numbers  or  otherwise,  that  thej 
can  be  voted  on  separately.  If  the  people  shaJ!  approve  and  ratify  such 
amend iiient  or  amendments, or  any  of  them,  by  a  majonty  of  the  electon 
qualified  to  vote  for  memben  of  the  Legislature  votina  therefor,  such 
■meudment  or  ameadments  shall  become  a  part  of  this  CoDstitutiou. 

Sue.  '2.  Whenever  two  thirds  of  the  members  elected  to  each  branch 
of  the  Legislature  shall  think  it  necessary  to  revise  this  CoDstitution, 
they  shall  recommend  to  the  electors  to  vote  at  the  next  general  election 
'"  ■"*  a  Convention  (or  that  purpose,  and    '  '       '  "' 

ng  at  said  election,  on  the  propositio 
1  favor  thereof,  the  Legislature  shall, 
provide  by  law  for  calling  the  same.  Said  Convention  shall  consist  of 
a  uumbar  of  delegates  not  to  exceed  that  of  both  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature, which  shall  be  chosen  in  the  same  manner,  and  have  the  same 
qualifications,  as  members  of  the  Legislature.  The  delegates  to  elected 
shall  meet  within  three  months  after  their  election,  at  such  place  as  the 
Legislature  may  direct.  The  Constitution  that  may  be  agreed  upon  by 
such  Convention  shall^  submitted  to  the  people  at  a  special  election  to 
be  provided  for  by  law,  for  their  ratification  or  rejection,  in  such  manner 
as  the  Convention  may  determine.  Tbt  returns  of  such  electicn  shall, 
in  such  manner  as  the  Convention  shall  direct,  be  certi&ed  to  the 
Executive  of  the  State,  who  shall  call  to  his  assisUnce  the  Controller, 
Treasurer,  and  Secretaiy  of  Stale,  and  compare  the  returns  so  certified 
to  him :  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Executive  to  declare  by  his 
proclamution,  such  Constitution  as  may  have  been  ratified  by  a'hiajority 
of  all  the  votes  cast  at  such  special  election,  to  be  the  Constitution  of 
the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Hr.  Preaident:  I  move  that  the  report  be  printed 
and  refi^rred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 


IK  SECRETARY  read: 

^furred  lb*  IbJIuHlDg  pni|MiltiDn,  to  wll:  number  thr»  hondred  and 
,  InLradDcsd  l>f  Mr.  Edgertan ;  number  four  bnndred  >ud  slghlj-oi 


ItcHpecttDllT  iubmUud.  WALTER  VAN  DTKE,  CtulnDia. 

TnK  PREStDENT.     The  report  will  lie  on  the  table. 

Mb.  HUNLAP.  I  move  to  take  up  the  resolution  to  pay  Patrick 
Leavy  fi>r  services  as  Gas  Porter. 

The  PRESIDENT.     The  motion  is  not  in  order  at  present. 

Mr.  .AYERS.  I  send  up  a  proposition  and  ask  that  it  be  referred  to 
the  Oitnniittee  on  Apportionment  and  Representation. 

Mb.  DUNLAP.  I  renew  my  motion  to  take  up  the  resolution  lo  pay 
Patrick  Leavy. 

The  motion  prcvoiled. 

The  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  read  the  resolution. 

Tbk  SECRETARY  read: 

Ktttilml.  That  Patrick  Leavy  bo  alluwed  IhlRr-clght  dolimn  out  ot  th>  appropria- 
(iiio  liH-  the  eipeniea  of  thit  OanveoUon,  for  nlneleon  daj>'  Hrrlctn  u  Ou  Ponsr, 
III.,  frum  Sepletnber  tveotj'^lKblh  to  October  KTenleanth.  elghMtn  bundred  lod 
i>'Ten()'-i'1gbl,  prior  to  bli  regular  appolntmeot  by  Ibii  CooTeotlon,  nhich  niaetten 


Ma.  TACQUEREL  gave  the  following  notice: 


I.  P.  VACQDKBKL. 


Ma.  BIGGS.    Mr.  President:  I  n: 

December  thirtieth,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  and  in  mak- 
ing that  motion,  I  would  say  that  it  is  necessary.  I  am  opposed  to 
special  orders,  but  I  want  to  be  present  when  that  question  is  considered, 
r  want  to  go  home  and  have  time  enough  to  pay  mj  taxes  and  return. 


well  be  taken  up,  and  we  will  have  a  fuller  Convention  then. 

Ma.'  HOWARD.  Mr.  President:  I  would  like  to  see  the  gentleman 
aocommodaled,  but  the  (act  is,  that  we  are  postponing  everything  loo 
much,  and  if  we  expect  to  get  through  with  the  business  here  at  all,  we 
must  take  it  up  in  its  order.  This  report  follows  next  alter  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  and  if  we  postpone  the 
reports  of  the  oororaitleea  for  one  gentleman,  we  must  for  another. 

Mb.  white.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  that  it  will  not  be  put  oiT. 
Motions  are  made  here  every  day  by  somebody  to  put  something  oS*.  I 
think  we  will  have  a  better  Convention  during  the  next  ten  days  than 
we  will  for  the  ten  days  following  tliat.  1  trust  that  eveijthing  will  bo 
done  up  in  its  order. 

Ma.  CAPLES.  Mr.  President:  "Procrastination  isthethief  of  time." 
It  does  seem  to  me  that  if  it  be  the  desire  and  intention  of  this  Conven- 
tion to  frame  a  Constitution,  that  the  putting  off,  procrastinating  any- 
thing, is  certainly  unwise;  and,  as  to  having  a  fuller  Convention  on  the 
thirtieth  than  at  present,  I  have  no  faith  that  such  will  be  the  case.     I 

will  be.     I  sm  oppoee^l  to  putting  anything  off. 

Mb.  biggs,  i  pledge  my  word  that  I  will  be  here  during  every  day 
of  the  Convention.    I  do  not  ask  it  on  Biggs' account — God  knows  I  don't  I 

Ml.  BROWN.  Mr.  President:  If  we  put  off  mattere  of  jreat  codk- 
quance,  we  may  expect  to  have  a  thin  house.  If  the  question  of  taxa- 
tion is  put  off,  there  will  only  be  mattere  of  small  consequence  taken  up, 
and  members  will  not  care  whether  they  are  here  or  not.  Now,  for  the 
purpose  of  having  a  full  house,  it  doee  appear  to  me  that  we  should 
refuse  lo  put  off  these  importwit  matten. 

The  motion  was  lost. 


Mb.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President:  I  desire  lo  send  up  a  notice  of 
atentjon  to  move  to  amend  a  standing  rule. 

Thi  SECRETARY  read : 

I  tavnby  glT6  DoUca  that  I  will  nuna  to  amend  Sundlng  Rule  Number  Fittj-FIve 
9  that  II  ibaU  nul  as  followi : 


er  nitT-elgbl. 


Mb.  LAINE.  Mr.  President:  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
memben  of  the  Convention  lo  this  matter.  One  of  the  memben,  Mr. 
McComas,  is  at  home,  sick ;  knowing  that  this  body  is  about  to  sign  the 
memorial  on  the  suhjoct  of  Chinese  immigration  he  has  written  lo  me  lo 
ask  leave  of  the  Convention  to  sign  his  name  to  that  memorial.  I  now 
call  the  attention  of  the  Convention  to  it,  so  that  in  case  it  is  prepared  I 
may  sign  it  for  Mr.  McComas. 


lion  bjth.  Chain 

.orraol 

twill 

«.  TINNIN.    Mr.  Preside 


a  letter  from  Mr.  Pulliam  U 


Mb.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President:  1  move  that  both  gontlemen  hav« 
leave  to  sign  the  names. 

Thb  president.     If  there  be  no  objection,  it  is  «o  ordered. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  wish  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  while  he 
is  about  it,  would  sign  my  name.    It  may  come  home  to  roost. 


Ma.  BARTON.    Mr.  President:  I  aak  leave  of 
for  the  Secretary.  Mr.  Johnson. 
Tax  PRESIDENT.    If  there  be  no  objection,  it  is  granted. 


until  Monday 


Ms.  TERRY.  Mr.  President:  1  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department. 


Dec.  21, 1878. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 
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IN   COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WnOLE. 

The  chairman.  Section  twenty-four  was  pending  when  the  com- 
mittee rose. 

Mk.  smith,  of  Santa  Clara.  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  that 
section. 

The  secretary  read : 

'f  Amend  section  twenty-four  hy  adding,  'and  all  laws  of  the  State  of 
California,  and  all  official  writings,  and  the  executive,  legislative,  and 
judicial  proceedings  shall  be  conducted,  preserved,  and  published  in  no 
other  than  the  English  Ifinguage.'  " 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    ROLFE. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  understand  that  refers  to  all  judicial 
proceedings.  I  hardly  think  that  it  is  necessary,  and  in  some  instances 
it  would  work  injury.  We  have  a  provision  in  our  present  Constitution, 
requiring  laws  to  be  translated  and  published  in  Spanish ;  that,  I  think, 
is  entirely  unnecessary,  and  should  be  rescinded.  We  have  statutes, 
however,  passed  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  exigencies  in  some  parts  of 
this  State,  allowing,  in  some  kind  of  proceedings— judicial  proceedings 
in  the  Courts — to  be  conducted  either  in  the  English  or  Spanish  lan- 
guage. Now,  while  I  would  not  make  that  mandatory,  and  while  I 
would  say  nothing  about  it  in  the  Constitution,  I  would  leave  it  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Legislature  to  make  that  same  provision,  for  I  can 
assure  this  Convention  that  there  are  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  my  county, 
and  their  proceeding  are  judicial  proceedings,  who  are  intelligent  men, 
and  very  able  Justices  of  the  Peace,  who  have  no  knowleoge  of  the 
English  language.  There  are  settlements  in  that  county,  in  certain 
localities  and  townships,  in  which  the  English  language  is  scarcely 
spoken,  the  population  being  made  up,  almost  entirely,  of  people  who 
use  the  Spanish  language.  Now,  in  this  instance,  it  would  work  a  very 
great  injury.  It  would  be  very  inconvenient  in  such  localities.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  there  are  many  townships  in  the  State  in  that  situation, 
but  there  are  some  within  my  knowledge.  I  can  only  speak  as  to  my 
own  locality,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  there  are  other  localities  in  the 
same  situation.  Therefore  I  think  that  in  these  townships  where  almost 
the  entire  population  is  made  up  of  a  Spanish-speaking  people,  there 
would  be  no  harm  done  in  allowing  the  judicial  proceedings  of  the 
Justices'  Courts  to  be  conducted  in  the  Spanish  language.  In  early  days 
there  were  District  Judges  who  had  at  least  an  imperfect  knowledge  of 
the  English  language.  I  do  not  suppose  there  is  any  such  case  now. 
There  are  judicial  proceedings  in  theDistrict  and  County  Courts  of  this 
State,  gentlemen  will  find,  by  referring  back  to  the  records,  that  are  in 
the  Spanish  language.  I  do  not  suppose  there  is  any  objection  to  requir- 
ing the  proceedings,  in  the  District  and  County  Courts,  to  be  conducted 
in  English,  but  there  is  no  good  reason  why  it  should  he  required  in  the 
Justices'  Courts.  I  will  say  further,  that  from  mv  experience  in  looking 
over  the  dockets  of  a  good  many  Justices  of  the  Peace,  who  try  to  con- 
duct their  proceedings  in  English,  that  it  would  scarcely  bear  the  test  of 
correct  English  at  least. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  TINNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be 
adopted.  There  was  a  day  when  such  proceedings  were  necessary — in 
the  early  days  in  this  State— but  I  contend  that  day  has  now  passed. 
Thirty  years  have  elapsed  since  this  portion  of  the  country  became  a 
portion  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  the  difierent  resi- 
dents who  were  here  at  that  time  have  had  ample  time  to  be  conversant 
with  the  English  language  if  they  desired  to  do  so.  This  is  an  English- 
speaking  Government,  and  persons  who  are  incapable  of  speaking  the 
English  language  certainly  are  not  competent  to  aischarge  public  duties. 
We  have  here  in  the  Capitol  now  tons  and  tons  of  documents  published 
in  Spanish  for  the  benent  of  foreigners. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Do  you  call  the  native  population  of  this  State  for- 
eigners? 

Mr.  TINNIN.    They  had  ample  time  to  learn  the  language. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   ATER8. 

Mr.  .\YERS.  "M^r.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  be 
indorsed  by  this  Convention,  but  that  it  will  be  left  with  the  Legislature 
to  act  as  it  sees  fit.  In  the  section  of  the  State  which  I  represent  there 
are  large  portions  of  it  which  are  entirely  populated  by  a  Spanish- 
American  population,  not  a  foreign  population,  but  a  population  who 
were  here  beiore  we  were  here,  and  I  wish  to  say  that  almost  without 
an  exceptional  instance  these  natives  of  California,  who  were  adults  at 
the  time  this  State  was  ceded  to  the  United  States  by  Mexico,  are  still 
in  the  same  condition,  as  far  as  their  knowledge  of  English  is  concerned. 
There  are  but  very  few  of  them,  if  any,  who  understand  our  language 
at  all,  and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  in  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo 
there  was  an  assurance  that  the  natives  should  continue  to  enjoy  the 
rights  and  privileges  they  did  under  their  former  Government,  and 
there  was  Cn  implied  contract  that  they  should  be  governed  as  they 
were  before.  It  was  in  this  spirit  that  the  laws  were  printed  in  Spanish. 
As  Jud|^  Rolfe  says,  there  are  townships  in  Southern  California  which 
are  entirely  Spanish,  or  Spanish- American,  and  in  those  townships  the 
Courts  of  Justice  of  the  Peace  are  carried  on  sometimes  exclusivelv  in 
the  Spanish  language,  and  it  would  be  wrong,  it  seems  to  me,  for  this 
Convention  to  prevent  these  people  from  transacting  their  local  business 
in  their  own  language.  It  does  no  harm  to  Americans,  and  I  think  they 
should  be  permitted  to  do  so. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  propose  to  say  many  words, 
but  I  am  convinced  that  we  should  not  load  this  Constitution  down.  We 
must  recollect  that  there  are  a  great  many  in  this  State,  quite  a  con- 
siderable number,  I  might  say,  of  Mexican  descent,  and  it  would  agonize 
their  feelings  if  this  Constitution  should  have  anything  like  a  prohihition 
of  this  nature  in  it.  I  am,  therefore,  entirely  in  accord  with  tne  remarks 
of  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  on  this  subject.  Let  matters  remain 
as  they  are. 
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REMARKS  OF   MR.   BEBESTECHER. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee :  As  has  been  aptly  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles, 
Mr.  Ayers,  there  was  an  implied  contract  in  the  treaty  of  peace  with 
Mexico  that  the  Mexican  citizen  should  enjoy  the  same  privileges  and 
immunities  under  the  American  rule  as  they  enjoy  it  under  the  Mexican 
rule.  And  among  these  privileges  and  immunities  was  the  right  of 
having  the  laws  of  this  State  printed  in  Spanish,  and  having  the  judicial 
proceedings  of  this  State,  at  least  in  certain  districts  thereof,  and,  to  a 
certain  extent,  conducted  in  the  Spanish  language.  And  the  Codes  of 
this  State,  to-day,  contain  a  special  provision  that  in  certain  counties  of 
this  State  the  proceedings  mav  be  in  the  Spanish  language.  Further, 
this  clause  will  provide  that  all  laws  of  the  State,  and  all  official  docu- 
ments, shall  be  published  only  in  the  English  language.  Now,  it  is  not 
the  policy  of  any  State  in  the  Union  to  publish  exclusivelv  in  the  Eng- 
lish language.  In  the  State  of  Michigan,  where  I  resided  for  eight  years, 
our  public  documents  were  published  in  the  English,  the  German,  and 
the  French  languages.  In  tne  State  of  Wisconsin  the  public  documents 
are  printed  in  the  English,  German,  and  Norwe|?ian  languages.  In 
Pennsylvania,  in  English  and  German;  and  it  is  the  policy  of  the 
Western  States,  generally,  with  their  cosmopolitan  population,  to  publish 
State  documents  in  more  than  one  language.  Be  this  proper,  or  be  it 
improper,  it  is  a  matter  that  ought  to  rest  in  the  discretion  of  the  Legis- 
lature, and  we  ought  not  to  put  any  Know-Nothing  clause  into  the 
Constitution.  We  ought  not  to  allow  that  sort  of  antagonism  to  raise  in 
the  Constitution.  I  hope  there  will  be  no  declaration  of  that  kind  in 
this  Constitution.  I  hope  that  it  will  be  promptly  voted  down.  I  hope 
that  the  Spaniards  will  nave  their  rights,  as  they  have  them  to-day,  and 
if  the  Legislature  can  assist  them  by  having  documents  j)ublished  in 
their  language,  I  hope  they  will  do  so. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Where  do  you  find  in  the  treaty  of  Hidalgo  any  such 
con  tract  ? 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    I  said  that  I  found  it  in  the  Acts  of  the  State. 

Mr.  ayers.     I  say  that  the  treaty  implied  that. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  It  says  that  they  should  have  the  same  priv- 
ileges and  immunities. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  If  we  are  to  be  so  exceedingly  cosmopolitan,  would 
it  not  be  eoually  reasonable  that  our  laws  should  he  published  in  German 
and  Frencn? 

Mr.  INMAN.    And  Chinese. 

Mr.  SCHELL.    And  every  other  language  that  we  have  here. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  do  not  say  that  our  laws  ought  to  be  pub- 
lished in  any  but  the  English  language;  but  I  do  say  that  there  should 
not  be  anv  inhibition  contained  in  the  Constitution  that  would  prevent 
the  Legislature  from  publishing  official  documents  in  any  other  language, 
if  it  was  desirable  to  do  so.  I  do  not  see  why  the  Governor's  messages 
should  not  be  published  in  German  and  French,  and  any  other  lan- 
guage, if  it  is  desirable. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
prevail.  As  the  Constitution  is  at  present  it  is  compulsory  ujpon  the 
Legislature  to  have  the  laws  printed  both  in  English  and  Spanish. 
That,  I  think,  is  not  necessary  now,  but  I  think  this  Constitution  should 
be  left  without  any  direction  in  regard  to  that,  so  that  the  Legislature 
may,  if  in  its  wisdom  it  should  think  proper,  publish  public  documents, 
the  laws  for  instance,  in  other  languages,  to  be  distributed  in  certain 
counties  of  this  State  where  there  is  a  large  population  of  that  kind. 
There  are  some  portions  of  this  State  where  all  business  and  all  proceed- 
ings are  carried  on  in  the  Spanish  language,  and  one  or  two  of  the  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace  in  Southern  California  cannot  carry  on  the  proceedings 
of  their  Courts  unless  they  do  it  in  the  Spanish  language,  and  they  are 
among  the  best  Justices  of  the  Peace  we  have.  Now  it  is  not  right  to 
say  that  the  Legislature  shall  not  publish  anything  but  in  the  English 
language. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  Do  the  English-speaking  con- 
stituents down  there  all  understand  the  English  language? 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  No,  sir,  not  all  of  them,  because  there  are  a  great 
many  there  who  cannot  read  or  understand  the  English  language,  and 
it  is  but  just  that  the  Legislature  should  be  allowed  to  publish  State 
documents  in  the  Spanish  language  for  these  particular  localities,  so  that 
thev  might  know  aoout  them.  In  most  of  the  counties  where  there  is 
so  large  a  proportion  of  Spanish  population,  a  great  majority  of  the 
Englisn-speaking  people  understand  the  Spanish,  and  speak  it  so  that 
they  can  make  themselves  understood  back  and  A)rth.  I  hope  it  will  be 
left  with  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  How  many  voters  are  there  that  speak  the  Spanish 
language  down  there  that  can  also  speak  the  English  language? 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  There  are  a  great  many,  but  there  are  a  great 
many  who  are  able  to  speak  the  English  language  who  cannot  read  it. 

Mr.  GREGG.    Can  they  read  the  Spanish  ? 

Mr.  BLACKMER.    Most  of  them  can. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.     I  demand  the  previous  qi^estion. 

The  main  ouestion  was  ordered. 

The  CHAIkMAN.  The  main  question  has  been  ordered.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Smith. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  46  ayes  to 
39  noes.  , 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  last 
amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

''  Add  to  the  last  amendment  to  section  twenty-four  the  following : 
'  Provided,  that  the  Legislature  may,  by  law,  authorize  judicial  or  other 
official  proceedings  in  any  designated  counties  or  other  localities,  to  be 
conducted  in  the  English  or  Spanish  language.' " 
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Saturday, 


Mr.  AYERS.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  second  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  that  amendment  were  to  prevail 
we  might  as  well  strike  oat  the  amendment  already  adopted;  and 
besides,  it  would  be  special  legislation.  I  believe  the  policy  or  the  Con- 
vention is  to  do  away  with  special  legislation. 

RBHARKS   OF   MR.   ROLFK. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  true  that  there  is  an  endeavor  to 
cut  off  special  legislation  as  much  as  possible;  but  in  some  instances 
special  legislation  must  be  had,  and  under  this  amendment  we  have 
just  adopted,  there  is  an  instance  in  which  I  think  it  is  very  proper  that 
special  legislation  should  be  had.  Now,  I  offer  this  by  way  of  an 
amendment,  and  as  an  addition  to  the  section.  Now,  if  that  is  added, 
this  will  be  the  rule,  that  unless  there  is  a  special  provision  made  by  the 
Legislature,  all  these  proceedings  must  be  conducted  and  published  in 
the  English  language.  That  would  include  the  proceedings  of  the  Leg- 
islature and  the  laws  of  the  Legislature.  This  amendment  which  I 
propose  now  does  not  interfere  with  the  laws  of  the  State,  proclamations 
of  the  Governor,  or  anything  of  a  State  nature.  It  only  refers  to  pro- 
ceeding of  a  local  nature,  and  then,  unless  the  Legislature  specially 
authorizes  that  to  be  done,  these  local  proceedings  must  be  conducted  in 
the  English  language.  But  I  do  say  that,  in  localities  in  this  State,  where 
the  population  are  almost  universally  of  the  Spanish-speaking  people,  it 
is  unjust  to  them  to  compel  them  to  conduct  their  proceedings  in  the 
English  language.  Gentlemen  ask  here  if  these  Mexican-Spanish- 
speaking  people  do  not  speak  English  as  a  general  thing.  I  say,  as  a 
general  thing,  they  have  an  imperfect  knowledge  of  English,  and  few 
of  them  have  a  perfect  knowledge  of  English.  Some  of  the  best  edu- 
cated people  of  that  race  that  we  have  in  this  State  only  have  an  imper- 
fect knowledge  of  the  English  language,  the  same  as  some  of  the  best 
educated  have  but  an  imperfect  knowledge  of  the  Spanish  language. 
Now,  I  say  that  some  localities  in  this  State  are  almost  universally  pop- 
ulated with  a  Spanish-speaking  people.  There  are  some  English -speak- 
ing people  there,  it  is  true,  but  most  of  them  understand  the  Spanish 
language.  They  conduct  their  business  and  all  their  proceedings  in 
Spanish.  They  make  their  contracts  in  Spanish.  Although  a  man  may 
be  very  well  educated  in  Spanish,  and  may  have  a  very  ordinary 
knowledge  of  the  English  language,  it  may  still  be  very  inconvenient 
for  him  to  conduct  his  proceedings  in  English ;  and  in  these  iudicial 
proceedings,  where  a  man,  whose  mother  and  father  is  Spanish,  although 
ne  may  have  a  very  ordinary  knowledge  of  the  Englisn  language,  it  is 
wrong  to  compel  him  to  conduct  his  entire  proceedings  in  a  Justice's 
Court  in  the  English  language.  He  will  make  mistakes  in  language 
which  will  be  injurious  to  litigants  before  his  Court  It  will  be  not  only 
an  inconvenience  to  him,  but  it  is  the  right  of  parties  before  his  Court. 

Now,  I  say  that  we  should  take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the 
American,  or  English-speaking  people,  of  this  State  are  the  new  comers. 
We  settled  this  State  and  took  it  from  these  people  when  the  Spanish 
was  universally  the  mother  tongue  of  the  people.  They  are  a  con- 
quered people.  Now,  I  sajr  when  we  take  their  countrv  and  the  people 
too,  and  make  American  citizens  of  them,  we  must  take  them  as  they 
are  and  give  them  an  equal  show  with  us  whether  it  was  so  contracted 
in  the  treaty  or  not.  I  say  it  is  nothing  but  just,  as  long  as  there  is  one 
township  in  the  State  which  is  populated  mostly  by  these  people.  I  say, 
although  it  may  be  not  more  than  one  township  of  five  hundred  inhab- 
itants, it  is  nothing  but  just  that  we  should  allow  that  locality  to 
conduct  their  proceedings  in  the  mother  tongue  of  the  people  who 
inhabit  it.  But  there  is  more  than  one  township  in  that  situation,  there 
are  large  sections  of  some  counties,  and  large  counties,  in  this  State,  in 
the  same  situation.  Now,  I  do  hope  that  the  Convention  will  do  these 
people  the  justice  to  make  this  one  exception  to  the  amendment  which 
has  iust  been  adopted,  that  everything  should  be  conducted  in  the 
English  language,  and  to  allow  this  one  exception  in  the  case  of  a  great 
many  localities  in  this  State  where  the  people  are  so  situated  as  I  have 
stated. 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.    WEST. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  as  high  regard,  sir,  as  any  man 
for  the  foreign  element  of  citizens  of  this  State  who  have  come  here  and 
identified  themselves  with  the  institutions  of  this  countir,  and  assimi- 
lated, they  and  their  families,  with  its  institutions;  but  I  have  no  regard 
for  that  demazogism  that  panders  to  this  foreign  element,  that  follows 
it  for  years  and  years  for  the  sake  of  the  votes  it  affords  on  election  days. 
I  speak  whereof  I  know  when  I  say  that  hundreds  of  those  who  pretend 
to  be  citizens  of  California  are  recent  immigrants  from  Sonora  and  other 
portions  of  Mexico,  some  of  them  bandits,  cutthroats,  and  robbers,  that 
come  in  and  are  placed  on  the  Great  Register, and  vote  there.  I  believe 
that  they  are  not  citizens,  and  yet  thev  are  at  once  placed  upon  the 
Great  Register,  while  the  Dutchman,  and  the  Irishman,  and  the  French- 
man must  be  naturalized  and  come  in  in  the  regular  way.  It  is  an 
abuse,  it  is  an  outrage  upon  the  institutions  of  our  country.  On  election 
day  they  are  corraled  and  voted,  when  they  have  not  been  in  the  State 
five  days.  Many  of  them  are  admitted  or  classed  as  citizens  under  the 
treaty  who  were  born  fn  Mexico  since  the  treaty  was  ratified.  Many 
of  them  make  it  their  business  to  rob  and  plunder,  and  they  avail 
themselves  of  this  opportunity  to  deprive  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  of  the  influence  of  their  votes.  We  have  opened  the  doors  of  our 
public  schools  to  them  and  their  children,  and  attempted  to  educate 
them  under  the  general  influence  of  our  schools,  and  if  tnirty  years  will 
not  do  it,  I  think  we  had  better  send  missionaries  into  the  county  from 
which  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino  comes.  I  do  not  know  that 
these  gentlemen  spoken  of  are  competent  to  perform  the  duties  of  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace  or  any  other  position,  but  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
Spanish  element  do  not  ask  it.  It  is  the  demagogues  who  ask  it,  and 
not  the  educated,  thinking,  and  reading  part  of  that  population.  I 
respect  that  population,  where  they  are  bona  fide  citizens,  as  much  as 
any  member  of  this  Convention,  but  I  want  a  period  placed  where  the 


importation  of  Mexicans  into  this  country  and  the  collecting  of  them  at 
the  polls  shall  cease. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WHIXK. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  state  that  I  am  not  in  favor 
of  printing  the  laws  in  Spanish.  Neither  am  I^  in  favor  of  anv  law  that 
is  intend^  to  drive  a  certain  population  out  of  the  State.  WEiether  the 
statements  of  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  are  correct  or  not,  I  do 
not  know,  but  I  do  know  that  there  are  a  great  many  districts  where  it 
would  be  impossible  to  get  justice  for  these  people  if  they  are  not  allowed 
to  go  on  with  their  proceedings  in  Spanish.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
wise  for  us  not  to  allow  proceedings  in  Spanish  in  those  localities  where 
thev  all  talk  the  Spanish  language.  I  think  the  Convention  ouj^ht  to 
make  some  exception  in  these  places.  They  are  bom  on  the  soil,  and 
they  have  the  same  rights  as  any  one  of  us,  and  thev  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  nave  their  proceedings,  in  the  Justices'  Courts,  in  the  Spanish  lan- 

fuage.  I  hope  that  this  Convention  will  not  be  unjust  to  these  people, 
ut  will  be  fair  to  them,  and  make  some  exception  in  this  Constitution 
that  will  allow  of  proceedings  in  Spanish  in  Justices'  Courts.  As  to  the 
publishing  of  the  laws  in  Spanish,  it  ought  to  be  stopped  at  once. 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.   ATERS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  is  not  a  Question  of  demagogism, 
or  partisanism ;  it  is  a  question  of  right.  Now,  I  know  that  in  Southern 
California  there  are  districts  and  communities  that  are  so  entirely  Span- 
ish that  if  you  deprive  them  of  the  right  to  continue  their  proceedings 
in  Justices'  Courts  in  Spanish,  you  will  deprive  them  of  justice.  I  do 
not  see  what  it  has  to  do  with  this  case,  whether  people  are  run  in  in 
bands,  from  Mexico,  and  put  upon  the  Great  Register  or  not.  That  is  a 
question  for  the  Courts.  If  they  are  run  in,  in  that  way,  and  falsely 
placed  on  the  Register,  it  ou^ht  to  be  stopped ;  but  even  if  that  was  the 
case,  it  is  no  reason  for  taking  away  the  rights  of  any  portion  of  this 
people.  It  is  only  five  years  since  the  Mayor  of  Los  Angeles  could  not 
speak  the  English  language,  and  he  was  a  very  efficient  Mayor.  I 
remember  a  case  in  San  Luis  Obispo,  which  was  tried  before  a  Spanish 
Justice  of  the  Peace,  when  a  distinguished  ^ntleman  on  this  floor  was 
the  counsel  on  one  side,  and  the  whole  audience  were  Spanish,  and  the 
whole  proceedings  in  the  case  were  in  Spanish.  It  does  not  harm  this 
Slate  any.  I  hope  that  the  amendment  of  the  ^ntleman  from  San 
Bernardino  will  be  adopted  on  the  ground  that  it  is  right  and  just.  It 
is  all  well  enoueh  for  us  here,  who  are  strong,  to  stand  up  and  denounce 
them  because  tney  are  weak.  We  have  taken  from  them  their  patri- 
mony and  their  lands,  and  now  we  are  kicking  them  while  they  are 
down. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  OVERTON. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  not  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment; neither  do  I  care  for  this  sympathetic  appeal.  We  have  done  it, 
it  is  true.  We  have  done  it  honorably,  and  we  have  lived  up  to  the 
contract.  We  have  protected  them  for  thirty  years,  and  if  they  have 
not  learned  to  conduct  their  business  in  English,  I  think  it  is  about  time 
they  did  learn.  I  do  not  think,  Mr.  President,  that  there  is  a  township 
in  this  State  that  there  is  not  some  Americans,  or  some  foreigners,  who 
do  not  speak  the  Spanish  language,  and  we  are  doing  them  an  injustice 
if  we  allow  proceedings  to  be  carried  on  in  a  language  they  do  not  under- 
stand. These  cases  are  subject  to  appeal,  and  if  the  proceedings  of  that 
Court  is  had  in  Spanish,  there  is  not  a  County  Court  in  this  State  the 
proceedings  of  which  are  conducted  in  Spanish,  and  therefore  you  can- 
not appeal.  If  you  are  going  to  permit  one  township  to  have  it  in 
Spanish,  there  is  just  as  much  reason  why  another  should  have  it  in 
Swiss  and  another  in  Italian. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman 
whether  the  Swiss  and  Italians  came  here  from  other  countries,  or  were 
bom  here,  or  whether  they  were  found  here? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  They  came  here  under  a  treaty,  and  have  got  iust 
as  much  right  as  those  under  the  Hidalgo  treaty.  These  people  sold  us 
their  country,  and  we  have  paid  them  the  money.  I  am  not  in  favor  of 
printing  laws  in  Spanish.  Our  County  Court  House  has  a  room  that  is 
occupied  by  statutes  published  in  Spanish,  and  there  they  remain  to-day, 
by  the  ton,  and  they  are  not  worth  anvthing.  This  State  has  paid  out 
thousands  and  thousands  of  dollars — thrown  it  away — for  the  purpose 
of  publishing  books  in  Spanish,  and  we  have  got  them  there  now,  and 
no  one  ever  has  any  use  for  them. 

Mr.  RO^FE.    We  do  not  ask  the  laws  to  be  published  in  Spanish. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Does  the  gentleman  know  that  there  are  tons  and  tons 
of  English  literature  in  this  building  too? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Yes;  I  know  there  are.  We  can  read  it  too.  When 
it  comes  to  publishing  laws  in  Spanish,  I  hold  that  it  is  useless.  There 
is  not  a  nationality  in  this  State  that  has  not  got  papers  that  publish 
them,  and  they  can  read  them  there. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  amend^the  amend- 
ment by  inserting  after  the  word  ''  cohducted "  the  words  **  and  pub- 
lished." 

Mr.  ROLFE.    I  accept  that  amendment. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  believe  that  these  people 
have  some  rights  that  we  ought  to  respect.  I  do  not  believe,  because  we 
are  stronger,  because  we  outnumber  them  and  are  continually  increasing 
the  ratio,  that  we  should  entirely  ignore  the  rights  that  these  people 
ought  to  have  under  a  free  government.  It  is  a  simple  question  whether 
we  will  do  right  because  it  is  right,  or  whether  we  will  do  wrong 
because  we  have  the  power  to  do  it.  I  look  upon  it  in  that  light  I  say 
that  it  is  but  simple  lustice  that  the  Legislature  be  given  the  authority 
to  allow,  in  certain  localities,  these  Courts  to  conduct  their  business  in 
that  language,  and,  if  necessary,  that  they  may  also  publish  in  that 
language.  It  does  not  compel  the  Legislature  to  publish  the  laws  in 
Spanish,  but  it  simply  gives  them  the  authority  to  allow  it  to  be  done  in 
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certain  counties,  or  localities,  if  they  think  it  proper;  and  I  do  think  it 
is  only  a  matter  of  justice  that  this  be  done. 

Ms.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  addition  to  what  has  been  said,  I 
think  it  verv  good  policy  to  give  some  official  recognition  to  the  Spanish 
language.  It  is  a  noble  language,  spoken  by  millioni  of  people  upon 
the  American  continent. 

Mb.  west.  I  would  like  to  hear  the  amendment.  My  opinion  is 
that  tlie  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino  nullifies 
the  other  amendment. 

The  chairman.  The  Chair  knows  of  no  point  of  order  that  would 
prevent  the  Convention  doing  a  foolish  thing. 

Mr.  west.    I  accept  the  ruling. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Santa  Clara.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
am  in  favor  6f  that  amendment. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino,  Mr.  Rolfe. 

The  amendment  was  lost  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  27  ayes  to  55 
noes. 

Mb.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  give  notice  that  I  will  make  a  motion 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Smith,  was  adopted. 

Thb  chairman.  If  there  be  no  further  amendments  to  section 
twenty-four  the  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-five. 

BPBCXAL  LBGiaLATION. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sbc.  25.  The  Legislature  shall  not  pass  local  or  special  laws  in  any 
of  the  following  enumerated  cases,  that  is  to  say : 

^>A<— Regulating  the  jurisdiction  and  duties  of  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
Police  Judges,  and  of  Constables. 

Second— For  the  punishment  of  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

Third — Regulating  the  practice  of  Courts  of  justice. 

Fourth — Providing  for  cnanging  the  venue  in  civil  or  criminal  cases. 

IH/th — Granting  divorces. 

Sixth — Changing  the  names  of  persons  or  places. 

Seventh — Vacating  roads,  town  plats,  streets,  alleys,  or  public  grounds 
not  owned  by  the  State. 

Eighth — Summoning  and  impaneling  grand  and  petit  juries,  and  pro- 
viding for  their  compensation. 

Ninth — Regulating  county  and  township  business,  or  the  election  of 
county  and  township  officers. 

2hith — For  the  assessment  or  collection  of  taxes. 

Eleventh — Providing  for  conducting  elections,  or  designating  the  places 
of  voting,  except  on  the  organization  of  new  counties. 

Twelfth — Afiecting  estates  belonging  to  minors  or  other  persons  under 
legal  disabilities. 

Thirteenth — Extending  the  time  for  the  collection  of  taxes. 

Fourteenth — Giving  effect  to  invalid  deeds,  wills,  or  other  instruments. 

Fifteenth — Refunding  money  paid  into  the  Stale  treasury. 

Sixteenth — Releasing  or  extinguishing,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  indebt- 
edness, liability,  or  obligation,  of  any  corporation  or  person  to  this  State, 
or  to  any  municipal  corporation  therein. 

Seventeenth — Declaring  an^  person  of  age,  or  authorizing  any  minor 
to  sell,  lease,  or  incumber  his  or  her  property. 

Eighteenth — Legalizing,  except  as  against  the  State,  the  unauthorized 
or  invalid  act  of  any  officer. 

Nineteenth — Granting  to  any  corporation,  association,  or  individual 
any  special  or  exclusive  right,  privilege,  or  immunity. 

Twentieth — Exempting  property  from  taxation. 

Twenty-fhr9t — Changing  county  seats. 

7Wn/|y-MC(m<^Restonng  to  citizenship  persons  convicted  of  infamous 
crimes. 

Twetdy-third — Regulating  the  rate  of  interest  on  money. 

Twenty-fourih — Authorizing  the  creation,  extension,  or  impairing  of 
Hens. 

Twenty-fifth — Chartering  or  licensing  ferries,  bridges,  or  roads. 

Twenhf-ixth — Remitting  fines,  penalties,  or  forfeitures. 

Twenty-seventh — Providing  for  tne  mana^ment  of  common  schools. 

Twenty-eighth — Creating  offices,  or  prescribing  the  powers  and  duties 
of  officers  in  counties,  cities,  cities  and  counties,  townships,  election  or 
school  districts.  * 

THceniy-ninth—Affecimg  the  fees  or  salary  of  any  officer. 

Thirtieth — Changing  the  law  of  descent  or  succession. 

Thirty-first — Authorizing  the  adoption  or  legitimation  of  children. 

Thirty-second — Authorizing  the  laying  out,  opening,  altering,  or  main- 
Uuning  roads,  highways,  streets,  alleys,  or  public  grounds. 

Thirty-third — ^For  limitation  of  civil  or  criminal  actions. 

Thirty-fourth — In  all  other  cases  whero  a  general  law  can  be  made 
applicable,  no  local  or  special  law  shall  be  enacted. 

Mr.  van  DYKE.  1  move  to  amend  section  twenty-five  by  adding 
to  subdivision  thirty-two  the  following :  **  Except  such  as  belong  to  the 
SUte." 

Mb.  DUDLEY,  of  San  Joaquin.  I  move  that  we  take  up  the  subdi- 
visions seriatim. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  be  no  objection,  that  course  will  be  pur- 
sued. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  ofifer  a  substitute 
for  the  entire  section.  I  suppose  I  have  a  right  to  do  that?  I  ofier  it  as 
a  substitute. 

Thb  chairman.  The  gentleman  can  ofifer  his  amendment  but  it 
will  not  be  taken  up  at  present.  Is  thero  any  amendment  to  subdi- 
vision one? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Then  I  cannot  offer  it  at  all? 

The  chairman.  It  cannot  be  taken  up  until  we  go  through  the 
section. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  will  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that  he  can  offer 


his  substitute  for  subdivision  first  of  the  section.  If  it  be  a  substitute 
for  the  whole  section,  and  be  adopted,  it  will  take  the  place  of  the  whole 
remaining  part  of  the  section. 

The  chairman.  We  must  travel  through  all  these  subdivisions 
first.    The  Secretary  will  commence  and  read  each  subdivision. 

The  SECRETARY  read  subdivisions  one,  two,  three,  and  four. 

Mb.  rolfe.  I  wish  to  offer  a  simple  amendment  to  the  fourth  sub- 
division. I  move  to  strike  out  of  line  seven  the  word  "venue"  and 
insert  "place  of  trial."  I  think  the  object  of  that  amendment  will  be 
obvious.  If  we  conduct  our  proceedings  in  English  this  word  "  venue  " 
is  a  very  awkward  word  to  be  used  here. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question,  and 
the  Chair  also :  If  the  proposed  amendment  should  be  adopted  to  any 
portion  of  this  section  how  would  it  be  possible,  after  it  is  adopted,  to 
strike  it  out  with  an  amendment? 

The  chairman.    It  would  be  perfectly  possible  to  do  it. 

Mr.  rolfe.  Mr.  Chairman :  Ir  the  gentlemen  will  examine  the 
Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  and  the  old  Practice  Act,  I  think  they  will 
find  that  this  word  "venue"  is  not  used,  although  I  will  admit  that  in 
old  proceedings  in  England  this  word  "venue"  is  common,  especially 
when  they  used  the  barbarous  law  French  and  law  Latin;  it  means 
the  place  of  trial  ,*  that  is  plain  English,  which  anybody  who  understands 
English  can  understand,  and  as  we  have  already  decided  not  to  print* 
our  laws  in  anything  but  English,  let  us  have  our  Constitution  in 
English.  I  always  did  object  to  using  this  phrase,  "  chan^  of  venue," 
in  Die  laws,  although  in  our  talk  we  may  use  it.  But  I  will  suggest  to 
the  gentlemen,  and  I  think  every  lawyer  will  agree  with  me,  that  it  is 
not  a  very  proper  word  to  use  when  we  are  using  the  English  language, 
but  "place  of  trial"  is.  If  the  gentlemen  will  examine  section  twenty- 
one,  I  think  it  is,  of  the  old  Practice  Act,  where  we  ordinarily  say  that 
it  provides  for  a  change  of  venue,  they  will  find  that  the  Act  does  not  use 
the  word  "venue,"  but  says  "place  of  trial."  I  think  the  change  will 
be  an  improvement,  and  certainly  the  meaning  will  be  more  generally 
understood. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

The  secretary  read  subdivisions  five,  six,  and  seven. 

Mb.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer  to  sub- 
division seven :  I  will  explain  it  before  I  send  it  up.  The  Committee  on 
City,  County,  and  Township  Organizations  have  made  a  report  in  which 
we  have  reported  on  the  matter  contained  in  subdivisions  seven  and 
thirty-two — they  relate  to  the  same  subject.  I  propose  to  amend  section 
twenty-five  by  striking  out  subdivision  seven  and  tnirty-two,  and  insert- 
ing what  I  will  send  up. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  twenty-five  by  striking  out  subdivisions  seven  and 
thirty-two,  and  inserting  the  following:  'Authorizing  the  laying  out, 
opening,  altering,  maintaining,  or  vacating  roads,  highways,  streets, 
alleys,  town  plats,  parks,  cemeteries,  graveyards,  or  public  grounds,  not 
owned  by  the  State.' " 

The  amendment  was  adopted  on  a  division  by  a  vote  of  77  ayes  to 
6  noes. 

The  secretary  read  subdivisions  eight  and  nine. 

Mb.  BURT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  offer  a  substitute  for  sub- 
division nine. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  twenty-five  by  striking  out  subdivision  nine  and 
inserting  the  following :  '  Regelating  the  internal  government  and 
business  management  of  county  and  township  organizations,  or  election 
and  compensation  of  county  and  township  omcers.'  " 

BBMABKS  op  MB.   BUBT. 

Mb.  BURT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  presume  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department  to  cover  the  same  ground  that 
is  covered  in  my  proposed  amendment,  but  I  regard  this  matter  of 
special  legislation,  relating  to  county  and  township  organizations,  as  of 
too  much  importance  to  leave  any  room  for  doubt  as  to  its  construction. 
In  my  opinion  this  matter  of  special  legislation,  relative  to  county  and 
township  organization,  is  more  to  be  deprecated  than  all  other  matters 
of  special  legislation  combined.  It  is  not  only  detrimental  to  the 
interests  of  the  counties  and  townships,  but  it  is  one  of  the  greatest,  if 
not  the  greatest  source  of  corruption  in  our  legislative  halls.  And  not 
only  this,  but  it  serves  to  clog  the  wheels  of  necessary  general  legisla- 
tion. It  is  not  necessary,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  offer  any  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  this  to  any  members  on  this  floor,  who  have  ever  participated  in 
the  business  of  legislation  in  these  halls.  The  fact  that  matters  of  vast 
importance  to  the  State  are  pressed  to  the  wall,  day  after  day,  during 
the  session,  to  give  room  for  this  special  legislation,  is  well  known,  and 
such  matters  ir  they  are  allowed  to  be  considered  at  all,  are  postponed 
until  the  very  close  of  the  session,  and  then  passed,  if  at  all,  without 
any  consideration.  To  those  who  have  never  participated  in  matters  of 
legislation,  I  have  only  to  refer  them  to  this  volume  of  the  statutes  of 
the  last  session.  I  find  upon  a  closer  examination  of  this  volume,  that 
out  of  five  hundred  and  seventy-two  laws  contained  therein,«ixty-nine 
of  them  are  general  in  their  purport  and  application,  while  five  hun- 
dred and  three  of  them  are  special ;  and  this  is  but  a  fair  average  of  the 
general  legislation  in  this  State. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  maintain,  nor  do  I  propose  to  maintain 
that  such  special  legislation  is  unnecessary,  or  that  it  can  be  avoided. 
On  the  contrary,  I  know  that  it  is  necessary,  but  I  do  contend  that  it 
will  better  subserve  the  interests  of  the  people  for  whom  it  is  intended 
by  being  left  entirely  to  the  local  Boards  of  Supervisors.  Aside  from 
this,  if  lefl  to  the  local  Boards,  it  will  work  a  great  saving  to  the  State. 
It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  our  Iiegislature  is  squandering  its 
time  and  funds  in  passing  such  special  laws  as  our  statutes  are  mostly 
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mpoied  of     Id  eiatniniag,  for  inatance,  I  find  B  special  lav  p&ned  to 

1  1 „j  goata  from  ninoing  at  large   in    Roclilin    precinct, 

Eiad  acother  to  prevent  hogs  and  gosla  running  at  large 
n  Ad  n  lowngh  p  Modoc  Count?.  It  teems  to  lue  that  thg  Legialature 
ir  the^  had  appropnated  tha  funda  consumed  in  making  this  special 
lagialatioD  to  the  payment  of  damages  caused  by  the  depredatiu^'  ^^ 
tuoh  hosB  and  goata,  t  would  have  been  a  saving  Id  the  Slate.  I  ] 
it  i*  held  b;  peraons  who  are  in  favor  of  oontinumg  th»  special  lej^ 
tion  in  the  handa  of  the  Legialatura,  that  in  placing  tbia  power  iti  the 


the  excenlioa  of 
iDtj  in  the  BUte 


the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  there  is 

whose  delegntioD,  including  both  Senatura  ana  ini.-m»en  ui  lub  Auem- 
bly,  is  not  lesa  in  Dumber  than  conatitntea  the  local  Boarda  of  fiuper- 
vlsata.  And  aa  regards  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  it  secma 
to  me  that  they  have  infinitely  more  to  fear  from  their  delegation  in  the 
Legislature,  than  from  their  Board  of  Supervisors.  To  use  the  Cali- 
fornia phrase,  the  City  of  Ban  Francisco  trembles  in  ber  boots  during 
the  entire  aessioii  of  the  Legislature.  Hut  there  ia  another  reason  whj- 
.  this  should  be  left  in  the  local  Boards  of  Supervisors.     They  are  of  " 


pfi?': 


of 


Untly  . 


inkling  with  the  peojile.  They  know  the  wanlj 
iMility  better  than  it  is  uossiUle  for  the  Legiala- 
lat,  for  instance,  Mr.  Chairman,  does  the  repre- 


■entative  from  Modoc,  on  the  north,  or  San  Diego  on  the  south,  kuoi 
of  the  wants  of  the'  citiiens  of  San  Franciscn,     And  yet,  they 
'        t  is  poeaible  for  the  representali 


much  more  of  those 
San  Francisco  to  know  of  the  local 
representatives  from  the  interior  have  access  to  the  daily  papers  of  Ban 
Francisco,  which  are  filled  with  the  wanto  of  San  Francisco.  This 
source  of  informatiun  ia  beyond  the  reach  of  the  representative  from 
San  Francisco  with  reference  to  the  interior  counties,  simply 
there  are  no  local  daily  papers.  How,  with  reference  to  these  lo 
when  thev  are  possea  especially  for  the  benefit  of  oommunitii 
county  oMciais,  they  are  invariably  passed  ^t  the  urgent  aolicitation  of 
those  indjviduola  or  oSciaia,  and  not  at  the  request  of  the  coinmuuities 
interested.  For  instance,  during  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  a 
law  was  passed  increasing  the  compensation  of  the  Recorder  of  Placer 
County.  Now,  while  not  pretending  to  say  whether  such  law  was  just, 
or  unjust,  I  do  say  that  it  was  paisaed  without  a  single  request  from 
any  individual  in  that  county  aside  from  the  Recorder  interested ;  and 
had  the  matter  been  left  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  I  do  not  believe 
that  his  compensation  would  have  been  increased.  But  that  ia  only  one 
case  out  of  hundreds  that  are  passed  nearly  every  session  with  reference 
to  all  the  countiea  in  the  State.  I  believe,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
public  sentiment  is  tending  towards  increasing  and  concentrating  this 
power  of  special  legislation  in  the  hands  of  tho  Boards  of  Supervisory 
ouch  power  has  been  greatly  increased  during  the  last  two  years,  and  1 
have  yet  to  learn  of  the  very  first  instance  where  such  power  has  been 
abused.  I  think,  therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  are  perfectly  safe  in 
leaving  all  sucli  matters  of  special  legislation,  with  reference  to  county 
and  township  organization,  in  the  hands  of  Boarda  of  Supervisors, 

Ma.  TEBIty.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  gentleman  ia  trying  lo  arriv 
thevery  |)osition  which  the  commitlae  arrived  at.  I  do  not  think 
amendment  is  any  improvement.  1  think  that  "regulatingoounty 
township  business  "  is  fully  aa  comprehenaive  as  "  regulating  the  in 
nal  goremment  aud  busineas  management  of  oounty  and  lowni 
organisation."    I  hope  it  will  be  voted  down. 

Ma.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  As  the  committee,  of  which  I  am 
Chairman,  has  considered  this  same  subject-matter,  I  will  send  up  the 
paragraph  as  reported  by  the  Commitlae  on  City,  County,  and  Town- 
ship Organisations.  It  is  fuller  and  more  comprehensive  than  that  of 
the  Committee  on  Legislative  DepaKmenL  I  willaend  it  up.  It  reads: 
"Regnlating  the  affairs  of  counties,  cities,  towns,  townshipa,  wards, 
cities  and  ctiunties.  Boards  of  Education,  school  districts,  or  other  politi- 
cal or  municipal  corporations  or  subdivisions  of  the  State,"  Of  course, 
if  it  is  adopted  here  it  will  be  stricken  out  of  the  report  of  the  Committee 
on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organisations. 

Tns  CHAIRMAN,     The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment oifered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Hager. 

The  aniendmerit  was  reieclod. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN,    The  question  recura  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentli "  -         "i  ■•      «     . 


Thei 


Ma.  WEST,    Mr.  Chairman :   I  wi 
"''''''   h7re   t^e"*^l'°s. '  ""'  ^ 


inquiry.  I  have 
especially  in  achoot 
'ied  a  tax  aud  col- 
:led  a  part  of  the  money  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a  school-house, 
aud  it  required  a  special  Act  of  the  Legislature  lo  enable  thera  to  oallect 
the  taioB.  r  want  to  know  if,  under  the  principle  of  this  report,  it  could 
be  collected  T 

Mr,  terry.     Mr.  Cliairmsn  :  The  object  of  thia  section  is  (o  get  rid 
of  all  apecial  legialalioa.     We  propose  that  the  Legislature  shall  not  say 
(o  these  people  they  shall  do  this,  or  that,  or  anything. 
Tan  SECRETARY  read  subdivisions  eleven  ami  twelve. 
Mr.  crouch.    Mr,  Chairman:   I  wish  (o  ofler  an  amendment  to 
Bubdivislon  twelve. 

Tb»  secretary  reaii: 

"Amend  subdiviaion  twelve,  bj  inserting  aller  tho  word  'affecting' 
the  words, '  eslatea  of  deceased  persons.' " 

Mb.  crouch.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  it  is  quite  important  that 
there  should  be  no  special  legislation  respecting  the  estates  of  deceased 


persons,  authorizing  the  administrator  to  sell  at  private  aale,  etc.  I 
would  like  to  prevent  legislation  of  that  kind. 

Ma.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  lo  amend  by  striking  out 
the  words  "  belonging  to,"  so  that  the  subdivision  will  read  :  "aff«:tlng 
theestatea  of  deceased  persons,  minors,or  other  persons  under  legal  die- 
abilities." 

Mb.  CROUCH.     I  accept  the  amendment 

The  amendment  was  adopted, 

Tri  SECRETARY  read  subdivisions  tbiHeen,  fourteen,  and  Rfteen. 


to  be  in  the  Constitution.  I  would  inquire  of  the  Chairman  i 
mittee  if  he  has  considered  that  propositionT  It  strikes  me  that  this  ia 
one  of  the  esses  where  it  should  be  allowed  to  be  special.  Now  we  can- 
not pass  a  general  law  for  refunding  money.  Suppose  a  case  where  the 
State  has  money  belonging  to  one  of  ita  citiiena  which,  in  equity  and 
common  conscience,  the  State  ought  not  to  keep?  I  would  like  lo  inquire 
how  that  money  is  Lo  reach  the  party  to  whom  it  in  equity  belongs?  Sup- 
pose the  State  aells  property,  and  it  turns  out  thera  is  no  title  to  the 
property,  and  it  ia  absolutely  lost  to  the  purchaser!  Now,  of  course,  we 
all  recognize  the  fact  that  in  equity  and  common  conscience  the  money 
belongs  to  the  party  who  has  paid  it.  How  is  he  loget  itT  Yon  cannot 
sue  the  Stale. 

Mb.  terry.  The  easiest  matter  in  the  world— by  ■  simple  provis- 
ion in  a  general  law,  that  any  person  who  has  paid  money  to  the  State 
for  property,  and  it  tuma  mit  there  is  no  title,  ahall  have  that  money 
restored  lo  him — putting  all  men  on  the  same  plane. 

Ma,  VAN  DYKE,  ftbink  it  is  a  much  more  dangerous  provision 
than  to  leave  it  lo  the  Legislature.  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out 
that  subdivision,  I  do  not  think  we  ought  lo  have  a  general  law  on 
the  statute  book  allowing  money  to  be  refunded.  There  would  be  too 
many  claims  to  get  money  from  the  State.  We  have  no  law  now  allow- 
ing the  State  to  be  sued,  and  I  am  opposed  to  any  general  law  allowing 
money  to  be  extracted  from  the  treasury.  In  a  case  where  the  State  has 
money  that,  in  equity  and  common  conscience,  belongs  lo  a  ciliien.  the 
Legislature  should  be  allowed  to  pass  an  Act  to  refund  that  specific 
money.  1  say  that  it  is  safer  to  let  every  case  stand  upon  iU  own 
merits  than  to  have  a  geuetal  law. 

Ma.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  a  general  law  in  such  a  caae 
would  be  a  great  deal  more  dangerous  than  a  spe<'ial  law,  where  it  was 
evident  lo  the  Legislature  that  the  money  belonged  lo  the  cilisen;  there- 
fore I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Ma.  LARKIN,  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  consider  that  one  of  the  most  eal- 
ulary  provisions  in  this  section,  A  general  law  may  provide  that  any 
party  who  haa  paid  money  lo  the  State,  under  those  circumstances,  that 
It  should  be  refunded  lo  him. 

Ma.  WHITE.  I  would  ask  if  a  general  lav  would  notopen  the  doon 
of  the  treasury  lo  everybody  T 

Ma.  LARKIN.     J  think  noL 

Mi.  HALL.  Mr,  Chairman  :  1  rise  simply  to  remark  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  haa  a  general  law  providing  for  the  return  of  money 
paid  for  purehase  of  lands  wherever  the  title  of  the  Government  proves 
to  be  defective.  I  do  not  see  why  a  like  rule  should  not  be  adopted  by 
the  Stale. 

UI  CHA 
rom  Alameda, 

The  motion  was  lost. 

Thi  secretary  read  subdivi 


Mi.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  amend  by  strikinc 
out  subdivision  nineteen.  I  am  surry,  sir.  that  the  word  "  corporation  " 
is  in  that  subdiviaion,  because  that  word  throws  certain  gentlemen  into 
fits,  and  I  am  not  good  on  fits.  [Laughter.]  But  I  believe  we  are  going 
loo  far  if  we  adopt  this  subdivision.  Now,  we  have  at  the  end  of  section 
twenty-five,  that  no  special  law  shall  be  passed  when  ^neral  laws  wilt 
apply,  and  I  believe  there  are  some  instances  where  it  is  proper  to  grant 
a  special  right '  ■>■...  ^ 


be  improved  so  that  lumber  could  be  floated  in  them.  Now,  t 
private  individual  could  undertake  to  make  the  necessary  inipnivv- 
menl,  and  the  Legislature,  in  several  instances,  for  the  benefit  o/  large 
communities,  have  given  special  privileges  to  certain  parties,  a uthorisinf 
them  to  charge  a  small  amount  for  the  privilege  of  floating  lumber 
down.  I  do  not  understand  how  that  could  be  done  by  a  general  law, 
because  in  a  general  law  it  would  be  granting  too  great  privileges,  and 
granting  it  upon  too  many  streams.  I  refer  to  this  simply  as  an  instance 
where  tbe  Legislature  should  have  the  power  to  grant  special  privileges 
of  this  kind.    Where  it  can  be  done  by  a  general  law  let  it  lie  done; 

privilege  can  be  granted.  1  do  not  believe  tbst  this  Clonvention  ought 
to  prohibit  the  Legislature  from  complying  with  the  wishes  of  a  lar^ 
community  by  granting  a  special  privilege  of  this  kind.  If  it  is  a  special 
grant,  it  can  be  limited  to  the  conditions  of  the  case,  whereas  a  general 
law  allowing  any  person  or  peraons  such  privileges  would  be  dangerous, 
becauae  there  might  be  cases  where  it  would  work  an  injury  instead  of 
a  benefit,  I  believe  that  the  Legialsture  ought  to  have  power  in  these 
extreme  cases  to  grant  special  privileges  of  that  kind,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  proper  to  cut  off  from  the  Legislature  entirely  the  power  in 
any  imaginable  case  to  grant  special  legislation  of  that  cbaracter.  A 
general  law,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  more  dangerous  than  to  allow  tha 
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Legislature  to  do  it  in  Bpecial  cases,  because  a  general  law  would  be 
taken  advantage  of  by  toose  who  would  merely  wish  to  monopolize 
right. 

BKMARKS   OF   MR.    LABKIN. 

Mr.  LAREIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  was  satisfied  that  the  word  corpo- 
ration was  somewhere  ahead  of  us,  or  we  would  not  have  seen  these  gen- 
tlemen here  all  this  morning.  The  first  special  Act  of  that  character 
which  was  passed  had  a  little  job  in  it,  and  it  was  the  same  with  the 
second.  Persons  floating  lumber  down  these  streams  were  required  to 
pay  certain  amounts,  and  instead  of  provine  a  benefit  to  the  entire  com- 
munity, as  the  gentleman  says,  it  was  found  that  there  was  a  fortune  in 
it  for  the  feW  who  had  secured  the  franchise,  but  nothing  in  it  for  the 
rest  of  the  community.  It  was  detrimental  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
State.  These  Acts  have  been  cursed  bv  the  people  of  the  State  ever 
since.  So  far  as  the  word  corporation  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think  a 
corporation  should  have  any  more  rights  than  an  individual  or  associa- 
tion.   All  persons  should  have  the  same  rights. 

Mr.  McFABLAND.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  is 
opposed  to  the  improvement  of  any  stream. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  By  a  special  Act  I  am  opposed  to  it,  but  under  gen- 
eral law  I  am  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAKD.  I  would  like  to  inquire  how  he  would  improve 
a  river. 

Mr.  LAREIN.  By  a  general  law  authorizing  people  to  associate  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Then  he  wishes,  by  a  general  law,  that  he  or 
anybody  else  can  go  on  and  take  up  streams.  The  first  man  that  goes 
there  gets  it.    That  is  his  idea  of  being  aeainst  monopoly. 

Mr.  SCHEXiL.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read: 

*'  Amend  subdivision  nineteen  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow- 
ing: 'except  as  provided  for  in  section  twenty-two  of  this  article.'  *' 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  merely  to  remark  that  I 
understand  that  special  privileges  have  been  allowed  to  individuals  or 
associations  by  section  twenty-two.  I  understand  that  the  Leeislature 
may  make  special  appropriations  under  that  section.  I  oner  this 
amendment  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  up  the  question.  I  do  not  fully 
understand  it,  but  suppose  it  was  some  special  appropriatioti  for  the  sup- 
port of  these  orphans,  and  that  it  would  take  a  special  law. 

Mr.  LARElf]'.  As  section  twenty-two  is  amended  I  do  not  think 
this  section  would  affect  it. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Schell. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  McFarland,  to  strikeout  subdi- 
vision nineteen. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  San  Francisco.    I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  twenty-five,  subdivision  nineteen,  by  inserting,  after 
the  word  '  association,'  the  word  '  official.' " 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  subdivision 
would  then  read:  ''granting  to  any  corporation,  association,  official,  or 
individual,  any  special  or  exclusive  right,  privilege,  or  immunity." 
The  reason  why  1  offer  that  amendment  is  this:  that  our  last  Legisla- 
ture did  grant  special  privileges  to  certain  officials  in  the  City  of  San 
Francisco,  concerning  the  City  Hall.  They  had  done  certain  work 
which  did  not  conform  to  the  contract  and  specifications,  and  by  doing 
so  would  have  forfeited  their  bonds,  and  to  protect  themselves  they  came 
to  the  Legislature  and  secured  special  privileges  in  re^rd  to  it. 

Mr.  terry.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  can  find  an 
officer  who  is  not  a  person?  The  word,  "individual,"  includes  all  per- 
sons, and  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  gentleman  can  find  an  officer  who 
is  not  an  individual? 

Mr.  smith,  of  San  Francisco.  It  says  "  individual,"  and  not "  indi- 
viduals." In  this  case  there  were  two  officials  instead  of  one.  [Laugh- 
ter.] 

The  amendment  waa  rejected. 

The  secretary  read  subdivisions  twenty,  twenty-one,  twenty- 
two,  twenty -three,  twenty-four,  twenty- five,  twenty-six,  twenty-seven, 
twenty -eight,  and  twenty -nine. 

Mr.  MoFARLAND.  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out  subdivision 
twenty-nine.  My  reason  is  simply  this,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
business  of  this  SUite  has  become  so  equalized  that  the  fees  of  the  county 
officers  should  be  the  same  in  every  county.  I  do  not  believe  that  a 
man  can  do  the  business  in  Mono  at  the  same  price  he  can  do  it  in  Sac- 
ramento. 

Mr.  LAREIN.  I  understand  that  each  county  is  to  have  the  control 
of  all  these  things  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  If  that  is  the  proposition  I  am  satisfied,  but  I 
do  not  see  where  it  is.  This  certainly  refers  to  no  officer.  State  or 
county.  I  do  not  understand  that  anything  has  been  passed  allowing 
the  county  to  determine  the  salanr  of  its  officers.  I  suppose  the  Legis- 
lature will  determine  the  fees  and  salaries  of  officers  in  all  counties.  If 
you  specify  counties  it  will  be  a  special  law.  You  cannot  pass  a  general 
law  providing  for  the  fees  and  salaries  of  county  officers.  This  subdi- 
vision says  that  you  shall  not  pass  any  law  affecting  the  fees  or  salary  of 
any  officer.  Now,  if  you  pass  a  law  saying  that  they  shall  have  so 
much  in  San  Francisco,  and  so  much  in  Sacramento,  it  is  a  special  law. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thr  secretary  read  subdivisions  thirty,  thirty-one,  thirty-two, 
thirty-three,  and  thirty-four. 


Mb.  JOHNSON.  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer  to  subdivision  thirty - 
four. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  the  words  'no  local  or  special  laws  shall  be  enacted.' " 

Mb.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  sorry  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  those  words  are  surplusage,  and  I  think  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mitte  on  Legislative  Department  will  admit  it.  The  first  part  of  the 
section  says :  "  The  Legislature  shall  not  pass  local  or  special  laws  in 
any  of  the  following  enumerated  cases,  that  is  to  say,"  etc. 

Mb.  terry.    I  believe  it  is  surplusage,  and  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  I  have  a  substitute  which  I  desire  to  offer  for 
section  twenty-five. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Amend  section  twenty-five  by  striking  out  the  section  and  inserting 
the  following : '  The  Legislature  snail  have  no  power  to  pass  any  special  or 
local  law,  but  may,  by  general  law,  authorize  Courts  to  carry  into  effect 
the  manifest  intention  oi  parties  and  officers  by  curing  defects,  omissions, 
and  errors  in  instruments  and  proceedings  arising  out  of  their  want  of 
conformity  to  the  laws  of  the  State,  upon  such  terms  as  may  be  just  and 
equitable.' " 

BEMABKS  OF  MB.  HEBBINQTON. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  take  it  from  the  provisions  of 
section  twenty-five  that  it  was  the  intention  of  this  Convention — and  if 

?;entlemen  will  keep  quiet  I  may  be  heard,  for  I  have  not  got  strong 
ungs  to-dav — I  take  it  that  it  was  the  intention  of  this  Convention  to 
cut  off  all  local  and  special  legislation.  I  know  of  but  two  cases  in 
which  there  would  be  a  necessity  for  any  special  legislation,  and  such 
cases  could  only  arise  where  great  injustice  would  result  to  parties  in 
consequence  of  a  failure  to  comply  with  the  law,  so  that  the  intention 
of  the  parties  is  entirely  defeated  bv  the  act  of  the  parties  themselves; 
and  in  cases  where  officers  have  failed  to  confonn  to  the  laws,  and  in 
consequence  injustice  has  been  done  by  reason  of  nonconformity,  and 
their  acts  are  therefore  invalid  under  the  law.  Now,  this  provides  that 
the  Legislature  may  make  a  general  provision  whereby  the  Courts  may 
cure  these  errors,  defects,  and  omii»ions. 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  My  point 
of  order  is  that  this  Convention  has  already  adopted  section  twenty- 
five.  The  gentleman  now  proposes  to  strike  out  wnat  has  already  been 
adopted  by  the  Convention. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment  is  a  substitute  for  the  entire  sec- 
tion and  will  be  in  order. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  That  is  what  I  expected.  I 
expected  that  point  of  order  to  be  raised.  Now,  I  submit  that  all  that 
is  embraced  in  the  section  which  has  been  passed  upon  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  is  embraced  in  the  section  which  I  offer.  It  prevents 
all  special  and  local  legislation,  and  it  authorizes  the  Legislature  to  pro- 
vide, by  a  ffeneral  law,  for  the  correction  of  all  errors,  omissions,  and 
defects,  in  instruments  and  proceedings.  It  is  a  provision  which  will 
be  found  in  some  of  the  Constitutions  of  the  States,  and  is  highly  com- 
mended by  eminent  authorities  on  constitutional  limitations.  Mr. 
Cooley  says  that  it  is  a  perfect  and  effectual  guard  of  the  State  against 
injunous  and  unwise  legislation  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature.  It  is 
recommended  as  one  of  the  wisest  measures  that  has  ever  been  adopted 
by  any  people  in  their  Constitution  to  prevent  the  evils  which  flow  from 
hasty  and  local  legislation.  I  submit  that  that  provision  ought  to  be 
adopted,  and  I  would  like,  if  it  can  be  done,  to  nave  it  read  again  so 
that  it  can  be  fairly  understood  by  the  Convention.. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  twenty-five  by  striking  out  the  section  and  inserting 
the  following :  *  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  pass  any  special 
or  local  law,  but  may,  by  general  law,  authorize  Courts  to  carry  into 
effect  the  manifest  intention  of  parties  and  officers,  by  curing  defects, 
omissions,  and  errors,  in  instruments  and  proceedings  arising  out  of 
their  want  of  conformity  to  the  laws  of  the  State,  upon  such  terms  as 
may  be  just  and  equitable.' " 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend* 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mb.  turner.  Mr.  Chairman :  Being  somewhat  slow  I  failed  to  ask 
a  question  which  I  wish  to  ask  in  regard  to  subdivision  eighteen.  It 
provides  that  the  Legislature  shall  not  pass  any  local  or  special  law 
"  legalizing,  except  as  against  the  State,  the  unauthorized  or  invalid  act 
of  any  officer."  If  it  does  not  mean  that  what  does  it  mean  ?  I  under- 
stand that  it  means  that  if  any  officer  commit  an  act  against  the  Stat» 
that  the  State  may  le^lize  it.  If  it  does  not  mean  that,  what  does  it 
mean?  I  wish  to  ask  if  that  is  what  the  Convention  wants  to  put  into 
thisorganiclaw? 

STOCK   SALES. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-six. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  26.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  authorize  lotteries  or 
gift  enterprises  for  any  purpose,  and  shall  pass  laws  to  prohibit  the  sale 
of  lottery  or  gift  enterprise  tickets,  or  tickets  in  any  scheme  in  the  nature 
of  a  lottery,  in  this  State.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  to  regulate  or 
prohibit  the  buying  and  selling  of  the  shares  of  tne  capital  stock  of  cor- 
porations in  any  stock  board,  stock  exchange,  or  stock  market  under  the 
control  of  any  association.  All  contracts  for  the  sale  of  shares  of  the 
capital  stock  of  any  corporation  or  association,  on  margin  or  to  be 
delivered  at  a  future  day,  shall  be  void,  and  any  money  paid  on  such 
contracts  may  be  recovered,  by  the  party  paying  it,  by  suit  in  any  Court 
of  competent  jurisdiction. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  th(^t 
section : 
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Th»  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out  all  after  the  word  State,  in  the  fourth  line,  and  insert  the 
following:  '  Kor  shall  any  stocic  board  or  stock  exchange,  or  other  asso- 
ciation for  the  buying  or  selling  of  the  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  cor- 
porations be  allowed  to  exist.' 


If 


RBMABKS  OF   MR.   FILCHKB. 

Mb.  filch ER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  amendment  is  as  first  adopted 
in  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department.  It  was  conceded,  as  I 
believe,  that  the  evil  aimed  at  is  one  that  ought  to  be  repressed,  and  yet 
the  argument  in  committee  was  so  overwhelming,  that  in  the  event  of 
the  adoption  of  a  Constitution  here,  the  power  of  the  Stock  Boards  will 
defeat  the  Constitution,  that  it  was  changed.  It  was  asserted  that  they 
could  perhaps  put  in  the  field  as  much  as  two  millions  of  dollars  to  defeat 
the  Constitution,  in  the  event  of  the  adoption  of  a  section  of  this  charac- 
ter. I  feel  this  way  in  regard  to  it :  if  we  are  going  to  do  anything  in  the 
Constitution  at  all,  let  us  strike  at  it  effectually.  If  not,  if  our  measure 
is  not  effectual,  and  will  not  accomplish  the  object  aimed  at,  then  I 
would  be  in  favor  of  having  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject  in  the  Con- 
stitution, for  I  recognize  the  fact  that  the  Legislature  has  all  the  power 
in  this  matter,  without  any  constitutional  provision,  that  it  would  have 
with  one,  such  as  is  suggested.  I  anticipate  that  this  section,  as  it  now 
stands,  would  bring  upon  this  Constitution  all  the  opposition  from  the 
quarters  suggested  that  would  be  centered  against  it  even  in  the  event  of 
tne  adoption  of  the  amendment  which  I  propose.  If  this  Constitution 
should  oe  adopted  with  the  amendments  as  reported  by  the  committee, 
it  would  be  a  continual  source  of  lobbying  and  corruption  about  the 
Legislature.  We  have  seen  this  matter  tried.  We  have  seen  the  Cali- 
fornia Legislature  attempt  to  suppress  to  some  extent  the  evil  of  stock 
gambling;  and  we  have  seen  several  of  the  most  formidable  lobbies  per- 
haps ever  assembled  here,  to  defeat  that  measure.  I,  for  one.  am  in 
favor,  as  far  as  possible,  of  removing  all  sources  of  evil,  and  the  lobby  is 
one  of  the  worst;  therefore,  I  say,  if  we  trouble  this  stock  gambling  evil 
at  all,  let  us  touch  it  in  a  way  that  it  will  be  efiectual. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amend- 
ment to  offer. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'association/  in  line  seven." 

BKlfARKS   OF   MB.   WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  this  should  be 
adopted  as  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer, 
it  would  leave  the  original  section,  down  to  the  word  "association,"  in 
line  seven,  and  would  strike  out  the  balance  of  the  section,  and  would 
then  read  as  follows: 

"Sbc.  2fi.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  authorize  lot- 
teries or  gift  enterprises  for  any  purpose,  and  shall  pass  laws  to  prohibit 
the  sale  of  a  lottery  in  this  State.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  to 
regulate  or  prohibit  the  buying  an(f  selling  of  the  shares  of  the  capital 
stock  of  corporations  in  any  stock  board,  stock  exchange,  or  stock  mar- 
ket under  the  control  of  any  association." 

As  reported  by  the  committee,  it  authorizes  the  Legislature  to  regulate 
or  absolutely  prohibit  the  sale  of  stocks  in  stock  exchanges.  It  delegates 
that  power  to  the  Legislature.  That  is  a  very  extensive  business,  and  it 
may  oe  that  the  Legislature  may  be  able  to  regulate  it  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  remove  some  of  the  manifest  and  prominent  evils  surrounding  it. 
With  my  amendment  it  would  leave  it  m  that  condition.  If  the  Legis- 
lature should  find  that  the  evils  were  incurable,  it  would  then  have  the 
power  to  prohibit  it  entirely. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  the  Legisla- 
ture would  not  have  just  as  much  power  without  the  second  sentence  as 
with  it? 

Mr.  WILSON.  No,  sir;  in  the  one  case  it  is  made  mandatory  and  in 
the  other  it  is  discretionary.  It  would  have  the  power,  of  course,  with- 
out any  amendment  to  the  whole  section,  but  the  difference  is  that  in 
one  case  it  is  made  mandatory,  and  in  the  other  it  is  not.  For  this  body 
to  undertake  to  prohibit  absolutely  the  buying  and  selling  shares  of 
stock,  is  to  undertake  a  great  responsibility,  bemuse  a  vast  amount  of 
capital  is  invested  in  that  business.  If  it  is  capable  of  being  regulated, 
let  the  Legislature  do  it;  but  this  section,  as  reported  by  the  committee, 
would  drive  all  the  incorporated  companies  to  Virginia  City,  and  Vir- 
ginia City  would  have  the  entire  business.  The  people  of  San  Francisco 
would  deal  as  much  in  stocks  in  Virginia  City  as  they  do  in  San  Fran- 
cisco. It  seems  to  me  far  better  to  authorize  the  Legislature  to  either 
prohibit  or  regulate,  than  to  absolutely  prohibit  in  the  Constitution  itself. 
The  amendment  which  I  propose,  strikes  out  the  last  seven  lines  with 
the  exception  of  the  word  "association."  That  is,  it  strikes  out  the  fol- 
lowing: "All  contracts  for  the  sale  of  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  any 
corporation  or  association,  on  margin  or  to  be  deliverea  at  a  future  day, 
shall  be  void,  and  any  money  paid  on  such  contracts  may  be  recovered 
by  the  party  paying,  by  suit  in  any  Court  of  competent  iurisdiction." 

That  is  altogether  too  broad.  It  has  been  conceded  heretofore  in  the 
debates  in  this  Convention  that  corporations  were  necessary  to  conduct 
many  of  the  great  branches  of  business  in  this  State.  It  is  admitted  by 
all  that  we  cannot  prosper  without  aggregated  capital  in  the  form  of 
corporations.  We  have  already  passed  some  very  strong  provisions  to 
regulate  and  control  them,  and  the  State  and  the  Legislature  has  at  all 
times  the  power  to  regulate  and  control  them.  If  it  be  true  that  we 
intend  to  preserve  corporations  as  a  part  of  the  great  business  machineir 
of  the  State,  then  there  will  be  a  large  amount  of  capital  stock  that  will 
always  be  necessarily  owned  by  individuals.  It  embraces,  as  has  been 
shown  here  by  the  record,  a  number  of  branches  of  business — banks, 
insurance  companies,  shoe  manufacturing  companies,  railroads,  rolling 
mills,  manufacturing  companies,  lumber  companies,  carriage  factories, 
and  all  these  various  interests.  Assuming  that  I  should  own  in  a  large 
carriage  company  three  or  four  hundred  shares  of  its  capital  stock,  why 


should  I  not  be  permitted  to  sell  it  part  cash  and  part  on  time?  Is  there 
anything  in  the  transaction  inconsistent  with  the  public  morals?  Is 
there  any  just  reason  why  I  should  not  sell  iny  private  stock?  In  an 
insurance  company,  why  should  I  not  sell  my  own  shares  of  stock  part 
cash  and  part  on  time?  Yet,  this  section  would  prohibit  as  simple  a 
business  transaction  as  that. 

Mr.  FILCHER.     In  my  opinion,  it  would  not. 

Mr.  WILSON.  'I  will  explain.  After  it  has  end6d  with  the  Stock 
Exchange  it  proceeds  in  a  distinct  and  separate  sentence  and  says:  "All 
contracts  for  the  sale  of  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  any  corporation  or 
association  on  margin,  or  to  be  delivered  at  a  future  day,  shall  be  void, 
and  any  money  paid  on  such  contracts  may  be  recovered  by  the  party 
paying  it,  by  suit  in  any  Court  of  competent  jurisdiction." 

it  seems  to  me  beyond  the  pale  of  contradiction,  that  if  a  man  sells  n 
hundred  shares  of  his  insurance  stock  for  so  much  a  share,  half  cash  and 
half  payable  in  thirty  days,  the  Courts  would  declare  the  whole  contract 
to  be  void,  and  the  man  who  had  voluntarily  paid  his  firet  installment 
could  recover  at  law.  There  are  cases  sometimes  where  an  administra- 
tor or  executor  may  deem  it  expedient  to  sell  part  cash  and  part  on 
time.  A  man  dies  possessed  of  a  large  amount  of  stock  in  one  of  these 
many  companies;  in  order  to  close  the  esfate  satisfactorily,  the  executor 
finds  it  best  to  sell  that  stock  part  cash  and  part  on  time,  and  the  Probate 
Judge  approves  of  it  as  an  expedient  and  proper  course  to  be  followed, 
and  such  a  sale  is  made — a  public  sale  to  a  bidder  is  had — the  stock  to  be 
delivered  at  the  lost  payment.  It  is  really  a  contract  of  sale  between 
private  individuals,  because  the  balance  is  to  be  paid  at  a  certain  time, 
at  which  time  the  stock  is  to  be  delivered;  this  is  a  contract  of  sale. 
But  in  such  a  case  the  contract  of  sale  would  be  void,  although  made 
under  the  direction  of  the  Court,  because  the  Constitution  prohibits  any 
such  sale  where  the  property  sold  is  to  be  delivered  at  a  future  day.  Take 
the  case  of  a  partnerehip.  Two  men  are  engaged  in  business,  and  in  the 
course  of  their  business  are  unable  to  agree,  and  must  dissolve  their  con- 
nection. It  becomes  necessary  to  have  a  sale  in  the  public  market  in 
order  to  close  up  their  partnerehip  affairs.  They  desire  to  sell.  They 
agree  to  sell  in  the  market  at  auction,  and  to  divide  the  proceeds  between 
themselves.  In  such  a  case  they  might  deem  it  desirable  to  sell  on  time, 
or  sell  half  cash  and  half  on  time.  This  section  prohibits  that  transac- 
tion. This  disposition  of  the  Convention  to  regulate,  or  prohibit  the 
private  business  of  men,  will  be  found  to  be  wrong,  and  will  not  meet 
with  the  judgment  of  the  great  body  of  sensible  votera  of  this  State  when 
they  consider  this  section.  I  do  not  see  why  it  is  necessary  to  forbid 
sales  of  stock  to  be  delivered  at  a  future  day.  The  evident  intention  of 
the  section,  as  the  gentleman  from  Placer  says,  was  aimed  at  sales  in  the 
stock  board.  But  it  goes  further,  and  seems  to  have  no  limit.  It  reaches 
private  sales  and  private  transactions.  Then,  too,  it  uses  the  words,  *'  on 
margin."  This  would  be  a  bad  term  to  put  in  a  Constitution.  It  is  a 
technical  phrase.  If  I  underatand  a  sale  on  margin,  it  is  merely  a  sale 
of  stock  on  time,  the  stock  being  retained  as  security,  and  not  delivered 
until  the  final  payment  is  made.  That  is  what  is  ^nerally  called  a  sale 
on  margin.  If^  the  stock  falls  in  value  before  the  time  of  final  payment 
arrives,  the  buyer  is  called  upon  to  advance  more  margin.  At  the  end 
of  the  time  the  practical  operation  is,  that  instead  of  paying  and  taking 
the  stock  they  generally  pay  the  difference  between  the  value  of  the 
stock,  at  the  time  of  the  first  transaction,  and  the  value  at  the  time  of 
the  settlement.  But  here  you  do  not  aim  solely  at  the  stock  board.  You 
make  it  apply  to  a  private  transaction. 

The  question  will  be  whether  in  the  judgment  of  this  Convention  it  is 
good  business  policy.  This  is  a  question  which  addresses  itself  to  the 
sound  business  sense  of  the  Convention.  How  far  shall  we  determine 
these  matters  instead  of  leaving  them  to  the  Legislature.  In  the  first 
portion  of  the  section  it  is  left  to  the  Legislature  to  determine  when  ii 
will  prevent  abuses*  but  this  last  sentence  goes  to  the  extent  of  prevent- 
ing an  ordinary  business  transaction,  against  which  no  valid  objection 
could  be  made  in  point  of  morals  or  expediency,  and  it  also  interferes 
with  the  private  rules  of  business  men  in  numerous  instances,  such  as  I 
have  cited,  of  administrations,  partnera,  and  many  other  instances 
which  might  be  given  of  a  similar  nature.  The  section,  with  the  amend- 
ment I  propose,  would  place  it  within  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to 
regulate  or  prohibit  sales  in  the  Stock  Board  as  it  might  see  fit,  and 
would  permit  men  to  make  their  own  private  contracts,  as  they  ordina- 
rilydo  in  business  transactions,  exercising  their  own  judgment,  and  not 
calling  upon  the  State  to  direct  or  regulate  them. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  haye  made  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

RXPBNSES. 

Mr.  REDDY.    Mr.  President:  I  have  a  resolution  to  offer. 
The  secretary  read : 

Whbrkas,  The  balance  of  the  money  appropriated  for  this  Convention  amounts  to 
about  three  thonsand  nine  hundred  dollars,  which  is  about  two  days'  p«y  for  the 
members ;  therefore,  be  it 

Rttolvedy  That  the  members  receive  for  those  two  days  certificates,  and  that  the 
money  above  referred  to  be  set  aside  for  the  expenses  of  this  Oonveution. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  President :  It  will  be  seen  that  in  two  days  the 
fund  will  be  exhausted.  The  Convention  will  then  be  without  any 
money  at  all,  any  ready  cash,  anything  to  pay  with,  and  inasmuch  as  we 
must  take  certificates  after  two  days  more,  we  might  as  well  commence 
now  and  leave  this  money  for  contingencies  which  may  arise  during  the 
remainder  of  the  session.  These  certificates  which  it  is  generally  under- 
stood will  be  given  to  members,  can  be  cashed  at  a  discount  of  ten  per 
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nt.  In  that  case  the  tou  to  each  member  noulil  be  Bimplv  two  dollars 
itheae  two  days.  I  hope  there  are  nn  membera  here  but  what  cbd  spare 
at  two  dollani  for  that  purpose.  It  will  not  be  much  loss  to  the  mem. 
,n  and  in  the  aggregate  amounts  to  a  pretty  good  fund.  I  hope  the 
•aliition  will  receive  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  Cativention. 
Ml.  ROLFE.  Don't  you  inlaad  to  put  tbe  attach^  on  tbe  eatne  foot- 
g  with  the  membersT  Don't  you  think  they  should  be  put  on  the 
ma  fooling  with  the  membersT 

Ma.  REDDY.  I  don't  know.  The  resolulion  is  to  retain  this  sum 
r  the  expeofes  of  the  Convention,  except  the  per  diem  of  the  mom- 
rs.  Now,  memben  will  lose  but  two  dollars,  simply  the  discount  on 
e  two  days'  pay,  and  if  it  should  go  to  the  attaches  I  certainly,  for  one, 
aa\d  be  willing  to  let  it  go.  It  may  be  neceMar;  to  have  a  call  of  the 
■nee  before  many  days,  and   if  we  have  no  money  we  will  be  unable 

Lve  no  nuh  1  presume  the  printer  will  refuse  to  dn  it- 
Ma.  FILCHCR.    It  is  understood  that  the  prinling  will  be  done  on 

Mr.  REDDY.  There  may  be,  for  instance,  ■  call  of  the  house;  the 
rgeant>a(-Arms  must  have  money  to  start  on.  The  fund  will  lie  paid 
it  on  the  order  of  the  Convention  any  way.  It  is  reserved  for  the 
ipenms  of  the  CoDrention  and  can  only  l>e  paid  out  by  the  action  of 
e  Convention.  I  apprehend  that  if  thia  resolution  is  adopted  there 
e  no  members  on  this  fioor  who  will  demaod   it  or  who  will  sUnd 

Ma.  VAN  DYKE.    I  call  for  the  reading  of  the  reiolution. 
Thi  8ECHBTABY  read  the  resolution. 

Ma.  VAN  DYKE.  Mr.  President:  I  am  in  favor  of  that  reeolution. 
e  might  have  occasion  for  the  use  of  a  little  money  and  then  we  would 
id  ourselves  in  an  awkward  position.  1  think  we  had  better  allow 
at  fund  to  remain  for  C0Dtinf;ent  expenses. 

Mk.  WUITE.  Mr.  President:  This  is  the  third  time  thin  resolution 
IS  been  brought  up ;  each  time  in  a  new  form.  It  is  very  indefinite 
bat  this  money  is  mtended  for.  It  is,  as  I  am  Informed,  to  be  divided 
long  the  attaches  of  this  Convention.  1  know  it;  Iwcause  they  eome 
me  and  told  me  bo.     I  think  we  are  as  good  as  they  are,  and  they  are 

Mt/^WALKER,  of  Tuolumne.     1  move  lo  amend  by  inserting  the 

)rd  "incidental  "  before  the  word  "expenses." 

Ma.  DUDLEY,  of  San  Joaquin.    1  move  to  lay  the  resolution  od  the 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Mb.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.    I  move  that  tho  Convention  do  now 

The  ayea  and  noes  were  demanded  by  Messrs.  I^rkin,  While,  Howard, 
Los  Angeles,  Dean,  and  McCallum. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  Convention  refused  to  adjourn  by  the  lut- 
iring  vole : 


lumui, 
idley,  of  Solan 


HernoglOn, 
Lindow, 


Heiskell, 
Heruld, 
Hilbom, 
Hitchcock, 


Kleine, 
Larkin, 


>Tia, 

iwling,  Lewis, 

id  ley,  of  8aQ  Joaquin, McCallum, 
rej,  McConnell, 

\tnU,  McCoy, 

Icher,  HolTat, 

r,  Heuoaber, 

Ohleyer, 


The  hour  having  arrived,  th 
dock  r.  M. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 
The  Convention  reaeserabled  at  two  o'clock  r. 
Roll  called,  and  a  quorum  present. 


Van  Voorhies, 
Walker,  of  Marin, 
Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 
Wina^B— S!. 


Reynolds, 
Rhodes, 

Schell, 

Schomp, 
eSiShoemaker, 
,    Shurtleff, 

Bmith,  of  4th  District, 

Bmith,ofeanFnnciBco 

Btodman, 

Stevenson, 

Terry, 

Thompson, 

Tinnin, 

Tully, 

Van  Dyke, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 

West, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehnma, 

Wilson,  of  Ist  District, 

Wyatt, 

1^.  President— 78, 


ion  took  a  recess  until  two 


ant;  1  have  ■  resolution  to  ofler. 


>t  pay  ei 


Taa  PRESIDENT. 

MbT  ROLFE.  Mr.  1 
of  memlwrs  in  this  C 
because  it  only  referret 
balance  in  a  low  days  i 
mey  for  olh 

stand  it  will  only  be  al 
be  a  very  small  mattet 
Arms,  and  Pages,  will, 
as  thia  CoDTention  last 
The  mem  here  of  this  C 
one  hundred  days  unit 
an  appropriation  for  i 
other  ei|Knseg  which  ^ 

had  better  save  a  liUIe 
pockets  for  it. 

Me.AYER8.  Mr.] 
adding  "or  for  printing 
in  the  treasury  the  p 
exhaust  it  all,  and  it  n 

ought  to  be  reserved,  s 
should  not  be  reserved 
Mb,  BOLFE,  1  ace 
Ma,  WHITE.  Mr. 
adopted.  It  takes  aw 
attaches  ought  certair 
there.  It  will  be  wasi 
in  some  way.    I  thinl 


?i  to  the  last  di 
,      eeping  th 
not  know  but 


Frandsoa 
Referred  lo  Coinmitt 
Ma,  TERBY.  Mr. 
resolve  itself  into  Com 
for  the  purpose  of  furt 
Legislative  Departmen 

IN  C( 

Thi  CHAIRMAN. 

twenty -si  I,  and  the  an 

Ma.  TERRY.     Mr.  i 
discussing  the  amend n 

Cisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  to 

corporation  or  associati 
shall  be  void,  and  an^ 

K'  the  party  paying  It 
iw,  the  object  of  tha 
in  any  w^  that  you  n 
the  same  footing  that  c 
take  the  same  chance 
San  Francisco  objecls  I 
believe,  is  well  undersi 
self  is  ignorant  of  the 
is.  A  great  many  of  t 
what  that  phrase  meai 
because  they  have  pair 
the  principal  part  of  tl 
wont  species  of  ganibl 
gambling  a  man  knon 
money  on  a  game  of  ft 
he  buys  Block  on  a  ma. 
stop.  In  the  languag 
mud."  He  is  in  a  eon 
more  margin.  He  is  t 
ieeled.this 


ilackb< 


DUld 


the  streets,  and  tl 
anywhere  in  the  sloe 
Men  do  not  buy  stock. 
slock  in  his  poeaesaion, 
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end  of  the  time,  say  ten  days,  the  stock  has  advanced  in  value,  why  he 
gets  his  check  for  the  difierence  between  that  and  the  price  he  agreed  to 
pay  for  it.  If,  on  the  contrary,  the  stock  has  declined  in  value,  the 
purchaser  must  pay  the  difference,  and  that  is  the  end  of  it.  But  if  this 
provision  is  adopted,  as  I  think  it  will  be,  then  no  man  can  sell  stock 
unless  he  has  got  it  to  sell,  because  he  is  required  to  deliver  the  stock  at 
the  time  of  the  sale;  and  whether  he  chooses  to  sell  for  cash  or  not,  he 
must  have  it  and  deliver  it  when  he  sells  it.  It  is  not  a  perfect  remedy, 
but  it  is  some  remedy.  It  will  prevent  a  great  deal  of  the  evil.  Per- 
sons will  not  have  so  much  object  in  putting  up  and  down  price  of 
stocks,  which  is  simply  done  for  the  purpose  of  robbing  the  people. 
These  fine  stories  are  simply  flies  to  catch  gulls.  If  these  men  who 
have  been  indulging  in  tliat  kind  of  swindling  had  justice  meted  out  to 
them  in  the  same  measure  and  at  the  same  rate  that  it  has  been  meted 
out  to  poorer,  though  less  guilty,  they  would  have  to  live  more  than  a 
thousand  years  or  cheat  the  State  out  of  years  of  service.  Now,  we  pro- 
pose to  put  some  sort  of  check  upon  such  operations.  We  propose  to  say 
that  they  are  dealing  with  a  man  as  other  eamblers,  and  tnat  it  is  at  his 
option  whether  he  will  pay  them  or  not;  that  if  he  objects,  he  can  sue 
them  and  recover  his  money.  It  puts  them  exactly  on  the  same  footing 
with  other  gamblers  and  allows  a  party  to  recover  the  money  out  of 
which  he  has  been  fleeced. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  effect  would  be  to  drive  this  stock  board  to 
Virginia  City.  Well,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  think  the  people 
of  the  State  are  of  the  same  opinion,  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  see 
the  whole  business  in a  climate  very  much  tarther  south  than  Vir- 
ginia City.  It  would  be  "good  riddance  to  bad  rubbish."  The  country 
would  be  prosperous  now  but  for  that  We  have  periodical  rises  and 
falls  in  this  stock  board.  Whenever  the  season  has  been  prosperous, 
some  wonderful  discovery  of  millions  of  ore  is  made  in  the  fifteen  hun- 
dred-foot level  or  the  twenty-four  hundred  foot-level  of  some  mine,  and 
a  great  excitement  is  raised  and  kept  up  until  the  profits  arising  from 
the  wheat  crop  has  been  stolen  from  the  honest  farmers,  and  then  it  is 
discovered  that  what  was  supposed  to  be  a  large  body  of  ore  was  only  a 
little  bunch  that  did  not  amount  to  much  anyhow ;  the  mine  peters  out 
and  there  is  nothing  left  of  it  except  a  few  miserable  persons  who  have 
lost  their  homesteads  or  their  savings  of  years,  and  are  driven  into  the 
almshouse  or  into  the  penitentiary  in  time.  This  provision  is  not  going 
to  interfere  with  an  honest  sale  by  anybody,  of  any  honest  stock  that  he 
may  have.  If  an  administrator  makes  a  sale  of  stock,  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  stock  should  not  be  delivered.  The  party  delivers  other  prop- 
erty when  he  sells,  and  takes  security  for  the  purchase  money,  and  no 
harm  can  be  done  in  that  way.  I^  a  man  has  got  the  stock  he  can 
deliver  it;  if  he  has  not  got  the  stock,  he  has  no  right  to  sell  it  in  a 
manner  which  simply  means  a  bet  upon  the  rise  or  mil.  I  say  that  no 
injury  can  be  done  to  any  honest  man  or  any  legitimate  business,  and 
the  only  effect  will  be  to  prevent  these  swindling  sales  of  stock  which 
the  seller  has  not  got,  and  the  purchaser  does  not  want,  and  which  is 
simply  betting  upon  the  rise  or  fall  of  that  stock  within  a  given  number 
of  days.  The  section  without  that  would  be  of  very  little  benefit  to 
anybody.  To  be  sure,  the  Legislature  is  directed  to  regulate  or  prohibit 
the  buying  or  selling  of  stock.  They  may  regulate  in  a  way  which  will 
afford  no  benefit  to  the  people.    I  hope  that  tney  will  regulate  it  so  aa  to 

f)ut  an  end  to  it.  But  we  should  do  something.  An  attempt  was  made 
ast  Winter  to  try  to  do  away  with  some  of  the  evils  which  now  from  the 
dealings  in  stocks,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  public  history, as  far  as  news- 
papers can  make  history,  that  a  bill  was  presented  to  parties  in  San  Fran- 
cisco for  twenty-eight  thousand  dollars,  the  expenses  in  defeating  that 
bill  in  the  Senate,  and  the  bill  was  paid.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was 
transferred  to  the  "  India  rubber  account,"  or  what  was  done  with  it. 
That  was  to  prevent  the  passage  of  a  bill  regulating  that  traffic.  Now, 
it  is  for  us  to  protect  the  people  against  it.  We  cannot  do  it  as  fully  as 
the  Legislature  can,  but  we  can  do  this  much:  we  can  make  these  con- 
tracts void,  and  in  that  way  we  will  do  away  with  more  than  one  half 
of  the  injury  and  loss  which  is  inflicted  upon  the  people  by  this  man- 
ner of  dealing. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   ORKOG. 

Mr.  GREOG.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  satisfied  that  the  section  will  not 
work  out  the  good  which  the  gentleman  proposes.  His  speech  sounds 
well.  As  to  the  Grangers  around  here  that  nave  gone  to  the  city  and 
bought  on  "  buyers  30,"  I  spoke  to  several  of  them,  and  they  deny  it. 
Mr.  McConnell  says  he  has  done  none  of  it.  This  does  not  remedy  the 
evil,  and  the  evils  that  are  in  the  section  are  greater  than  those  aimed 
at.  This  class  of  contracts  only  exist  between  dealers  carrying  large 
capital.  It  is  the  smaller  transactions  wherein  the  people  are  injured. 
I  am  sorry  about  these  grangers,  but  I  do  not  see  that  the  part  Mr.  Wil- 
son proposes  to  strike  out  is  of  any  benefit  to  them.  I  think  that  Mr. 
Terry  is  mistaken,  and  that  by  adopting  this  section,  you  are  increasing 
the  chances  of  the  poorer  classes  being  robbed.  It  is  for  the  Legislature 
to  regulate  6r  prohibit,  and  the  knocking  off  of  the  latter  part  of  the 
section  does  not  reduce  the  chances  of  the  Legislature  doing  that.  Mr. 
Wilson's  amendment  leaves  it  this  way: 

"  Skc.  26.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  authorize  lotteries 
or  gift  enterprises  for  any  purpose,  and  shall  pass  laws  to  prohibit  the 
sale  of  lottery  or  gift  enterprise  tickets,  or  tickets  in  any  scheme  in  the 
nature  of  a  lottery,  in  this  State.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  to 
regulate  or  prohibit  the  buying  and  selling  of  the  shares  or  the  capital 
stock  of  corporations  in  any  stock  board,  stock  exchange,  or  stock  mar- 
ket under  the  control  of  any  association." 

The  latter  part  of  the  section  could  easily  be  avoided.  In  spite  of 
prohibitoiT  legislation,  and  in  spite  of  this  clause  in*  the  Constitution,  it 
will  only  be  necessary  for  one  broker  to  deliver  the  stock  to  be  delivered 
to  another  broker  as  security  in  order  to  avoid  it.  It  is  simply  a  little 
more  circumlocution  in  doing  the  same  thing,  and  the  only  thing  that  can 
be  done  is  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislature  to  make  proper  laws  in  regard  to  it. 


This  clause  in  the  Constitution  is  simply  a  catchpenny  and  will  not  save 
the  grangers  who  send  their  money  to  the  stock  board. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  argument  of 
the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  Mr.  Terry,  in  support  of  the  section, 
is  impracticable.  He  seeks  to  remedy  an  evil,  and  in  proceeding  to  do 
so  he  destroys  the  rights  of  innocent  business  men.  There  is  lust  the 
trouble  and  the  exact  difficulty.  While  it  cures  the  evil,  it  destroys 
more  honest  and  regular  business  transactions,  and  does  greater  injury 
to  the  public  than  the  benefits  which  it  confers.  It  prevents  the  sale  of 
any  shares  of  capital  stock  to  any  person  to  be  delivered  at  a  future 
day,  and  it  does  not  reach  the  point  to  which  he  would  address  himself. 
If  he  intended  to  reach  fictitious  sales  of  stock  he  has  been  sin^larlv 
unfortunate.  I  claim  that  this  is  destructive  of  business  principles,  ft 
is  a  violation  of  the  dictates  of  good  common  sense.  It  is  interfering 
with  the  business  of  men  who  are  capable  of  conducting  their  own 
affairs;  and  I  am  opposed  to  this  Convention  acting  as  a  wet  nurse 
to  individuals  who  are  able  to  manage  their  own  affairs;  and  I  am 
opposed  to  declaring  an^  transaction  void  after  a  man  enters  into  it 
with  his  eyes  open  and  is  dealing  according  to  his  own  judgment.  It 
seems  to  interfere  with  the  ordinary  business  transactions  of  life  which  are 
free  from  any  immoral  tendency.  We  had  better  delegate  it  to  the  Leg- 
islature. We  had  better  understand  now  and  at  once  what  is  the  object 
and  meaning  of  a  Constitutional  Convention.  The  Legislature,  after 
all,  is  a  branch  of  the  general  government,  and  we  must  leave  to  it 
ordinary  powers  of  the  legislative  branch  of  the  government.  The  sec- 
tion without  this  last  clause  permits  the  Legislature  to  exercise  a  sound 
discretion  on  the  subject  of  stock  transactions;  but  this  laat  clause  is  a 
violation  of  all  business  principle,  and,  in  my  iudgment,  the  dictates  of 
common  sense,  and  is  pnxiuctive  of  more  evil  than  the  evil  which  is 
sought  to  be  remedied.  This  does  not  prevent  the  fictitious  sale  of  stocks 
at  all;  it  goes  further.  It  is  hardly  related  to  that  purpose,  yet  it  pre- 
vents the  ordinary  business  transactions  of  which  I  have  spoken,  and 
it  prevents  sales  being  made  part  cash  and  part  on  time.  The  gentle- 
man says,  deliver  the  propertjr  and  take  security.  There  are  many 
instances  where  the  best  security  is  the  property  itself.  A  man  sells  a 
piece  of  land,  and  the  purchase  money  is  to  be  paid  in  the  future.  He 
retains  the  title  to  the  lands  as  his  security.  That  is  an  every  day 
transaction. 

Mr.  terry.  But  if  he  retains  possession  of  personal  property  the 
sale  is  void. 

Mr.  WILSON.    You  are  speaking  of  a  case  of  fraud. 

Mr.  terry.  If  a  man  sells  personal  property  and  a  creditor 
attaches  it  in  his  hands,  the  sale  is  void  as  to  that  creditor. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  gentleman  knows  that  a  transaction  between  a 
buyer  and  a  seller,  and  one  between  a  buyer  and  a  seller  and  a  creditor 
who  is  being  injured,  are  two  different  things.  This  does  not  affect  the 
creditor  at  all.  That  is  merely  one  of  those  delusive  lights  which  the 
gentleman  throws  out.  No  gentleman  more  thoroughly  understands  the 
art  of  presenting  the  worse  as  the  better  reason.  He  has  the  capacity,  as 
shown  in  his  argument,  beyond  any  man  that  I  know  of  on  the  floor. 
It  is  with  the  greatest  difficulty,  at  times,  that  I  resist  him,  for  he  rises 
with  that  earnest,  honest  expression  of  his,  and  can  almost  make  us 
believe  that  wrong  is  right.  But  he  evades  the  question.  I  ask  him  to 
walk  up  to  the  mark  and  say  if  this  does  not  interfere  with  the  common 
transactions  of  wtiich  I  speak,  and  that  if  a  man  who  owns  insurance 
stock,  or  stock  of  a  carriage  company,  is  not  prevented  from  selling  it 
payable  in  the  future?  I  say  that  to  place  that  in  the  Constitution 
would  make  us  the  laughing  stock  of  the  world  at  large,  and  it  will  be 
criticised  and  commented  upon  as  a  simple  case  of  corporation-phobia. 
I  say  to  put  that  in  the  Constitution  is  not  to  be  thought  of. 

Mr.  Terry.  The  gentleman  is  objecting  that  this  will  interfere  with 
business  transactions,  and  knows  that  sales  of  personal  property,  unac- 
companied by  actual  and  continued  possession,  are  not  good. 

M!r.  WILSON.     Is  it  not  ^ood  between  the  parties? 

Mr.  terry.    Certainly  it  is  good  between  the  parties. 

Mr.  WILSON.    That  answers  the  question. 

Mr.  terry.  If  a  man  has  got  property  to  sell,  I  can  see  no  wrong 
that  is  done,  either  to  the  buyer  or  the  seller,  by  reouiring  the  property 
to  be  delivered  when  it  is  sold.  That  is  what  the  statute  of  fraud 
reouires. 

Mr.  WILSON.     It  does  not  as  between  the  parties. 

Mr.  terry.  You  say  that  it  will  derange  business.  Does  not  the 
statute  of  fraud  do  the  same  thing?  If  I  ouy  property  of  you  and 
allow  that  property  to  remain  in  your  possession,  don't  I  have  to  take 
the  chances  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  If  we  introduce  a  third  person  into  the  proposition 
I  have  nothing  more  to  add.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  mafler 
under  consideration. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   TSRRT. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  gentleman  says  that  it  is  wrong 
for  this  Convention,  or  for  the  jjegislature,  to  constitute  itself  the 
guardian  of  grown  m^,  and  to  say  that  they  shall  not  do  as  they  please 
with  their  own.  Why,  the  same  kind  of  argument  can  be  used  against 
Ihe  law  to  prevent  the  sale  of  lottery  tickets.  The  gentleman  may  say, 
why,  here  is  a  man  who  says :  "  I  am  willing  to  give  you  twenty-five 
dollars  for  a  lottery  ticket,"  and  the  Legislature  has  no  right  to  come  in 
and  say  that  the  man  shall  not  make  the  contracL  Here  is  a  man  who 
is  willing  to  sell,  and  here  is  a  man  who  is  willing  to  buy,  and  yet  the 
State  prohibits  it,  because  it  is  against  good  morals,  or  against  public 
morals  to  allow  it.  What  right  has  the  State  to  step  in  there?  Yet 
the  State  does  step  in  and  prevent  the  transaction.  Not  one  man  has 
been  driven  to  crime  by  faro  and  monte,  and  other  kinds  of  ntmbling, 
to  a  thousand  by  the  transaction  of  these  stock  boards  in  San  Francisco. 
Public  officers,  men  of  the  highest  reputation/  men  who  have  been 
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looked  upon  as  the  soul  of  honor,  have  been  drawn  into  this  whirlpool, 
have  gambled  off  what  did  not  belong  to  them,  and  have  only  escaped 
the  penitentiary  by  committing  suicide.  Men  employed  in  banks — 
employes,  clerks,  and  tellers — rob  their  emplovers  in  order  to  obtain 
money  to  keep  up  their  gambling  operations  m  stocks.  I  do  not  put 
this  forward  as  a  perfect  remedy,  but  in  some  degree  it  protects  the 
people  against  these  swindlers;  It  makes  all  such  contracts  void.  No 
man  is  going  to  sell  to  another  when  he  knows  that  the  man  can 
repudiate  the  contract  and  sue  him,  and  recover  his  money  back.  The 
gentleman  from  Kern  savs  that  these  things  are  principally  confined 
to  the  manipulators  of  the  stock  board.  Let  them.  Let  the  dogs  eat 
the  dogs.  Let  the  thieves  rob  the  thieves.  Let  the  swindlers  make  a 
Kilkenny  cat  business  of  it,  and  put  each  other  in  the  poorhouse;  I 
have  no  objection  to  it.  But  I  want  to  protect  the  honest  people  outside 
of  the  stock  board.  The  laws  are  not  to  protect  gamblers  against  each 
other,  but  to  protect  other  men  against  gamblers.  This  section  is  not  to 
protect  stock  gamblers  against  each  other,  but  to  protect  honest  people 
against  stock  gamblers,  and  I  ask  the  members  of  this  Convention  to 
adopt  it. 

BEM ARKS    OP    MB.  CROSS. 

Mb.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  has  been  some  question  raised 
by  members  of  the  Convention  that  individuals  not  speakine  upon  this 
f  oor  the  views  which  they  have,  are  inclined  to  have  an  influence  here 
which  they  ought  not  to  have.  The  argument  has  been  offered  to  us 
that  it  will  not  do  to  interfere  with  the  matter  of  the  sale  of  stock;  that 
wheneveV  we  do  that  we  are  going  agrainst  the  interests  of  our  constitu- 
ency. I  know  not  how  that  may  oe,  but  I  know  something  of  the 
history  of  the  relation  of  the  stock  boards,  and  their  transactions  to  the 
legitimate  business  of  mining  in  this  State;  that  so  far  from  the  transac- 
tions of  the  stock  boards  being  in  any  way  an  aid  to  the  mining  interests 
of  California,  they  are  the  means  of  diverting  from  the  legitimate  busi- 
ness of  mining  the  very  capital  which  ought  to  be  invested  in  legitimate 
mining,  and  investing  it  in  the  worst  form  of  gambling.  ISow,  the 
gentleman  talks  about  wet  nursing  people;  I  will  gfve  him  a  sample  of 
this  wet  nursing.  Now,  sir,  about  a  year  ago  the  curbstone  brokers  in 
San  Francisco  became  hungry  because  for  some  time  past  there  had  been 
no  great  excitement  in  mining  stocks.  They  concluded  that  they  must 
have  a  mining  excitement.  They  commenced  to  talk  about  a  certain 
stock,  and  how  they  had  had  the  advice  of  men  who  knew  to  put  their 
money  into  that  stock.  They  concluded  that  if  this  stock  could  be  run 
up  to  a  high  figure,  it  would  carry  others  with  it,  and  there  would  be 
sales  of  stock  and  plenty  for  them  to  do.  They  secure  some  newspaper — 
some  one  of  those  great  leading  ioumals  of  San  Francisco — and  blow 
abou|  this  certain  stock.  They  then  begin  to  talk  about  a  rise.  Stocks 
are  g^ing  up  I  Evervbody  soon  talks  about  it.  Even  young  people,  just 
starting  out  in  life,  think  it  would  be  a  ^reat  thing  to  make  a  fortune, or 
make  a  few  thousand  dollars  that  will  give  them  a  start.  They  put  into 
these  stocks  all  the  money  they  have  saved  with  which  to  begin  life.  Go  to 
a  broker  to  buy  stock ;  they  do  not  want  to  sell  stock ;  they  want  a  man  to 
give  so  much  margin,  and  they  will  carry  so  much  stock  for  b  im;  presently 
the  stock  begins  to  boom,  and  a  few  more  buy.  Everybody  puts  into  it 
all  the  money  they  can  raise.  Stocks  are  going  up  and  the  people  think 
they  are  rich.  This  lasts  until  all  the  loose  money  in  the  State  is  on 
margin.  Then  what?  Then,  all  of  a  sudden,  the  papers  quit  blowing, 
and  the  curbstone  brokers  quit  talking,  and  in  a  day  the  margins  are 
swept  away.  And  what  goes  with  them?  Why,  the  savings  of  years; 
the  earnings  of  men  and  women  who  have  labored  for  years  to  save  a 
small  amount  of  money,  and  the  homes  of  people  who  had  their  little 
homesteads.  Why  one  hundred  and  eighty-eignt  million  dollars  went 
into  stocks  in  this  State.  Did  it  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  people?  No, 
sir;  it  was  swept  over  a  few  bankers'  counters.  Now,  the  whole  system 
is  wrong.  It  is  a  system  of  robbery ;  it  is  a  system  of  false  assertions, 
and  it  is  as  much  worse  than  the  game  of  three-card  monte  as  a  lie  is 
worse  than  a  mistake. 

Mr.  WILSON.    Can  you  name  any  honest  newspaper  that  you  can 

Eick  out,  that  will  lend  itself  to  any  such  swindling  operation  as  you 
ave  described  ? 

Mr.  KLEINE.  You  say  that  the  brokers  will  not  buy  any  stock 
except  on  a  margin.  I  say  the  leading  brokers  will  not  buy  any  stock 
on  margin  except  good  stock  on  Comstock.  They  won't  buy  you  a  share. 
Mb.  cross.  Now,  sir,  the  result  is  this,  that  the  whole  earnings  of 
the  year  are  sometimes  swept  away  in  a  few  days  into  the  hands  of  a 
few  men.  The  unfortunates  who  have  been  ruined  by  this  stock  gam- 
bling are  not  in  San  Francisco  alone.  They  are  all  over  the  State.  I  tell 
you,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  opposition  does  not  come  from  a  fear  that  this 
section  will  not  have  any  effect.  The  fear  is  that  it  will  have  some 
effect.  The  sales  that  are  so  dangerous  are  the  very  class  that  this  sec- 
tion strikes  at — this  business  of  selling  stock  that  is  never  delivered.  It 
is  the  ^eat  means  of  robbing  the  industries  of  this  State  of  a  large  share 
of  their  earnings.  The  mining  interests  of  this  State  demand  not  that 
stocks  shall  be  sold  on  margin,  not  that  stocks  shall  be  sold  to  be 
delivered  at  some  future  day,  but  that  when  the  stock  is  sold,  that  it 
shall  be  a  bona  fide  sale,  and  that  is  all  they  do  demand. 

BBMABKS   of   MB.    WTATT. 

Mb.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  shall  support  the  provision  as 
reported  by  the  committee,  and  if  the  language  of  the  committee  was 
stronger,  and  could  go  further  towards  repressing  the  evil  of  stock 
gambling  in  this  State,  I  sliould  support  it  more  heartily.  If  there  is  any 
one  evil,  above  all  other  evils,  that  is  affecting  the  people  of  California 
to-day,  it  is  the  evil  of  stock  ^nibling,  in  my  opinion.  And  as  I 
believe  it  a  part  of  wisdom  to  legislate,  and  to  treat  of  the  evils  that  we 
have,  and  not  of  those  that  have  ceased  to  operate,  and  gone  out  of 
existence  years  and  years  ago,  I  propose,  in  so  far  as  I  can,  to  have  a 
clause  in  the  Constitution  repressing  this  evil,  and  if  the  introduction 
into  the  Constitution  of  new  clauses  for  the  purpose  of  repressing  this 
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evil  should  bring  upon  us  the  laughter  of  the  people  of  to-day  or  of  suc- 
ceeding generations,  I  am  willing  to  stand  my  part  of  the  laughter.  I 
feel  upon  this  subject  very  much  as  the  old  darkey  is  represented  to  have 
felt,  when  he  asked  the  white  friend  of  his  to  write  him  a  letter,  which 
he  wanted  to  send  to  a  rival  in  the  affections  of  a  certain  lady.  The 
young  man  asked,  "  What  shall  I  say?"  "  Well,"  says  the  old  darkey, 
"you  can  commence  *  hell  and  damnation,'  and  grow  hotter  and  hotter 
as  you  go  on."  Upon  the  subject  of  stock  garabnn^  that  would  be  the 
kind  ofciause  I  would  introduce  into  this  Constitution,  and  clinch  it  as 
much  as  it  would  be  possible  to  do.  t  have  no  more  sympathy  with  a 
stock  gambler  than  I  have  with  any  other  kind  of  gambler.  If  we  are 
going  to  protect  this  kind  of  gambling  I  am  in  favor  of  having  lotteries 
and  gift  enterprises — a  new  way  of  getting  around  lotteries;  and  I  do 
not  see  why  tnree-card  monte,  and,  equally,  whv  the  national  game  of 
faro  should  not  be  attended  with  all  the  dignity  that  it  once  held  among 
men.  I  read  a  definition  not  long  ago  of  what  buying  and  selling  stocks 
upon  margin  was,  and  it  strikes  me  as  being  a  most  admirable  definition 
or  that  transaction.  It  is  about  as  Mr.  Wilson  and  Mr.  Terry  gave  it, 
except  that  it  is  a  little  more  sententious.  It  said  that  the  transaction 
was  one  where  the  man  who  sold  that  which  he  did  not  have,  and 
the  man  who  purchased,  was  a  man  who  had  nothing  with  which  to 
purchase.  That  was  selling  stocks  upon  a  margin.  After  all  other  kinds 
of  concentrated  capital  has  been  let  loose  upon  the  people  of  this  State, 
unrestrained  by  law;  after  Stanford  has  thrown  to  each  all  that  he  sees 
proper;  after  land  monopoly  can  run  right  along  with  all  the  fraud- 
ulent transactions  of  the  Land  Ofl3ce  that  can  be  oonceived  of  to  mon- 
opolize the  land;  after  all  the  water  can  be  taken  up  in  the  like  way 
and  under  like  transactions;  after  all  these  things  can  be  concentrated 
in  order  to  rob  the  producing  classes  of  this  State;  then  it  is  that 
this  stock  gambling  Doard  is  reared  up  in  this  City  of  San  Francisco, 
which  is  intended  Tor  the  benefit  of  the  washerwoman  and  the  hands 
who  work  in  the  harvest  field,  as  a  place  for  all  their  little  loose  cash. 
It  is  held  up  as  a  glittering  prize  by  which  they  can  become  million- 
aires ;  that  they  can  make  a  short  road  to  fame  and  fortune ;  that  they 
can  grow  up  and  be  the  O'Briens;  and  they  can  be  these  great  names 
that  are  constantly  kept  before  the  people  by  the  public  press  of  this 
State;  and  the  whole  people  of  this  State  are  set  in  a  flame  with  the 
idea  of  obtaining  fortunes  by  gambling,  or  in  any  other  way  than  that 
of  patient  industry  by  which  a  nation  succeeds  and  is  exalted.  If  it 
would  not  be  improper  here  I  would  just  sa^  that  righteousness  exaltcth 
a  people,  but  sin  is  a  reproach  to  any  nation.  We  would  come  under 
that  saying  in  a  very  short  time  more.  I  hope  there  will  be  no  elimina- 
tion ;  that  there  will  be  nothing  that  will  make  this  section  thinner,  or 
more  like  milk  and  water.  I  want  it  concentrated  and  stewed  down 
until  it  will  be  like  one  of  those  concentrated  drinks  frequently  taken 
on  California  street.  I  want  it  concentrated  and  made  strong,  if  it  is 
possible,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am  induced  to  say  this  much 
because  I  told  those  who  voted  for  me  that  when  this  proposition  came 
up  I  would  say  it,  and  then  I  would  vote  it.  I  have  said  it  to  redeem 
that  pledge  and  to  discharge  the  dntv  I  owe  to  my  conscience.  And 
having  said  it  I  am  not  theleast  afraid  that  any  lobby  will  prevent  me 
from  voting  it.    I  will  be  on  hand  to  vote  it  whenever  the  vote  comes. 

BKMABKS  or  MB.   MCCALLUM. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  I  moved  this  proposition  in 
the  committee  which  has  excited  some  discussion  here,  and  I  have  no 
doubt,  if  we  adopt  it,  will  excite  a  great  deal  more  throughout  the  State, 
I  propose  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  proposition.  First,  per- 
mit me  to  say,  with  regard  to  the  last  clause,  that  that  was  inserted  after 
the  committee  had  agreed  to  the  proposition  as  I  had  first  moved  it  and 
after  a  motion  to  reconsider.  I  confess  I  was  not  entirely  satisfied  with 
it,  and  believe  still  that  it  ought  to  be  amended;  and  if  some  gentleman 
should  move  such  an  amendment,  I  would  be  in  favor  of  making  that 
clause  read  this  way :  "All  contracts  made  in  the  stock  board  or  other 
stock  market  for  the  sale  of  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  any  corpora- 
tion or  association,  on  margin  or  to  be  delivered  at  a  future  day,  shall  be 
void;  and  any  money  paid  upon  such  contracts  may  be  recovered  by  the 
party  paying  it,  by  suit  in  any  Court  of  competent  iurisdiction." 

I  do  think  there  is  some  point  in  the  objection  which  has  been  made 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  that  last  clause  reads  with  reference  to  sales 
in  all  other  places.  The  object  of  the  committee  is  to  remedy  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  greatest  evil  of  the  Pacific  Coast.  I  am  disposed  to 
believe  it  is  the  greatest  evil  in  our  whole  country  anywhere;  and  it  is 
not  confined,  as  some  suppose,  to  one  class  or  locality.  The  evil  is  wide- 
spread. It  extends  all  over  the  State.  There  is  scarcely  a  town  in  the 
State  of  California  that  has  a  telegraph  station,  that  does  not  daily 
receive  the  reports  of  the  sales  of  the  stock  board  in  San  Francisco  for 
the  information  of  the  numerous  people  in  the  different  locations 
throughout  the  whole  State,  who^  are  engaged  in  stock  ^mbling.  It  is 
confined  to  no  particular  class.  It  includes  all — professional  men,  mer- 
chants, laborers,  rich  and  poor,  of  every  condition  in  life;  and,  as  the 
gentleman  says  here,  ministers  also.  In  fact  I  remember  as  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  widespread  nature  of  the  evil  in  one  community,  that  it 
was  said,  during  the  great  mining  excitement  in  San  Francisco  about 
three  years  ago,  that  the  ministers  were  so  absorbed  in  this  mining  spec- 
ulation, that  when  stocks  were  about  at  their  highest,  a  certain  clergy- 
man was  heard  to  close  one  of  his  prayers  with  "over  three  hundred 
and  fifteen — amen  1 "  The  manner  ot  doing  business  has  been  referred  to 
by  gentlemen,  and  I  need  not  dilate  upon  it.  Everybody  who  has  been 
in  &n  Francisco  "  knows  how  it  is  himself."  A  good  many  of  us  have 
been  there,  not  on  the  inside,  unfortunately.  I  have  no  connection  with 
stocks  myself;  have  not  had  for  a  long  time.  I  am  aware  that  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  good  advice  given — some  of  it  for  sale,  some  of  it  that  is 
given  freely.  One  of  the  very  best  points  perhaps  which  they  give  and 
which  is  thought  to  be  a  certain  rule  and  not  fail,  is  to  "  buy  'em  when 
they  are  low  and  sell  'em  when  they  are  high."    My  friends  lost  most 
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of  their  money  by  buying  Ihcm  when  thejr  were  low  and  they  went 
good  deal  lower. 

The  Committee  on  LegieUtive  Department  thonght  Ilits  wa>  an  ei 
which  ought  to  be  treated  id  this  Coostitiition,  and  therefore  we  jiut 
this  brief  propoaition : 

"Tbe  tegiataturo  flhall  pass  lawa  to  reguUto  or  probibit  thebuyii  _ 
and  Balling  of  aharea  of  the  capital  atock  of  corporations  in  any  stock 


k  eichsDge,  or  stock  market  under  (be  control  of  anj  associa- 


We  oonld  not  reach  the  sale  of  rtocki  elsewhere.  The  object  of  thi 
to  give  the  Legislature  the  authoritj  to  regulate  or  prohibit  tlie  whole 
business;  and  I  believe  if  the  Legislature  should  do  so,  it  would  remedy 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  the  State  has  ever  known.  I  think,  when  the 
passions  of  this  hour  have  passed  away,  and  the  history  of  the  groat 
excitement  in  San  Francisco  shall  come  to  be  written,  it  will  be  found 
Ihnt  the  real  source  of  tbe  great  public  discontent  in  this  State,  especially 
in  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  was  tbe  widespread  ruin  ocrasioned  by 
speculation  in  raining  slocks,  sold  in  the  boards.  The  object  of  all  law 
ia  to  commend  wbat  is  right  and  prohibit  what  is  wrong.  Wo  have 
proposed  in  this  section,  so  far  as  possible,  to  authorize  the  Legislature 
to  prohibit  this  great  wrong.  I  ilo  not  propose,  however,  to  discuss  this 
_... f. _.!.__      T   !.___   .!._.  .ig  Committee  of  "--   ■""--' ■" 


n  amendment  (o  insert 
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oid,  to  t: 
vote  for  it.     I  do  not  see  any  dilficulty  in  that  respect. 

Ms.  McCONSKLL.     I  demand  the  previous  question.     • 

Tbe  main  question  was  ordered. 

THuCllAlkMAN.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  olfe red 
by  the  gendeman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  (o  stritia  out  all  alter 
the  wora  "  association,"  in  line  seven. 

The  amendment  waa  rejected. 

The  CIlAIRMAtl.  The  question  recurs  on  tbe  amendment  otTered 
bj  the  gentleman  from  Flacer,  Mr.  Filcher. 

Tbe  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mo.  GREGG.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

ThiSECUETAKY  read: 

"Amend  section  twentv-six  by  inserting  the  words  '  gambling  and ' 
after  the  word  'prohibit,'' and  before  the  word  'the,'  in  the  second  Itue." 

Mb.  GREGO.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  amendment  is  only  to  prohibit 
gambling- 
Ma.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  there  is  no  necessity  for  that 
amendment.  The  Legislature  has  always  prohibited  gambling.  This 
section  is  intended  to  alTect  a  very  l.irge  interpst  in  this  country,  and  the 
word  is  unnecessary.  There  is  no  necessity  for  instructing  the  Legisla- 
ture upon  that  subject.     I  prefer  to  have  it  passed  as  reported  by  the 


Mb.  BEYNOLDS.    Mr.  Chaii 


I  offer  »  substitute  fur  the  amend- 


Thb  SECRETARV  read: 

■'  Strike  out  all  down  to  the  word  'State,'  in  line  four,  and  insert  as 
follows:  'No  lottery,  nor  any  gift  enterprise,  nor  any  scheme  in  tht 
nature  of  such,  shall  be  permitted  in  this  Stale;  and  it  is  hereby  modi 
tbe  dut^  of  tbe  Legislature  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  lattery  or  gift  enter- 
prise ticksla,  or  tickets  in  any  scheme  in  tbe  nature  of  a  lottery  oi 
gift  enlernriso.'" 

The  CIIAIRMAK.  Tbe  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment  olTered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kern,  Mr-  Gre^- 

The  amendment  waa  rejected. 


Mk.  REYlfOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  the  fact  that  the  section,  as  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department,  is  not  as  strong  as  the  old  section  of  the  present 
Constitution.  The  I'reseiit  section  says  that  the  Legislature  shall  have 
no  power  to  authorize  lotteries.  I  do  not  apprehend  that  it  is  necessary 
ti)  prohibit  the  Legislature  from  authorising  lotteries  or  gill  enterprises, 
and  1  am  unwilling  to  leave  out  (he  prohibition  of  the  present  Constitu- 
tion. That  expressly  says  that  no  lottery  shall  be  perraitled  in  this 
Stale,  nor  shall  the  sale  of  lottery  tioketa  be  allowed-  Now,  the  section, 
as  reporteil  by  (he  committee,  departs  from  that  and  says  that  the  Leg- 
islature shall  have  no  power  lo  authorise  lotteries.  Now,  I  apprehend 
that  it  will  be  better  to  outlaw  lotteries,  (o  prohibit  lotteries  and  gift 
enterprises  the  same  as  the  old  Constitution  does,  say  that  no  lottery  nor 

fill  enterprise,  nor  any  scheme  in  the  natureof  suoli.ahall  be  permitted, 
hat  will  be  substantiallv  tbe  provision  of  the  old  Constitution,  and 
then  1  have  added,  "and  it  is  hereby  made  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  prohibit  the  sale  of  lottery  or  gift  enterprise  tickets  or  tickets  in  any 
scheme  in  the  nature  of  a  lottery  or  gift  enterprise."  This  goes  a  little 
farther  than  the  present  Constitution  does  in  this.  That,  whereas  the 
present  Constitution  only  prohibits  lotteries  in  the  State,  and  does  not 
prohibit  the  sale  of  lottery  tickets  of  other  States  in  this  State,  this  will 

Chibit  the  sale  of  foreign  lottery  tickets  in  this  Stale.  It  is  a  large 
iiiess.  The  sale  of  tickets  in  the  Havana  lotteries,  the  Mexican  lot- 
teries, and  (he  numerous  schemes  gotten  up  in  the  various  States  on  the 
other  side  of  (he  Rocky  Mountains  is  carried  on  extensively  in  the 
City  of  San  Francisco,  with  ramificatioaB  all  over  the  State,  all  over 
the  coast.    It  is  that  I  wish  to  prohibit. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  If  you  will  juat  insert  section  twenty-seven  of 
the  old  Constitution,  that  "No  lotteries  shall  be  authorized  by  this 
State,  nor  shall  the  sale  of  lottery  tickets  be  allowed,"  that  will  cover 
the  whole  ground.    I  do  think  there  is  a  little  omission  in  tbe  phraae- 


that  the  Legislature  shall  enfant  the  provision.  I  have  addi 
mat  iL  IB  especially  made  (he  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  prohibit  tbe  sa 
of  lottery  or  gift  enterprise  tickets,  or  tickets 


tun,  of  such. 

Tna  CH4IRMAN.     The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  ameO' 
ment  offered  hy  tbe  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

■    1  on  a  division,  by  a  vole  of  3i  ayes  to  ■ 


The  amendment  was 


Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  to  insert,  to  pnxede  tl 
section,  the  present  section  of  the  old  Constitution,  "  No  lottery  shall 
authorized  by  this  State,  nor  shall  the  sale  of  lottery  tickets  be  allowed 

Ma.  HAGER.  If  (he  gentleman  puis  in,  as  an  amendment,  the  se 
tion  of  the  old  Constitution  {irohibtting  lotteries,  and  the  sale  of  lotto 
tickets,  then  he  ought  to  strike  out  the  provision  that  the  Legislatn 
shall  pass  laws  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  loUery  ticketa. 

Mb.  CAFLE3.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  I  know  anything  of  the  Englii 
language,  this  aection  is  complete  and  ample,  and  all  that  is  necessary 
-■ported  by  the  committee,  and  to  prefix  anything  before  it  would  I 

ilha- 


gift  enlerprisea  for  any  purpose 

--— -.      "And  shall  pass  laws 

ise  ticketa,  or  tickets  in  a 


Very  well ;  it  has  no  powei 

scheme  in  tbe  nature  of  a  lottery  in  this  ^tate."  Now,  I  submit  that 
covers  tbe  whole  ground,  and  if  you  repeat  it  forty  times  you  would  ni 
and  could  not,  moke  it  more  comprehensive  than  it  ia.  Firet.itprohibi 
the  Legislature  from  authorising  a  lottery  or  gift  enterprise  for  any  pu 
pose.  Then  it  goes  on  to  say  that  the  Legislature  shall  pass  laws 
prevent  the  sale  of  lottery  tickets  or  gift  enterprise  ticket*.  I  subn: 
that  to  prefijt  anything  would  be  surplinage-  There  is  no  need  of  an 
thing  more  than  is  expresaed  in  that  section.  It  covers  (he  who 
ground. 

[Cries  of  "Question,"  "Question."] 

Tm  CHAIRMAN.    There  is  no  question  before  the  eommiUM 

Ma.  WALKER,  of  Tuolumne.    Mr.Chairman:  I  send  apanamen 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  by  striking  out  the  words  'or  prohibit,'  in  the  fourth  line." 

Ma.  WALKKR,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  that  becau 
the  effect  of  the  section  is  to  destroy,  as  must  be  well  known  to  evei 
gentleman,  associations  which  are  formed,  and  which  have  been  formi 
in  all  commereial  cities,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  slock  operalioi 
Every  large  city  has  a  stock  exchange,  and  almost  all  stock  transoctio 
are  carried  on  in  that  way,  through  brokers  in  slock  exchanges.  It 
not  to  be  Bup|M«ed  that  a  person  who  may  desire  lo  buy  or  sell  a  fe 
shares  of  stock  would  want  lo  go  to  San  Franoisoo  for  the  purpose 
transacting  that  business  himself.  I  do  not  see  any  way  in  which  th 
class  of  business  can  be  transacted  except  through  (he  stock  eichanj 
It  seems  to  me  that  i(  is  granting  too  much  license  to  tbe  Legislature 
say  that  they  shall  prohibit  one  of  the  grandest  institutions  of  the  worl 
and  that  ia  the  atock  exchange- 

Mb.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  opposed  to  striking  that  ont,  si 
11  says,  "  The  Legislature  shall  pass  lawslo  regulate  or  prohibit  the  ha 
ing  and  selling  of  the  shares  of  tbe  capital  stock  of  corporations  in  ai 
stock  board,  slock  exchange,  or  atock  market  under  the  control  of  ai 
association."  It  only  applies  lo  these  private  stock  bosrds.  I  think  it 
right.  It  does  not  apply  to  sales  in  open  market,  but  only  where  tl 
stock  board  is  controlled  by  an  aosociatiou  where  tbey  shut  the  pub) 

Mb.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  It  says  in  any  stock  board.  The 
no  free  stock  boards.  It  TT  so  all  over  (he  world.  I  do  not  expect  tl; 
amendment  to  be  voted  for;  I  meroly  want  it  t«  be  shown  where 

Mb.  HAGER.  These  stock  boards  in  San  Francisco  aro  not  open 
tbe  public ;  you  cannot  get  into  them  unless  you  have  a  permit.  1 1 
not  buy  stocks,  and  I  do  not  sell  atocks,  but  I  know,  to  get  into  the  sUn 
board,  you  have  to  have  a  permit.  It  is  under  the  control  of  some  ass 
ciation.  If  it  was  public,  I  would  say  that  the  words  "or  prohibit 
ought  not  lo  be  there,  but,  as  I  understand  this  section,  it  does  notapp 
lo  public  places;  and  that  association  can  exclude  anybody  they  see  f 

Ma.  HERRINGTON.     Mr.  Chairman :    I  think  the  section  can 
adjusted  by  striking  out  the  first  line  and  (he  second  line  down  lo  (I 
word  "  prohibit,"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words, "  no  lottery 
gift  enterprise  shall  be  allowed  for  any  purpose  in  this  State, and  tl 
Legislature  shall ;"  and  then  it  reads  right  on. 

The  chairman.  The  question  ia  on  (be  amendment  offered  I 
the  gentleman  from  Tuolumne,  Mr.  Walker. 

The  emendment  was  rejected. 

Ma.  HERRINGTON.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thi  SECRETARY  read  ; 

"Amend  section  twenty-six  by  striking  out  down  to  (he  word 'pr 
hibit'  in  line  (wo,  and  inserting  the  words, 'no  lottery  ofgift  enterpri 
shall  be  allowed  for  any  purpose  in  (bis  State,  and  the  Legislatn 
shall.'  " 


I  quorum  in  the  house.     I  will  put  the  question  again. 
The  question  was  again  put. 

Tmi  CHAIRMAN.     Only  seventeen  in  the  affirmative;  manifestly 
;.    The  amendment  is  loa(. 
That  is  a  majori(y  of  those  voting. 


r 
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Mr.  MgCALLUM.  I  ask  leave  to  read  my  amendment  to  section 
twenty -six:  Insert,  "No  lotteries  shall  be  authorized  by  this  State,  nor 
shall  the  sale  of  lottery  tickets  be  allowed;"  and  strike  out  all  between 
the  words  "shall,"  in  line  one,  and  the  words  "pass,"  in  line  two. 
That  will  meet  the  objection  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Judge  Hager. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

A  division  was  called  for  and  the  question  put. 

The  chairman.  No  quorum  voting.  There  is  manifestly  a  quo- 
rum in  the  house.    The  Chair  will  put  the  question  again. 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  28  ayes  to 
51  noes. 

C0N0BES8I0NAL  DISTRICTS. 

Thr  chairman.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  section 
twenty-six,  the  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-seven. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Src.  27.  When  a  Congressional  District  shall  be  composed  of  two  or 
more  counties,  it  shall  not  be  se])arated  by  any  county  belonging  to 
another  district.  No  county  or  city  and  county  shall  be  divided  in 
forming  a  Congressional  District  so  as  to  attach  one  portion  of  a  county 
or  city  and  county  to  another  city  and  county ;  but  toe  Legislature  may 
divide  any  county  or  city  and  county  into  as  many  Congressional  Dis- 
tricts as  it  may  be  entitled  by  law. 

CORPORATIONS. 

Thb  chairman.  The  Chair  hears  no  amendment  to  section 
twenty-seven.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-eight. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  28.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and 
limitation  of  the  charges  for  services  performed  and  commodities  fur- 
nished by  corporations,  and  where  laws  shall  provide  for  the  selection 
of  amr  person  or  officer  to  regulate  and  limit  such  rates,  no  such  person 
or  officer  shall  be  selected  by  any  corporation,  and  no  person  shall  be 
selected  who  is  an  officer  or  stockholder  in  any  corporation. 

Mr.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  to  strike  out  section  twenty- 
eight.  It  is  provided  for  in  sections  nineteen  and  twenty  of  the  article 
on  corporations. 

Mr.  terry.    I  do  not  see  it. 

Mr.  SCHELL.    I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  by  inserting  after  the  word  'corporations,' In  line  three,  the 
following :  '  other  than  railroad  and  other  transportation  companies.' " 

REMARKS   OF   MB.   BBBRSTEGHER. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  *  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  Com- 
mittee :  Section  twenty-eight  as  reported  by  the  committee,  as  the  same 
now  reads,  seems  to  me  to  be  in  conflict  to  a  certain  extent  with  certain 
sections  adopted  and  forming  a  part  of  the  article  on  ooroorations  other 
than  municipal.  In  that  article  we  have  designated  three  persons  as 
Railroad  Commissioners,  who  shall  have  power  to  fix  the  rates  of  fare 
and  freight,  and  generally  have  control  or  the  railroad  and  transporta- 
tion companies  of  this  State.  Now,  section  twenty-eight,  as  the  same 
now  stands,  says  the  "  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and 
limitation  of  the  charges  for  services  performed  and  commodities  fur- 
nished by  corporations."  Here  the  Legislature  is  given  the  power  to 
regulate  charges  and  generally  to  control  corporations,  and  in  the  article 
on  corporations  other  than  municipal,  we  give  this  power  to  three  Rail- 
road Commissioners.  There  seems  to  be  an  apparent  conflict  between 
the  Legislature  and  these  three  Railroad  Commissioners.  I  think,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  this  can  be  avoided,  and  unless  an  amendment  be  offered 
to  that  effect,  I  propose,  at  the  proper  time,  to  offer  the  following 
amendment:  by  inserting  after  the  word  "corporations,"  the  last  word 
in  the  present  section,  "  Provided,  that  nothine  in  this  section  shall  be 
construed  to  give  to  the  Legislature  the  authority  to  aftt  contrary  to  the 

provisions  of  article  ,  of  this  Constitution,  relative  to  corporations 

other  than  mnnicipal."  That  is,  to  prevent  the  Legislature  from  having 
any  power  or  authority  over  those  tnings  specially  eiveu  into  the  hands 
of  the  three  Commissioners;  and  unless  we  make  this  express  reservation 
there  will  be  a  conflict  of  authoritv.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  striking  out 
the  present  section.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Kern,  to  strfke  out  this  section,  because  if  this  section  is  stricken 
out  we  will  have  no  right  or  authority  to  control  companies  and  corpora- 
tions other  than  railroad  corporations.  I  believe  that  the  present  section 
gives  us  the  power  to  control  water  companies,  and  if  we  were  to  strike 
this  out  wo  might  not  have  the  power  to  control  the  Spring  Valley 
Water  Companv  and  other  gigantic  water  companies.    I  will  read  it: 

"Sec.  28.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and 
limitation  of  the- charges  for  services  performed  and  commodities  fur- 
nished by  corporations,  and  where  laws  shall  provide  for  the  selection 
of  an^  person  or  officer  to  regulate  and  limit  such  rates,  no  such  person 
or  officer  shall  be  selected  by  any  corporation,  and  no  person  shall  be 
selected  who  is  an  officer  or  stockholder  in  any  corporation." 

A  water  company  furnishes  a  commodity.  Of  course,  under  this  sec- 
tion, the  Legislature  has  power  to  fix  the  rates  of  charees  that  a  water 
company  can  charge  for  its  water.  Unless  a  section  of  this  character  be 
contained  in  the  Constitution,  water  companies  and  companies  other 
than  railroad  corporations  may  escape  under  their  charters.  They  may 
claim  exemption  from  legislative  control.  I  believe  the  section  to  be 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  control  these  companies  which  furnish 
the  commodities  of  gas  and  water.  I  believe  the  section  as  it  stands 
should  remain,  word  for  word,  with  the  addition  that  the  Legislature 
shall  have  no  power,  by  reason  of  the  existence  of  this  section,  to  in  any- 
wise control  the  acts  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners.  I  think  the  section 
ought  to  remain  as  a  part  of  the  Constitution. 


REMARKS    OF    MR.  TERRY. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman :  When  this  section  was  reported,  which 
was,  of  course,  before  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  had  acted  upon  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Corporations  other  than  Municipal,  it  was 
intended  to  cover  all  corporations,  by  providing  that  the  Legislature 
should  fix  the  rate  of  charges  for  services  and  commodities.  Since  the 
adoption  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  of  the  twenty -second  section  of 
the  report  of,  the  Committee  on  Corporations  other  than  Municipal,  this 
section,  perhaps,  ought  to  be  modified.  That  is,  to  insert  after  the  word 
"corporations"  in  the  third  line,  the  words  "other  than  railroad  and 
other  transportation  companies." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Tnat  is  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Schell. 

Me.  terry.  That  is  all  that  is  necessary.  The  Legislature  has  all 
the  powers  we  do  not  prohibit  them  from  exercising;  but  we  can  require 
of  them  to  do  some  things,  and  they  are  here  required  to  pass  laws  for 
the  re^^ulation  and  limitation  of  charges  for  services  performed  and  com- 
modities furnished  by  corporations. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  if  the  effect  of  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Stanislaus  would  be  to  simply  except 
those  corporations  over  which  the  Railroad  Commissioners  are' to  have 
control? 

Mr.  terry.    That  is  what  I  understand. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    Then  I  am  satisfied  with  the  amendment. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   ROLFE. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chainnan :  I  rise  more  for  information  than  any- 
thing^lse.  This  section  seems  to  be  very  general.  It  says  that  "  the  Leg- 
islature shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and  limitation  of  the  charges 
for  services  performed  and  comm(xlities  furnished  by  corporations."  I 
see  no  limitation  in  it.  Now,  I  would  like  to  know  whether  it  is 
intended  that  the  Legislature  shall  regulate  the  charges  for  services  per- 
formed and  commodities  furnished  by  all  corporations?  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  would  be  imperatively  their  duty,  for  another  section  of  the  Con- 
stitution makes  this  mandatory.  Now,  would  it  not  be  obligatory  on 
the  Legislature  to  regulate  the  price  of  all  services  by  all  corporations, 
and  all  commodities  of  all  corporations?  For  instance,  if  we  had  some 
of  these  corporations  that  have  been  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  from 
Monterey,  Mr.  Wyatt,  for  hatching  chickens,  raising  pigs,  etc.,  it  would 
be  obligatory  upon  the  Legislature  to  fix  the  price  of  chickens  and  pigs. 

Mr.  wyatt.  I  think  those  gentlemen  would  disincorporate  then  and 
it  would  act  most  admirably. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  It  would  require  them  to  sot  a  price  upon  the  blankets 
of  this  woolen  mill  over  here — they  are  now  incorporated.  They^must  go 
into  these  details.  And  I  would  just  suggest  would  it  not  be  advisable  for 
us  to  amend  our  previous  section  limiting  the  session  of  the  Legislature 
to  sixty  days?  Now,  I  do  not  know  as  there  is  anything  wrong  in  it  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  imposing  a  great  labor  upon  the  Legisla- 
ture, whereas  the  intention  is  to  relieve  them  of  business.  With  that 
understanding  I  think  I  shall  vote  in  favor  of  striking  it  out. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  gentlemen  will  look  at  propo- 
sition number  two  hundred  and  thirteen,  on  file,  they  will  find  this 
proposition.  I  confess  that  the  effect  of  this  would  be  to  require  the 
Legislature  to  pass  laws  to  regulate  all  that  class  of  corporations  which 
are  generally  known  as  monopolies.  The  proposition,  as  I  presented  it, 
will  be  found  numbered  two  hundred  and  thirteen,  in  this  language : 
"Corporations  other  than  municipal  may  be  formed  under  general 
laws,  out  shall  not  be  created  by  special  Act.  All  laws  heretofore  passed, 
or  which  shall  hereafter  be  passed  in  pursuance  of  this  section,  may  bo 
altered  from  time  to  time,  or  repealed." 

That  lan^age  occurs  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Corporations 
other  than  Municipal,  and  therefore  it  should  be  omitted  here.  There- 
fore it  should  start  in  at  this  place :  "  Laws  shall  be  passed  for  the  regu- 
lation and  limitation  of  the  rates  of  freights  and  fares,  and  the  rates  of 
gas  and  water,  and  other  services  and  commodities  performed  and  fur- 
nished by  such  corporations.  In  case  of  the  selection  of  any  persons  or 
officers  to  regulate  such  rates,  they  shall  be  selected  as  may  be  provided 
by  law,  which  shall  in  no  case  authorize  the  naming  of  any  such  person 
or  officer  by  any  corporation." 

Mr.  terry.  Suppose  a  wharf  company  should  monopolize  all  the 
frontage  on  the  Cihr  of  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  ROLFE.    The  Legislature  has  the  power  to  do  it  anyway. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  the  language  is  not  sufficiently  specific; 
that  it  might  be  made  more  so,  so  as  to  cover  the  particular  kind  of  cor- 
porations that  the  gentleman  means.  But  as  to  the  point  of  the  gentle- 
man— that  same  point  was  made  in  the  committee,  and  I  confess  I 
thought  there  was  something  in  it.  It  was  answered  that  it  would  do 
no  harm,  as  no  action  would  be  taken.  Perhaps  that  is  a  sufficient 
answer.  I  confess  that  I  would  prefer  the  proposition  as  originally  pre- 
sented, with  perhaps  some  slight  amendment,  so  as  to  meet  the  point 
made  by  the  Chairman  of  the  committee,  so  as  to  legislate  on  that  class 
of  corporations  doine  business  for  the  public  at  large.  Therefore,  when 
an  opportunity  shall  present  itself— I  believe  there  are  a  couple  of 
amendments  pending  now — I  propose  to  offer  an  amendment  to  cover 
that  ground.  With  reference  to  the  conflict  between  this  section  and  the 
article  on  corporations  other  than  municipal,  that  can  be  remedied  bv 
inserting,  after  the  word  "corporations,"  in  line  three,  the  words 
"except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Constitution,"  because  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Corporations  does  not  cover  other  transportation 
companies  than  railroad  companies.  If  you  put  in  "  except  railroad 
and  other  transportation  companies,"  you  leave  other  transportation 
companies  than  railroad  companies  wholly  unprovided  for,  either  in 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Corporations  or  in  this  article.  The 
point  IS,  that  in  the  railroad  article  it  refers  exclusively  to  railroad  cor- 
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poratioDS.  I  ani  aware  that  othera  thought  it  nrouU  bear  a  different 
mterpretation,  but  the  Chairman  nt  the  coramittee  held  that  that  wat 
th«  object. 

Mh.  HOWARD,  oT  Los  Angeles.  It  iaevident  to  me  that  this  aection 
requii«a  some  examination,  and  we  cannot  get  through  with  this  article 
to-night.  I  move,  therefore,  that  the  committee  nie,  report  progress, 
■nd  aak  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

TBI  PRE3tDE5T.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
inatrucled  me  to  report  that  thej  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  LegislatiTe  Department,  have  made  progress,  and 
S9k  leave  to  sit  again. 


Bony, 

b3' 

Boucher, 

Campbell, 
Chapman, 


r.  President 


I  Bik  leave  to  introduce  ■  rcsoluUon. 


Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mileage  and  Contingent  Expenses. 
Mb.  bowling.    Mr.  President:  I  send  U>  the  desk  a  notice  I  va 
TBI  "SECRETABY  rend: 


p.  F.  DowUng,  E 

anb,  tadd  Than 
«l(hi,  <foa  ar*  r* 


<  Lppear  b^ron 


L    priOl 


Hall,  Pulliam, 

Inman,  Shsfter, 

Jo7ce,  Smith,  of  Bania  CUra, 

Kelley,  Stuart, 

Laine,  Swenson, 

Laviene,  Swing. 
Martin,  of  Alameda,      Townsend, 
Cow'den,                         Martin,  of  BanUCrui,  Tullj, 

Dudley.  ofSan  Joaquin,  McComas,  Van  Dyke, 

EBte;,  Mills,  Walker,  of  Marin, 

Faweett,  Murphv,  Waters, 

Filcher.  Noel,  Wcllin, 

Glascock,  O'Donnell,  Wickes, 

Graves,  O'Sullivan,  Winans. 

Leave  of  absence  for  two  days  was  g;ranted  Menrs.  Chapman,  Biggs, 
'icites,  and  Walker,  of  Marin. 

Leave  of  absence  for  three  days  was  granted  Mr.  Boggs. 
Four  davs'  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Swenson. 
Leave  of  absence  for  dub  week  was  gnnted  Mr.  Swing. 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Heaan.  I^ioe,  Tullf,  and 
Pilcber. 
Leavs  of  absence  until  two  o'clock  was  granted  Messrv.  Hagar  and 


Ma.  AYERS.  Mr.  Praident;  I  ask  that  (he  propodlion  presented  bv 
e  on  Saturday  and  referred  to  tbe  Committee  on  Apportionment  anil 
Representation,  b«  referred  li>  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department. 
'  —  ioraland  that  the  Committee  on  Apportionment  and  Representation 
;  in  working  order. 
E  PRBSIDEST.     rr  there  bs  n 


J.  Tdk-h,  Sncntarj, 

Ma.  TERKY.    Mr.  Presideut:  1 

Carried. 

And  at  four  o'clock  r.  u.  the  Convention  stood  adjourned. 


JAUES  N.  BIBTON,  Pnsldaot. 
the  Convention  do  now  adjourn. 


EIGHTY-SEVENTH    DAY. 

SicBAHiNTO,  Monday,  December  23d,  1ST8. 
The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty 
minutes  i.  ■.,  President  Hoge  m  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


Andrews, 

Harrison, 

Overton, 

A/en, 

Harvey, 

Porter, 

B^bonr, 

Heiekell, 

Prouly, 

Barry, 

Herold. 

Reddy, 

BortSn, 

Herri  ngton. 

Reed, 

Beerstecher, 

Hilbora; 

Reynolds, 

Belcher, 

Hi(cho(«:li, 

Bell. 

Holmes, 

RinKEold, 

BlAckmer, 

lioward.of  Los  Angeles,  Rolfe", 

Brown, 

Howanl,  of  Mariposa, 

Schell, 

Bun, 

UuesUs, 

Schomp, 

Copies, 

Hughey, 

Caiseriy, 

Hnnter, 

Shartleff, 

Charles, 

JohnMD, 

Bmith.of  4th  District, 

Condon, 

Jones, 

Smith,  of  Ban  Francisco 

Cn»s, 

Kenny, 

Soule, 

Crouch, 

Keyes, 

Davis, 

Kleine, 

Steele, 

Deu. 

sssr- 

Dowling, 

Sweascy, 

Doyle, 

Larue, 

Terry, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Lewis, 

Dun  lap. 

Lindow, 

Tinniir"' 

Eagon; 

Turner, 

Edgerton, 

McCallum, 

Tutlle, 

Esteo, 

McConnell, 

Vacquerel, 

Evey, 

McCoy, 

Van  Voorhios, 

Far4ll, 

McFariand, 

Finney, 

McNutt, 

Webster, 

Fneman, 

Miller, 

Waller, 

Freud, 

Moffat.. 

West, 

Garrey, 

Moreland, 

White, 

Gt^man, 

Morse, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Gwce, 

Nbbou, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Gragg, 

Nelson, 

Wyatt, 

Hag*^, 

Mr.  President. 

HoTe,   . 

Ohlayer, 

is  so  ordered. 


TERBY.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  tbe  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for 
the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Iicgii- 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thc  chairman.  Section  twenty-eight,and  the  amendmenlaoffered 
thereto,  is  pending  before  the  committee.  T&e  Secretary  will  r«ad  the 
amendment. 

TbI  secretary  read : 

"  Mr.  Oregg  moves  to  strike  out  the  section. 

"Amendment  by  Mr.  Schell: 

"Amend  by  inserting  after  the  word  'corporatioi 
following :  '  other  than  rmilroad  and  other  transportation  co 

Ma.  HOWARD.     Hr.  Chairman  :  I  wish  to  offer  ai 
in  altar  the  word  "  corporations,"  in  line  three. 

Tna  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Insert  after  the  word  ' oorpontions,'  in  line  three,  (he  words  'in  all 
business  in  which  the  public  has  a  use.' " 

Ma.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chainnan:  I  will  slate  that  this  is  the  langDage 
of  the  Elevator  cases.  I  do  not  underetand  that  we  have  a  right  to  con- 
trol the  busiaeu  of  oarporations  in  any  other  class  of  cases  except  that 
in  which  the  public  has  a  use.  That  is  the  language  used  in  the  Elevator 
cases.     The  Chief  Justice  sava : 

"  When,  therefore,  one  devotes  his  property  to  a  use  in  which  the 
public  has  an  interest,  he, .in  fsct,  grants  to  tbe  public  an  interest  in  that 
property,  and  must  submit  to  be  controlled  by  tbe  public  for  the  com- 
mon good,  to  the  extent  of  the  interest  he  has  thus  created." 

Now,  we  are  going  as  far  as  I  think  the  recognised  principlea  of  law, 
as  they  have  b«n  determined  by  the  supreme  tribunal  of  lie  country, 
have  gone,  and  not  beyond  il.  For  instance,  we  have  in  this  country 
corporations  for  the  manufacture  of  soap,  and  the  gentleman  fnim  San 
Bernardino  suggests,  for  the  manufacture  of  blaukeU,  and  for  the  manu- 


le  three,  the 
ompaniea.'" 
eDdment.logo 


ind  all  tl 


ssof  bDSiD. 


n  which  the  i 


the  UnilalSUtes  has  gone,  and,  I  think,  is  quite  far  enough,  and  will 
cover  every  evil  at  which  we  aim.  Therefore  I  hope  that  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department  will  agree  that  Ibatameud- 

Ha.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  suppose  that  there  ia  any 
very  great  objection  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Los  Angeles;  but  the  idea  of  the  committee  in  reporting  this  section 
was,  that  there  should  be  no  corporations  except  for  public  benefit 
That  is  the  rule  which  is  laid  down  in  the  books,  that  corpontions  are 
not  formed  for  the  profit  of  the  individual  corporator,  but  are  rightly 
only  formed  for  such  purposes  as  are  beneficial  to  the  general  public 
In  that  view  of  the  principle  it  occurs  lo  me  that  there  would  be  prep. 
erly  no  corporation  which  tl\e  public  had  not  the  right  to  use;  and  il 
was  the  purpose  of  the  commitlee  to  discoarage  the  formation  of  corpo- 
rations, simply  for  the  private  advantage  of  ^e  oorporolora. 
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mftde  by  me  on  Saturday.  The  section  as  it  orieinally  reads  does  not 
meet  the  evil  that  is  complaint  of  in  debate.  I  oelieve  that  the  water 
companies,  the  gas  companies,  and  the  wharf  companies  are  engaged 
in  business  in  which  the  public  has  a  use.  This  section  is  not  directed 
at  individuals.  I  suppose  that  these  eas,  companies  and  water  companies 
could  put  all  their  property  into  the  hands  of  an  individual  iu  trust  for 
them,  and  still  go  on  with  their  monopoly.  This  word  "  corporation  " 
seems  to  be  sufficient  for  the  Convention.  If  the  word  "  corporation  **  is 
there,  they  expect  to  go  at  it  like  a  trout  for  a  worm.  I  cannot  see  that 
the  report  of  the  committee  brings  about  any  good  results.  It  simply 
makes  them  change  their  form  of  business,  and  allows  them  to  continue 
their  monopoly.  The  evil  is  nothing  if  the  word  *'  corporation  "  is  not 
there.  They  go  for  it  simply  because  the  word  ''corporation"  is  there. 
Now,  then,  under  the  statute,  a  corporation  can  be  dissolved, and  can  sell 
its  property.  A  water  corporation  can  do  so,  a  gas  corporation  can  do  so, 
the  telegraph  companies  can  do  so,  and  then  you  have  nothing  to  resort 
too  but  the  common  law,  and  your  Constitution  is  no  good  to  you  at  all. 
It  is  simply  there  as  a  catchpenny,  and  amounts  to  nothing  that  is  real. 
If  it  had  meant  business  it  should  have  said  "individuals,  or  corporations 
engaged  in  a  public  employment,"  which  would  have  included  the 
words  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  would  have 
included  all  classes  of  business.    But  as  it  is,  it  is  insufficient. 

Ma.  HOWARD.  I  would  say  to  my  friend  from  Kern,  that  under 
the  amendment  which  I  have  offered  the  Legislature  would  have  the 
right  to  control  the  water  companies  in  their  charges  for  the  distribution 
01  water  both  in  the  cities  and  for  irrigation  purposes;  and  also  gas 
companies. 

Ha.  GREGG.  I  admit  that,  but  you  do  not  include  the  word  "  per- 
sons," or  "  individuals." 

Ha.  HOWARD.    If  you  suggest  that  amendment  I  will  accept  it 

Mr.  GREGG.  I  will  suggest  that  the  word  **  individuals  "  be  inserted 
into  the  amendment  offerea  by  General  Howard. 

Mr.  SCHELL.    Would  it  include  telegraph  companies? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  It  will  include  them,  of  course,  because  they  are 
corporations  in  which  the  public  has  a  use.  I  will  except  the  case  of 
inoividuals,  because  in  the  Elevator  cases  it  was  not  a  corporation. 

RIMARK8  OF  MB.  BBERSTECHKB. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Schell  will  not  prevail.  I  hope  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Howard 
will  prevail.  The  amendment  of  Mr.  Schell  proposes  to  insert  in  line 
three,  after  the  word  "corporations,"  the  following  words :  "other  than 
railroad  and  other  transportation  companies;"  so  that  the  section  will 
read :  "  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and  limitation 
of  the  charges  for  services  performed  and  commodities  furnished  by 
corporations  other  than  railroad  and  other  transportation  companies." 
Kow,  if  these  words  are  inserted,  it  clearly  limits  the  liegislature  from 
doing  anything  in  relation  to  the  regulation  of  railroad  or  other  trans- 
port^ion  compal^ies,  and  we  do  not  propose  to  prevent  the  Legislature 
from  acting  in  regard  to  railroad  and  other  transportation  companies 
where  the  power  to  act  has  not  been  exclusively  given  to  some  other 
bodv.  We  nave  given  the  power  to  regulate  fares' and  freights  to  a  Rail- 
road Commission,  but  we  have  not  legged  all  power  in  that  Railroad 
Commission.  There  may  be  a  great  many  things  to  be  done  which  the 
Railroad  Commission  would  have  no  power  to  do.  In  the  course  of 
time,  as  neW  matters  arise,  it  may  become  necessary  to  enact  laws  and 
to  regulate  in  particular  departments  and  directions  where  the  Commis- 
sion would  be  powerless,  and  the  Legislature  oueht  to  have  the  right  in 
the  premises  wherever  the  power  is  not  specially  conferred  upon  the 
Commission.  But,  if  you  go  and  cut  the  Legislature  off  absolutely  from 
acting  at  all,  then  the  Commission  not  being  able  to  act,  and  the  Leds- 
lature  also  being  unable  to  act,  of  course,  by  inserting  the  words  that 
Mr.  Schell  has  suggested,  you  virtually  legislate  in  favor  of  the  corpora- 
tion. There  is  no  doubt  but  what  cases  may  rise  where  there  ougiit  to 
be  a  discretion  lodged  outside  of  the  Commission,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  insertion  of  the  words  offered  by  Mr.  Schell,  preventing  the 
Legislature  absolutely  from  doin^  anything  at  all  in  relation  to  corpora- 
tions and  transportation  oompahies  is  very  dangerous.  Very  dangerous ! 
And  in  the  course  of  years  may  prove  to  be  suicidal  to  this  State.  I  am 
opposed  to  it.    The  amendment  of  Mr.  Howard  is  a  proper  amendment. 

Mb.  brown.    I  would  like  to  hear  that  amendment  read. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  after  the  word, '  corporations,'  in  line  three,  the  words, '  in  all 
business  in  which  the  public  has  a  use.'" 

Mb.  schell.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  willing  to  accept  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  understand  that 
General  Howard  consented  to  the  suggestion  made  by  my  colleague  from 
Kern  to  insert  the  word  "  individxiids,"  after  the  word  "  corporations." 

Mb.  HOWARD.    Let  me  see  how  it  would  read. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  I  understand  that  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles  accepted  the  amendment  to  insert,  after  the  word  "c<fl*pora- 
tions,"  the  word  "individuals." 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  think  it  had  better  be  omitted  and  an  addition 
can  be  made  to  the  section  afterwards  to  cover  the  case  of  individuals. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  amend  by  inserting 
after    the  word  "corporations,"  in  the  third  line,  the  words  "and' 
persons." 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    (Soto  voce.)    Vote  it  down. 

Mb.  HOWARD.    There  is  no  objection  to  it. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted  down. 

Thb  chairman.  There  is  no  such  amendment  before  the  commit- 
tee as  yet. 


Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  The  idea  of  the  Legislature  regulating  private 
business  enterprises. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  have  not  heard  any  amendment  read.  I  will 
offer  an  amendment  to  prevent  the  apparent  conflict  between  this  section 
and  the  article  on  corporations. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  in  line  three, after  the  word,  'corporations,'  the  words,  'except 
as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Constitution.'" 

Mb.  HOWARD.    I  second  that  amendment. 

Mb.  schell.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  That  amendment  will 
strike  out  the  amendment  of  General  Howard. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.    Not  at  all. 

The  chairman.  It  cannot  come  in  after  the  word  "corporations." 
We  have  already  adopted  an  amendment  to  follow  the  word  "  corpora- 
tions." 

Mb.  HOWARD.    The  gentleman  might  make  that  precede  the  section. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  It  can  follow  the  amendment,  but  it  cannot  pre- 
cede it.    I  think  it  will  read  badly,  but  I  will  put  the  question. 

The  question  was  put 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  There  is  no  (quorum  voting.  There  is  evidently 
a  quorum  in  the  committee.  Those  m  favor  of  the  amendment  will  rise 
and  stand  until  the  Secretary  counts  them. 

[Cries— "Read,  read."] 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  pre- 
vail. I  do  not  see  any  conflict  between  this  section  and  section  twenty 
of  the  article  on  corporations.  This  says:  "The  Legislature  shall  pass 
laws  for  the  regulation  and  limitation  of  the  charges  for  services  per- 
formed and  commodities  furnished  by  corporations."  Now,  if  the  Legis- 
lature should  pass  laws  or  regulations  in  conformity  with  the  action  of 
the  three  Railroad  Commissioners,  there  would  be  no  objection  to  that. 
Then  section  twenty  of  the  article  on  corporations  has  nothing  in  regard 
to  commodities  furnished.  Then  it  goes  on—Mr.  Howard's  amend- 
ment— "in  all  business  in  which  the  public  has  a  use;  and  where  laws 
shall  provide  for  the  selection  of  any  person  or  officer  to  regulate  and 
limit  such  rates,  no  such  person  or  officer  shall  be  selected  by  any  cor- 
poration, and  no  person  shall  be  selected  who  is  an  officer  or  stockholder 
m  any  corporation."  There  is  nothing  in  conflict  in  these  provisions. 
Beside  that,  we  cannot  tell  what  may  oe  done  with  section  twenty.  I 
would  prefer  to  allow  the  section  to  stand  as  it  is,  for  the  time  being  at 
all  events.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  that  the  original  section  is 
good  enough  if  the  word  "corporations"  is  limited,  and  if  I  get  an 
opportunity  I  shall  offer  an  amendment  limiting  it  to  telegraph,  gas, 
and  water  companies.  I  think  that  will  meet  the  case  exactly.  If  an 
opportunity  presents  itself  I  shall  offer  that  substitute. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  very  much  surprised  tliat 
there  should  be  any  obiection  to  this  amendment.  In  the  article  on 
corporations  it  is  provided  that  the  Commissioners  to  be  elected  by  the 
people  shall  reflate  the  freights  and  fares  of  the  railroad  companies. 
This  section,  as  it  now  reads,  provides  that  the  Legii^lature  shall  regulate 
the  rates  in  all  cases  of  services  performed  or  commodities  furnished. 
Certainly  it  is  inconsistent  with  what  we  have  done  on  the  subject  of 
railroads.  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to  except  what  we  have 
already  agreed  to.  We  cannot  act  intelligently,  it  appears  to  me,  except 
by  assuming  that  the  Convention  is  going  to  ratify  what  has  been  done 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  To  leave  the  section  to  read  as  it  now  docs, 
without  this  amendment,  is  to  adopt  a  section  here  contradicting  what 
we  have  already  adopted  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  corporations. 
I  have  paid  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  this  section,  and  I  have  drafted 
it  in  a  great  many  ways. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alameda  will  be  adopted*.  I  think  it  cannot  possibly  do 
any  harm,  and  it  may  be  that  it  will  do  a  great  deal  of  good.  That 
amendment  removes  all  doubt. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda.  New,  it  is  evident  that  this 
Convention  does  not  want  to  indorse  any  principle  that  will  come  in 
conflict  with  anything  that  has  been  done  heretofore.  I  find  in  section 
twenty  of  the  article  on  corporations,  as  indorsed  by  this  body,  that  "  said 
Commissioners  shall  have  the  power,  and  it  shall  be  their  duty,  to 
establish  rates  of  charges  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  freight 
by  railroad  or  other  transportation  companies,  and  publish  the  same 
from  time  to  time,  with  such  changes  as  they  may  make;  to  examine 
the  books,  records,  and  papers  of  all  railroad  and  other  transportation 
companies,"  etc.  Now,  should  we  pass  this  and  give  this  power  to  the 
Legislature,  and  it  would  appear  by  this  section  twenty-eight  to  be  given 
entirely  to  them,  it  would  be  directly  in  conflict,  in  my  opinion,  with 
what  has  been  done  already,  and  would  to  a  great  extent  destroy  section 
twenty  of  the  article  on  corporations  as  it  has  been  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole.  I  am,  therefore,  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  that  there  may  be  no  conflict 
whatever,  and  tnat  the  provision  may  be  clear  in  this  respect  and  agree 
with  that  which  has  gone  before. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.    I  offer  an  amendment  to  section  twenty -eight. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Amend  by  inserting  after  the  word  '  corporations,'  in  line  three,  the 
words  *  and  persons.' " 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment  is  out  of  order.  The  committee 
has  already  adopted  an  amendment  to  follow  the  word  "  corporations." 

Mb.  McFARLAND.    This  is  an  independent  amendment. 

The  chairman.    The  Chair  does  not  think  so. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.    I  do  not  understand 

The  chairman.    The  Chair  has  decided  the  question. 


^•ba 


814 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Monday 


Mb.  SCHELL.  I  move  to  insert  the  words  "  persons  or,"  before  the 
word  "  corporations,"  in  the  second  line. 

Mr.  McFAHLAND.    I  second  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    That  is  right,  Mr.  Beerstecher,  let  it  go. 

Mb.  beerstecher.  No,  it  is  not.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that 
an  amendment  of  that  character  will  not  prevail.  The  idea  of  placing 
into  a  Constitution  a  provision  that  the  Legislature  shall  have  the  power 
to  fix,  and  reeulate,  and  limit  the  charges  for  services  performed,  and 
commodities  furnished  bv  persons.  That  would  allow  them  to  regulate 
the  price  of  a  pound  oi  butter,  or  a  hundred  pounds  of  wheat.  The 
thing  is  absurd.  The  people  who  read  the  Constitution  would  lau^h 
and  sneer  at  it.  It  is  encroaching  upon  private  rights,  and  I  hope  it  will 
be  promptly  voted  down. 

Mr.  barton.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  this  Convention,  or  rather  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  want  to  make  themselves  extremely  ridicu- 
lous, and  their  actions  and  conduct  such,  it  will  be  very  proper  for 
them  to  support  this  amendment,  offered  by  Mr.  Schell.  I  cannot  see 
how  any  man  can  be  so  blinded  as  to  fall  into  this  trap. 

RKMABKS    OF    MR.   ROLPB. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted. 
I  do  not  see  anything  ridiculous  about  it,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
extremely  ridiculous  if  we  should  not  adopt  it.  The  gentlemen  opposing 
this  must  be  laboring  under  the  impression  that  we  would  give  tne  Leg- 
islature power  to  regulate  the  price  of  everything  that  any  person  had  to 
dispose  of.  That  is  certainly  a  mistaken  idea,*  it  is  only  commodities 
ana  services  in  which  the  public  have  a  use,  and  if  the  gentlemen  will 
refer  to  section  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  thirty-eight,  and  one  or 
two  sections  following,  they  will  see  that  this  is  strictlv  in  accordance  with 
the  Codes  of  this  State  regulating  the  right  to  exercfse  eminent  domain. 
Now,  that  section  does  not  use  the  words  "  person  "  or  **  corporation,"  does 
not  apply  to  either,  particularly,  but  the  right  of  eminent  domain  can 
be  exercised  in  any  manner  in  which  the  public  have  a  use.  Now,  I 
understand  that  the  object  of  this  is  to  direct  the  Legislature  to  pass  laws 
to  regulate  the  price  of  water  and  gas.  If  a  corporation  appropriates  water 
out  of  some  of  the  streams,  which  they  can  do  under  the  Act  of  Con- 
gress, for  the  purpose  of  supplying  water  to  some  city  or  town,  they  are 
subject  to  control  and  regulation  because  the  use  is  public;  but  accord- 
ing to  this  provision,  without  the  amendment,  if  an  individual  appro- 
priates the  water  and  furnishes  it  to  the  city  or  town,  although  the 
public  have  the  same  interest,  yet  then  the  Legislature  cannot  regulate 
the  price.  Now,  I  say  it  makes  no  difference  who  it  is  that  performs 
these  services  or  furnishes  these  commodities — whether  it  is  an  individual 
or  a  corporation — the  public  interests  are  the  same;  therefore,  I  say,  when 
the  use  is  public,  and  not  private,  the  Legislature  should  come  in  and  reg- 
ulate the  price,  or  should  have  the  power  to  regulate  the  price;  but  when 
the  use  is  strictly  private  of  course  there  wouldbe  no  sense  in  the  Legisla- 
ture coming  in  and  regulating  the  price.  As  was  said  by  the  gentleman 
from  Los  Angeles,  a  corporation  formed  for  the  purpose  of  making  butter 
and  cheese,  manufacturing  blanketa,  and  such  things,  is  not  a  public  use 
any  more  than  an  ordinary  drygoods  store.  But  where  the  use  consists  in 
supplying  a  city  with  gaslight,  and  where  the  person  or  company  who 
is  supplymg  that  gaslight  have  a  monopoly — maybe  the  only  company 
or  person  who  is  authorized  or  who  can  come  in  and  supply  that  gas  or 
water — then  I  say  that  the  Legialature  should  have  the  right  and  it 
should  be  their  duty  to  come  in  and  regulate  the  price.  Under  the  laws 
of  Congress,  as  they  stand  now,  I,  as  an  individual,  could  go  and  locate 
a  ditch  for  the  purpose  of  taking  out  water,  where  it  had  not  been  pre- 
viously appropriated,  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  water  to  a  town,  and  it 
might  be  the  only  source  of  supplv  of  water  for  tliat  town,  and  I,  by  my 
diligence  as  an  individual,  go  and  appropriate  all  the  water,  and  take  it 
out  of  that  river,  and  make  a  ditch  and  supply  the  town  wiih  the  water, 
then  I  have  a  mono}K>ly  of  that  water,  ana  unless  I  incorporate  myself 
as  a  corporation  the  Legislature  cannot  regulate  the  price  of  that  water. 
I  may  own  all  the  water,  appropriate  it,  or  by  some  other  means  own  all 
the  water  which  would  supply  a  whole  neighborhood  for  farming — and 
I  know  of  such  instances  existing  in  this  State — and  the  whole  neighbqf- 
hood  will  be  dependent  upon  the  supply  of  water  which  they  will  have 
to  purchase  of  me.  It  is,  in  the  highest  sense,  a  public  use.  Now,  if 
this  section  stands  as  it  is  now,  without  this  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Stanislaus,  then  that  right  of  the  Legislature  to  reg- 
ulate the  price  of  water  is  restricted  to  corporations,  and  unless  I  go 
and  form  a  corporation  of  myself,  or  associate  three  or  four  other  gen- 
tlemen with  me,  I  am  not  subject  to  contr6l.  I  have  a  monopolv  in 
that  case  where  I  have  all  the  waters  to  supply  a  whole  neighborhood 
for  farming,  or  a  whole  town  for  domestic  use,  and  it  is  in  the  highest 
sense  a  public  use,  and  the  whole  neighborhood  or  town  is  at  my  mercy 
because  I  am  an  individual  and  not  a  corporation.  According  to  these 
Elevator  decisions,  where  it  is  a  use  that  is  public,  the  Legislature  has  a 
right  to  come  in  and  regulate  the  price,  and  it  makes  no  difference 
whether  it  is  supplied  by  a  corporation  or  an  individual.  If  the  gen- 
tleman will  take  the  pains  to  read  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States,  in  the  Elevator  cases,  he  would  see  that  it  does  not 
apply  to  corporations  any  more  than  to  individuals.  It  is  the  use  that 
governs  the  case. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of 
this  amendment,  for  the  same  reasons  stated  by  Judge  Rolfe,  and  for  the 
further  reason  that  in  the  article  on  corporations,  in  regard  to  railroads, 
where  we  have  made  transportation  companies  common  carriers,  and 
not  individuals,  it  will  give  the  Legislature  the  power  to  control  freights 
and  fares  where  an  individual  runs  a  railroad  and  owns  a  railroad ; 
whereas,  otherwise,  neither  the  Commission  nor  the  Legislature  would 
have  all  the  powers  that  the  State  should  have  under  the  Constitution. 
It  is  held  by  many,  and  I  presume  it  is  the  law,  that  the  Legislature 
would  have  the  power  without  any  provision  in  the  Constitution — but 


then  there  might  be  a  doubt  when  the  State,  by  its  Constitution,  under- 
takes the  whole  power.  Now,  in  the  article  in  regard  to  railroads  it  is 
provided  that  all  railroads  and  transportation  companies  shall  be  com- 
mon carriers.  If  an  individual  owns  a  railroad,  or  if  an  individual 
owns  a  steamboat  line,  he  is  npt  a  common  carrier  under  the  Constitu- 
tion, but  he  must  be  a  company  to  make  him  a  common  carrier — that  is, 
if  you  go  on  the  idea  that  youare  confined  to  the  definition  in  the  Con- 
stitution as  to  what  is  a  common  carrier.  Now,  I  hope  that  when  we  go 
back  to  that  it  will  be  remedied.  It  is  better  to  have  the  Legislature 
control  this  than  not  to  have  any  power  in  the  State  to  control  it,  which 
may  be  the  case  under  some  construction.  I  do  not  see  why  one  indi- 
vidual doing  the  same  that  a  corporation  is  doing  in  any  business  in 
which  the  public  have  a  use  shoula  not  be  subject  to  the  same  control. 

BBMABKS   OF   MB.   BBOWN. 

Mb.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  appears  to  me  that  this  amend- 
ment will  embrace,  in  the  connection  in  which  it  would  stand,  more 
than  any  man  would  desire.  Now,  it  seems  to  be  admitted  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kern,  and  I  suppose  would  be  regarded  as  a  correct  pnnci- 
ple  in  law  by  the  members  of  this  Convention,  that  the  Legislature 
would  have  the  right  to  regulate  corporations,  but  I  do  not  believe  that 
it  is  admitted  that  without  a  constitutional  provision,  the  Legislature 
would  have  any  right  to  regulate  the  charges  for  services  performed  by 
individuals ;  and  it  is  upon  this  ground  that  I  would  utterly  object  to 
the  position  taken  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  \IcFarland, 
because,  in  every  case  of  service  performed  by  individuals,  the  Legisla- 
ture would  be  called  upon  to  regulate  charges;  and  not  only  called  upon, 
but  it  is  mandatory,  in  selling  fruit,  in  selling  grain — anything  of^  the 
kind,  the  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  regulating  and  limiting  the 
charges.  It  is  a  plain  case.  Now,  I  am  not  under  tne  impression  that 
this  body  wishes  to  descend  to  any  such  course  as  thin,  or  to  the  indorse- 
ment of  any  such  principle  as  this.  Besides,  the  inconvenience  and 
evil  would  be  maniresL  Now,  I  am  under  the  impression  that  it  has 
been  intended  to  regulate  the  business  of  corporations,  but  let  this 
amendment  come  in,  and  it  comes  down  to  all  private  dealings;  and 
the  Legislature  shall  do  it — not  only  may,  but  shall  regulate  everything 
of  this  nature;  that  is,  charges  for  services  performed  and  commodities 
furnished  by  individuals.  Now,  this  is  not  buncombe;  it  is  the  fact  of 
the  case,  ^hat  is  what  it  would  do.  In  this  ridiculous  way  ihis  Con- 
stitution would  be  loaded  down.  I  am  in  hopes  that  all  such  amend- 
ments at  this  time  and  henceforth  will  be  promptly  voted  down. 

Mb.  lewis.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  him  one  or  two 
questions?  I  would  like  to  ask  if  he  contends  that  this  Convention,  or 
any  body  of  the  people  in  the  Stete,  can  give  the  Legislature  any  more 
power  than  they  have? 

Mb.  brown.  They  can  give  to  them  any  power  that  is  put  into 
this  Constitution,  and  make  it  mandatory. 

Mb.  terry.  Can  we  give  the  Legislature  any  power?  Can  this 
Convention  confer  anv  power  upon  the  Legislature? 

Mb.  beerstecher.    No. 

Mb.  brown.  I  must  admit  that  Judge  Terry  is  rather  heavy  tim- 
ber to  run  against,  but  if  this  body  says  so  it  is  so. 

BIMARKS   OF   MR.   LEWIS. 

Mr.  lewis.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  presume  that  this  Convention  takes 
this  position  that  the  Legislature  has  the  control,  or  has  the  power  to 
control,  the  operations  of  individuals  or  corporations  where  their  opera- 
tions become  public,  and  when  they  are  engaged  in  a  business  in  which 
the  public  has  a  use;  that  this  Convention  can  confer  no  power  on  the 
Legislature  to  control  individuals  in  their  individual  action,  but  if  an 
individual,  as  an  individual,  enters  into  an^  business  by  which  his 
business  becomes  public,  where  the  community  at  large  is  dependent 
upon  his  action  for  their  welfare,  under  the  common  rule  of  selr- protec- 
tion, the  Legislature  would  be  compelled,  or  ought  to,  at  least,  and 
would  step  in  and  control  it  the  same  as  if  he  were  a  corporate  body. 
In  certain  towns  in  this  State  there  are  corporations  for  the  purpose  of 
teking  wharfage.  They  control  some  portions  of  the  waterfront  and 
individuals  own  other  portions  of  it.  *  Without  this  amendment  the 
individuals,  not  being  controlled,  could  freeze  out  the  corporate  bodies, 
and  cause  them  to  abandon  their  business. 

RXMARKS   OF   MR.    BIERSTKCHEB. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Con- 
vention: I  find  that  the  amendment  which  was  offered  by  General 
Howard,  and  which  was  adopted,  materially  changes  the  reading  of  the 
whole  section,  and  when  I  objected  to  the  insertion  of  the  word  *'  per- 
sons," it  was  considering  the  section  as  it  stood  without  the  amendment 
of  General  Howard.  The  amendment  of  General  Howard,  following  the 
word  "corporations,"  in  line  three,  reads,  "in  all  business  in  which  the 
public  has  a  use,"  so  that  if  the  words,  "persons  or,"  were  inserted  it 
would  read :  "  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and 
limitation  of  the  charges  for  services  performed  and  commodities  furr 
nished  by  persons  or  corporations  in  all  business  in  which  the  public  has 
a  use;"  and  in  the  light  of  the  amendment  which  is  put  to  tne  section 
by  General  Howard,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  words, "  persons  or,"  being 
inserted.  If  the  section  read  as  it  was  originally,  or  course  the  words 
would  be  objectionable  because  it  would  give  the  Legislature  the  ri^ht 
to  interfere  with  private  business.  It  certainly  would  raise  the  question 
as  to  the  right  of  the  Legislature  to  interfere  with  private  business;  but 
as  it  stands  with  this  amendment  it  limits  the  intenerenceof  the  Legisla- 
ture to  those  classes  of  business  in  which  the  public  has  a  use.  Of  course 
whether  the  business  be  performed  by  an  individual,  by  a  single  person, 
or  whether  it  be  performed  by  a  company,  or  by  a  corporation,  as  lon^ 
as  the  public  has  a  use  and  an  interest  in  that  business,  the  public  ought 
to  have  a  right  to  regulate  it.  That,  certainly,  was  the  decision  in  the 
Elevator  cases;  and  therefore  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mb.  rolfe.    We  accept  your  apology. 
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REMARKS   OF  KR.   CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Cbainnan :  It  seems  to  me  there  is  danger  of  going 
too  far — the  danger  of  going  so  far  that  what  was  a  goo<l  purpose  may 
end  in  an  absurd  result.  Now,  if  I  understand  the  purpose  of  the 
amendment,  it  is  to  insert  the  word  ''persons/'  and  if  I  understand  the 
result  of  it,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  to  make  a  very  bad  section  in  our 
Constitution.  If  we  propose  to  fix  this  matter  so  that  the  Legislature 
shall  regulate  the  prioe  of  all  serrices  performed  and  commodities  fur- 
nished, certainly  we  are  going  much  too  far.  I  cannot  consent  to  any 
such  proposition  as  that. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman,  whether  we  insert  it  or 
not,  if  under  the  decision  in  the  Elevator  cases  the  Legislature  would 
not  have  that  power  anyhow. 

Mr.  cross.  It  would  in  certain  cases;  but  that  modification  has  not 
been  made  to  this  section. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  They  have  the  right  under  the  Elevator  canes.  The 
Elevator  cases  refer  to  a  private  company.  The  Supreme  Court  held 
that  the  Legislature  had  the  right  to  regulate  it,  because  it  was  a  busi- 
ness devot^  to  a  public  use.  Now,  whether  we  insert  it  or  not,  the 
Legislature  has  the  power. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  answer  to  this  interruption,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  have  studied  the  Elevator  cases  with  great  care,  and  I 
understand  why  the  ruling  was  made  a«  it  was.  It  was  because  the 
prosperity  of  the  whole  Northwest  depended  upon  that  case.  Let  me 
amplify  what  I  mean.  In  Chicago  there  was  a  system  of  elevators  in 
connection  with  the  system  of  railroads.  A  man  shipped  a  carload  of 
wheat  to  Chicago;  that  carload  of  wheat  was  sampled  by  a  Commis- 
sioner; when  sampled  by  the  Commissioner,  the  wheat  was  dumped 
into  a  bin  of  the  same  grade  of  wheat — grade  one,  two,  or  three, 
as  the  case  may  be.  Then  when  the  man  went  to  get  his  carload 
of  grain,  he  could  not  get  his  own  grain;  he  could  simply  get  a 
carload  of  grain  out  of  the  same  class  of  wheat  into  which  they  said 
his  had  been  dumped.  He  could  not  see  where  it  had  been  dumped, 
and  he  could  not  ship  to  A,  B,  or  C.  He  could  ship  his  grain  and  it 
went  into  whatever  elevator  the  railroad  chose  to  dump  it.  Now, 
sir,  these  companies,  and  the  elevators  themselves,  attempted  to  take 
control  of  private  property,  and  to  do  it  by  such  rules  as  they  saw  fit  to 
adopt,  and  hence  tne  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  said  that  they 
would  protect  the  public  good.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  ever  did  intend  to  say  that  the  Legislature 
could  fix  the  price  which  A,  B,  or  C  could  charge  for  his  commodities  or 
for  his  services.  No  power  in  the  State  has  a  ri^ht  to  say  that  a  man 
shall  work  for  one  dollar  a  day.  If  we  can  do  this,  we  can  say  that  the 
State  can  corral  Mr.  Grace,  and  say  that  he  shall  work  for  a  dollar  a 
day.  We  do  not  want  anything  of  that  kind  in  the  Constitution.  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  member  of  this  Convention  does.  In  this  State  we 
have  graneer  stores.  They  produce  eggs,  sugar,  tea,  etc.  If  we  adopt 
this  amendment  we  will  make  it  mandatory  on  the  Legislature  to  say 
what  the  price  shall  be  that  they  may  charge  for  their  commodities. 
This  word  ''commodities"  should  be  defined  by  those  gentleman  who 
put  it  into  this  section,  and  so  also  should  the  word  "  services,''  and 
if  we  add  to  it  this  word  "  persons,"  we  shall  make  something  monstrous 
in  the  way  of  a  Constitution.  To  say  that  the  Legislature  shall  regulate 
by  law  and  shall  limit  the  charges  to  he  charged  for  services  performed 
by  persons,  and  commodities  furnished  by  persons,  would  be  something 
ridiculous,  and  I  cannot  consent  to  it. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  section  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee does  not  fully  define  the  terms,  but  it  is  just  as  good  because  the 
word  corpofation,  as  defined  by  section  thjrty-three  of  our  Constitution, 
is  this:  "The  term  corporations,  as  used  in  this  article,  shall  be  con- 
strued to  include  all  associations  and  joint  stock  companies  having  any 
of  the  powers  or  privileges  of  corporations  not  possessed  by  individuals 
or  partnerships."  It  is  apparent  how  words  have  a  tendency  to  throw 
the  whole  section  into  ridicule.  I  do  not  entirely  agree  with  the  prop- 
osition which  has  been  presented  here,  that  the  Constitution  of  the 
State  of  California  can  confer  no  power  upon  the  Legislature.  At  any 
rate,  I  believe  that  it  can  practically  confer  power  in  this  view.  After 
all  that  has  been  said  about  what  has  been  decided  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  it  is  a  fact,  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  Cali- 
fornia has  not  expressly  passed  upon  these  questions.  The  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  are  not  necessarily  authority  in 
the  State  of  California,  in  cases  arising  in  our  State  Courts.  It  is  argu- 
ment, it  is  reason  for  such  decision.  1  suppose  were  we  to  insert  in  the 
ConjBtitution  of  the  State,  that  the  Legislature  shall  have  the  power  to 
do  some  certain  things,  that  no  Court  in  the  State  of  C&lifornia  would 
ever  go  behind  that  declaration  in  the  Constitution;  and  that  is  one 
reason,  perhaps,  why  this  should  be  asserted  as  to  the  power ;  but  so  far 
as  the  phraseology  of  this  section  is  concerned  it  expresses  more — that 
is,  it  says  that  the  Legislature  shaU  pass  laws  for  the  regulation,  limita- 
■tion,  etc,  and  the  provision  agreed  upon  in  the  Bill  of  Rights,  declares 
that  the  provisions  in  this  (institution  shall  be  mandatory,  and  in  no 
case  directory.  Then  here  is  a  mandatory  expression  to  the  Legislature. 
I  will  assume,  however,  that  the  Legislature  has  this  power,  which  it 
lias  been  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  to  possess. 
In  that  view  it  is  unnecessary  to  assert  it  in  this  section.  The  theory 
heretofore  upon  which  it  was  argued  that  corporations  could  be  regu- 
lated as  to  their  charges,  was,  at  least  so  far  as  understood  in  California, 
generally,  because  they  were  corporations ;  and  it  was  under  that  clause 
of  section  thirty -one,  article  four,  which  gave  the  right  to  alter  or  repeal 
the  Acta  under  which  corporations  were  organized,  that  that  authority 
was  claimed.  In  the  case  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  it  seems  to  proceed  mainly  upon  another  ground,  because  the 
services  performed  or  the  commodities  furnished  were  a  public  use. 
Now,  if  we  insert  the  words  "  persons  or,"  before  the  word  "  corpora- 


tions," as  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Stanislaus,  there  would  be 
some  embarrassing  questions  arising  as  to  what  might  be  deemed  public 
use  when  furnished  by  persons;  b^t  when  furnished  by  corporations 
we  have  that  authority,  and  there  is  reason  why  it  should  be  exercised, 
for  the  two  following  reasons  :  First — Because  cor[>orations  are  for  the 
public  use ;  next,  because  the  services  performed  and  the  commodities 
furnished  are  by  corporations,  which,  as  I  have  said,  include  all  asso- 
ciations and  joint  stock  companies  having  any  of  the  powers  or  priv- 
ileges of  corporations  not  possessed  by  individuals  or  partnerahips.  If 
this  committee  seriously  would  desire  to  adopt  such  a  proposition  as  that 
which  has  been  suggested  here,  it  had  better  be  done  by  a  separate  sec- 
tion. I  hope  that  the  friends  of  this  proposition,  and  I  certainlv  regard 
it  as  a  very  important  one,  will  stand  by  the  proposition  as  it  Kas  been 
presented.  I  confess  that  my  preference  would  have  been  to  s])ecifically 
name  every  great  corporation  which  we  recognize  as  a  monopoly.  I 
have  thought  upon  this  subject  a  good  deal,  and  can  think  of  none 
except  gas  companies^  water  companies,  and  the  telegraph  companies. 
That  includes  all  the  great  corporations,  and  my  preference  would  have 
been  to  have  inserted  them  in  general  terms. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Are  not  the  words  "public  use" 
well  understood  in  the  Courts? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  so.  Well,  I  will  not  say  to  what  extent 
they  are  understood  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Would  not  that  prevent  objection 
in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  that  while  the  words  "public  use"  arc 
pretty  well  understood,  that  there  are  questions  that  might  arise  which 
would  be  very  questionable.  I  believe  in  Europe  the  "public  use"  hns 
been  held  to  extend  to  the  furnishing  of  bread,  to  the  price  of  loaves  of 
bread,  as  well  as  to  the  weight  of  loaves.  At  any  rate  there  is  no  neces- 
sity of  embarrassing  our  action  here  by  inserting  such  a  proposition. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Do  you  think  the  Legislature  shoula  regulate  and 
limit  the  charges  which  this  carriage  manufacturing  company  shall 
charge  for  their  carriages  and  wagons? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  not  Whether  that  would  be  the  effect 
of  the  present  sectionor  not  I  am  not  prepared  to  say;  but  to  avoid 
that,  and  to  avoid  all  questions  of  that  kind,  I  hope  that  my  fellow  del- 
egates, if  they  agree  with  me  upon  that  proposition,  will  yet  restore  the 
original  proposition,  so  that  so  far  as  commanding  the  Legislature  is  con- 
cerned, we  wiall  specify  the  corporations  that  we  refer  to — water  com- 
panies, gas  companies,  and  telegraph  companies.  I  do  not  mean  by 
wator  companies  the  companies  furnishing  to  the  cities  and  towns  alone, 
but  to  all  water  companies  throughout  the  State  which  come  under  the 
general  head  of  corporations,  as  defined  in  section  thirty-three^  of  arti- 
cle four,  of  our  present  Constitution.  That  is  my  judgment  about  it, 
and  it  would  avoid  all  these  embarrassing  questions  which  may  arise. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.    MCFARLAKD. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  What  is  the  object  of  this  section 
twenty-eight?  If  it  has  any  object  at  all,  the  object  is  to  regulate  any 
persons  who  may  acquire  a  monopoly  either  of  some  of  the  natural 
resources  of  the  country  or  of  some  business.  Now,  sir,  what  is  the  dif- 
ference whether  that  monopoly  is  in  the  hands  of  a  corporation,  joint 
stock  company,  or  individual.  Some  gentlemen  have  an  idea  that  a 
large  class  of  work  cannot  be  done  without  the  formation  of  corpora- 
tions. That  is  not  so  at  all.  Let  us  take  the  ordinary  case  of  a  wat^r 
company.  We  all  know  that,  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  parties  who 
first  appropriate  the  water  of  a  stream  on  the  public  domain  own  it,  and 
there  is  no  power  to, take  it  away  except  by  the  power  of  eminent 
domain.  Now,  suppose  a  company  got  possession  of  some  water  right — 
and  it  must  not  necessarily  be  a  corporation — they  can  supply  a  town  as 
an  ordinary  partnership  or  as  an  individual.  If  you  pass  a  law  of  this 
kind,  they  can  transfer  their  property  to  private  individuals,  and  they 
can  go  on  with  their  monopoly  the  same  as  before.  Now,  sir,  if  you 
intend  to  regulate  things  oi  that  kind,  why  not  regulate  them  in  the 
hands  of  private  individuals  as  well  as  in  the  hands  of  corporation?. 
You  might  say  there  is  no  necessity  for  this  section  at  all,  so  far  as  the 
Legislature  having  the  power  is  concerned;  that  all  laws  may  be 
amended  or  repealed.  Of  course,  the  jx>wer  to  amend  a  corporation  law 
is  limited.  That  is  the  decision  of  the  Courts.  That  is  the  law  as 
announced  on  this  floor — that  under  the  general  law,  reserving  the 
power  to  amend  or  repeal  a  general  corporation  law,  you  may  regulate 
it  in  any  way,  if  you  can  regulate  it  to  any  extent. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  In  the  case  of  water  companies — simple  com- 
panies, not  incorporated — I  ask  if  they  do  not  come  within  the  defini- 
tion of  our  Constitution? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.    Certainly  not. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  "  The  term  cor{K>rations,  as  used  in  this  article, 
shall  be  construed  to  include  all  associations  and  joint  stock  companies 
having  any  of  the  powers  and  privileges  of  corporations  not  possessed  by 
individuals  or  partnerships." 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  would  like  to  know  what  powers  of  a  corpora- 
tion Booth  A  Company,  of  this  city,  have?  An  ordinary  partnership 
has  none  of  the  peculiar  powers  of  a  corporation.  What  powers  have  an 
ordinary  partnership  or  association  not  having  any  special  privileges? 
What  powers  have  they  that  are  akin  at  all  to  corporations?  None 
whatever!  Now,  sir,  a  great  many  of  the  water  companies  in  this  State 
are  owned  by  individuals,  with  none  of  the  powers  of  corporations,  and 
those  that  are  incorporated  could  easily  disincorporate.  Supposing  wc 
adopt  this  section,  leaving  out  the  word  "  persons,"  and  a  water  company 
that  has  an  exclusive  property  chooses  to  sell  out  to  individuals,  and 
disincorporate.  Where  are  you  then?  They  own  the  water  that  sup- 
plies the  town,  but  they  own  it  as  individuals.  You  cannot  regulate 
them  under  this  law  at  all,  sir;  unless  you^^an  do  it  under  the  general 
doctrine  of  the  Elevator  cases,  and  then  you  can  do  it  without  this.    As 
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the  gentlenmn  from  Los  Angeles  says,  ir  we  can  do  it  under  tlie  Eleva- 
tor cases  there  is  no  necessity  of  this  provisian. 

Mn.  HOWARD.     I  do  Dot  oppose  ita  being  put  in.     I  am  in  favor  of 
its  being  put  in. 

Mr.  McFAKLAND,    If  you  are  going  to  say  that  thi 
ihall  regulale  corporations  that  enjoy  monopolieB,  nhy  m 
to  persons  as  well  as  coiporationaT     The  individuals  can  do'tke 
thing  in  their  individual  capacity  juat  as  well  aa  the  corporation 
corporation  is  nothing  more  than  an  indiviilual  formed  under  a  gt 


ividualsT  Iben  you  are  in  a  position  whenever  they 
have  conducted  a  business  in  which  there  is  a  public  use,  as  they  did  in 
the  Elevator  cases,  you  can  regulate  them.  If  you  leave  it  as  it  is  jou 
will  find  that  nearly  ail  the  eorjxirations  in  the  country  will  convey 
their  propertv  to  individuals,  and  be  out  of  icoch  lil  the  legislature. 

Ma.  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  amend  hv  striking 
out  all  after  the  figures,  "twenty-eight,"  in  the  first  Uuo.  I  nope  that 
we  will  not  incorporate  this  in  the  Constitution.  It  is  entirely  unneces- 
sary. I  hope  that  the  whole  thing  will  be  stricken  out.  The  Legisla- 
ture poBscaaes  power  sufficient  to  regulate  ar-  ->■■■■"  "i— '  "■-"  — -'  '- 


,d  I  hope  that  it  will  be. 
STEDMAtf.    Mr.  Chaira 
pending  amendments. 


n  should  be  stricken 
le  previous  question 


The  mam  question  was  ordered. 

The  chairman.  The  RrsC  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  otTered  by  the  gentleman  from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Schell,  to 
insert  before  the  word,  "corporations,"  the  words,  "persons  or." 

A  division  was  called  for. 

The  queition  was  put  and  there  were  45  ayes  and  30  noes. 

The  chairman.  There  is  no  quorum  voting.  There  is  evidently 
a  quorum  present.  Those  in  favor  of  the  amendment  will  rise  and  stand 
until  counted.     All  the  members  are  requested  to  vole. 

The  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  vole  of  H  ayes  to  iX  noes. 

The  chairman.     The  question  recurs  on  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacrameuto  to  strike  out  section  twenty-eight. 
.    Mr.  McCALLUM.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.     Having  inserted  some 
amendments  it  ii  not  in  order  to  strike  out. 

TuE  CHAIRMAN.     The  Chair  entortaina  no  douU  in  (he  world  that 

The  motion  prevailed  on  a  division,  by  a  veto  of  58  ayes  to  2!  noes. 
Th>  chairman.    The  section  is  stricken  out. 
Mr.  JOHNSON.    Isa  substituto  in  order  nowf 
Mb.  McCALLUM.    I  give  noliee  that  I  will  on  to-morrow  more  to 
reconsider  the  voto  by  which  the  section  was  stricken  oul. 
The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenly-nine. 


The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  29.  Dues  from  corporations  shall  be  secured  by  such  individual 
liabilities  of  the  corporators  and  otlier  means  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
law.  The  property  of  corporations  now  existini;,  or  hereafter  created, 
shall  forever  be  subject  to  taxation,  the  same  as  the  propertj  of  indi- 
viduals, and  the  franchises  of  such  corporations  shall  be  assessed  at  their 
actual  cash  value,  and  taxed  accordingly. 

Ma.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman  :  This  S: 
cal  section  two  of  the  article  on  corporatii 
I  move  to  strike  it  oat. 

Ma.  HOWARD.    1  second  the  motion. 

The  question  was  put,  resulting  in  45  ayes  and  SI  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    No  quorum  voting.    Gentlemen  will  pleaae  va 

The  question  was  again  put. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     No  quorum  voting. 

Ma.  McCALLUM.    There  are  a  number  of  us  not  voting.    If 

aection.     We  do  not  voto  because  we  think  there  is'a  misapprehensii 
Ma.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.    Jt  should  be  in  the  article  on  tai 


Ma.  GREGO.    That  is  where  it  belong 

torporationa  and  the  other  in  the  article  oi 

Hb.  EDGEBTON.     This  section  says:  ■ 


e  part  in  the  a 
lues  from  eorporatioi 


existing,  or  hereafler  created,  shall  forever  be  subject  to  taxation,  the 
same  as  the  property  of  individuals,  and  the  franchises  of  such  cor- 
Dorations  shall  be  assessed  at  their  actual  cash  value,  and  taxed  accord- 
ingly."    I  believe  that  the  proper  place  for  that  is  in  the  report  of  the 

forth  in  detail.  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  be  in  a  provision  relating  to 
the  Legislature. 

Mr.  SCIIELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  It  appears  that  we  cannot  get  a  quo- 
rum to  veto  upon  any  of  these  propositions.  I  understood  the  Chair  to 
say  that  there  was  no  quorum  voting.  For  one,  I  do  not  desire  to  sit 
here  unless  wo  have  got  a  quorum,  and  therefore  I  move  that  the  Com- 
mittee rise  and  report  progress. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  put  the  question  again.  There 
is  a  way  to  ascerljiin  whether  there  is  a  quorum  present  or  not. 

Ma.  BARBOUR.  The  gentleman  from  Alameda  says  there  seems  to 
be  a  misapprehension.  1  will  call  attention  to  sections  two  and  three, 
with  the  amendments  adopted  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  con- 
sidering the  report  of  the  <'ommittee  on  Corporations  other  than  Muni- 
cipal. I  call  his  attention,  then,  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Revenue  and  Taxation.    They  cover  the  ground  of  the  taxation  of  the 


iroperty  of  oorporaciona  more  fully  than  is  done  in  aeclion  twenty-nine 
'hat  is  the  proper  place  to  deal  with  the  subiect.  and  I  do  not  see  (h< 
lecessity  of  wasting  our  time  upon  It  hen 
Ma.  CROSS.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  nndei 


are  trying  to  define  the  powera  of  t 
not  taxing  property  In  this  part  of 
why  I  voto  to  strike  this  out. 
Ma.  McCALLUH.    I  think  it  Hght  now.     It  belongs  to  that  depart 

The  CHAIRMAN.   The  question  ison  the  motion  to  strike  out  sectioi 

The  motion  prevailed  on  a  division,  by  a  voto  of  SS  ayes  to  IS  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  section  is  stricken  ont.  The  Secretary  wil 
read  section  thirtv. 

The  SECRETa'RY  read ; 

Sac.  30.  The  term  corporations,  as  used  in  this  article,  shall  b 
construed  to  include  all  associations  and  joint  stock  companies  bavin; 
any  of  the  powers  or  privileges  of  corporations  not  possessed  by  Individ 
»ls  or  partnerahipa.     And  all  corporat'  .......  .i.      — . 


and  shall   b 

porsi 


subject  to  be  sued  ii 


allC 


a  as  natur 


Me-  terry.    That  is  the  same  as  section  four  of  the  article  on 
porations.    I  move  it  be  stricken  out. 
The  motion  prevailed. 
The  chairman.    The  SecroUry  will  read  section  thirty-one. 


ing  any  charter  for  banking  purpoaea,  but  associations  may  be  formei 
under  general  laws  for  the  deposit  of  gold  and  silver  and  other  lawfu 
money  of  the  United  States;  but  no  such  association  shall  make,  issut 


ilation  any  bill,  check,  ticket,  certificate,  promisKorj  note 
'     paper  of  any  bank,  to  circulate  as  money. 
....  .1  _.  1^  stricken  out. 


The  Secretary  will  read  sc 


Ma.  TEKRY.     I 
The  motion  prevaili 
The  chairman. 


The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  32.  The  Legislature  of  this  Stato  shall  prohibit,  by  law,  an; 
person  or  persons,  association,  company,  or  corporation,  from  exereisin 
the  privileges  of  banking  or  creating  paper  to  circulate  as  money. 

Ma.  GREGG.     I  move  that  section  be  stricken  out. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  Ihirty-three. 


The  secretary  read: 

Bcc.  33.  Each  stockholder  of  a  corporation  or  joint  stock  asaociatio 
shall  be  individually  and  personally  liable  for  his  proportion  of  all  i1 
debts  and  liabilities  contracted  or  incurred  while  be  was  a  stockholdei 
and  the  Trustees  or  Directora  of  such  corporation  or  association,  an 
each  of  them,  shall  be  responsible  Individually  for  the  niisappropriatio 
by  the  officers  thereof  of  the  funds  or  deposits  of  such  corporation  c 


Tat  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  thirty-four. 


The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec,  34.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  provide,  by  geo 
eral  laws,  for  the  orKanication  of  city,  town,  and  county  govemmsnu 
and  for  assessing  and  collecting  taxes  for  the  support  of  the  same ;  prt 
vidtd,  that  no  city,  city  and  county,  town,  or  county,  shall  ever  incur 
debt  which,  together  with  existing  indebtedness,  wall  e * —  -- 


t.  of  the  I 


value  of  tl 


1  the 


made  immediately  previous  to  ineurrinj 
kaiBtver,  that  a  city,  city  and  county,  i         ,  ^ , 

money  under  and  in  accordance  with  the  following  conditi. 
itatioQS  in  addition  to  any  other  conditions  and  limitations  contained  i 
the  Constitution,  namely:  The  debt  must  be  for  some  single  work  o 
object  only,  and  must  be  authoriied  by  a  resolution  paased  by  a  vote  c 
three  fourths  of  all  the  members  elected  to  the  Board  of  Snpervison 
Common  Council,  or  local  Legislature.  Such  resolution  sball  also  dii 
tinctly  specify  the  single  work  or  object  for  which  the  dobt  is  to  fa 
created,  and  the  amount  of  the  debt  authorized,  and  shall  contain  prt 
visions  for  a  sinking  fund,  to  meet  the  same  at  maturity,  and  requirin 
at  least  ten  per  cent,  of  the  principal  to  be  annually  raised  by  taxatiu 
and  inid  Into  the  Sinking  Fund.  Such  resolution  shall  not  take  eflei 
nntif  it  shall  be  ratified  at  an  election  held  in  said  city,  city  and  count; 
county,  or  town,  at  which  no  other  mattor  is  voted  upon,  and  whic 

shall  be  held  within davs  after  the  passage  of  said  order  or  resolu 

tion.     The  Legislature  shalf  make  such  laws  as  may  be  necessary  t 
provide  for  holding  such  election  and  ascertaining  the  result  thereof. 

Ma.  TERRY.     1  move  to  fill  the  blank  by  insei 

The  CHAIRMA'N.    The  question  ii 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 
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and  Townehip  Organizations.  That  committee  have  already  made  their 
report,  and  in  that  report  they  have  covered  ever^  proposition  contained 
in  this  section.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  an  improper  place  for  this 
section.  The  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township 
Organizations  has  fully  covered  all  the  points,  and  I  have  no  doubt  will 
be  satisfactory  to  every  member  of  this  Convention ;  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  should  properly  come  within  the  report  of  that  committee.  I 
move  that  the  section  be  stricken  out. 

Mb.  TEKRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  is  a  very  good  section  and  ought 
to  be  adopted.  It  does  not  make  any  difference.  If  it  happens  to  be  in 
the  wrong  place,  as  I  do  not  think  it  is,  the  Committee  on  Kevision  and 
Adjustment  can  put  it  in  its  proper  place.  I  think  it  a  good  provision 
to  put  a  limitation  upon  the  power  of  local  legislation  to  run  in  debt 
upon  the  people  and  the  taxpayers.  The  fact  that  this  is  incorporated  in 
nnother  report  makes  no  dinerence.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  points 
are  covered  or  not,  as  I  have  not  got  them  here.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
a  reltson  for  striking  it  out;  it  may  be  a  reason  for  postponing  it. 

BBIIABKS  OF   MB.  HAQRB. 

Mb.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  report  of  the  Committee  on  City, 
County,  and  Township  Organizations  covers  the  whole  proposition 
reported  in  this  section.  A  committee  was  appointed  by  this  Conven- 
tion, the  title  of  which  is  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township 
Organizations.  Now,  this  section  says:  ''It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Legislature  to  provide,  by  general  la^s,  for  the  organization  of  city, 
county,  and  town  governments."  That  is  the  very  subject- matter  that 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organi- 
zations, and  of  course  if  this  should  be  adopted  it  would  cover  substan- 
tially the  report  that  has  been  made  by  the  Committee  on  Citv,  County, 
and  Township  Organizations.  The  report  of  the  committee  is  number 
five  hundred  and  twenty -one,  and  I  suppose  the  members  have  it  upon 
their  desks.  By  referring  to  it  it  will  be  seen  that  everything  relating 
to  counties,  cities,  and  townships,  is  embraeed  in  that  report.  It  takes 
in  city  governments,  county  ^governments,  and  consoliaated  city  and 
county  gdvernments,  and  provides  for  township  governments.  Section 
four  provides  that  the  Legislature  shall  establish  a  system  of  county 
governments,  which  shall  he  uniform  throughout  the  State.  In  regard 
to  cities  it  provides  for  their  government  by  general  laws,  and  it  pro- 
vides a  government  for  townships  whenever  the  Legislature  shall  see  lit 
to  authorize  the  organization  of  townships..  Then  it  conteins  a  limita- 
tion upon  indebtedness. 

Mb.  FREUD.    Where  does  it  provide  a  limitation? 

Mb.  HAGER.  There  are  a  great  many  sections  to  this  report;  take 
section  twenty,  it  says: 

"  Sec.  20.  No  county,  city,  town,  township,  Board  of  Education,  or 
school  district,  shall  incur  any  indebtedness  or  liability  in  any  manner, 
or  for  any  purpose,  exceeding  in  any  year  the  income  and  revenue  pro- 
vided for  them  respectivelv  for  such  year,  without  the  assent  of  two 
thirds  of  the  voters  thereof  at  an  election  to  be  held  for  that  purpose; 
and  in  cases  requiring  such  assent  no  indebtedness  shall  be  incurred 
(except  by  a  county,  to  erect  a  Court  House  or  Jail)  to  an  amount, 
excluding  existing  indebtednras,  in  the  aggregate  exceeding  five  per 
oentam  on  the  value  of  the  texable  property  therein,  to  be  ascerteined 
by  the  assessment  next  before  the  last  assessment  for  Stete  and  county 
purposes  previous  to  the  incurring  such  indebtedness,  and  unless,  before 
or  at  the  time  of  incurring  such  indebtedness,  provision  shall  be  made 
for  the  collection  of  an  annual  tax  sufficient  to  psy  the  interest  on  such 
indebtedness  as  it  falls  due,  and  also  to  constitute  a  sinking  fund  for  the 
payment  of  the  principal  thereof  within  forty  years  from  the  time  of 
contracting  the  same." 

The  committee  decided  to  insert  the  word  "  forty ;"  originally  it  was 
"thirty."  The  point  to  be  submitted  to  the  Convention  is  simply  this: 
Theoommittee  appointed  by  the  Convention  to  teke  into  consideration  this 
proposition — ^all  these  things  that  relate  to  the  government  of  cities,  ooun- 
tiee,  and  townships — having  reported  upon  the  same,  I  suppose  that  we 
could  consider  the  merits  of  that  report  in  discussing  the  proposition 
here  presented  by  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department.  I  do  not 
say  that  it  is  not  within  the  province  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department  to  go  as  far  as  they  have  gone,  but  I  do  say  that  the  first 
paragraph  in  section  thirty-four,  **  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  provide  by  general  laws  for  the  organization  of  city,  town,  and  county 
governments,"  is  comprehensive  enough  to  take  in  the  whole  scope  of 
the  duties  of  the  committee  on  that  suLject;  I  therefore  think  that  this 
matter  had  better  be  deferred — this  section  thirty-four — until  the  report 
of  the  committee  on  the  subject  is  taken  up  tor  consideration,  and  if 
there  is  anything  in  section  thirty-four  which  the  Convention  would 
prefer  to  that  which  is  contained  in  the  report  of  the  committee  on  that 
subject  it  can  be  adopted.  I  suggest,  therefore,  that  section  thirty-four 
be  not  considered  by  the  Convention  at  the  present  time. 

BBICABKS  OF  MB.   BABBOUB. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the  motion  to  strike 
out  will  prevail.  So  far  as  relates  to  the  sections  which  have  been 
stricken  out  are  concerned,  it  will  be  noticed  that  under  the  arrange* 
inents  of  subjects  in  the  old  Constitution  these  matters  in  reference  to 
corporations,  backing,  eto.,  came  under  the  head  of  the  legislative 
department,  and  they  were  properly  enough  considered  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  licgislative  Department;  but  I  think  the  Committee  on  Legisla- 
tive Department  trenched  upon  the  ground  of  the  Committee  on  City, 
County,  and  Township  Organizations.  That  committee  has  presented  a 
very  full  report,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  proper  time  to  consider  this 
subject  will  be  when  that  report  comes  up.  I  hope  the  motion  will 
prevail. 

BBMABKS    OF    MB.    TSBBT. 

Mb.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  has  occurred  in  the  introduction 
and  reference  of  the  propositions  which  have  been  submitted  to  the  Con- 
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vention,  that  the  same  subject-matter  has  been  referred  to  more  than 
one  committee.  In  some  of  the  propositipns — I  think  the  proposition  of 
Mr.  Laine — the  whole  subject  of^  legislative  department  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department.  Some  of  them  referred  to 
corporations;  some  of  them  referred  to  municipal  and  other  indebted- 
ness ;  some  of  them  to  the  power  of  municipalities.  As  they  were  referred 
to  the  committee  the  members  of  the  committee  thought  it  was  their 
duty  to  report  upon  them,  without  any  intention  of  trenching  upon  the 
ground  of  any  other  committee.  Thev  simply  report  to  the  Convention 
their  ideas  upon  the  subjects  referred  to  them  by  the  Convention.  I 
have  no  objection  to  defering  this  section  thirtpr-four  until  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organizations  is  teken 
up,  but  I  do  object  to  having  it  stricken  out,  because  I  think  it  is  more 
full  and  explicit,  and  throws  more  safeguards  around  the  interests  of 
municipalities  and  counties  than  the  section  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organizations.  We  provide  here  a  rule 
under  which  a  city,  county,  or  town  may  borrow  money;  that  it  must 
be  for  some  single  object;  and  we  provide  for  a  sinking  fund.  I  think 
the  section  should  be  adopted  by  the  Convention.  I  do  not  care  whether 
it  is  adopted  while  we  are  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department,  or  whether  it  is  adopted  when  we  consider  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County ,»and  Township  Organizations. 
I  oppose  the  motion  to  strike  it  out,  but  have  no  objection  to  the  motion 
of  Mr.  Hager  to  postpone  it. 

Mb.  SCHELL.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Hager  did  not  make  the  motion, 
but  if  he  will  make  it  as  an  amendment  to  my  motion,  I  will  accept  it« 

Mb.  hager.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  no  objection,  as  I  steted,  to 
having  any  recommendation  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Depart- 
ment considered  in  connection  with  this  report  when  it  is  taken  up.  I 
think,  as  a  matter  of  respect  to  the  committee,  that  it  should  not  be 
stricken  out,  but  deferred.  I  have  no  objection  to  that.  I  move  as  an 
amendment  to  the  motion,  that  instead  of  striking  out  the  section  we 
defer  action  upon  it  until  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County, 
and  Township  Organizations  is  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mb.  SCHELL.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mb.  hager.  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  will  report  that  they 
have  deferred  action  upon  this  section  thirty-four  until  the  report  of  the 
other  committee  is  teken  up. 

Mb.  LEWIS.  Is  not  the  section  passed;  is  it  not  passed  by  the 
Chairman  ? 

Thb  chairman.    Section  thirty-four  is  now  before  the  committee. 

Mb.  lewis.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  section  had  better  be  passed, 
and  then  let  it  Uke  its  chances. 

Mb.  SCHELL.    I  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mb.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  I  would  suggest  that  it  would  be 
in  order  to  move  bjb  an  amendment  to  withdraw  this  section  from  the 
report  and  consider  it  in  connection  with  the  report  of  the  Committee 
on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organizatious.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
is  out  of  place  in  this  article.  It  seems  to  me  that  system  and  order 
would  require  that  this  be  placed  in  the  article  on  city,  county,  and 
township  organizations. 

Mb.  hager.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  presume  that  the  proper  motion 
would  be  that  the  committee  report  to  the  Convention  that  they  have 
deferred  action  on  section  thirty-four,  and  recommend  that  it  be  recon- 
sidered in  connection  with  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County, 
and  Townshfp  Organizations.  Tnat  will  be  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to  the  Convention,  and  the  Convention  will  so  determine. 

Mb.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  That  would  not  withdraw  it  from 
this  article. 

Mb.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  appears  to  me,  sir,  that  this  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  has  rather  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
Revision  and  Adjustment.  Now,  when  there  is  anything  before  this 
body  from  one  committee,  and  it  is  correct  in  principle,  although  it  may 
be  supposed  that  there  is  something  from  another  committee  that  covers 
the  same  ground,  I  do  not  think  it  fair  in  this  body  to  propose  to  stete 
that  that  ground  is  entirely  covered,  and  for  us  to  teke  action  upon  it. 
I  am  convinced  that  when  anything  >comes  from  a  committee  that  it  is 
our  duty  to  act  upon  it,  and  afterw^xis  if  it  covers  the  ground  that  the 
report  of  another  committee  has  covered,  the  Committee  on  Revision 
and  Adjustment  will  regulate  it.  But  I  am  convinced  that  we  cannot 
do  it  properly  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  It  may  be  that  the 
Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Oceanizations  has  something 
equally  as  good  as  this,  and  it  may  be  better,  but  it  tekes  up  more  time 
to  investigate  and  talk  over  the  matter,  than  it  would  to  discuss  the 
section  and  dispose  of  it.  I  would  be  in  favor  of  going  through  with 
this  report. 

Mb.  McCONNELL.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  chairman.  This  Committee  of  the  Whole  is  bound  to  go 
through  with  the  whole  report.  We  can  postpone  it  temporarilv.  The 
only  other  way  that  it  can  be  got  at  is  by  rising  and  recommending  the 
Convention  to  refer  it. 

Mb.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  section  be  stricken 
out.  When  the  other  report  comes  up  it  can  be  amended  by  inserting 
this  section  if  the  committee  so  desire.  There  is  no  necessity  of  acting 
upon  it  here,  because  it  can  be  acted  upon  then  although  it  be  stricken 
out  here. 

Mb.  terry.    Can  it  be  offered  in  connection  with  any  other  report? 

Thk  chairman.    Undoubtedly  it  can. 

Mb.  hager.  If  we  strike  the  section  out  it  will  come  up  for  con- 
sideration in  full  Convention  just  the  same  as  now.  I  think  the  best 
way  would  be  to  strike  it  out. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion thirty-four. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Thk  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  rend  section  thirty-five. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Thb  secretary  read  :      - 

"Sec.  3&.  In  all  elections  by  the  L«g[slaturo  tbe  membera  thereof 
atinll  vote  viva  voce,  and  the  vot«3  shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal." 

Thr  CHMBMAX.  There  beiDK  no  amendment  to  section  thirty-five, 
the  Secretary  will  read  section  tbirty-six. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

Sue.  36.  The  ^aeral  approprialion  bill  sliall  contain  no  item  or 
items  of  appropriation  other  than  such  as  are  required  to  ptiy  the 
salaries  of  the  8lat«  officers,  the  expenses  of  the  government  and  of  the 
instituliona  under  the  exclusive  control  and  management  of  the  State. 

Mr.  STEDMAIf.     Mr.  Chairman:    1  send  up  an  amendment. 

Th«  SECBETAHY  read: 

"Amend  b/  adding  'and  such  aid  as  may  be  granted  to  privBl«  insti- 
tutions conducted  for  the  support  and  maiDteaauee  of  orphans,  half 
orphans,   abandoned  children,  or  aged   persons   in   indigent   circum- 

Mk.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairmnii:  The  reason  I  ofTer  that  amend- 
ment is  in  order  that  there  may  be  no  conflict  between  this  section  and 
section  twenty-two,  which  prgvidcs  that  money  can  be  drawn  from  tho 
treasury  for  the  snpport  of  these  orphans;  and,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 
give  tho  Legislature  the  power  in  this  section  to  place  it  in  the  general 
apprnpriattan  bill,  where  it  shonld.be. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.      ^ 
covers  tho  whole  ground.    It 
portion  of  the  Constitution  shall  interfere  wi 
section  allowing  the  appropriation  to  orphans.     It  is  sutfctently  compre- 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Ctrairman:  I  consulted  with  Mr.  Wilson,  and 
Mr.  Wilson  thought  that  it  did  not  provide  for  it.  In  fact, he  originated 
that  amendment,  and  1  promised  him  to  ofTer  it  in  his  absence,  and  if 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  is  no  conflict  between  this 
section  as  it  now  stands,  and  the  amendment  adopted  the  other  day  to 
section  twenty-two.  This  section  is  limited  expressly  to  the  general 
appropriation  bill,  and  it  is  generally  understood  that  that  bill  should 
be  confined  to  appropriations  to  the  State  government;  but  as  it  now 
stands,  there  is  no  conflict  at  all.  So  far  as  Mr.  Wilson  is  concerned,  he 
called  my  attention  to  it,  and  upon  that  suggestion  he  said  that  ha 
thought  the  section  should  stand. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.     He  wrote  that  amendment  himself. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.Chainnan:  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacran)enlo,  if  this  section  was  adopted,  if  it  would  not  be  an 
entire  limitation  against  passing  any  appropriation  at  all  except  for  the 
expenses  of  the  govern mentT 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    Not  a      " 
what  is  liniiled  to  the  general  appropriatic 
eral  appropriation  bill,"  controls  the  wholt 
ation  hjll  embraces  appropriations  for  vari 
the  orphans,  clc.     Alt  these  appropriations  should  be 
s]iecial  appropriations,  and  ought  not  to  be  combined 
with  the  appropriations  for  the  State  govcmincut. 


.hat  phrase,  "gen- 

The  last  appropri. 

iharitabla  purposes — foi 


Mb.  west.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  member  from  Sacramento  has  very 
correctly  stated  the  nature  of  the  general  appropriation  bill.  It  is  a  bill 
which  should  appropriate  money  for  the  institutions  of  the  State  fixed 
by  law.  The  eprcial  appropriation  bills  include  those  items  that  are  not 
definitely  fixed,  and  there  is  a  large  number  which  are  not  definitely 
fixed,  and  they  are  usually  reported  in  all  legislative  bodies  in  a  difiercnt 


bill. 


It  would  be  entirely  improper 
im  this  consideration  :  that  the  amouu 
<titutiona  is  optional  with  the  Legisls 
iRent  upon  their  judgment  "■ "- 


be  allowed  to  these  diSereot 
B.  and  osch.cose  being  con- 
rnmend  what  special  amount 

>t,  or  the  other  institution.    Therefore  they 

special  appropriation  bill. 


Ma.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  call  the  attention  of  the  author 
of  Ihio  amendment  to  tbe  fact  that  the  section  limits  tbe  appropriations 
in  the  general  appropriation  bill  to  the  salnries  of  the  Stale  officers,  the 
cx|>ent<es  of  the  general  government,  and  of  the  institutions  under  the 
exclusive  control  and  managementof  the  State.  That  includes  the  insane 
asylums,  the  State  prisons,  and  Normal  School,  etc.  But  the  difficulty 
baa  l>een  found  in  ever;  session  of  the  Legislature  that  I  have  been  a 
member  of,  that  some  person  will  want  an  appropriation  for  this  charity, 
and  another  for  another  charity,  and  they  combine  and  clog  legislation 
in  rvference  for  the  appropriations  for  purely  governmental  purposes. 
This  section,  as  it  now  stands,  is  eminently  proper,  and  would  prohibit 
such  B]>cciai  oppropriations  as  were  conleraplaled  by  the  amendment 
that  was  adoplal  the  other  day  being  put  in  the  general  appropriation 
bill.    I  think  the  lettion  should  stand  as  it  is. 


Mb.  IIILBORN.    Mr.  Chairr 


r  fiills.     In  s< 


IS  to  me  that  it  i 


r  the  s> 

in  amendment  which  does  away  wil 

mn  from  Sacramento  has  pointed  oi 

to  loatl  down  the  general  appropriation  bill  with  various 
IS  not  connected  with  tbe  expenses  of  Slate  government,  bu 
:ccl!ent  provision  embmced  in  section  sixteen,  that  the  Go 
time  of  signing  a  bill  may  object  to  any  of  the  items,  ai 

ialion  so  objected  to  shall  not  Uke  efTcct  unless  passed  o' 


Governor's  veto.  That  removes  that  objection,  and  mokes  this  section, 
it  se«me  to  me,  absolutely  unnecessary.  It  makes  no  odds,  whether  tbe 
appropriations  are  in  one  appropriation  bill,  or  whether  they  are  iu 
special  appropriation  bills,  for  if  the  Governor  does  not  approve  of  any 
special  appropriation  he  can  strike  it  out.  Under  the  former  rule  they 
could  group  their  appropriations  and  get  them  into  the  general  appro- 
priation bill  which  was  passed  uear  the  close  of  the  session,  and  the 
Governor  had  to  sign  it  or  else  have  a  special  senion  of  tho  Legislature. 
If  that  condition  of  affairs  was  continued,  it  would  be  proper  that  this 
section  thirty-six  should  be  in  the  Constitution,  but  since  the  Governor 
has  tbe  right  to  strike  out  any  particular  item  of  the  appropriation,  I 
cannot  see  any  reason  for  putting  this  section  thirty-six   in  the  Con- 


be  left  to  the  Gov 
preclude  him  from  having  tl 
■  -■       ■ill,by< 


nine  this  oue; 
power.      This 


It  should  not 
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Mb.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be 
adopted.  While  it  might  be  true,  as  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento, 
Mr.  Edgerton,  intimates  that  it  is  already  sufRcientlj  covered  by  section 
twenty-two,  and  that  this  is  somewhat  in  the  nature  of  special  appro- 
priations, that  is,  the  objects  (o  be  attained  by  the  amendment  to  sectioti 
twenty-two  which  the  committee  very  wisely  and  properly  adopted,  vrt 
1  think,  in  oidcr  to  make  assurance  doubly  sure,  it  would  be  welf  to 
adopt  this  amendment.  I  believe  that  the  committee,  lAien  they 
odoplod  the  amendment  to  section  twenty-two,  were  of  the  opinion  that 

?>ecial  appropriation  should  be  granted  to  these  charitable  institutions, 
hat  being  the  case,  I  presume  tbey  are  still  of  the  same  opinion,  and 
if  tbey  ara  to  make  this  matter  safe  and  to  provide  that  these  appropri- 
ations may  bo  considered  to  bo  included  in  the  general  appA>i»ialion 
bills  of  the  Legislature,  then  it  would  be  well  to  adopt  this  amendment. 
In  constitution  making  we  cannot  have  matters  too  clear.  It  ought  to 
be  BO  clear  that  there  would  be  no  question  about  it  whatever.  It  should 
be  so  in  law  making  of  any  kind.  That  has  been  the  great  trouble 
with  the  Legislature  in  many  cases.  The  laws  were  tno  ambiguous  ami 
it  was  rather  difficult  to  ascertain  what  the  law  makers  intended  by  a 
certain  section  of  a  law.    If  we  adopt  this  it  removes  ail  douhL 

Mr.  TINNIN.     Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  evidently  of  the  oommit- 


pay  of  Stale  officers  is  a  matter  that  cannot  be  avoided.  There  must  be 
money  appropriated  to  run  the  State  government.  Now,  when  that 
bill  comes  up  in  the  Legislature  these  institutions  that  are  demanding 
aid  from  the  Slate  come  forward,  through  their  friends  in  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  ask  for  appropriations  in  the  general  appropriation  bill.  One 
institution  wants  one  sum,  and  another  another,  and  so  on,  and  they 

et  their  friends  in  the  Legislature  to  demand  that  these  appropriations 
included,  or  tbey  will  fail  to  appropriate  anything  for  the  sustensnco 
of  the  State  government.  It  is  only  necessary  for  me  to  call  attention 
to  the  last  moments  of  the  last  Legislature.  The  appropriations  were 
all  tacked  on  to  the  general  appropriation  bill,  and  those  who  were  in 
control  said  lo  the  Legislature:  "  You  must  vote  this  enormoxis  appro- 
priation or  we  will  not  let  you  have  anything  to  run  the  Stale  Govern- 
ment." And  the  Legislature  was  for  a  number  of  hours  placed  in  that 
ridiculous  predicament  that  they  were  compelied  lo  obaerve  the  will 
of  the  lobby  or  call  an  extra  session  of  the  LegisUture.  I  say  this  sec- 
tion should  be  allowed  to  stand. 

Mb.  IIILIJORN.  Would  not  that  be  entirely  cured  by  section  nine- 
teen, lines  fourteen  and  SRecnT 

Ml.  TINNIN.  I  propose  that  the  appropriation  lo  pay  the  salaries 
of  Stale  officers  and  the  expenses  of  State  government  shall  stand  alone. 
This  body  has  voted  to  pay  a  certain  amount  to  the  orphans.  Suppose 
they  come  here  and  tack  their  appropriations  on  to  the  general  appro- 
priation bill,  and  compel  the  Legislature  lo  pay  them  or  call  an  extra 


.e  aectioi 


1  stand  01 


Mb.  IIAGEB.  Mr,  Chairman:  I  hope  the  section  will  remain  exactly 
OS  it  is,  and  I  will  briefly  stale  my  reasons.  Sow,  the  section,  as  drawn, 
relates  exclusively  to  the  general  appropriation  hill;  not  Iu  apecial 
e  general  appropriation  lull.  It  sa'  '""■ 
shall  contain  no  item  or  items  o^  , ,  , .  . 
required  lo  pay  the  salaries  of  the  Slate  ofBcers, 
the  expenses  of  the  government,  and  of  the  iustitulions  under  the 
exclusive  control  and  management  of  the  Stale." 

Now,  thai  is  the  general  appropriation  bill )  it  must  be  acted  upon  and 
passed  by  itseir.  It  should  not  be  cumbered  up  with  extraneous  matter 
that  would  delay  its  passage  urilil  the  lait  Biomeata  of  the  session.    This 

prialion  bill. 

"  :r  to  veto  certain  items  in  a  oiii  applies  to  a  specia:  appropnatmu 
LB  well  SB  to  the  general  appropriation  bill.  The  vice  is  not  because 
■thing  improper  may  get  into  an  appropriation  bill  and  that  the 
Governor  may  not  veto  it— that  is  not  the  trouble,  but,  as  has  been  said, 
there  is  a  contest  in  the  Legislature  in  regard  to  the  appropriation  bill 
by  loading  il  down  with  improper  appropriations  and  endangering  the 
whole  bill.  I  have  been  compelled,  sometimes,  to  vote  for  the  general 
appropriation  bill  when  I  have  disapproved  of  a  great  many  of  the  it 
•     ..      ......    _.      -ridor'thistr    ■■      '  ■■■   -     "" 


in  it.    By  this  section  n 


is  trouble  at  once.    The  general 
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appropriation  bill  is  presented,  providing  for  all  the  necessary  expenses 
of  the  State,  and  then  let  all  special  appropriation  bills  come  up.after- 
wards,  or  at  any  time,  on  their  merits,  and  the  members  may  vote  for  it  or 
against  it,  and  then  the  Governor  may  veto  it  if  he  chooses.  Now,  look  at 
appropriation  bills  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  More  bad 
measures  have  been  gotten  through  Congress  in  that  way  than  in  any 
other;  whv,  they  even  admit  a  State  into  the  Union  in  a  general  appro- 
priation bill.  The  admission  of  the  State  of  California  was  under  the  gen- 
eral appropriation  bill,  and  the  bill  delayed  the  progress  of  that  session  of 
Congress  until  the  time  for  adjournment  had  passed  by  several  hours — that 
was  in  eighteen  hundced  and  forty-nine — just  because  it  came  in  in  an 
improper  place.  The  purpose  is  that  the  appropriation  bill  here  should 
stand  by  itself,  and  contain  onlj  appropriations  for  the  expenses  of  the 
State  government.  Suppose  this  section  was  not  adopted,  or  this  amend- 
ment should  prevail,  some  one  would  come  to  the  Legislature  and  ask  for 
an  appropriation  for  a  canal  for  draining  lands  here,  and  another  for  a 
canal  there,  and  by  combinations  they  get  it  into  the  general  appro- 
priation bill — you  are  compelled  to  vote  against  the  whole  measure  or 
else  you  have  got  to  vote  for  it  with  these  provisions  in  it.  Now,  if 
there  is  any  merit  in  a  proposition  let  it  stand  by  itself, on  its  own  merits, 
and  not  come  up  in  the  general  appropriation  bill.  I  hope  that  this 
amendment  will  oe  voted  down,  not  for  the  purpose  of  depriving  the 
orphan  asylums  of  appropriations,  if  the  Legislature  see  nt  to  make 
them,  but  that  they  may  stand  upon  their  merits  in  a  special  appropri- 
ation bill,  and  that  they  should  not  come  up  in  the  general  appropriation 
bill  that  relates  only  to  the  expenses  of  the  State  government. 

RXlfARKS   OF   MR.   TKRRY. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  reason  for  the  adoption  of  this 
section  aAt  stands  has  been  given  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento, 
and  the  gentleman  from  Trinity.  Now,  if  the  amendment  proposed  is 
adopted  it  places  it  in  the  power  of  a  combination  in  the  Legislature  to 
prevent  the  passage  of  the  general  appropriation  bill,  unless  they  can 
have  whatever  provision  they  please,  no  matter  how  extravagant,  for 
the  supp6rt  of  the  orphans,  half  orphans,  abandoned  children,  and  aged 
persons  in  indigent  circumstances.  That  is  just  what  we  desire  to  avoid. 
The  gentleman  from  Solano  refers  to  section  sixteen.  Section  sixteen 
offers  no  remedv  at  all.  The  theory  of  our  Constitution  is  that  the  leg- 
islative power  IS  reposed  in  the  Senate  and  Assembly.  If  the  Legisla- 
ture, not  wishing  to  defeat  an  appropriation  bill,  would  include  in  it  a 
larger  amount  of  subsidies  than  they  ought  to  give  for  the  support  of 
these  institutions,  the  Grovernor  may  disapprove  it,  says  the  gentleman. 
But  the  Governor  may  not  disapprove  it.  We  are,  in  that  -case,  having 
the  will  of  the  Governor  and  a  certain  faction  of  the  Legislature,  who 
have  forced  the  Legislature  into  the  adoption  of  their  measures  against 
the  express  will  of  the  majority  of  the  Legislature.  Now,  there  is  no 
sort  of  difficulty  in  the  Legislature  providing  by  law.  for  the  support  of 
orphans,  half  orphans,  abandoned  children,  and  aged  persons  in  indigent 
circumstances,  in  a  law  by  itself,  which  will  stand  upon  its  own  bottom, 
and  rest  upon  its  own  merit.  That  is  all  that  anybody  ought  to  require. 
The  general  appropriation  bill  ought  always  to  be  confined  simply  to 
the  necessary  expenses  of  ruuning  the  government,  and  the  support  of 
the  institutions  which  are  exclusively  under  the  management  of  the 
State.  In  that  way  there  is  nobody  interested  in  making  them  more  or 
less  than  they  should  be.  There  is  nobodv  interested  in  adding  on  to 
an  appropriation,  or  in  detracting  from  it,  because  the  salaries  are  pro- 
vided by  Jaw,  and  the  expenses  are  ascertained  before  the  appropriation 
bill  is  paraed.  To  be  sure,  a  great  many  of  the  objections  to  the  present 
mode  of  conducting  legislation,  have  been  done  away  with  by  the  clause 
prohibiting  special  legislation ;  but  that  does  not  do  away  with  the  whole 
evil.  We  will  have,  as  we  know,  strong  outside  influence  brought  upon 
the  Legislature  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  amount  of  these  appro- 
priations. They  started  out  with  twenty-five  dollars  and  thirty  dollars; 
they  then  got  up  to  fifty  dollars,  and  seventy-five  dollars,  and  now  it  is 
seventy-five  dollars  and  one  hundred  dollars;  and  they  may  come  to 
the  Legislature  and  ask  two  hundred  dollars  and  three  hundred  dollars. 
If  thev  ask  it  and  are  entitled  to  it,  if  they  show  any  reason  why  they 
should  have  it,  then  the  Legislature  can  give  it  to  them ;  but  we  do  not 
want  it  in  their  power  to  come  forward  and  say,  your  general  appropri- 
ation bill  shall  not  pass  unless  you  will  appropriate  two  hundred  dollars 
apiece  for  half  orphans,  and  three  hundred  dollars  apiece  for  orphans. 
Let  them  get  their  appropriation  in  a  bill  bv  itself.  The  bill  can  pro- 
vide for  aid  in  the  support  of  orphans  cared  for  in  these  institutions,  and 
let  the  general  appropriation  bill  perform  only  its  legitimate  object,  that 
is,  carryinj^  on  the  running  expenses  of  the  government,  and  paying  the 
salaries  of  its  officers. 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.    ROLFE. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  Gentlemen  are  in  favor  of  this  amend- 
ment because  they  think  it  will  be  a  benefit  to  the  orphans.  Now,  I 
am  just  as  stronglv  in  favor  of  allowing  the  Legislature  to  appropriate 
money  to  aid  in  the  support  of  orphans  as  any  gentleman  on  tiiis  floor. 
I  would  be  the  last  man  to  do  anvthing  which  would  prohibit  that. 
But  gentlemen  who  are  in  favor  of  adopting  this  amendment,  seem  to 
forget  that  it  cuts  both  ways.  Now,  as  has  been  illustrated  here,  there 
might  be  a  small  faction  that  could  compel  the  Legislature  to  attach  on 
to  the  general  appropriation  bill  an  exorbitant  amount  for  the  support 
of  orphans.  That  is  so;  but  while  they  could  do  that,  they  could,  on 
the  other  hand,  compel  a  majority  of  the  Legislature  to  only  allow  the 
orphans  a  very  insignificant  amount  before  they  would  allow  the  gen- 
eral appropriation  bill  to  go  through.  Therefore,  I  am  in  favor  of  let- 
ting tne  general  appropriation  bill  stand  on  its  own  merits,  and  the 
orphan  appropriation  oill  stand  upon  its  own  merits.  And,  as  for 
making  this  doubly  sure,  I  think  we  have  already  made  it  sure  enough. 
I  am  in  favor  of  it,  but  why  reiterate  it  here?  Why,  if  it  is  sure,  what 
is  the  use  of  making  it  doubly  sure? 

Mr.  HOWARD.     I  move  the  previous  question. 


The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 
Th»  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  thirty-seven. 

GRANTS  TO   RELIGIOUS  SOCIETIES. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  37.  Neither  the  Legislature,  nor  any  county,  city  knd  county, 
township,  school  district,  or  other  municipal  corporation,  shall  ever 
make  an  appropriation,  or  pay  from  any  public  fund  whatever,  or  grant 
anything  to  or  in  aid  of  any  religious  sect,  church,  creed,  or  sectarian 
purpose,  or  help  to  support  or  sus^in  any  school,  college,  universitv, 
nospital,  or  other  institution  controlled  by  any  religious  creed,  church, 
or  sectarian  denomination  whatever;  nor  shall  any  grant  or  donation  of 
peraonal  property  or  real  estate  ever  be  made  by  the  State,  or  any  city, 
city  and  county,  town,  or  other  municipal  corporation,  for  any  religious 
creed,  church,  or  sectarian  purpose  whatever. 

Mr.  stedman.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  in  section  thirty-seven,  line  seven,  after  the  word  *  whatever,' 
as  follows:  *  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Constitution.'  '* 

Mr.  freeman.    I  send  up  an  amendment 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  thirty-seven,  by  adding  thereto:  'Nothing  in  this 
seotion  contained  shall  prohibit  the  granting  of  aid  by  the  State  to  insti- 
tutions or  associations  for  the  maintenance  of  orphans,  half  orphans, 
abandoned  children,  or  indigent  persons,  although  such  institutions  or 
associations  be  under  the  control  ofsome  religious  sector  association.' " 

Mr.  stedman.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  no  objection  to  that  except 
that  it  is  not  concise  enough.  I  think  that  the  amendment  I  have 
offered  covers  it.  We  have  provided  in  section  twenty-two  that 
the  Legislature  shall  have  power  to  appropriate  money  to  these  various 
institutions.  My  amendment  to  this  section  is  to  add:  "Except  as 
otherwise  provided  in  this  Constitution,"  that  is,  in  section  twenty-two. 
I  think  that  covers  it  amply. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  if  that  is  not  Mr. 
Wilson's  amendment. 

Mr.  stedman.     That  don't  make  any  difference. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Well,  perhaps  it  might  make  a  good  deal  of 
difference. 

Mr.  stedman.    The  committee  have  the  power  to  vote  it  down. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   FREEMAN. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  doubt  whether  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  is  sufficiently  specific. 
We  have  one  section,  it  is  true,  section  twenty-two,  which  authorizes  aid 
to  be  granted  to  orphan  asylums.  Now,  we  have  here  another  section, 
which  prohibits  any  aid  being  granted  to  any  institution  under  the 
control  of  a  church.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  these  two  sections  stand- 
ing together  would  simply  mean  that  we  might  grant  aid  to  orphan 
asylums,  provided  they  were  not  under  the  control  of  any  church  or 
sect.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  my  amendment,  or  one  more 
explicit  than  that  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  is  neces- 
sary to  harmonize  these  two  sections,  and  show  what  the  two  together 
mean. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   EDGERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  call  the  attention  of  the  authors 
of  both  those  amendments  to  the  language  of  the  amendment  adopted 
to  section  twenty-two.  It  seems  to  me,  in  view  of  that,  that  no  amend- 
ment is  necessary.  It  reads:  "Provided,  that  notwithstanding  any- 
thing contained  in  this  or  any  other  section  of  this  Constitution,  the 
Legislature  shall  have  the  power  to  grant  aid  to  institutions  conducted 
for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  minor  orphans,  or  half  orphans,  or 
abandoned  children,  or  aged  persons  in  indigent  circumstances."  There 
is  no  necessity  for  either  of  these  amendments.  There  is  an  explicit 
provision  that,  notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  any  section  of 
this  Constitution,  the  Legislature  shall  have  that  power. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Sacramento  will  not  be  adopted.  The  effect  of  it  is  to 
authorize  grants  of  money  and  donations  to  any  religious  society  that 
can  manage  to  connect  itself  with  an  asylum.  I  am  opposed  to  that. 
If  the  authors  of  the  American  revolution  achieved  anything,  or  one 
thing  more  particularly  than  another,  it  was  the  separation  of  church 
and  State. 

Now,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to  all  measures  by  which  any  connection 
between  church  and  State  can  be  run  in.  What  is  the  effect  of  it?  Sup- 
pose a  Buddhist  church  establish  itself,  as  has  been  threatened,  in  San 
Francisco?  It  is  a  religious  sect.  Suppose  it  connects  itself  with  the 
support  of  orphans?  Then  the  Legislature  can  grant  to  it  donations  of 
money,  and  m  that  way  uphold  the  sect;  and  so  with  every  other  sect. 
Suppose  that  the  Chinese — as  they  will  do  if  they  are  permitted  to  continue 
commg  here,  and  get  the  right  of  suffrage — connect  their  Joss  houses 
with  the  support  oforphans,  or  charities  of  some  other  character?  Then 
the  Legislature  may  make  an  appropriation  to  support  a  Joss  house.  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  are  running  wild  on  this  subject.  We  ought  to 
take  care  that  we  do  not  infringe  upon  the  principles  of  the  American 
Government,  and  that  is  by  the  State  not  to  support  any  churoh  or  any 
religious  creed.  In  what  we  have  done  the  other  day,  we  have  gone  far 
enough,  God  knows,  and  let  us  stop  there.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
proposition  that  you  will  support  a  church  because  it  connects  itself  with 
some  charity,  is  perfectly  monstrous,  and  this  Convention  ought  to  set  its 
face  against  it. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


aid  of, 
That  KCtion,  in  tonaection  with  tli> 


Mk.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  this  subject  hai  be«n  fully 
iUuminated.    1  move  tbe  previous  quealion. 

The  main  qu«stinu  vas  ordered. 

Thk  CHAIRMAX.     The  queatian  ia  on  tbe  adoptioD  of  the  amc 
meat  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francitoa,  Mr.  Stedman. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Till  CHAIRMAN.     Tlie  queetion  ia  oQ  the  adoption  of  the  anic 
ment  olTered  bj  the  genlleman  from  Sacrnmenio,  Mr.  Freeman. 

The  amendment  waa  rejected. 

Thk  chairman.    The  Seoretarjr  will  read  section  thirty-eight. 

Tbi  8ECBETAHY  read: 

Btc.  38.  The  Legislature  ah  all  have  no  power  to  eive  or  to  lend, or  (a 
authorise  the  giving  or  lending  of  the  credit  of  the  State,  or  of  enj 
oouDty,  city  and  county,  city,  township,  or  other  political  corporation  or 
Bubdiviiton  of  the  State  now  existing,  or  that  may  hereafter  be  eatab- 
liabed,  in  aid  of  or  to  any  peraon,  aaeociation,  or  coqiorati 
municipal  or  otherwise,  or  to  pledge  the  credit  thereof,  in 
whatever,  for  the  payment  of  the  liabilities  of  any  individual,  atuociatton, 
municipat  or  other  corporation  whatever;  nnr  ahal!  it  hare  power  t 
make  any  grant,  or  authorize  the  making  of  any  grant  of  any  publi 
raouey  or  thing  of  value  to  any  individuaT,  municipal  or  other  oorport 
tioD  whateverj  and  tt  shall  not  have  jwwer  to  authorite  the  Slate,  or  any 
political  subdivision  thereof,  to  subecrihs  for  alock,  or  to  become  a  stock- 
nolder  in  any  corporation  whatever. 

Ma,  SCHELL.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  section.  I  do  so  for  tbi! 
reason,  that  in  the  article  on  eorpomtiona  which  has  already  been  adopted, 
is  this  lection :  "Sec.  13.  The  State  shall  not  subBcribe  to  or  bo  inter- 
eated  in  the  stock  of,  or  in  any  manner  loan  ita  credit  to  any  persoD. 
company,  nssnciati on,  or  corporation."  The  Committee  on  City, County, 
and  Township  Organiiatione  have  reported  a  section  which  reads  aa 
follows : 

"Sec.  II.  The  Legislature  ahall  have  no  power  to  impose  taxes  upon 
counties,  cities,  towns,  or  other  public  or  municipal  corporations,  or  upon 
the  inhabitanta  or  property  thereof,  for  county,  city,  town,  or  other 
inuDieij«l  purposes,  but  may,  by  general  laws,  veat  in  the  corporate 
authoriliea  thereof  the  power  toasaess  and  collect  taxes  for  such  pur 

Section  twsnly-one  of  the  same  report  reads; 

"Src.  !I.  No  county,  city,  town,  or  other  public  or  municipal  oorpo 
ration,  by  a  vole  of  its  citizens  or  otherwise,  ahall  become  a  subscribe 
to  the  aipital  Block,  or  a  atockboldw  in  any  corporation,  association,  o 
^pany,  or  make  any  appropriation  or  donation,  or  loan  its  credi 
of,  any  person,  corporation,  association,  cumpany,  or  insti 

>ii  already  adopted  by  thi 

of  this  section  completely,  and  therefore  I  think  it  is  proper  to  strike  i 
-"',  and  for  the  further  reaaon  that  the  suhject- 

tions.    So  far  aa  the  State  m 
article  on  corporations. 
Ma.  BARfiOUB.    I  second  tl 


'  Mb.  TERRY.  Mr.  rhairmaD:  lean  find  no  place  more  appropriate 
for  limiting  the  power  of  tbe  Legislature  than  in  tbe  article  on  legisla- 
tive department.  I  can  lind  no  committee  who  can  more  properly  report 
B  limitation  upoik  the  power  of  the  Legislature  than  the  oommillee  -'  - 
have  in  charge  that  portion  of  the  Constitution.  Now  this  seclio 
reported,  is  simply  a  hmilatina  upon  the  power  of  the  Legislature;  that 
the  Legislature  ahall  not  authorize  the  State,  or  any  county  in  the  Stale, 
to  do  certain  things.  It  comes  peculiarly  within  tbe  province  of  that 
committee,  and  was  reported  b);  that  committee.  So  far  as  this  section 
iif  Committee  on  Corporations  is  concerned,  1  will  say  that  when  that 
section  thirteen  woa  read  I  did  offer  this  section  aa  a  lubetitute  for  it.  It 
was  anernard  recommitted  to  the  committee,  and  t  think  that  it 
belonged  lo  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Departnient.  It  does  not  cover 
Ihe  provisions  of  this  section,  and  if  it  did  there  is  no  reaaon  why  thia 
should  be  stricken  out.    This  reads; 

"  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  give  or  to  lend,  or  to  author- 
ize the  givmg  or  lending,  of  the  credit  of  the  Stale,  or  of  any  county, 
city  and  county,  city,  township,  or  other  political  corporation  or  sub- 
division of  the  Stale  now  existing,  or  that  may  be  hereafter  ealabliahed, 
in  aid  of  or  to  any  person,  association,  or  corporation,  whether  muni- 
cipal or  otherwise,  or  to. pledge  the  credit  thereof,  in  any  manner  what- 
ever, for  the  payment  of  the  liabilities  of  any  individual,  aasociatinn, 
muiiicijal,  or  other  corporation  whatever;  nor  ahall  it  have  power  lo 
make  any  grant,  or  authorize  the  making  of  any  grant,  of  any  public 
money  or  thing  of  value  to  any  individual,  muuiciiial,  or  other  corpo- 
ration whatever;  and  it  ahall  not  have  power  lo  authorize  the  Stale,  or 
any  political  subdivisioD  thereof,  to  subscribe  for  alock,  or  to  become  a' 
stockholder  in  any  corporation  whatever." 

It  is  a  limitation  upon  the  power  of  the  Legislature;  and  where  can 
it  be  more  properly  put  than  in  the  article  on  tiie  legislative  depart- 
ment. If  the  section  is  a  good  one,  this  ia  the  time  to  adopt  it,  and  (his 
ia  the  place  where  it  ought  to  be  puL 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  if  Ihia  pro- 
viaion  is  lo  be  found  in  the  Constitution  at  all,  it  should  be  found  here. 
The  question  might  arise  when  we  are  considering  the  power  of  niuni- 
cipalities.  as  to  whether  they  might  be  permitted  to  subacribe  far  stock 
in  any  corporation,  but  it  belongs  to  the  power  of  the  Legislature; 
because  whatever  a  municipality  does  in  the  way  of  subscribing  for 
stock,  it  doea  only  under  the  aulhoriialion  of  the  Legislature.  It  seems 
to  me  tliut  this  section  ought  to  remain  here,  and  when  the  other  sec- 


MB.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman  ;  1  believe  it  was  the  gei. 
standing  that  if  this  section  was  adopled  when  we  came  t 
report,  that  we  should  strike  out  the  section  in  the  article 
liona  when  it  was  taken  up  again.     It  was  conceded  by  a  la 

lo  each  municipal  subdivision  in  the  SUte,  ab  that  there  ah 
doubt,  and  not  be  embodied  in  four  or  Qve  difTeqint  sections 
it  should  be  passed  as  it  is.  If  1  understand  this  matter  it  ii 
belonge  in  the  article  on  legislative  department. 


I  Corporations  limita  what  the  State  may  do  i 
loaning  its  credit  to  corporations,  but  this  section  goes  forth) 
vides  what  the  Stale  may  not  do,  not  merely  in  aid  of  corpo 
in  aid  of  city,  county,  township,  and  other  political  organiia 
in  favor  of  individuals.  Now,  if  we  should  strike  this  sei 
very  important  portion  of  this  provision  would  not  appear  a 
this  (>>iistilution.  It  seema  to  me  that  there  are  proviaiona 
tion  that  are  not  contained  in  any  other  section. 

Tbi  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
from  Sloni"' —  ""  "-■■-"  -- -■- 


Them 


I,  Mr.  &chell,toetrikeoi 


these 


.   SMITH,  of  Fourth   District.     Mr.   Chairman :  I  s 

amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read  : 

"Insert  in  line  eleven,  after  the  word  'State,' the  woids 
county,  city  and  countv,  or  other  political  corporation.'  " 

Ma.  TERRY.  Is  that  any  more  comprehensive  than  "or 
cal  subdivision  thereof?" 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.     The  Chair  heara  no  second. 

Ma.  STEDMAN.     I  second  it. 

Ma.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Under  the  deciaiona  of  tl 
Court,  AS  I  under^land  them,  that  doea  not  mean  anything,  1 
subdivisions  of  the  State  heretofore  have  been  allowed  locon 
subscribe  to  tbe  stock  of  railroad  Gompnniea.  I  do  not  see  wl 
be  left  out  here,  when  it  is  in  the  first  part  of  the  section. 

Ma.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  like  lo  offer  an  i 
to  the  first  line,  and  make  it  conform  to  the  report  of  the  Co 
Citv,  Countv,  and  Township  Oreaniiations. 

"Thi  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  section  thirty-eight,  line  one,  by  inserting,  «(le 
'  power,"  the  words  '  by  a  vote  of  the  electors  or  otherwise.' " 

Ma.  H ACER,    The  object  is 

The  CHAIRMAN.  'Hie  gentleman's  amendment  ia  noi 
There  is  another  amendment  pending.  The  vote  will  be  tal 
firat. 

Ma.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  thert 
ticulor  reason  for  this  I  will  withdraw  the  amendment, 
reaaon  why  they  should   not  be  included  in   the  latter  j 


Thi  CHAIRMAN.  The  queatiuD  is  on  the  adoption  of  t 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kern,  Mr.  Smith. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mb.  HACER.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  provides  that  the 
shall  have  no  power  lo  give  or  to  lend,  or  to  authorize  thi 
lending  of  the  credit  of  the  State,orof  any  county,  city  and  c 
township,  or  other  political  corporation  or  subdivision;  but 
lature  might  authorize  a  county  or  city  by  a  vote  of  the  pe 
aelvca  to  do  this  thing. 

Ma.  GREGG.    In  the  sixth  line  it  ii  provided  for.    It  sa; 

Ma.  LEWIS.     Does  not  the  word  "authorise"  in  the  i 

Ml.  EAGER.     Perhaps  it  ia  strong  enough;  I  do  not  kc 

section  ia  atrong  enough.     I  will  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Me.  BARTkiN.    I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  pi 


word  '  any,'  the  words '  t 

J  anv  nol 

Mr.  HERRINGTON. 
amendment  ia  becnuse  we  all  understand  how  easy  it  is,  whei 
makes  up  ita  mind  that  a  political  subdivision  of  a  StalJe  mig 
not  with  propriety  be  extended  lo  a  municipality,  or  ral 
municipality  waaa  kind  of  political  subdiviaion  of 'a  county 
could  ao  decide.  I  think  it  will  make  it  a  little  more  eipli. 
municipalities  are  carved  out  of  counties,  and  are  really  Buh 
a  subdivision ;  and  as  long  as  that  courae  has  been  prel 
throughout  the  Constitution,  I  think  it  not  inadvisable  to 
word,  ao  as  to  make  it  definite  and  certain,  in  consequence 
made  use  of  tbe  word  in  another  provision  of  the  ConstituI 
was  really  intended  that  they  should  not  be  conatrued  as  a  poli 


Ma.  HITCHCOCK.    I  ni 


e  the  previous  question. 
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The  chairman.  The  question  ia  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Thk  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  thirty-nine. 

The  SECRETARY  read  : 

Sec.  39.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  grant,  or  authorize 
any  county  or  municipal  authority  to  grant,  any  extra  compensation  or 
allowance  to  any  public  officer,  agent,  servant,  or  contractor,  after  ser- 
vice has  been  rendered,  or  a  contract  has  been  entered  into  and  per- 
formed, in  whole  or  in  part,  nor  to  pay,  or  to  authorize  the  payment 
of  any  claim  hereafter  created  against  the  State,  or  any  county  or 
municipality  of  the  State,  under  any  agreement  or  contract  made  with- 
out express  authority  of  law;  and  all  such  unauthorized  agreements  or 
contracts  shall  be  null  and  void. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

NOTICE. 

Mb.  SHOEMAKER.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  a  notice. 
The  secretary  read : 

I  hereby  glre  notice  that  I  will  move  to  amend  Standing  Rule  Number  Fifty-three, 
by  striking  therefrom  the  urnrda  following,  to  wit:  ^  Two  hundred  and  fifty  copies 
of  the  file  for  each  day  shall  be  printed.** 

Laid  over  for  oile  day. 

The  hour  having  arrived,  the  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until 
two  o'clock  p.  M. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  u.  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 

Roll  called  and  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.     I  second  the  motion. 

Ms.  VACQUEREL.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  to  a  Question  of  privilege. 
I  want  to  explain  in  reference  to  a  resolution  publisned  in  various  news- 
papers libeling  me. 

The  CHAIRMAN:    The  gentleman  will  have  leave. 

QUBSTIOK  OF   PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  VACQUEREL.  Mr.  President:  I  regret  to  have  to  rise  before 
this  honorable  body  for  a  question  of  privilege,  but,  sir,  when  a  few  men 
try  to  dirty  my  name»  try  to  stain  my  honor,  I  would  be  a  coward  and 
a  man  unworthy  of  the  esteem  of  any  one  if  I  did  not  reply.  When  I 
eeo  men  who,  for  the  sake  of  ambitious  purposes,  want  to  stain  what  I 
hold  dearer  than  life,  I  declare  that  I  will  not  be  immolated  as  a  lamb. 
This  question,  I  want  it  well  understood,  is  not  one  of  party;  the  party 
is  free  from  any  of  those  acts,  and  I  am  glad  to  state  it  ,*  it  is  a  personal 
affair — it  is  only  a  question  of  supremacy  of  a  few  men  over  a  few 
others.  But,  Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  if  the 
men  that  have  been  the  cause  of  such  shameful  proceeding  have  lost  all 
sense  of  justice,  I  am  determined  to  explain  mvself  if  the  earth  itself 
was  to  give  way  beneath  my  feet,  and  I  should  nght  it  on  this  line  if  it 
took  all  my  life.  I  hold,  sir, -a  letter  which  has  been  sent  to  me,  and  I 
wish  the  Secretary  would  read  it. 

The  secretary  read  as  follows : 

Sbnatb  Chambeb,  December  21, 1878. 
A.  Yacqubbbi.,  Esq.:  Dear  Sir:  In  accordance  with  a  resolution  passed  at  a 
.  meeting  of  the  (>>nstitutionaI  Club,  held  Thursday  evening,  December  twentieth, 
fightean  hundred  aud  seyenty-eight,  you  are  requested  to  attend  a  meeting  of  said 
dob  to  be  held  this  erening  at  room  flfty-nlne,  State  Capitol,  and  show*  cause,  if 
any,  why  you  acted  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  said  club  in  relation  to  the  election  of 
a  repreaentatire  to  fill  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  death  of  B.  V.  Kenny. 

Respectfully, 

JAMES  N.  BARTON,  President. 
J.  L.  Flyxn,  Secretary. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order,  air;  that,  under  the 
authorities,  this  is  not  a  fl[ue8tion  of  privilege.  I  read  from  the  Law  and 
Practice  of  Legislative  Assemblies,  by  Cushing,  section  fifteen  hundred 
and  three : 

"  It  has  accordingly  been  decided,  in  that  amembly,  that  the  following 
subjects,  among  others,  may  be  entertained  therein  as  matters  of  privi- 
lege— that  is  to  say,  questions  relating  to  the  right  of  members  and  dele- 
gates to  be  qualified— including,  of  course,  their  credentials — namely : 
members  who  are  duly  returned,  but  were  not  present  at  the  organisa- 
tion of  the  house,*  members  entitled  to  seats  by  the  determination  of  a 
controverted  election,  and  members  returned  to  fill  vacancies;  questions 
affecting  the  right  of  members  to  their  seats,  whether  existing  in  the 
shape  of  charges  contained  in  a  petition,  or  in  resolutions  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Elections,  or  otherwise,  and  pending  in  tiie  house; 
questions  relating  to  the  character  or  conduct  of  members — as,  for  exam- 
ple, resolutions  to  censure  or  expel  a  member ;  the  right  of  a  member  to 
defend  himself  against  the  charge  in  a  petition  lying  on  the  table;  the 
report  of  a  select  committee  for  investigating  certain  charges  against  a 
member;  a  complaint  of  one  member  against  another  for  a  supposed 
insult  in  the  house,  for  words  used  by  the  former  in  debate;  and  m  con- 
sidering and  returning  the  letter  of  a  public  officer  containing  injurious 
reflections  upon  a  member  for  words  used  by  him  in  debate;  questions 
relating  to  the  conduct  of  persons  in  the  employment  of  the  house — as, 
for  example,  a  resolution  to  dismiss  one  of  its  printers  for  charging  a 


member  with  falsehood,  or  to  expel  a  reporter  from  the  house  for  giving 
a  false  and  scandalous  account  of  a  debate;  questions  relating  to  the 
general  or  aggregate  privileges  of  the  house— as,  for  example,  the  remon- 
strance of  a  foreign  diplomatic  agent,  to  one  of  the  heads  of  departments, 
on  the  passing  of  a  certain  bill  of  Congress;  a  common  report  that  mem- 
bers haa  been  threatened  by  a  mob;  resolution  for  correctmg  the  Journal 
when  it  is  not  made  up  according  to  the  facts,  and  the  correction  relates 
to  some  matter  then  pending  Mfore  the  house;  ^  false  account,  in  a 
public  newspaper,  of  what  took  place  in  the  house  on  a  certain  occasion ; 
a  report,  lying  on  the  table,  concerning  a  personal  conflict  between  two 
members;  whether  the  Journal  of  the  house  has  been  printed,  by  its 
direction,  according  to  the  requisitions  of  the  (k)nstitution ;  the  report  of 
a  committee,  chargmg  a  witness  before  them  with  contumacy ;  questions 
relating  to  an  impeachment,  and  to  the  report  of  a  committee  appointed 
to  investi^te  the  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  reference 
to  a  certam  matter." 

The  chair.  The  Chair  entertains  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  the 
case  presented  here  is  not  only  a  breach  of  the  privilege  of  the  member, 
but  also  a  gross  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  Convention  itself.  The 
point  of  oi^er  is  overruled. 

Mr.  VACQUEREL.  Now,  gentlemen,  have  I  been  recognized  as  a 
delegate  on  this  floor,  according  to  section  five  of  an  Act  to  provide  for  a 
Convention  to  frame  a  new  Constitution  for  the  State  of  California? 
If  I  am  a  delegate,  as  such  I  am  entitled  to  the  same  privileges  as  any 
other.  Now  section  six  says :  **  For  any  speech  or  debate  in  the  Con- 
vention the  delegate  shall  not  be  questionea  in  any  other  place."  And 
further,  **  The  Convention  shall  have  the  power  to  punish  as  a  con- 
tempt," etc.  (Section  five.)  I  ask  you,  gentlemen,  if  that  letter  is 
not  m  direct  opposition  with  the  Act  that  created  this  Convention,  and 
if  it  is  not  a  control  or  influence  over  me  as  a  delegate  and  over  my 
vote  ?  Now,  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  refer  to  malicious  reports  published 
in  diflerent  papers.  And  paragraph  three  of  section  six  says  that  the 
Convention  shall  have  power  to  punish  as  a  contempt  any  malicious 
report  of  the  conduct  of  a  member  in  his  delegate  capacity.  A  resolution 
has  been  published  in  almost  all  papers : 

'*  Whxrbas,  On  the  sixteenth  instant,  this  Club,  by  its  unanimous 
vote,  agreed  to  nominate  and  support  Hon.  J.  R.  Sharpstein  for  dele- 
gate to  fill  a  vacancy  in  consequence  of  the  death  of  Hon.  B.  F.  Kenny ; 
and  whereas,  P.  T.  DowNngdid,  on  the  eighteenth  instant,  conspire  with 
enemies  of  the  Workiugmen's  party  to  place  in  nomination  a  candidate 
in  opposition  to  said  candidate  of  said  Club,  the  said  Dowling  being 
himself  present  and  participating  without  objection  to  said  nommation; 
therefore, 

"  BeJiolved,  That  P.  T.  Dowling  be  and  is  hereby  expelled  from  this  club 
and  his  name  be  stricken  from  the  roll. 

"  Vaoquerel  was  also  expelled  for  the  same  reason,  except  that  he  was 
not  present  and  did  not  participate  in  the  nomination  of  Snarpstein." 

Now,  gentlemen,  I  am  punished  for  a  crime  that  I  have  not  commit- 
ted. I  am  expelled  because  I  was  not  present  in  the  club,  and  because  I 
did  not  participate  in  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Sharpstein.  But  it  appears 
that  I  have  conspired  with  the  enemies  of  the  Workingmen's  party. 
Why?  Because  some  gentlemen  elected  on  the  Non-partisan  ticket 
voted  for  Mr.  Kenny.  Why,  I  ask,  in  the  name  of  God,  how,  and  by 
what  means,  did  my  opponents  expect  to  name  Mr.  Sharpstein  ?  Was 
it  not  with  the  aid  of  the  votes  of  the  Non-partisans?  And  am  I  a  con- 
spirator and  they  are  not?    I  let  you  judge,  gentlemen. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The 
gentleman  in  speaking  to  his  question  of  privilege,  as  I  understand  it, 
complains  that  his  rights  have  oeen  infringed  upon  under  the  law  which 
provides  that  for  any  speech  or  debate  in  the  Convention  the  delegate 
shall  not  be  questioned  m  any  other  place.  He  has  read  a  resolution 
calling  him  to  question  and  expelling  nim  from  a  voluntary  association, 
which  states  distinctly  that  it  was  not  for  any  speech  or  debate,  and  he 
himself  states  thaK  it  was  on  account  of  a  vote  cast  and  after  the  vote 
was  cast. 

Thk  president.    The  gentleman  cannot  argue  the  question. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  No.  The  gentleman  does  not  wish  to  argue  it,  but 
wishes,  if  possible,  to  state  the  point  raised.  Now,  the  section  of  the 
statute  which  he  read  does  not  say  that  he  shall  not  be  called  in  question 
for  any  vote.  Now,  the  point  I  wish  to  make  is,  that  he  is  pretending  to 
have  been  influenced  in  casting  a  vote  that  was  already  cast  and  passed 
into  the  record.  He  has  been  called  to  question  concerning  what  had 
already  taken  place,  and,  therefore,  could  not  have  been  influe^bed. 

Thi  president.  The  gentleman's  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 
The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Vacquerel,  will  proceed. 

Mr.  VACQUEREL.  But,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  argue  my 
cause  with  the  help  of  the  law  that  created  this  Convention,  as  perhaps 
those  men,  having  not  created  that  law,  do  not  care  about  its  right, 
although  when  Saturday  night  comes  they  find  the  law  to  be  a  very  good 
one.  I  will  only  take  the  platform,  and  constitution,  and  resolutions  of  the 
party  which  I  am  accused  to  have  betrayed,  and  will  explain  and  prove 
my  reasons  for  voting  for  Mr.  Kenny,  as  I  have  stated  in  my  answer; 
I  will  not  read  it,  it  will  be  superfluous,  and  here  it  says :  '^Resolved, 
First — That  we  recognize  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  of  America 
as  the  great  charter  of  our  liberties  and  the  paramount  law  of  the  land." 
Therefore,  if  we  do  recognize  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  I,  as 
a  citizen,  claim  my  equal  right.  Further :  ''And,  whereas,  our  Courts 
have  been  corrupted,  the  equal  rights  of  the  people  violated  until  the 
administration  of  justice  has  become  a  mockerv  and  a  farce."  As  Mr. 
Sharpstein — and  I  wish  you  well  to  understand  that  I  do  not  say  any- 
thing against  the  gentleman ;  I  do  not  know  him,  I  never  spoke  to  him — 
but  this  is  the  question :  As  Mr.  Sharpstein  has  been  a  Judge,  and 
administrator  of  justice,  I  thought,  having  no  exception  made  in  his 
favor,  that  he  belonged  to  the  whole  crowd,  and,  to  not  make  any  mis- 
take, I  kept  him  there.  Further  it  says :  **  Resolved,  That  all  candidates 
for  election  to  any  office  in  the  gift  of  the  Workingmen'a  party  of  Cali- 
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fomia  must  be  selected  from  the  ranks  of  the  clubs,  trade  unions, 
societies,  and  associations,  and  that  the  names  of  such  candidates  must 
be  found  on  the  rolls  of  such  clubs,  trade  uuions,  societies,  and  associ- 
ations." Havine  been  a  member  of  the  Charter  Oak  Hall  Convention, 
I  know  very  wefi  the  gentleman  came  in  just  for  the  nomination,  and 
was  not  a  member  of  any  club ;  if  he  is  since  I  cannot  say.  But  further, 
I  will  come  to  the  pledge  I  have  taken :  **  That  I  will  discourage  all 
office  seeking."  Then,  as  I  took  a  pledge  to  not  enoouraee  office  seeking 
I  thought  that  a  man  beaten  by  the  people,  beaten  by  this  Convention, 
bringing  or  authorizing  his  name  to  be  brought  up  agftin  to  try  to 
defeat  others  who  never  sought  for  the  position,  was  an  office  seeker,  and 
if  it  is  not  office  seeking  then  I  acknowledge  that  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  office  seeking  means. 

But,  irentlemen,  section  eight  of  the  same  platform  says:  "We  repu- 
diate all  spirit  of  communism."  Do  the  authors  of  such  resolutions  and 
such  proceedings  against  me  know  what  communism  means?  Why,  as 
French  by  birth,  I  can  explain  it  to  them.  A  Communist — not  a  com- 
munalist — is  a  man  that  wants  liberty,  fortune,  land,  privileges,  and  so 
forth,  all  to  himself;  providing  that  his  neighbor  shall  have  none  of  the 
same,  no  matter  how  he  may  need  it.  The  maxim  is:  All  for  me — 
nothing  for  others;  and  I  hope  the  Convention  will  judge  if  I  am  a 
Communist;  because  I  claim  for  myself  the  same  rights  as  I  claim  for 
others — which  rights  are  denied  to  me.  I  ask  you,  gentlemen,  if  I  have 
ever  departed  an  inch  from  m v  oath  ?  On  the  nineteenth  of  June  last^ 
the  day  of  the  election,  was  there  any  specification  on  the  ticket  that 
some  of  the  candidates  were  to  be  speakers,  others  to  manage  the  cat-o'- 
nine-tails,  and  I  nominated  to  be  whipped?  No,  we  were  all  equal; 
same  rights,  no  more  nor  less  power  one  than  another;  and  still,  to-day 
some  take  the  power  to  force  me  to  vote,  to  gag  me,  and  to  try  to  stain 
me,  but  I  will  not  submit  to  it. 

But  why  all  this  trouble  because  I  have  voted  for  an  honest  working- 
man,  a  man  that  has  done  for  the  party  more  than  a  good  many  of  his 
antagonists  have  done?  Has  it  not  been  declared  in  this  hall  that  wo 
did  not  want  any  "old  fossil,"  and  because  I  vote  for  a  young  man  I  am 
treated  worse  than  any  criminal.  Explain  what  you  want,  gentlemen. 
I  try  to  do  according  to  your  own  words,  and  you  are  not  pleased. 
Really  I  cannot  understand  such  inconsistency.  Now,  that  is  not  the 
question.  To  serve  your  own  purpose  you  want  to  destroy  a  man  that 
acts  right — a  man  that  dares  say  to  your  face, "  The  Workingmen's  party 
has  no  worse  enemies  than  some  of  you."  You  might  not  do  it  pur- 
posely, but  you  do  it  independently,  of  your  own  free  will.  Why,  you 
deny  mv  right  to  vote.  What  would  you  have  said  on  election  day  if 
you  had  been  forced  to  vote  for  a  Non-partisan,  or  Republican,  or  Demo- 
crat? Would  you  not  have  rebellea?  And  still  you  find  it  extra- 
ordinary that  I  protest.  But  why  did  you  not  take  the  same  steps 
toward  other  delegates  who  voted  for  Mr.  Kenny  ?  Why  do  you  attack 
only  Mr.  Dowling  and  I?  Why,  I  will  tell  you.  Because  you  dare  not  do 
it,  knowing  that  these  men  would  act  as  manly  as  I  do,  if  not  more.  Do 
vou  for  an  instant  suppose,  gentlemen  of  this  Convention,  that  I,  who 
have  abandoned  frienas,  position,  family*  because  I  could  not  live  under 
a  despotic  government — I,  who  came  into  this  land  of  the  free,  where 
one  can  breathe  freely,  thank  God,  where  the  sun  shines  for  everybody, 
should  have  come  to  be  a  slave?  Why,  Mr.  President,  have  I  fallen  so 
low  as  that?  No,  thank  God;  the  blood  that  circulates  in  my  body  is 
not  the  blood  that  will  submit  to  slavery.  Such  resolutions  as  the  one 
adopted — not  unanimously,  I  am  glad  to  say,  for  I  know  the  best  intel- 
ligences took  my  side;  I  know  them,  and  I  thank  them — such  resolu- 
tions, I  say,  I  treat  with  the  contempt  it  deserves;  and  I  declare  it  in 
the  face  or  all,  and  wish  to  God  that  my  voice  could  be  heard  all  over 
the  State  of  California — nay,  over  the  whole  Union — that  the  meanness  of 
such  resolutions  or  slurs  shall  never,  never  attain  the  height  of  my  dis- 
dain and  contempt  for  its  authors. 

I  have  now  but  a  very  few  more  words  to  say.  Last  Friday  night  I 
happened  to  go  to  the  office  of  a  newspaper  in  this  city — the  Record- 
Union.  I  did  not  know  that  I  was  doing  any  harm.  I  really  had  no  such 
intention ;  but  several  gentlemen  came  to  me  and  said  it  looked  sus- 
picious to  go  to  the  Record-Union  and  tiy  to  have  anything  published. 
Well,  gentlemen,  I  went  to  the  Record-Union,  and  I  want  to  tell  you 
why:  to  have  an  article  inserted  in  that  paper,  which  is  entitled  "A 
Countryman  of  Lafayette  Speaks  for  the  Flag,"  and  if  I  did  wrong  in 
going  and  defending  the  flag  that  I  have  sworn  to  sustain  you  can  blame 
me  for  dping  it.     I  thank  you  yery  much  for  your  kind  attention. 

Mr.  DOWLING.    Mr.  President :  I  send  up  a  resolution. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

WBKRXAa,  Od  the  twentloih  day  of  December,  eighteen  hundred  and  •eTenty^efght, 
the  following  named  persons  wore  nominated  for  election  to  fill  the  vacancy  in 
this  Convention  caused  by  the  death  of  Honorable  Bernard  F.  Kenny,  of  San 
Francisco,  namely :  John  R.  Sharpstein,  John  J.  Kenny,  one  Lloyd,  and  Leotiard; 
and  whereas,  I  cast  my  vote  for  the  said  John  J.  Kenny ;  and  whereas,  on  the 
twentieth  day  of  Decerol>er,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  I  was  citod  to 
appear  before  the  Workingmen*s  Constitutional  Club,  assembled  in  room  fifty- 
nine,  State  Capitol,  Sacramento,  to  show  cause  why  I  should  not  be  expelled  from 
membership  in  said  club  for  having  cast  my  vote  as  above  stated ;  and  whereas,  at 
the  time  aforesaid  I  was  a  member  of  said  club  in  good  standing;  and  whereas,  I 
refused  to  appear  l>efore  said  club  for  the  purpose  of  being  questioned  or  punished 
for  having  cast  my  vote  as  above  stated,  the  said  club  proceeded  to  expel  me,  and 
did  expel  me  on  Mid  day  fh)m  said  club,  and  cause  my  name  to  be  stricken  from 
the  roll  of  said  club,  as  a  punishment  for  having  voted  in  this  Convention  for  the 
said  John  J.  Kenny,  and  for  the  purpose  of  disgracing  and  degrading  me  in  the 
eyes  of  the  people  of  this  State,  and  for  the  purpose  of  menacing  and  influencing 
ue,  and  compelling  me  in  the  future  to  cast  my  vote  according  to  the  wishes  of 
the  other  member  of  said  club,  and  in  utter  disregard  of  my  privileges  as  a  dele- 
gate in  the  Constitutional  Convention  of  the  SUte  of  California,  and  in  contempt 
of  the  law  and  the  dignity  of  this  Convention ;  and  whereas,  the  said  club  is  com- 
posed of  the  following  named  persons,  who  were  present  and  who  voted  fur  my 
expulsion  from  said  club,  and  who  anthoriKed  the  above  citation  to  be  served  on 
me,  namely:  James  N.  Barton,  President  of  said  club;  J.  Klynn,  Secretary; 
Clitus  Barbour,  C.  J.  Beervtecher,  Barry,  Bell,  Condon,  Cross,  Davis,  Dean,  Farrell, 
Gorman,  Grace,  Harrison,  Honington,  Joyce,  Morse,  Nelson,  Reynolds,  Smith, 
Stedman,  Swenson,  Weill n,  West,  White,  and  Wyait ;  be  it  therefore 


Sesdved^  That  the  above  named  persons,  and  each  and  every  one  of  them,  are 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  my  privilege  as  a  member  of  this  Convention,  and  of  contempt 
of  this  honorable  body ;  and  be  it  fiirther 

Rttclved^  That  they  be  cited  to  appear  before  this  Convention  to  answer  therefor ; 
and  be  it  further 

Re$olved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  by  the  President  to  investigate  the 
charges  above  fully  set  forth,  and  report  thereon. 

P.  T.  UOWLINO. 

December  21, 1878. 

Mr.  CROSS.  Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  set  myself  right  now.  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  this  matter.  If  I  had  I 
would  stand  up  to  what  I  did.  I  have  not  attended  the  meetings  of  the 
club,  because  I  did  not  think  I  needed  the  counsels  of  anybody.  My 
name  appears  in  that  list,  and  I  wish  to  say  now  that  I  have  not  hacl 
anything  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  D£AN.    I  can  say  the  same. 

SPIICH  OP  MR.   DOWLINO. 

Mr.  dowling.  Mr.  President:  If  the  facts  which  I  have  stated  in 
connection  with  the  resolution  just  sent  up  to  the  Clerk's  desk  be  true — 
and  I  invite  investigation — it  is  (^uite  clear  to  my  mind  that  my  privi- 
lege as  a  delegate  to  this  Convention  has  been  violated^  and  this  honor- 
able body  treated  with  contempt,  by  the  parties  named  in  the  resolution. 
The  law  denies  the  right  to  any  person  or  association  of  persons  to  ques- 
tion a  member  of  this  Convention  about  anything  which  he  may  say  or 
do  on  this  floor.  Yet  this  so  called  Constitutional  Club  has  not  only 
asserted  this  right,  in  defiance  of  the  law,  to  question  me  for  the  way  in 
which  I  cast  my  vote  in  the  matter  of  filling  the  vacancy  occasioned  by 
the  death  of  Honorable  B.  F.  Kenny,  but  have  assumed  the  ri^ht  to 
punish  and  disgrace  me.  Considerable  ill  feeling  has  been  created  m  the 
premises,  owing  to  the  part  I  have  acted.  Unfortunately,  however,  my 
real  intentions  have  been  dwarfed,  contorted,  and  misconstrued.  I  have 
been  accused  of  conspiracy,  of  treachery,  to  break  up  our  organization, 
and  create  dissensions  in  the  ranks  of  the  representatives  of  the  Work- 
ingmen.  And  what  for?  Because  I  considered  I  was  right — for  exer- 
cismg  my  own  cool,  calm,  and  deliberate  judgment;  and  certainly  I  was 
right.  I  can  die  for  my  principles,  but  I  cannot  afford  to  expire  twice 
for  a  man.  I  do  not  like  to  see  the  organization  to  which  I  belong  made 
an  instrument  by  which  political  aspirants  can  rise  themselves  into 
prominence  and  power;  or,  in  other  words,  I  don't  like  to  see  Working- 
men  made  steppmg-stones  of  any  longer.  As  I  belong  to  the  Working- 
men's  party,  I  certainly  want  to  see  workingmen  nommated  to  fill  posi- 
tions for  which  they  are  capable.  Why,  sir,  I  can  take  a  data  and  swing 
it  at  leisure  and  lasso  as  many  men  from  among  the  common  people, 
with  the  same  amount  of  intelligence,  as  this  Convention  possesses ;^  and 
still,  when  an  office  is  to  be  ^11m,  we  must  have  a  lawyer  to  come  for- 
ward. I  have  nothing  against  lawyers,  in  their  particular  sphere,  at  all, 
but  our  great  misfortune  is  that  they  form  th'e  aristocracy  m  a  democr 
racy.  I^  Tocqueville  says  that  if  he  were  asked  where  would  he  place 
the  aristocracy  of  America,  he  would  place  it  on  the  bench  and  at  the 
bar.  The  great  curse  of  our  common  oountir  to-day  is  that  the  govern- 
ment is  in  the  hands  of  the  non-producing  classes,  and  taken  away  from 
the  source  to  which  it  properly  belongs — from  the  hands  of  the  great 
industrial  masses  of  the  community. 

Who  is  Judge  Sharpstein?  I  don't  know  anything  about  his  antece- 
dents prior  to  the  time  I  tendered  him  the  nomination  to  be  a  candidate 
on  our  ticket  at  lar^e  for  a  delegate  to  this  Constitutional  Convention. 
He  never  appeared  in  the  movement  until  the  party  was  built  up,  and 
then  he  only  figured  as  a  candidate  for  office.  Sul>sequently,  however, 
he  gained  considerable  notoriety,  and  lately  he  has  been  looked  upon  as 
a  sage,  a  martyr  for  the  cause.  I  saw  in  the  election  of  Sharpstein  omi- 
nous signs  for  the  Workingmen's  party;  indeed,  the  |^me  was  made, 
and  every  time  that  I  can  kickat  a  ring,  I  certainly  will. 

**  I  saw  it  all  in  fancy*!  glass — 

Herself  the  fair,  the  wild  magician — 

Who  bade  each  splendid  day  dream  pass, 

And  named  each  gliding  apparition.** 

If  81\|krpstein  wants  to  be  a  benefactor  to  the  people,  he  must  not  bite 
every  time  that  an  office  is  held  out  to  him.  Although  Sharpstein  was 
brought  into  the  movement  for  a  purpose,  he  nor  nobody  else  must  think 
that  they  can  use  it  for  a  purpose.  I  do  not  care  if  he  were  the  greatest 
man  in  the  world,  I  could  not  conscientiously  vote  for  him,  under  the 
circumstances. 

Local  representation  is  the  great  nrinolple  of  democracy.  It  is  nearer 
and  dearer  to  me  than  all,  and  still  for  having  adhered  to  this  para- 
mount principle  I  am  disgraced  in  the  eyes  of  my  constituency,  held 
up  to  mockery,  and  pointed  at  with  the  finger  of  scorn.  This  principle 
was  admitted  on  this  floor  on  more  than  one  occasion.  It  was  admitted 
in  filling  the  vacant  chair  of  the  late  lamented  ex-Governor  H.  H. 
Haight,  from  Alameda ;  it  was  admitted  in  filling  the  seats  made  vacant 
by  the  two  deceased  members  from  Merced  and  Mariposa;  but  was  it 
admitted  when  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Morris?  No.  The  electors  of  the  Sixth  Ward  in  San  Francisco  were 
not  consulted;  but  in  that  case  it  can  be  overlooked,  from  the  fact  that 
that  ward  had  but  a  half  organization.  However,  Mr.  Sharpstein  was 
nominated,  and  I  sustained  him;  but  he  was  defeated.  One  defeat  is 
enough  for  any  man  to  sustain  on  this  floor. 

On  this  occasion  considerable  animosity  was  manifested,  and  the 
private  and  public  character  of  the  man  assailed  on  every  side.  In  the 
present  instance  it  is,  however,  different— the  chair  made  vacant  by  the 
death  of  Mr.  Kenny.  The  ward  which  he  represented  has  an  organiza- 
tion, and  according  to  well  established  principles,  every  ward  in  San 
Francisco  has  a  right  to  nominate  its  own  representative,  taken  direct 
from  the  ward  clubs;  and  Judge  Sharpstein  did  not  either  belong  to 
that  club  or  reside  in  the  ward  at  all.  And  for  daring  to  give  this  ward 
a  representation  in  this  honorable  body,  I  am  denounced  in  the  most 
embittered  terms.    This  is  my  crime,  and  this  is  the  reason  I  am  hauled 
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over  the  coals — for  daring  to  come  out  boldly  and  sqnarelv  against  one 
of  the  most  popular  men,  in  the  estimation  of  some  of  the  San  Fran- 
cisco delegation ;  for  daring  to  vote  against  a  caucus  nominee ;  for  daring 
to  do  as  my  head  and  heart  dictated.  If  that  is  a  crime,  they  can  make 
the  most  of  it.  My  obligation  to  the  caucus  ceased  the  day  previous, 
when  the  whole  matter  was  postponed.  But,  sir,  in  my  estimation,  a 
caucus  is  a  fraud,  a  slimy  treacherous  traitor,  and  a  stain  upon  Ameri- 
can politics.  I  abhor  a  caucus,  I  repudiate  a  caucus,  as  inimical  to  every 
well  regulated  government,  and  as  a  libel  on  the  principles  and  platform 
of  the  young  organization  to  which  I  belong.  It  is  a  star  chamber  in 
the  broadest  sense  of  the  term.  I  never  joined  the  Workingmen's  organ- 
ization to  go  into  secret  conclave  at  all.  We  do  all  our  business  open 
and  aboveboard,  in  the  free  ^ir,  under  the  sacred  dome  of  heaven.  I 
did  not  know  what  a  cancus  was  until  I  came  to  Sacramento.  I  learned 
what  it  was  in  this  Capitol,  and  I  find  out  that  it  is  a  nice  contrivance 
for  a  few  men  to  swin^;  the  party  lash,  and  make  deaf  mutes  out  of  honest 
and  intelligent  Workmgmen.  Of  course,  the  poor  Workingmen  are  not 
statesmen ;  they  are  not  able  talkers,  but  they  are,  I  think,  honest  and 
sincere. 

Kow,  sir,  I  claim  it  is  my  privilege  to  vote  fairly  and  squarely,  in 
accord  and  in  harmony  with  tne  dictates  of  my  own  conscience,  on  all 
and  every  proposition,  and  the  law  strictly  defines  that  right  and  privi- 
lege; therefore,  I  submit  these  resolutions  for  your  consideration. 

RRUARKS  OP   MR.   BARBOUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President:  I  did  not  intend  to  pay  any  atten- 
tion to  this  airing  of  the  dirty  linen  of  this  Convention.  I  believe,  sir, 
that  by  the  resolution  there,  I  am  accused  of  a  breach  of  the  high  privi- 
lege of  a  member  of  this  body.  I  deny  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Convention 
over  me  and  my  associates  in  the  matter  of  who  shall  associate  with  us 
and  who  shall  not,  and  that  is  all  there  is  of  it.  I  will  not  pretend  to 
discuss  the  question  here  as  to  the  discipline  of  a  party,  or  anything  of 
that  sort;  but  I  will  simply  remind  this  Convention  that  we — myself 
and  my  a^ociates  here — are  the  judges  of  whether  we  will  associate 
with  men  who  break  their  word  and  betray  their  honor.  I  care  nothing 
about  these  resolutions.  It  was  never  heard  of,  and  it  was  never 
dreamed  6f,  that  the  action  of  political  assemblies,  which  were  organized 
by  Republicans,  by  Democrats,  by  Whigs,  or  what  not  in  Congress,  or  in 
the  State  Legislature,  or  anywhere  else,  should  be  called  in  question,  or 
that  a  Convention  would  undertake  to  determine  who  should  associate 
with  them,  and  who  should  not.  Sir,  it  is  monstrous,  and  I  deny  the 
authority  of  this  Convention  to  determine  that  matter.  What  can  you 
do  with  these  men  ?  Can  you  send  them  back-in  to  the  club?  Can  you 
restore  them  to  their  standing  there?  Why,  sir,  we  are  the  judges  of 
that  matter.  You  propose  to  go  into  an  investigation  of  what  a  political 
club,  or  caucus,  or  whatever  you  call  it,  has  done.  Was  ever  such  a 
thing  heard  of  before?  [To  Mr.  Dowling.]  There  is  one  place  for  you 
lb  go,  sir,  and  that  is  back  to  your  constituents  iu  San  Francisco,  ana  do 
not  come  complaining  and  whining  to  your  enemies. 

[Applause.] 

Mr.  dowling.  I  can  go  back  to  my  constituents  when  I  have  made 
my  pledges  good. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  You  made  pledges  that  you  would  answer  to  your 
constituenta,  and  to  no  one  else,  and  now  you  are  whining  and  complain- 
ing here  in  this  Convention. 

Mr.  DOWLING.    No ;  when  I 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  will  take  his 
seat. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    That  is  all  I  wanted  to  say. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  I  have  a  report  from  a  Committee  on  Mileage 
and 

Thb  chairman.  It  is  not  in  order.  The  question  is  on  the  adop- 
tion of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    I  call  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.     I  move  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  AYERS.    I  second  the  motion. 

RRMARKS   of    MR.   QBACK. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  my  name  is  in  that  list  I  want  to 
say  a  word.  I  would  rather  that  this  resolution  would  not  He  on  the 
table  or  be  indefinitely  postponed.  I  would  like  to  see  the, thing  come 
right  square  up.  I  do  not  speak  in  defiance.  I  consider  that  that  gen- 
tleman violated  the  rules  of  that  club.  They  violated  their  pledge ; 
they  violated  their  platform ;  and  both  the  gentlemen  were  in  Charter 
Oak  Hall  when  they  unanimously  adopted  the  Hibernian  resolu- 
tion which  excluded  them  from  voting  for  or  nominating  any  man  that 
was  an  officer  of  a  Ward  Club;  and  as  I  am  credibly  inK)rmed  Mr. 
Kenny  was  Secretary  of  a  Ward  Club.  He  was  ineligible  for  our  votes, 
while  Mr.  Sharpstem  was  not.  The  gentleman  sat  in  the  club  and 
indorsed  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Sharpstein,  or  at  least  did  not  oppose  it; 
and  I  claim  that  no  man  can  go  back  on  that  and  be  a  gentleman. 

RIMARKS   OF   MR.   CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seemis  to  me,  sir,  that  nothing  can 
more  impede  our  progress  iu  this  Convention  than  anything  which  is 
calculated  to  engender  ill  feeling  among  the  members.  Now,  sir,  if  these 
resolutions  are  taken  up  and  voted  on  it  will  engender  ill  feeling. 
From  this  time  on  our  work,  instead  of  bein^  considered  carefully  hi 
the  interest  of  the  State,  will  be  more  or  less  tmged  with  the  ill  feeling 
which  will  be  created  by  this  resolution.  It  seems  to  me  that  no  benefit 
can  grow  out  of  a  vote  on  this  resolution.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  will 
be  in  the  interest  of  this  house  that  nothing  should  be  done  to  stir  up 
any  further  ill  feeling,  and,  therefore,  I  hope  that  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Joaquin  will  prevail,  and  that  this  matter  will  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 

The  president.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Joaquin. 


RBMARKS  OF   MR.  WTATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.    Mr.  President:  As  I  seem  to  figure  at  the  tail  end  of 
this  farce,  it  is  probably  necessary  that  I  should  figure  as  one  of  the  cul- 

Erits  pleading  before  the  people  of  the  State  of  California,  and  what  I 
ave  to  say  is  this:  that  in  so  far  as  I  had  anything  personal  against  Mr. 
Vacquerel  or  Mr.  Dowling,  it  is  as  far  from  me  as  the  east  is  from  the 
west;  but  the  delegates  of  this  Convention,  elected  and  known  as  the 
Workingmen's  delegates  of  the  State  of  California,  have  an  organization 
here  known  as  the  Constitutional  Club.  That  club  is  attended  by  the 
delegates,  largely,  of  the  Workingmen  of  this  Convention,  and  it  is 
attended  for  the  purpose  of  consultation,  and  for  the  purpose  of  organ- 
ization, and  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what  our  action  will  be  upon 
a  given  question  or  point,  and  for  the  purpose  of  holding  us  level  upon 
the  principles  upon  which  we  were  elected,  sir,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  them  in  the  face  of  the  great  opposition  or  or  the  small 
opposition,  and  for  the  purpose  of  putting  them  forth  and  holding  them 
up  at  any  and  all  risks.  These  two  gentlemen  have  been  members  of 
that  club,  and  me,  as  a  member  of  that  club,  thought  that  they  had 
gone  back  on  us  in  their  action  with  reference  to  the  nomination  of 
Judge  Sharpstein ;  and  I,  as  one  member  of  that  club,  want  no  further 
association  with  them  there.  So  far  as  that  club  was  concerned,  sir,  and 
so  far  as  I  was  authorized  to  speak  for  the  club  and  for  the  Working- 
men's  party  of  this  State,  I  did  vote  to  fire  them  out;  and  I  will  vote  a 
thousand  times  in  that  direction  if  it  is  ever  presented  under  similar 
circumstances.  And  if  it  is  the  will  of  this  Convention  ^hat  I  shall  be 
fired  out  for  doing  these  things,  now  is  as  good  a  time  to  fire  me  as  you 
will  ever  get.     I  will  stand  the  fire  if  I  am  fired  on  that. 

Ma.  HOLMES.    Believing  that  the  Contention  has  no  desire  to  figure 
in  this  at  all,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    As'my  name  is  included  in  these 

The  PRESIDENT.    The  previous  question  has  been  called  for. 

Mr.  holmes.    I  give  way. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    RRDDT. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  President:  The  charge  has  been  made  on  this 
floor  that  the  privileges  of  a  member,  or  of  two  members,  have  been 
violated.  Now,  it  is  in  the  first  instance,  under  the  rules,  the  duty  of 
the  Chair  to  say  whether  there  is  a  question  of  privilege  involved  in  this 
charge  or  not;  and  I  deem  it  to  be  the  duty  of  this  Convention,  if  the 
law  has  been  violated,  to  maintain  its  dignity  and  honor  and  protect  its 
members  from  the  lash  of  any  party.  It  is  simply  dodging  the  question 
to  postpone  this  matter.  If  the  privileges  of  these  men  have  been  vio- 
lated, let  us  stand  up  like  men  and  investigate  it.  These  men  claim 
that  they  have  not  violated  these  privileges.  Let  that  question  be  tried. ' 
This  is  not  the  way  for  men  to  act.  Why,  the  members  of  this  Conven- 
tion could  be  trampled  upon  every  corner;  they  may  be  hooted  at  for 
the  votes  they  may  give  in  this  Convention ;  you  may  find  members 
hooted  as  they  pass  in  the  streets  if  you  do  not  stand  up  and  protect 
yourselves  and  your  dimity,  and  protect  the  dignity  of  this  Convention. 
It  is  true  that  there  is  a  large  body  of  men  here  who  are  opposed  to 
this  proceeding.  Why?  because  the  proceeding  is  threatened  against 
memoers  of  a  secret  society ;  I  do  not  say  whether  it  is  secret  or  public, 
but  a  society  that  liolds  its  members  under  certain  by-laws  ana  rules 
peculiar  to  themselves.  Again,  we  hear  applause  coming  from  the  lobby. 
It  seems  to  me  there  is  a  widespread  sympathy  between  the  gentlemen 
named  and  the  lobby.  There  is  a  great  sympathy  between  them.  But 
I  care  not  for  the  lobby ;  I  care  not  for  the  opinions  of  those  men  who 
would  drive  us  from  our  duty.  No  man  can  deny  that  it  is  the  duty,  if 
the  President  should  decide  that  there  was  a  question  of  privilege 
involved  here,  of  this  Convention,  to  investigate  it ;  and  if  it  is  a  simple 
matter  of  the  right  of  one  gentleman  or  set  of  gentlemen,  to  associate 
with  another  set,  as  claimed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr. 
Barbour,  the  Convention  will  so  decide.  But,  as  I  understand,  it  does 
not  involve  any  such  proposition.  These  gentlemen,  as  I  understand, 
voted,  as  they  state,  according  to  the  dictat^  of  their  own  consciences. 
Another  set  of  men  issued  to  them  a  notice,  by  authority  of  a  certain 
club  signed  by  the  President  of  that  club,  demanding  their  attendance 
at  a  meetine  to  show  cause  to  them  and  answer  to  them  why  they  should 
not  be  expelled  and  punished  for  voting  in  a  given  way.  Now,  if  the 
statute  means  anything,  it  means  that  an  act  of  this  kind  shall  not  be 
permitted.  We  all  understand  the  force  of  numbers.  We  know  that 
forty  or  fifty  men  combined  in  this  matter  can* exercise  a  great  influence. 
They  can  exercise  a  great  influenee  on  this  floor,  and  they  propose  to 
teke  a  member  out  or  this  body,  single  him  out,  make  him  bena  before 
this  forty  or  fifty,  and  there  give  an  account  of  his  action  in  this  Con- 
vention. If  that  is  the  way  this  Convention  is  to  be  run,  if  it  is  to  be 
run  by  forty  or  fifty  men,  by  whipping  and  lashing  their  members  into 
the  traces,  we  might  as  well  go  home  now,  for  the  people  will  not  adopt 
the  ofispring  of  such  a  piece  of  slavery — will  not  adopt  the  offspring  of 
slaves — for  men  are  slaves  who  can  be  treated  in  this  way.  It  is  beneath 
the  dignity  and  honor  of  this  Convention  to  allow  these  members  to  be 
overhauled  in  this  way.  This  action  is  in  violation  of  the  law  of  the 
Stete  to-day.  It  is  in  violation  of  every  principle  of  right.  If  any  set 
of  men  in  the  world  should  be  protected  against  influences  of  this  kind, 
it  is  a  body  like  this.  I  have  heard  these  same  gentlemen,  on  this  floor, 
denounce  men  as  corporation  fuglers,  as  men  belonging  to  the  corpora- 
tions or  influenced  by  cotporations.  I  do  not  care  who  did  it;  I  am  not 
telking  about  individuals,  and  I  care  nothing  for  these  individuals  I  am 
speaking  about  now  any  more  than  I  do  for  any  member  of  this  Coiiven- 
tion.  I  have  respected  theiti,  though  they  are  not  particular  friends.  I 
have  no  reason  for  advocating  their  cause.  I  know  it  was  an  unpopular 
move  to  make,  but  I  have  not  come  here  to  seek  popularity;  I  have 
come  here  to  do  my  duty.  I  say  there  is  a  principle  involved  here ;  one 
that  we  should  not  allow  any  man,  or  set  of^  men,  to  trample  upon ;  and 
I,  for  one,  dare  and  will  defend  this  principle  at  all  times  and  at  all 
hazards.     Now,  it  is  for  the  Chair  to  say  wiiether  there  is  a  question  of 
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Srivileffe  involved  here  under  rule  thirty-nine,  of  this  Convention, 
fow,  shall  we,  by  a  motion  to  postpone  this  matter,  dodge  our  duty  and 
allow  a  man,  or  a  set  of  men,  to  attempt  to  influence  members  of  this 
Convention  as  to  how  they  shall  vote? 

It  has  been  said,  and  I  think  it  is  a  very  small  technicality,  that  the 
vote  had  already  been  taken,  hence  the  action  of  this  club  could  not 
influence  the  vote  of  the  member.  If  a  man  knows  he  will  be  punished 
for  an  act,  it  certainly  must  have  a  great  influence  upon  him  one  way 
or  the  other.  We  make  laws  to  deter  men  from  committing  crime,  and 
punish  one  for  the  purpose  of  deterring  others  from  committing  the 
same  crime.  It  is  generally  supposed  that  that  law  has  an  influence  to 
prevent  the  commission  of  an  act.  Then  what  is  this  notice  given  for? 
To  make  these  men  come  before  them  and  acknowledge  their  jurisdic- 
tion and  then  punish  him*  if  he  does  not. 

Hh.  BARBOUR.    Did  not  your  client  belong  to  that  organization. 

Mr.  R£DDY.    You  have  no  right  to  call  him  my  client. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.    Didn't  you  draw  up  these  pai>ers? 

Mb.  REDDY.  Yes.  *I  did  it  because  I  thought  nis  privilege  had  been 
violated,  and  I  would  do  it  for  any  gentleman  who  asked  my  assistance 
under  similar  circumstances. 

Mr.  grace.  I  would  like  to  know  if  you  was  ever  in  a  Democratic 
caucus  ? 

Mb.  REDDY.  In  the  first  place  it  is  none  your  business,  and  in  the 
second  place  I  never  was  in  a  Democratic  caucus,  nor  any  other  caucus, 
and  I  denounce  a  caucus,  and  the  whole  caucus  business,  whenever  it 
attempts  to  control  men  who  are  sworn  to  do  their  duty.  When  men  are 
not  sworn  let  them  do  as  they  please.    I  know  this  is  an  unpopular  move. 

Mr.  west.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  REDDY.  Now,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  to  on  you  will  have  all 
the  chance  you  want  to  reply,  and  perhaps  if  I  nave  a  chance  to  reply 
to  you,  you  will  be  sorry  you  availed  yourself  of  the  opportunity. 
Now,  sir,  they  cite  these  gentlemen  to  appear. 

Mr.  WEST.     May  I  explain? 

Mr.  REDDY.  I  presume  that  when  you  are  called  to  the  bar  of  the 
Convention  vou  will  have  an  opportunity.  Now,  it  is  claimed  that  the 
vote  was  already  cast,  and  that  therefore  they  did  not  attempt  to 
influence  that  particular  vote.  The  law  is  broader  than  that.  The  law 
treats  it  as  a  breach  of  privilege  and  a  contempt  of  the  Convention  to 
influence  any^  member,  in  any  way,  or  upon  any  measure  pending  in 
this  Convention.  Then  what  was  the  purpose?  It  was  to  punish  this 
man.  Why?  In  order  that  a  like  offense  would  not  be  committed 
again ;  in  order  that  the  next  time  he  would  vote  according  to  the 
wishes  and  dictates  of  that  club.  Because  he  did  not  do  that  they 
'expelled  him.  Why  ?  In  order  to  retain  their  influence  over  the  bal- 
ance, just  as  the  law  punishes  for  an  act.  It  desires  to  make  an  example 
of  a  part^  who  commits  a  crime.  So  this  club,  in  order  to  make  an 
example,  m  order  to  deter  others  from  doing  the  same  thing,  expels  these 
men.  If  they  keep  on  upon  this  principle  we  may  not  have  a  quorum. 
However,  that  is  aside.  Then  this  was  done  for  the  purpose  of  influ- 
encing the  action  of  members.  Was  it  not  calling  them  to  account  for 
an  act  done  on  this  floor?  There  can  be  no  question  about  that,  it 
seems  to  me ;  and  if  so  thcv  are  clearly  within  tne  statute  and  should 
be  dealt  with  according  to  the  judgment  of  this  Convention.  Now,  if  a 
charge  of  this  kind  was  preierrM  against  a  corporation,  or  against 
some  one  who  was  supposed  to  be  in  sympathy  with  the  Non-partisan 
side;  if  they  had  been  called  to  an  account,  would  not  the  gentleman 
who  are  resisting  this  measure  now,  be  only  too  glad  to  pounce  upon 
them,  and  have  them  dealt  with  according  to  law.  The  very  thing  that 
they  have  denounced,  putting  men  under  improper  influences,  they 
seem  to  exercise  themselves  through  a  party  organization.  Now,  I 
simply  demand  that  the  Chair,  first,  in  accordance  with  the  rule,  will 
declare  this  a  question  of  privilege,  which  I  know  the  Chair  will  do. 
That  being  done  I  hope  the  Convention  will  investigate,  and  if  there  is 
guilt  punish  the  guilty  parties. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.    RETNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  Trusting  to  an  opportunity  to  get 
the  floor,  I  did  not  interrupt  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr. 
Dowling,  to  ask  him  what  I  now  ask.  While  speaking  to  his  question 
of  privilege,  or  his  resolutions,  he  did  not  inform  us  which,  he  denounced 
the  caucus — repudiated  the  caucus.  I  ask  him  now,  since  when  does  he 
repudiate  the  caucus?  Since  when  does  he  denounce  the  caucus?  Was 
it  since  last  Monday  evening,  when  he  participated  in  the  nomination 
of  Judge  Sharpstein  in  the  caucus?  Was  it  only  since  he  entered  into  a 
conspiracy  to  defy  and  defeat  the  will  of  a  caucus  in  which  he  partici- 
pated without  raising  his  voice  against  it? 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  The  gentleman  is  out  of  order  with  such  remarks. 
It  is'a  question  with  the  conscience  of  the  member. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  The  President  need  not  be  so  tender  of  the  gen- 
tleman's conscience.    I  ask  him  if  it  was  since 

Mr.  DOWLINO.  I  will  answer  the  gentleman.  The  caucus  was  a 
job  ever  since  it  commenced ;  it  was  a  humbug.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  the  |;entleman's  opinion.  I  thank  him 
for  that  answer,  and  if  the  caucus,  if  the  club,  as  he  says,  has  been  a 
humbug,  I  ask  him  what  sort  of  man  is  he  who  has  been  an  active  mem- 
ber of  it  from  the  beginning?  What  sort  of  man  is  he  who  has  partici- 
pated in  almost  every  meeting  of  that  humbug  blub,  in  its  action  down 
to  the  very  nomination  of  the  gentleman  against  whom  he  entered  into 
the  cdnspiracy  to  defeat >  [Applause  and  laughter.]  Yes,  sir,  since 
when  did  he  discover' the  club  was  a  fraud?  *  I  will  answer.  Sir,  it  is 
since  the  time  when  he  entered  into  the  conspiracy  with  a  eentleman 
who  acknowledged  on  this  floor  that  when  two  men  were  candidates  for 
the  same  office,  he  signed  the  recommendation  of  one  and  spent  his 
money  to  elect  the  other.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  since  then  that  he  discovered 
the  caucus  and  the  club  to  be  a  humbug  and  denounced  it.  They  are 
fit  associates.    Thoy  ought  to  be  proud  of  each  other. 


And  now,  to  show  what  a  shallow  pretense  all  this  privileged  ques- 
tion business  is,  I  ask  the  Secretary  to  read  a  few  lines  from  the  where- 
ases to  the  pending  resolutions. 

The  secretary  read : 

Wherbar,  On  the  twentieth  day  of  December,  eighteen  hundred  and  MTentx-eigfatf 
I  was  cited  to  appear  before  the  Workingmen'ii  Constitntional  Club,  assembled  in 
room  fifty-nine,  State  Capitol,  Sacramento,  to  show  cause  why  I  should  not  be 
expelled  from  membership  in  said  club,  for  having  cast  my  Tote  as  above  stated ; 
and  whoroas.  at  the  time  aforesaid,  I  was  a  member  of  said  club  in  food  standing; 
and  whereas,  I  refused  to  appear  l»efore  said  club  for  the  purpose  of  being  ques- 
tioned  or  punished  for  having  cast  my  vote  as  above  stated,  the  said  club  pro- 
ceeded to  expel  me,  and  did  expel  me  on  said  day  from  said  club,  and  caused  my 
name  to  be  stricken  from  the  roll  of  said  club,  as  a  punishment  for  having  voted 
in  this  connection  for  said  John  J.  Kenny. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  denounce  those  recitals  as  untrue,  as  deliberate 
falsehoods,  and  the  gentleman  who  ofiers  this  resolution  knows  it,  and 
now  I  will  prove  it.  For  that  purpose  I  will  ask  the  Secretary  to  read 
the  following  preamble  to  the  resolution  expelling  Dowling  and  Vac- 
querel,  passed  by  the  club. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

Whebbas,  On  the  sixteenth  instant,  this  club,  by  its  unanimous  vote,  agreed  to 
nominate  and  support  Hon.  J.  R.  Sharpistein  for  delegate  to  fill  the  vacancy  caused 
by  the  death  of  Hon.  B.  F.  Kenny ;  and,  whereas,  P.  T.  Dowling  did,  on  the  six> 
teenth  instant,  conspire  witli  the  enemies  of  the  W.  P.  C.  to  place  in  nomination  a 
candidate  in  opposinon  to  said  candidate  of  this  club,  the  said  Dowling  being  him- 
self present  and  participating  without  objection  to  said  nomination ;  therefore,  be  it 
resolved,  etc. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Now,  Mr.  President,  there  is  the  preamble  to  the 
resolution  of  expulsion :  the  record  of  the  action  of  the  club.  It  gives 
the  lie  to  the  assertion  that  these  gentlemen  have  been  called  to  account 
for  the  votes  Xhey  cast,  but  distinctly  states  that  they  were  expelled  from 
the  club  because,  having  participated  in  its  action,  they  deliberately 
entered  into  a  conspiracy  to  bring  out  another  candidate  in  opposition. 
The  gentlemen  themselves  know  their  preamble  and  resolutions  to  be 
fal&e.  There  is  not  a  gentleman  on  this  floor  but  knows  they  are  false. 
They  are  but  a  shallow  pretense  got  up  to  moke  a  case  against  the  Work- 
ingmen's  delegates  in  this  Convention.    This  has  been  the  aim  of  some 

gentlemen  even  from  the  beginning  of  the  session  until  now,  but  they 
ave  met  with  disappointments  at  all  points,  as  they  will  now.  It  is  a 
mere  sham  and  trick,  inspired  by  the  vain  hope  to  create  dissension 
among  the  Workingmen,  but  it  will  fail.  This  Convention  should  be 
in  better  business.  It  should  be  attending  to  the  duties  imposed  on  it  by 
law,  and  not  prying  into  matters  over  which  it  has  no  authority.  But, 
sir,  I  challenge  you  all,  if  you  think  there  is  any  political  capital  to 
be  made  out  of  it,  pass  this  resolution;  raise  a  committee  of  investiga- 
tion; go  into  the  examination;  make  the  most  of  it, 

'*And  damned  be  he  who  first  cries  hold,  enough ! " 

Mr.  HOWARD.    I  move  to  lav  the  resolution  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WEIST.  Mr.  President:  1  desire  to  say  to  the  Convention,  that 
inasmuch  as  ^rave  charges  have  been  made  here  against  members  of 
this  Constitutional  Convention,  charges  which  are  false  in  themselves, 
false  in  the  beginning,  and  false  in  the  ending,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  any 
action  of  any  member  of  this  Convention,  and  my  name  having  been 
falsely  placed  there — I  care  not  whether  Mr.  Reddy  wrote  it  or  not — I 
ask  this  Convention  to  adopt  the  resolutions  and  have  an  investic;ation. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  indefinitely 
postpone  the  resolution. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  President:  I  object  to  the  gentlemen  voting  who 
are  charged  in  these  resolutions.  They  have  no  right  to  vote.  Under 
parliamentary  rules  they  have  no  right  to  vote. 

The  president.  The  gentleman's  point  of  order  is  well  taken. 
When  a  charge  is  made  against  a  member  he  cannot  vote  upon  it. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  President:  I  ask  that  these  members  oe  requested 
to  withdraw,  or  keep  their  seat£. 

[Cries  of  "CaU  the  roll;"  ''Call  the  roll."] 

Mr.  AYERS.    I  demand  the  ayes  and  noes. 

The  ayes  and  noes  wee©  demanded  by  Messrs.  Freud,  Howard,  of  Los 
Angeles,  Keyes,  and  West,  and  the  Secretary  commenced  calling  the  roll. 

Mr.  B.iRBOUR.    Mr.  President:  I  claim  my  right  to  vote. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  member  being  charged  in  the  resolution, 
cannot  vote  upon  it.    That  is  the  universal  parliamentary  law. 

Mr.  LARRIN.    I  would  ask  for  the  reading  of  the  names. 

The  PRESI  DENT.  Under  universal  parliamentary  law,  any  member 
against  whom  a  charge  is  made,  cannot  vote  upon  it. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  CROSS.  I  was  not  going  to  vote  upon  it,  but  if  you  make  it  a 
party  issue,  why  not  let  the  Non-partisans  settle  it? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT.  No  motion  can  be  made.  The  roll  is  being 
called. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  My  name  is  called  there,  and  I  want  to  explain 
the  law. 

The  president.  No  explanations  can  be  made  when  the  ayes  and 
noes  are  being  called. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  hope  I  will  be  heard  afterwards. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  object  to  the  vote  of  Mr.  Reddy.  I  do  not 
believe  a  paid  attorney  can  vote. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.    I  second  the  appeal. 

The  PRESIDENT.    No  appeal  can  be  entertained  now. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Then  I  ask  permission  to  place  on  record  a 
protest. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  President :  I  understand 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  gentleman  will  take  his  seat.  He  isoutof 
order.     Proceed  with  the  roll  call. 

Mr.  KENNY  (when  his  name  was  called).  Mr.  President:  I  desire 
to  be  excused  from  voting,  as  I  am  an  interested  party. 
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Hb.  BWEASEY  (wh<m  his  nome  wai  calScd).  As  1  belong  to  the  club, 
although  in;  namn  is  not  on  the  protcribed  list,  I  decline  to  vote. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  motion  to  indefinitely  postpone  prevailed 
iiy  the  rollowing  vote  ; 


Andrews, 

Heiskell, 

Prouty, 

Ayers, 

Hitchcock, 

Rhodes, 

Burton, 

Holmes, 

RJDEEold. 

Belcher, 

HowaH,orLoBAngeIes.Rolie.    - 

Blttckmer, 

Bchomp, 

Brown, 

Hughey,'              '^ 

Shoemaker, 

Copies, 

Hunter, 

Shurtlefr, 

CbSpman. 

Johnson, 

Smith,  of  411]  District, 

Charles, 

Keyea, 

Soule, 

Doyle, 

Larkin, 

Terry, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Mansfield, 

Tinnin. 

Dunlap, 

McConnelt, 

Turner, 

Engon, 

McCoy, 

Tuttle, 

Gstee, 

McNutt, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Evey, 

Miller, 

Weheler, 

Finney, 

Moreland, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Freud, 

Nfoon, 

Wilson,oflstDiBtricl— 53 

(laiToy, 

Ohieyer, 

Burt, 

Larue, 

Beed, 

EdgertoB, 

Lewis, 

Schell, 

Gregg, 

.    McCallum, 

Steele, 

Hilborti, 

McFai-lund, 

Stevenson, 

Overton, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Jones, ' 

Porter, 

Reddy, 

Weller-21. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  move  that  the  whole  Buhiect-niBtter  be  made 
the  Bpecial  order  for  the  next  fourth  of  July. 

M«.  REDDY.     I  suggest  that  the  gentleman  will  probably  hems 
a  speech  on  that  day,  and  cannot  attend. 

Mb.  terry.  Mr.  President;  I  move  ttmt  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itaelf  into  Committee  of  the  Whale,  the  President  in  the  chair 
forthe  purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Conimittee  on  Legislativi 


IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 


Thi  chairman.    The  e. 
thirty-nine.    If  there  are  no  amendmi 

forty. 


lall  not  ratify  any  amendment  t«  the  Con- 

fhich  may  be  proposed  by  Coe 

led  and  publiBhed  at  least  thii 
a  for  members  of  the  Legialal 


Mr.  HcCALLUM.  Mr.  Cbairman  :  I  move  to  strike  out  that  section. 
This  amendment  as  first  proposed  was,  that  no  amendment  to  Ibe  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  should  be  ratified  except  by  a  popular  vote. 
That,  for  very  good  reasons,  was  abandoned,  and  this  section  forty  sub- 
stituted in  its  place : 

"TheL^islature  shall  not  ratify  any  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  Stales  which  may  be  proposed  by  Congress,  except  quch 
as  shall  have  been  proposed  and  published  at  least  thirty  days  next 
preceding  the  general  election  for  members  uf  the  Legislature  ratifying 

Now.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  language  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  upon  this  subject,  in  section  one,  article  five.  This 
provision  is,  that  these  amendment*  shall  be  ratified  by  the  LegisUtures 
m  the  different  Stotes,  as  may  be  provided  by  Congress.  Therefore  the 
State  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  manner  of  ratifyicf;  the  amendments 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  I  submit  that  it  is  a  viohi- 
tionof  that  principle  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Stales  to  say  that 
the  Legislfltare  of  the  State  shall  not  ratify  on  amendment  to  the  Oin- 
Btitution  of  the  United  States,  except  in  the  manner  provided  in  this 
section  forty.  It  says  that  the  LeK'slature  shall  not  ratify  any  amend- 
ment, "  except  such  as  shall  have  been  proposed  and  published  at  least 

ialature  ratifying  such  amendment."  Suppose  they  are  not  published 
then?  Two  thirds  uf  each  branch  of  Congress  propose  an  amendment, 
and  it  is  ratified  by  the  Lej^ielatures  or  Conventions  of  other  States.  No 
provisiOD  is  iiiede'here  for  the  publication  of  these  nmendmenis  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  then  if  they  never  should  be 
published,  then  they  are  never  to  be  ratified,  and  that  by  a  provision  of 
the  Stale  Constitution.  Section  one,  of  article  five,  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  says: 

"The  Congress,  whenever  two  (birds  of  botb  houses  shall  deem  it 
necessary,  shall  propose  amendments  to  this  Constitution,  or,  on  the 
application  of  the  Legislatures  of  two  thirds  of  the  several  States,  shall 
call  a  Convention  for  proposing  ameudmeats,  which,  in  either  case, 
shall  he  valid  to  all  intents  and  puriioses,  as  part  of  this  Constitution, 
when  ratified  by  the  L«glalatures  of  three'  fourths  of  the  several  States, 
or  by  Conventions  in  three  fourths  thereof,  as  the  one  or  the  other  mode 
of  ratiCcMtion  may  be  proposed  by  tlie  Congress." 

There  is  a  proviso  then  followmg  which  haa  nothing  to  do  with  this 
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question.  Suppose  the  Legislature  assembles  and  acts  upon  a  proposed 
omendmeDt  to  (lie  Constituljon  of  the  United  States— ratifies  il~are  n-e 
to  have  the  question  raised  in  the  Courts  whether  that  is  a  valid  amend- 
ment, because  the  provision  of  our  Stole  Constitution  saicl  that  the  Legis- 
lature should  not  ratify  until  the  propc«ed  amendment  had  first  been 
published  It  least  thirty  days  next  preceding  the  general  election  for 
members  of  the  Legislature  ratifying  such  amendment?  I  do  not  know, 
Mr.  Chairman,  wtiy  there  is  any  necessity  for  any  provision  upon  this 


subject.  It  seema  to  proceed  upon  tlie  idea  that  sn 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  Stales  ha' 
to  bave  been,  in  some  hasty  or  uncousl 
that  such  action  bos  been  token.  If  it 
general  government  and  not  for  the  Sti 
But  there  is  a  special  reason  why 
matter.  In  the  last  Fresideutial  elec 
there  is  a  provision  in  the  Constitution 
in  its  meaniug  as  to  be  as  dangerous 
constructions  which  may  be  given  to  i 
that  Constitution  as  to  the  right  of  s 
upon  the  one  side,  and  Edmunds,  and 
party,  upon  the  other,  entertained  opp< 
tion  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
President  rauld  declare  the  result  of  i 
Itated  this  country  from  cent 


e  wlsdou 


this  country  sa^d,  perhaps,  from 
that  occurred  in  January,  eighteen 
about  that  dale,  there  has  been  no  i 
Constitution  to  avoid  that  very  danger 
wilt  agree  with  me  that  it  is  of  the  i 
vision  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Uuited 
least,  doubtful,  whether  the  Congress  o: 
ijht  to  be  amended. 


and  it  requires  the  vole  of  California 
SUtes,  we  could  do  nothing  whatever  i 
violate  our  own  Conalitution  in  vutinj 

It  is  wrong  in  principle  and  wrong  iu 
trouB  reauTls. 

qfRSTION    0»    P] 

Mb.  REDDY.  Mr,  Chairman  :  Scv. 
me  since  my  remarks  here  on  the  qu( 
the  names  set  forth  in  the  resolution  sei 
Francisco,  Mr.  Dowling,  were  written  t 
put  their  names  down.  They  seem  ( 
wish  to  say  now  io  the  gentlemen  wh< 
tion,  that  I  do  not  know  anything  abc 
gested  the  form  of  those  resolutions,  e 
written.  They  were  inserted  in  a  blan 
I  state  this  that  the  gentlemen  may  not 
part  that  they  were  a  party  to  anythinj 
with  these  resolutions,  beyond  suggestii 
be  put.     My  remarks  were  alme<l  at  th 

Mb.  HARRiaoN.  Mr.  Cliairman  ; 
am  very  glad  it  is  on  the  list. 

Mr.  barton.    Mr.  Cbairman  :  I  a 

Mb.  REDDY.  I  hope  the  gentlemi 
seems  to  be  quite  a  breeie  because  I  da 
speak  upon  ttiis  subject,  and  I  have  bee 
1  want  It  understood  that  anybody  whi 
make  a  note  of  it ;  that  I  am  reaponslbl 
places,  either  in  the  daylight  or  in  the  • 


cur  to  me  that  the  persons  who  are  ca 
.ould  he  elected  with  some  reference  t 
it.  Now,  it  is  proposed  here  that  t 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  shall  I 
'California  is  concerned,  by  a  Legislat 
!en  elected  alter  the  amendment  lias  t 
L  selecting  their  members  of  the  Le| 
iference  to  the  opinions  and  views  of 
on  or  rejection  of  the  ainendmenl.  It 
paat,  perhaps  some  of  the  amendments 

--'■-' ''  --■  '---ebeen  ratified. 

^  to  the  Conalitut 
tiecause  it  was  proclaimed  by  the  Secret 
ried  by  the  requisite  number  of  States; 
'  '  States  In  which  subsequent  Le 
undertook  to  withdraw  that  ratificatioi 
been  held,  or  if  a  provision  of  that  kind 
Slates  of  New  York,  Orepm,  ond  a 


joKS 


after  t 


have  been  ratified.  Now,  1 
t.  The  fathers  of  it  are  be 
their  own  bantling,  and  after  a  number 
returned  the  poisoned  glass  to  the  lips  o 
amendments  will  come  up.  A  men  dm 
United  Stales  may  be  proposed,  and  the 
Legislatures  of  other  States,  enfrancbii 

" '"  equally.    In  a  case  of  that  ki 

ndment  which  involves  the  i 


it  ouglil 


L.   *%.;. 
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that  the  members  of  the  Legislature  shall  be  voted  for  with  reference  to 
that  question. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Does  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Chinese  require 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  or  the  naturalization  laws? 

Mr.  terry.  Well,  it  might  require  an  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, or  at  least  it  could  be  done  by  an  amendment. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     Does  it  not  depend  upon  the  naturalization  laws? 

Mr.  terry.  It  does  now,  but  it  might  be  done  by  a  provision  in 
the  Constitution.  They  might  extend  the  provision  to  everybody  in 
the  country.  But  there  are  other  questions  which  might  arise.  Under 
the  naturalization  laws,  as  they  now  stand,  the  Chinese  may  be  pre- 
vented from  voting,  not  being  native  citizens  of  the  United  States;  but 
there  may  other  questions  come  up,  and  it  is  proposed  here  in  this  sec- 
tion that  upon  any  question  involving  a  change  in  the  organic  law  of 
the  confederation  or  Union,  that  the  people  should  speak  through  their 
ballot  box;  that  they  should  elect  the  men  who  are  to  pass  upon  it  after 
the  amendment  is  proposed,  in  order  that  the  will  of  the  people  may  be 
expressed. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Suppose  the  present  session  of  Congress  should 
propose  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  with 
reference  to  the  counting  of  the  electoral  vote. 

Mr.  terry.  It  would  be  published  a  long  time  before  the  members 
of  the  next  California  Legislature  are  elected,  and  therefore  would  not 
cut  any  figure. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Published  how? 

Mr.  terry.  If  it  was  printed  in  any  new^per  in  the  land  it 
would  be  published  within  tne  meaning  of  the  section. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     That  is  the  objection. 

Mr.  terry.  It  does  not  say  published  by  the  authority  of  Congress, 
or  published  by  the  authority  of  the  State,  or  published  by  any  authority. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  What  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  to 
is  this:  that  the  Courts  have  held  that  where  a  law  prescribes  publica- 
tion it  means  publication  according  to  law,  and  therefore,  merely  pub- 
lication in  a  newspaper  or  in  the  proceedings.of  Congress  would  not  be 
a  publication. 

Mr.  terry.  Where  the  law  prescribes  a  particular  mode  of  publi- 
cation, that  is  true,  but  where  simple  publication  is  required  any  publi- 
cation will  answer.  This  section  says:  "  The  Legislature  shall  not  ratify 
any  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  which  may  be 
proposed  by  Congress,  except  such  as  shall  have  been  proposed  and  pub- 
lished'at  least  thirty  days  next  preceding  the  general  election  for  mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature,  ratifying  such  amendment."  It  must  h*ave 
been  known.  The  people  must  know  that  such  an  amendment  is  to  be 
voted  upon  by  the  Legislature,  at  least  thirty  days  before  the  general 
election,  so  that  the  people  mav  understand  that  that  is  one  of  the 
duties  which  that  Legislature  to  be  elected  will  be  called  upon  to  per- 
form. I  can  see  no  great  hardship  in  it.  I  can  see  no  purpose  in  being 
in  a  tremendous  hurry  about  such  an  important  matter.  The  Legisla- 
tures of  the  different  States  meet  at  different  times.  They  meet  bien- 
nally,some  on  the  odd  numbered  years  and  some  on  the  even  numbered 
years,  and  they  could  not  ratify  an  amendment  in  any  one  year.  I  do 
not  believe  that  three  fourths  of  the  Legislatures  of  the  dif^rent  States 
meet  in  one  year,  so  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  being  in  a  hurry  about 
it,  and  in  a  matter  so  important  as  this  the  people  ougjit  to  have  an 
opportunity  to  select  men  whose  views  upon  that  particular  question 
would  be  known  to  the  people  before  they  were  voted  for. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Don't  you  think  there  is  a  necessity  for  a  hurry 
in  making  that  plain  which  is  said  now  to  be  doubtful  as  to  the  count- 
ing of  the  electoral  vote?  Don't  you  think  that  ought  to  be  done 
before  the  next  Presidential  election  ? 

Mr.  terry.     I  think  that  can  be  done  by  an  Act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     It  is  in  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  terry.  I  think  this  Constitution  sufficiently  plain  on  that 
already  ;  but  if  this  present  Congress  should  pass  the  law  which  the 
gentleman  speaks  of  it  will  be  published  more  than  thirty  days,  and 
more  than  six  months  before  the  next  general  election  in  this  State  for 
members  of  the  Legislature.  I  think  it  is  an  important  provision. 
Perhaps,  if  the  Legislature  should  disregard  this  provision  of^  the  Con- 
stitution, no  question  could  be  raised  as  to  the  validity  of  their  action  if 
it  was  proclaimed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  at  Washington  that  an 
amendment  had  been  ratified  by  three  fourths  of  the  States.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  means  by  which  you  could  go  behind  that  return  and  dis- 
prove the  fact  which  it  purported  to  certify. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  Question.  Is  there  any 
doubt  but  that  section  forty  contemplates  an  official  publication  under 
the  authority  of  law  ? 

Mr.  terry.     I  do  not  understand  it  so. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  should  suppose  that  there  was  no  doubt  about 
it.  It  would  be  held  to  be  an  ofncial  publication  under  authority  of 
law.  I  was  going  to  ask  if  he  is  to  rely  upon  the  publications  that  occur 
in  the  press  that  an  amendment  is  proposed  by  two  thirds  of  both 
houses,  with  the  discussion  that  has  there  occurred,  or  if  it  was  an 
amendment  proposed  by  a  Convention  which  was  called  for  that  pur- 
pose, whether  it  is  not  altogether  probable  that  there  would  be  such  a 
discussion  of  it  that  it  would  be  known  to  every  elector  in  the  country. 

Mr.  TERRY.     Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Then  why  the  provision  for  thirty  days'  publica- 
tion in  the  State.  It  seems  to  me  as  it  stands  it  is  altogether  too  indefi- 
^ate  to  be  of  practical  value. 

Mr.  TERRY.  The  object  is  to  have  the  people  know  just  what  the 
amendment  is  before  they  elect  the  men  who  are  to  cast  their  votes. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Suppose  that  the  ratification  of  an  amendment 
depended  upon  the  vote  of  California  alone,  and  then  thev  turn  to  this 
provision  which  requires  a  thirtv-day  publication,  but  which  does  not 
say  what  kind  of  a  publication,  now,  in  what  papers,  where  or  when. 
It  is  left  altogether  radefinite.     It  seems  to  me  that  it  ought  to  be  clearly 


defined  if  it  is  to  be  put  in  the  Constitution  at  all,  or  else  omitted  alto- 
gether.    I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for  it. 

Mr.  terry.  If  it  is  printed  in  a  newspaper  it  is  known.  If  it  is 
printed  in  the  statutes,  it  it  is  printed  in  the  proceedings  of  Congress, 
that  is  a  publication.  But  if  tne  gentleman  wants  to  make  it  more 
clear — if  he  wants  to  suggest  any  amendment — I  have  no  objection.  It 
is  clear  enough  to  my  mind  now.  I  think  the  provision  is  an  important 
one  and  should  be  retained  in  the  Constitution.  I  think  that  any  pub- 
lication will  answer  the  exigencies  of  that  section. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  it  would  be  a  useless  pro- 
vision. I  think  if  the  people  of  this  State  got  notice  of  an  amendment, 
twenty -nine  days  or  twenty-eight  days  prior  to  the  election,  that  there 
would  be  ample  notice  to  the  legislature. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  move  to  amend  by  inserting,  after  the  word  "  pub- 
lished," in  line  thrw,  the  words  "  as  directed  by  the  Governor." 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out  the  words  "and 
published." 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  accept  that  as  an  amendment.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  in  the  absence  of  an  Act  of  Congress,  this  fortieth  section  is  valid 
and  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BLACKMEK.  I  send  up  a  written  amendment  to  strike  out 
those  two  words,  "and  published.' 


*i 


REMARKS   OP   MR.   CAPLKS. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  desire,  injustice  to  the  committee, 
to  correct  a  mistake  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  in  re^rd  to 
the  original  form  in  which  this  proposition  was  brought  before  this  com- 
mittee. I  recollect  myself,  distinctly,  that  it  was  brought  almost  exactly 
in  its  present  form,  but  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  understood  it  to 
mean  that  the  ratification  should  be  by  the  people  on  a  popular  vote  ; 
but  we  readily  made  him  understand  that  he  was  mistaken  in  that 
interpretation  of  the  proposition,  and  he  did  understand  it,  and  he  is 
now  thinking  of  the  original  idea  as  he  understood  it  when  first  brought 
before  the  committee.  I  do  this,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  justice  to  the  com- 
mittee, for  I  am  prepared  to  assert  that,  in  my  judgment,  there  was  no 
member  of  that  committee  so  stupid  or  ignorant  as  to  have  made  such  a 
proposition,  because  they  must  all  have  known  that  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  provided  that  the  ratification  should  be  by  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  regard  to  the  principle  involved  in  this  con- 
test. What  is  it?  We  all  agree  that  unaer  the  provisions  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  the  alteration,  modification,  or  adoption 
of  new  sections  to  the  Constitution  must  be  proposed  by  Congress  and 
ratified  by  the  Legislatures.  There  is  certainly  no  difference  of  opinion 
in  regard  to  that.  The  real  question  at  issue  here  is,  are  the  people,  in 
their  primary  capacity,  to  take  primary  action  before  the  Legislature? 
Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  understand  the  theory  of  the  American  system 
of  government,  it  is  based  upon  the  fundamental  principle  that  all  sov- 
ereign power  and  authority  is  inherent  in  the  people,  and  the  formation 
of  organic  law  is  the  highest,  and  the  most  solemn  and  important  duty 
of  that  supreme  power.  Where  is  that  supreme  power?  Is  it  your 
Legislature?  Certainly  not.  The  Legislature  is  but  the  creature  of  that 
supreme  power — the  people.  The  Legislature  exercises  certain  specific 
and  well  defined  powers,  limited  by  the  Constitution — the  State  Consti- 
tution, and  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States;  but  in  the  formation 
of  an  organic  law  of  the  nation,  surely  they  are  not  the  sovereign,  para- 
mount, original  authority,  because,  as  I  remarked,  that  sovereign,  para- 
mount authority  is  inherent,  not  in  the  Legislature,  but  in  the  people; 
therefore  I  hold,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this  solemn  act  of  the  formation  of 
fundamental  law  must  be  primarily  acted  upon  by  that  original,  para- 
mount authority — the  people.  How  shall  we  accomplish  tnis  result? 
We  will  say,  for  instance,  that  here  is  a  Legislature  in  session,  and  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  is  proposed  while  it 
is  in  session,  and  it  is  called  upon  to  ratify,  and  is,  in  case  that  the^ 
carry  it,  then  ratified.  Now,  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I  submit  it 
to  the  candor  of  all  intelligent  men,  whether  the  original,  paramount, 
sovereign  authority  of  the  people  has  ever  been  consulted,  i  say  it  has 
not  So  far  from  having  been  consulted,  the  measure  has  been  pro- 
posed subsequently  to  the  time  that  the  Legislature  was  eleded. 
The  sovereigns  knew  nothing  of  it  at  the  time  that  this  Legislature 
was  elected.  Now,  how  can  they  have  acted  ?  How  can  there  have 
been  any  rightful  action  of  the  sovereign  in  this  State ;  because,  as  I 
remarked,  the  Legislature  is  not  the  sovereign  ;  it  is  but  the  servant  of 
the  people;  the  agent  of  the  people,  exercising  certain  well  defined, 
limited,  and  circumscribed  powers.  This  question,  which  is  raised  in 
regard  to  publication,  it  seems  to  me,  with  all  due  deference  to  the  gen- 
tleman, is  but  a  quibble;  and  inasmuch  as  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee has  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words . "  and  published,"  that 
certainly  removes  all  objections,  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  if  ^ntle- 
men  are  prepared  to  stand  up  and  defend  that  fundamental  principle 
upon  which  all  ^vemments  are  founded  in  this  country,  to  wit :  that 
the  sovereign,  original,  paramount,  and  supreme  power  is  in  the  people, 
that  they  can  have  no  earthly  objection  to  this  proposition  of  submitting 
the  question  to  the  sovereigns  and  then  to  those  who  are  to  carry  out 
their  will.  No  proposition  could  be  plainer,  because,  if  we  take  the 
converse  of  the  proposition  and  assume  that  the  Legislature,  the  creatures 
and  servants  of  the  people,  elected  without  any  reference  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment,  can  exercise  this  highest,  this  most  solemn,  this  most 
fundamental  function  of  government,  why,  then,  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  are  ignoring,  setting  aside,  and  repudiating  that  fundamental  prin- 
ciple upon  which  all  American  governments  are  substantially  founded. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  the  words  "  and  published." 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  motion  to  strike  oat 
section  forty. 


5 


Dec.  23, 1878. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


827 


The  motion  prevailed  on  a  division  by  a  vote  of  47  ayes  to  39  noes. 
Thb  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  forty-one. 

CONTKSTKD    ELECTIONS. 

The  secretary  read : 

Skc.  41.  In  case  of  a  contested  election  in  either  branch  of  the  Leg- 
islature, only  the  claimant  decided  entitled  to  the  seat  shall  receive  from 
the  State  per  diem  compensation,  or  mileage. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  section  forty- 
one.  It  is  contrary  to  the  general  parliamentary  usage.  I  have  n<#er 
known  a  contest  in  the  United  States  House  oi  Representatives  where 
per  diem  and  mileage  were  not  allowed  to  a  contesting  member.  It 
would  often  operate  injuriously,  for  the  reason  that  it  might  deprive  a 
county  or  a  constituency  of  the  services  of  a  man  really  elected  and 
really  entitled  to  his  seat,  because  he  might  not  be  able  at  his  own 
expense  to  prosecute  the  contest.  At  all  events,  it  is  safer  to  leave  it  to 
the  Legislature  to  determine  whether,  and  under  what  circumstanceSj  he 
should  be  allowed  mileage  and  per  diem. 

Mr.  barton.     I  second  the  motion. . 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  contests  are  rather 
encouraged  by  the  fact  that  a  man  cannot  lose  anything  anyhow.  Ho 
comes  here  and  stays  to  the  full  length  of  the  session  at  the  Capital,  and 
he  draws  his  per  diem  and  mileage.  Kow,  in  all  other  litigation  the 
losing  party  pays  the  cost,  and  sometimes  the  costs  of  the  other  party 
too.  I  do  not  see  why  a  man  should  receive  pay  unless  he  brings  for- 
ward such  a  case  as  insures  his  success. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  will  ask  my  friend  if  the  contestant  does  not  repre- 
sent the  people  rather  than  himself?  Is  it  not  safer  to  leave  it  to  the 
Legislature  to  say  whether  it  is  a  frivolous  contest  or  not? 

Mr.  terry.  Theoretically,  the  people  are  represented;  practically, 
it  is  the  man  himself  and  not  the  people.  I  do  not  see  why  a  man  should 
be  paid  for  making  a,  false  claim. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Would  it  not  be  necessary  that  the  question  of  mile- 
ag;e  should  be  deferred  until  the  very  last  end  of  the  session,  because  it 
mieht  occur  that  the  contests  would  not  be  decided  until  the  very  last 
end  of  the  session. 

Mr.  terry.  Where  would  be  the  hardship  of  that?  Then  if  be 
was  entitled  to  the  mileage  he  would  get  it.  Let  them  have  it  at  the 
end  of  the  session. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
roan  from  Los  Angeles  will  prevail.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  getting 
down  to  rather  small  busint^s;  we  have  left  many  things  to  the  Legisla- 
ture. Of  course,  if  there  is  no  merit  in  the  contest  there  should  be  no 
allowance.  If  there  is  merit  in  it,  the  allowance  should  be  made, 
because  the  prosecction  is  ready  in  behalf  of  the  people,  and  the  people 
might  be  defeated  of  their  actual  will  by  reason  of  the  candidate  not 
being  able  to  prosecute  the  contest  at  his  own  expense.  Therefore  I  do 
not  see  the  necessity  of  descending  to  particulars  of  that  kind.  ^ 

Mb.  terry.  In  a  contest  of  any  other  kind  a  man  pays  his  own 
expenses.  In  case  of  two  men  claiming  to  have  been  elected  County 
Judge  the  people  are  just  as  much  interested  as  they  are  in  men  claim- 
ing seats  in  the  Legislature.  Yet  in  all  those  cases  the  losing  party  gets 
nothing. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  You  propose  to  make  a  man  wait  until  the  end  of  the 
session.    That  is  a  very  exceptionable  case. 

Mr.  terry.  The'law  now  provides  that  when  a  man's  right  to  an 
office  is  contested,  tflat  he  cannot  get  the  salary  until  the  case  is  decided. 
I  can  see  no  hardship  in  subjecting  members  of  the  Legislature  to  the 
same  rule.    After  the  matter  is  decided  the  man  gets  it  in  a  lump. 

remarks   of   MR.    BELCHER. 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  this  section  can 
perform  no  good  office.  It  is  unquestionably  true  that  men  are  some- 
times thrown  out  of  legislative  bodies  when  they  have  been  in  fact 
elected,  after  serving  a  considerable  time.  This  has  been  true  in  Con- 
gress as  we  are  told  on  many  occasions,  when  soinebody.had  a  seat  there, 
and  the  auestion  arose  as  to  the  right  of  another  party  to  that  seat. 
Now,  no  longer  ago  than  at  the  first  meeting  of  the  present  Congress  one 
Representative  from  this  State,  who  had  the  certificate,  ana  it  was 
decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  this  State  that  ho  was  entitled  to  it, 
was  thrown  out  by  the  present  majority  in  Congress. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  never  knew  a  contested  election  to  be  determined 
on  any  other  than  party  grounds.  The  party  having  the  majority  holds 
on  to  it. 

Mr.  terry.  If  he  was  in  the  minority,  he  ought  to  have  sense 
enough  not  to  go  there. 

Mr.  belcher.  The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  says  he  has  never 
known  a  contested  election  ease  to  be  determined  on  any  other  than 
party  grounds.  Now,  suppose  a  man  is  elected  to  Congress,  and  goes 
and  serves  two  or  three  months,  and  then  he  is  turned  out  for  some 
reason  or  other,  and  then  it  is  decided  tht\t  he  shall  have  neither  mileage 
nor  per  diem?  The  same  principle  is  involved  here.  A  man  comes  up 
from  the  southern  part  of  the  State  with  the  certificate  of  a  member  of 
the  Legislature.  Upon  the  face  of  it  he  is  entitled  to  a  seat  in  the  Senate 
or  Assembly  of  the  State.  Suppose  the  question  is  raised  as  to  his  right 
to  the  seat;  suppose  after  he  has  served  a  month,  or  two  months — nearly 
to  the  end  of  tne  session — it  is  determined  by  a  majority  of  the  house  to 
which  he  is  sent,  for  partisan  purpose,  as  it  mav  be,  that  he  is  not  enti- 
tled to  that  seat,  and  that  his  antagonist  is.  What  Congress  does,  this 
State  may  do.  What  Congress  has  ^en  doing  during  the  whole  history4 
of  our  Government  the  Legislature  may  do,  if  it  never  has  done  it. 
Now,  I  say  when  a  man  has  served  in  the  Legislature  as  the  party  having 
the  certificate  of  election,  he  ought  to  be  paid  for  the  time  that  he  serves. 
Why  should  not  the  Legislature  give  him  the  pay  to  which  he  is  entitled 
for  the  time  he  actually  performed  the  duties  of  a  legislator?  Yet,  if 
this  amendment  is  adopted,  nobody  can  have  any  per  diem  or  mileage 


until  it  is  finally  determined.  The  man  going  away,  poor  perhaps, 
with  his  certificate,  is  finally  turned  out  for  the  motives  I  have  sug- 
gested, and  told  to  go  home  without  a  cent  in  his  pocket,  though  he  was, 
in  fact,  entitled  to  his  seat.  There  is  no  harm  in  leaving  it  as  it  has 
been.  It  is  not  a  large  amount  for  the  State  to  lose.  I  think  if  you 
decide  otherwise,  by  putting  in  this  amendment,  you  deter  a  man  who 
is  poor  from  coming  here  if  there  be  a  contest  about  it.  He  cannot 
af&rd  to  come  here  and  spend  one  month,  or  two  months,  waiting  the 
determination  of  the  Legislature,  because  if  it  is  determined  against 
him  he  will  have  nothing  to  pay  his  expenses  with.  I  think,  therefore, 
that  this  section  should  be  stricken  out. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard,  to  strike  out  section  forty-one. 

The  motion  prevailed,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  61  ayes  to  27  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  forty-two. 

terms  of  officers. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  42.  In  order  that  no  inconvenience  may  result  to  the  public 
service  from  the  taking  effect  of  this  Constitution,  no  officer  shall  be 
suspended  or  superseded  thereby  until  the  election  and  qualification  of 
the  several  officers  provided  for  in  this  Constitution. 

Mr.  terry.  That  properly  belongs  to  the  Committee  on  Schedule. 
There  is  no  objection  to  striking  it  out. 

Mr.  MORELAND.     I  move  to  strike  it  out. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

COXTROL   OF   corporations. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  offer  an  additional 
section  on  the  same  subject  that  was  covered  by  section  twenty-eight.  I 
ask  leave  to  read  it  myself,  and  then  I  will  send  it  up  to  the  Secretary. 
Insert  as  follows :  • 

"  Skc.  28.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  regulation  and 
limitation  of  rates  of  the  charges  by  all  corporations  for  furnishing  water 
or  gas  aud  for  telegraphing;  also,  for  freights  and  fares,  except  as  other- 
wise provided  in  this  Constitution;  and  where  laws  shall  provide  for  the 
selection  of  any  person  or  officer  to  regulate  or  limit  any  such  charges, 
no  such  person  or  officer  shall  be  selected  by  any  corporation  or  by  any 
officer  or  agent  thereof,  and  no  person  shall  be  selected  who  is  an  officer 
or  stockholder  in  any  such  corporatipn." 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  position  in  which  this  question  stands. 
After  having  amended  the  section,  a  majority  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  struck  it  out.  I  will  state  to  the  gentlemen  that  I  have  prepared 
the  amendment  very  carefully  to  cover  all  those  great  corporations 
which,  by  common  usage,  are  known  as  monopolies — the  gas  companies, 
the  water  companies,  and  the  telegraph  companies;  and  I  refer  to  other 
companies  not  provided  for  except  as  otherwise  provided  in  the  Consti- 
tution, which,  of  course,  refers  to  the  action  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  article  concerning  railroads  exclusively.  That  committee 
did  not  see  proper  to  provide  U>r  the  regulation  either  by  the  Commis- 
sion or  bv  any  mandatory  provision  upon  the  Legislature  to  provide  for 
the  regulation  of  charges  m  any  case  whatever,  except  solely  railroad 
companies.  Some  language  is  used  there  about  railroad  companies  aud 
other  transportation  commnies,  but  as  I  see  that  the  Chairman  is  now 
present,  and  I  understand  him  to  explain,  and  I  believe  it  is  the  under- 
standing of  the  Convention  that  although  the  general  language  is  used, 
''other  transportation  companies,"  railroad  companies  are  meant;  as 
the  gentleman  illustrated,  such  companies  as  the  White  Star  Line  and 
the  Red  Line — any  particular  company  running  trains  on  the  bed  o£  a 
railroad  company  proper,  in  the  sense  in  which  we  usually  use  that 
phrase.  Therefore,  the  Committee  on  Corporations  made  no  provision 
whatever  with  reference  to  the  regulation  of  the  charges  of  any  corpora- 
tion whatever,  except  railroad  companies.  Now,  it  is  just  as  important, 
if  this  principle  is  right,  that  .there  should  be  a  mandatory  provision 
requiring  the  Legislature,  by  a  Commission  or  otherwise,  to  provide  for 
the  limitation  and  regulation  of  the  charges  of  other  great  monopolies. 
Now,  as  to  all  the  other  corporations,  that  may  be  proper  in  a  separate 
amendment.  I  submit  to  the  Convention  that  as  we  have  applied  the 
principle  to  one  monopjoly,  consistency  would  seem  to  require  that  wo 
should  carry  out  the  principle  in  all. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  offer  a  substitute.  With 
the  leave  of  the  Convention  I  will  read  it: 

"  Sec.  — .  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and  limit- 
ation of  the  charges  for  services  f)erformed  and  commodities  furnished 
by  telegraph,  gas,  and  water  corporations,  and  the  charges  by  corpora- 
tions or  individuals  for  storage,  wharfage,  and  water,  in  which  there  is  a 
public  use;  and  where  laws  shall  provide  for  the  selection  of  any  person 
or  officer  to  regulate  and  limit  such  rates,  no  such  person  or  officer  shall 
be  selected  by  any  corporation  or  individual  interested  in  the  business 
to  be  regulated,  and  no  person  shall  be  selected  who  is  an  officer  or  stock- 
holder in  any  such  corporation." 

Mr.  l^OWARD.     I  second  the  amendment. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   HILBORN. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to  both  the  original 
section  and  the  amendment.  I  believe  the  proper  way  to  dispose  of  this 
whole  thing  is  to  place  their  regulation  in  the  hands  of  the  municipal 
authorities  at  the  place  where  the  works  are  located.  It  has  alwavs  been 
the  law  of  this  State.  Of  course  the  Legislature  has  always  had  ifower 
>to  regulate  the. rates  of  ^as  and  water,  but  it  has  been  impracticable  for 
the  Legislature  to  exercise  its  power  for  this  reason :  it  has  been  insisted 
that  these  laws  should  be  uniform  in  their  operation.  They  must  be 
governed  by  general  laws.  Therefore  when  an  effort  was  made  to  regu- 
late Spring  Valley  or  the  gas  company  in  San  Francisco,  the  rates  which 
were^xed  in  that  general  bill  were  so  low  that  they  frightened  the 
members  from  the  country,  because  the  rates  that  were  in  those  bills 
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were  lower  than  gas  or  wafcer  could  be  furnished  in  any  of  the  other 
cities  throughout  the  State.  The  consequence  is,  that  the  members  from 
the  country  would  combine  and  do  that  which  those  large  monopolies 
desired,  namely,  beat  any  general  bill.  Now,  there  never  will  be  any 
general  bill  passed  in  this  State  to  fix  the  rates  of  gas  and  water,  because 
if  it  is  fixed  as  it  should  be  for  San  Francisco,  gas  and  water  cannot  be 
furnished  at  those  rates  in  any  of  the  country  cities  or  villages  of  the 
State.  Therefore  I  believe  that  it  is  best  to  leave  these  matters  to  the 
several  cities  and  villages  to  regulate  the  rates  of  gas  and  water. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  if  this  does  not  require 
an  Act  of  the  Legislature?  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  it  should  be 
left  to  the  municipalities,  but  I  inquire  if  it  does  not  require  an  Act  of 
the  Legislature  to  get  that  through.  My  amendment  does  not  interfere 
with  the  gentleman's  views  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  I  think  we  had  better  put  it  into  the  Constitution 
that  these  municipalities  shall  have  the  power  to  regulate  these  things. 
Why  not  do  it  in  that  direct  way? 

Thb  secretary  read  Mr.  Johnson's  amendment. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  that  amendment  is  well 
drawn,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted.    It  meets  a  want. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  say  a  word  on  this  proposi- 
tion. It  was  understood  by  the  Committee  on  Corporations  that-  the 
Committee  on  Legislative  Department  had  alreadv  handled  this  matter, 
and  that  section  twenty-eight,  as  reported  by  them,  would  meet  the 
issue.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  heartily  indorse  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Johnson,  because  it  leaves 
out  the  question  as  to  freights  and  fares  entirely.  I  do  not  think  the 
amendment  ofiTered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  is  necessary.  I 
hope  that  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  will  be  adopted.  I  sup- 
pose it  makes  no  difference  who  offers  an  amendment,  so  long  as  we  get 
what  we  desire. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  The  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma 
includes  individuals.  The  amendment  I  presented  is  simply  with  refer- 
ence to  corporations,  and  only  those  corporations  which  are  named.  I 
did  not  insert  that,  because  after  the  vote  here  in  which  a  similar  prop- 
osition was  voted  down,  I  did  not  propose  to  ask  another  vote  on  a 
proposition  in  that  shape.  That  was  substantially  the  proposition  which 
the  committee  voted  down  this  mornine. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  It  applies  to  individuals  only  when  there  is  a  public 
use. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  The  gentleman  had  those  words  inserted  this 
morning,  and  after  the  Convention  inserted  those  words,  then  they 
struck  out  the  whole  section.     That  is  the  history  of  it. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  If  we  voted  wrong  then  is  there  any  reason  why 
we  should  do  it  again  ? 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  I  have  no  objection  to  striking  out  that  clause. 
The  only  reason  I  put  it  in  there  is  because  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Corporations  explained  that  they  did  not  provide  for  any 
transportation  companies  whatever  except  railroad  companies.  Now, 
take  the  case  of  the  Steam  Navigation  Company ;  there  is  no  provision 
according  to  the  explanation  of  tne  Chairman  of  the  committee  to  reach 
the  regulation  of  charges  in  that  case. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  do  not  recollect  of  ever  saying  that  it  does  not  reach 
any  other  than  railroad  companies.  I  did  say  that  it  reached  these  big 
transportation  companies  like  the  Star  Line,  and  the  White  Line,  etc., 
but  I  did  not  say  that  it  did  not  reach  others. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Do  you  understand  that  these  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners would  have  the  right  to  regulate  the  rates  of  any  transportation 
company  whatever  except  a  railroad  company  ? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  duties,  I  am  speaking  of  the 
liabilities. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    It  does  give  express  power. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  understand  that  the  term  railroad  and  other  transpor- 
tation companies  is  a  generic  term  and  means  all  of  them. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  admit  that  is  a  fair  construction,  but  I  do  state 
that  when  the  question  arose  it  was  stated  by  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  by  a  number  of  other  gentlemen,  that  the  meaning  of  that 
was,  that  it  had  reference  to  other  railroad  companies,  and  that  if  it  was 
not  sufficiently  clear  the  word  railroad  would  be  inserted  there.  I  will 
ask  now  to  amend  my  proposition  by  striking  out  that  last  clause  in 
reference  to  transportation  companies.  Strike  out  **  also  for  freights  and 
fares  except  as  otnerwise  proviaed  in  this  Constitution." 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  author  of  the  amendment 
whether  this  provision  being  mandatory  will  not  debar  a  municipality 
fi-om  regulating  the  rates  of  water  and  gas. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Johnson. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  62  ayes  to 
30  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  as  amended. 

Adopted. 

NUMBER   OF   ASSEMBLYMEK. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  desire  to  offer  an  additional 
section  to  the  article. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  After  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  the  Legislature  may 
increase  the  number  of  Assemblymen  to  one  hundred  and  twenty,  pro- 
vided two  thirds  of  all  the  members  elected  to  each  house  shall  vote  in 
favor  of  such  increase." 

Mr.  WYATT.    I  second  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  it  is  the  opinion  of  a 
majority  of  this  Convention  that  at  some  time  not  far  in  the  future,  that 
the  Assembly  should  be  increased.  We  have  provided  in  this  article  a 
number,  which  makes  it  mandatory,  and  there  is  no  possible  oppor- 
tunity to  change  it,  unless  by  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution.     I 


believe  that  the  Senate  should  be  a  conservative  and  small  body  of  men, 
consequently  I  have  not  provided  for  any  increase  of  the  Senate;  but  I 
believe  it  would  be  wise,  and  that  it  is  the  sense  of  this  committee,  that 
after  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  tne  Legislature  should  have 
the  power  to  increase  the  number  of  Assemblymes  to  one  hundred  and 
twenty.  I  have  not  numbered  it,  leaving  it  for  the  Committee  on 
Revision  and  Adjustment  to  put  it  in  where  they  see  fit,  if  the  committee 
should  vote  in  favor  of  this  proposition.    I  hope  it  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  addi-. 
tidHal  section  to  article  four,  to  be  known  as  section  twenty-nine. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  The  Legislature  shall  have  power  to  increase  the  number  of  members 
of  Assembly  to  one  hundred,  at  the  first  session  of  the  Legislature  after 
the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  and  the  number  of  Senators  and  mem- 
bers of  Assembly  shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several  counties  and 
districts  to  be  established  by  law  according  to  the  inhabitants,  to  be  ascer- 
tained by  the  number  of  the  electors,  multiplied  by  five,  as  registered  on 
the  Great  Registers  of  the  several  counties  on  the  first  day  of  January, 
eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,. which  shall  be  the  apportionment  and 
basis  of  representation  until  otherwise  provided  by  law." 

REKARKS   OF    IfR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  might  say  in 
regard  to  this  matter  that  I  am  not  particular  as  to  the  wording  of  the 
section,  but  as  to  the  principle  involved  here.  This  inflexible  rule 
established  in  the  fifth  section  of  this  article  does  a  great  injustice  to 
some  of  the  interior  counties.  The  county  that  I  represent,  having  a 
population  of  about  ten  thousand,  has  no  representative  at  all,  neither 
nas  the  County  of  Tulare,  which  is  much  larger.  Now,  if  the  popula- 
tion of  this  State  should  increase  in  proportion  as  it  has,  and  we  should 
have  twenty  thousand  or  thirtv  thousand  population,  we  would  still 
have  no  representative  while  this  inflexible  rule  of  forty  Senators  and 
eighty  members  of  the  Assembly  prevails.  Unless  there  is  some  kind 
of  apportionment,  we  will  have  no  representative.  There  is  a  great 
opposition  to  this  measure  coming  from  a  majority  of  the  members  from 
the  central  portion  of  the  State,  and  whether  it  is  passed  or  not,  I  want  to 
lift  my  voice  in  favor  of  those  whom  I  represent.  In  nine  cases  out  of 
ten,  when  there  is  anything  coming  up  in  this  State  in  which  the  people 
of  the  State  are  interested,  the  distant  portions  of  the  State  are  not  heard 
on  account  of  the  slimness  of  their  representation.  I  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  Convention  to  do  what  they  please  with  it. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  not  rising  before  you,  sir,  in 
this  body,  to  exactly  a  question  of  privilege,  but  it  does  appear  to  me 
that  although  the  gentleman  has  a  right,  if  he  thinks  so,  to  say  that  his 
county  is  not  represented,  he  has  no  right  to  say  that^  Tulare  is  without 
representation.  He  is  wrong.  [Laughter.]  Now,  sir,  we  have  not  the 
numbers  that  the  population,  according  to  the  vote  of  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy-six,  would  give  to  Tulare.  We  have  a  right,  taking  that  as 
a  basis,  to  a  larger  representation,  numerically.  That  is  correct,  but  it 
is  hoped,  with  what  assistance  Tulare  may  be  able  to  bring  to  bear,  that 
we  may  be  able  to  remedy  that  by  the  assistance  especially  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Avers,  and  I  think  the  gentleman  ironi 
Kern  will  also  assist  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  When  I  spoke  of  the  gentleman's 
county  I  had  reference  to  the  Legislature  and  not  to  this  body. 

Mr.  brown.  Tulare  has  never  failed  to  be  represented  in  the  Leg- 
islature of  this  State.  [Laughter.]  I  believe  that  in  addition  to  that  I 
am  opposed  to  the  gentleman's  amendment,  but  I  would  like  to  hear  it 
read. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"The  Legislature  shall  have  power  to  increase  the  number  of  mem- 
bers of  Assembly  to  one  hundred,  at  the  first  session  of  the  Legislature 
after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  and  the  number  of  Senators 
and  members  of  Assembly  shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several 
counties  and  districts  to  be  established  by  law  according  to  the  num- 
ber of  inhabitants,  to  be  ascertained  by  the  number  of  the  electors,  mul- 
tiplied by  five,  as  registered  on  the  Great  Registers  of  the  several 
counties  on  the  first  day  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty, 
which  shall  be  the  apportionment  and  basis  of  representation  until 
otherwise  provided  by  law." 

Mr.  brown.  I  believe,  as  we  have  all  heard  it  now,  I  shall  say 
nothing  against  it  and  make  no  further  explanation. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   SHURTLEFF. 

Mr.  SHURTLEFF.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  we  ought 
not  to  adopt  these  amendments.  There  will  be  inequalities  under  any 
apportionment,  and  some  of  the  counties  cannot  have  representatives.  If 
we  go  upon  that  principle  we  shall  have  to  extend  it,  so  that  the  number 
would  be  beyond  all  reason.  I  believe  that  the  State  of  Massachusetts 
had  the  most  popular  deliberative  body  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  It  con- 
sisted of  seven  hundred  and  thirty  members.  Now,  the  experience  of 
that  State  has  proven  that  the  body  was  too  large,  and  they  are  pretty 
slow  there  to  deviate  from  the  old  rules.  But  Massachusetts  found 
wisdom — she  found  that  she  had  a  more  popular  branch  than  necessary. 
She  has  cut  down  piece  by  piece,  until  to-day,  with  a  million  six  hun- 
dred thousand  inhabitants,  where  she  had  seven  hundred  and  thirty 
members,  she  has  now  two  hundred  and  forty.  The  Eastern  States, 
generally,  have  cut  down  the  old  popular  branch.  It  seems  to  me  that 
this  State  is  represented  enough  m  both  branches,  and  will  be  for  the 
,^ext  twenty-five  years.  Why,  in  the  State  of  New  York  a  Senator  rep- 
resents a  greater  constituency  than  does  a  member  of  the  lower  house  of 
Congress  from  this  State.  I  think  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this 
provision. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  if  the 
population  of  that  State  is  not  more  equally  distributed  than  that  of 
California  ? 
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Mr.  SHURTLEFF.  Certainly  it  is;  but  then  eighty  members  of  the 
Assembly  is  a  large  enough  number.  The  State  of  Texas,  a  larger  State 
than  this,  has  just  the  same,  except  that  the  Senate  has  ten  less,  and  the 
popular  branch  ten  more.  It  seems  to  roe  that  this  provision  to  make 
this  increase  is  unwise,  and  would  lead,  by  and  by,  to  an  increase  of 
the  number  of  members  of  the  Legislature  that  would  be  no  benefit 
whatever.  I  hope  the  Convention  will  adhere  to  the  decision  it  made 
the  other  day,  and  let  it  stand  just  where  it  is  in  the  old  Constitution — 
forty  Senators  and  eighty  Assemblymen — and  no  power  to  increase  it. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I,  too,  hope  that  it  will  be  left  as  it  is. 
It  is  amply  sufficient  for  all  the  purposes  of  representation,  and  this 
effort  to  raise  it  is  only  an  effort  to  increase  politicians  in  this  State.  *I 
hope  it  will  be  allowed  to  remain  as  it  is. 

THE  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kern,  Mr.  Smith. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackraer. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

IfOTION   TO   RECOVSIDKR. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  rise  now  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
up  my  motion  to  reconsider  the  amendment  to  section  twenty-four  of 
the  article  on  legislative  department,  offered  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Santa 
Clara.  I  move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Smith,  was  adopted,  providing 
that  ''all  laws  of  the  State  of  California,  and  all  official  writing,  and  the 
executive,  legislative,  and  judicial  proceedings,  shall  be  conducted,  pre- 
served, and  published  in  no  other  tnan  the  English  language.'' 

The  chairman.  It  is  a  very  doubtful  question  whether  the  com- 
mittee can  entertain  a  motion  to  reconsider  any  of  its  votes.  Under 
the  general  parliamentary  law  no  such  motion  can  be  ma<le  in  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  AYERS.     Is  that  the  decision  of  the  Chair? 

The  chairman.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  it  cannot  be 
entertained,  and  was  about  to  state  the  reason  why.  One  reason,  I  pre- 
sume, for  it  is,  that  the  action  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  is  not 
final.  It  reports  back  the  original  proposition  referred  to  it  with  any 
amendments  which  may  be  offered  by  the  committee,  and  when  it  comes 
into  the  house  they  may  be  amended  again  or  rejected.  We  have  two 
rules  adopted  by  this  house  bearing  upon  this  question.  One  is  upon 
the  subject  of  reconsideration,  whicn  requires  a  notice  to  bo  given,  and 
then  after  lying  over  one  day,  a  motion  to  reconsider.  Another  rule  of 
the  Convention  is,  that  the  rules  of  the  Convention  will  be  observed  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  so  far  as  they  are  applicable.  A  similar  rule 
exista  in  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  uniform  decision  there  has  been  that  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider cannot  be  entertained  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole;  that  it  is 
not  applicable;  that  the  business  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  mav  be 
obstructed  and  delayed  indefinitely  bv  such  a  motion.  The  Committee 
of  the  Whole  may  be  ready  to  report  back  ita  action  to  the  house  in  an 
hour,  and  if  such  a  motion  were  entertained  it  mi^t  be  tied  up  by  a 
notice  of  a  motion  to  reconsider,  which  cannot  come  up  for  twenty-four 
hours  afterwards.  Therefore,  as  there  is  no  rule  of  this  Convention  con- 
trary to  the  general  parliamentary  rule,  the  Chair  decides  that  a  motion 
to  reconsider  cannot  be  entertained  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  Then  I  move  that  this  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  I  make  this  motion  for  the 
reason  that  there  is  a  proposition  which  has  been  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Legislative  Department  which  I  wish  to  be  reported  back  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  before  it  finishes  the  consideration  of  this 
article. 

Mr.  TERRY.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise  and 
report  this  article  back  to  the  Convention,  with  the  amendments  adopted 
by  this  committee,  with  the  recommendation  that  it  be  printed  with  the 
amendments,  and  placed  upon  the  calendar. 
•  The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
had  under  consideration  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department,  have  completed  their  consideration  of  the  same,  and  report 
it  t>ack  to  the  Convention  with  the  recommendation  that  the  article,  as 
amended,  be  printed  and  placed  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  terry.  I  move  that  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
f>e  printed  and  placed  on  the  general  file. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

REPORT — mileage. 

Mr.  HILBORN.     Mr.  President:  I  send  up  a  report  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Mileage  and  Contingcht  Expenses. 
The  secretary  read: 

Mb.  Presidekt:  Your  Cooiinitt«o  on  Mileagn  and  Contingent  Expenses  have  had 
under  consideration  ]{esolution  No.  100 — relative  to  the  mileage  of  the  newly 
elected  members — and  And  that  W.  J.  Howard  is  entitled  to  mileage  for  three  hun- 
dr«d  and  twelve  miles,  and  J.  J.  Kenny  for  one  hundred  and  eiglity-six  miles;  we, 
therefore,  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Controller  bo  directed  to  draw  his  warrants,  payable  out  of  the 
appropriation  for  the  expenses  of  this  Convention,  in  favor  of  W.  J.  Howard  for  the 
sum  of  forty-six  dollars  and  eighty  cents,  and  in  farorof  J.  J.  Kenny  for  the  sum 
of  twenty-flvo  dollars  and  twenty  cents,  the  same  being  the  amounts  to  which  they 
are  respectively  entitled  as  mileage  as  members  of  this  Convention. 

Yonr  committee  have  also  had  under  consideration  Resolution  No.  101 — relative 
to  postage  stamps  for  the  Secretary— and  herewith  report  the  snme  buck  without 
reoommeodation . 

HILBORN,  Chairman. 

Mr.  HILBORN.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 
The  resolution  was  adopted. 


Mr.  HILBORN.  I  now  move  that  the  resolution  in  relation  to  appro- 
priating five  dollars  for  postage  stamps,  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary,  be 
adopted. 

The  secretary  read: 

Retolved^  That  the  State  Controller  be  and  he  is  hereby  ordered  to  issue  war- 
rants to  the  amount  of  five  dollars  in  fihvor  of  the  Secretary,  for  purchasing  iKWtago 
stamps,  to  be  used  in  transmitting  memorials  relative  to  Chinese  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  Senate,  House  of  Representatives,  Governors  of  the  Pacific 
States  and  Territories,  and  to  all  the  Governors  of  the  several  States  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  correspondence  of  the  Convention. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  this  Convention  do 
now  adjourn  until  Thursday,  December  twenty-sixth,  at  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

Mr.  HOWARD.     Mr.  President:  I  move  to  adjourn. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard,  that  the  Convention  adjourn. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

And  at  five  o'clock  and  five  minutes  p.  m.  the  Convention  adjournwi. 


\ 


EIGHTY-EIGHTH     DAY. 

Sacramento,  Tuesday,  December  24th,  1878. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Blackmer, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Caples, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Cross, 

Davis, 

Dean, 

Dow  ling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Dunlap, 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estee, 

Evey. 

Parrel  1, 

Finney, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Glascock, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Gregg, 

Hale, 

Barnes, 

Berry, 

Biggs, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Campbell, 

Casserly, 

Chapman, 

Cowden, 

Crouch, 


PRESENT. 

Harrison, 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 

Herrington, 

Hilborn, 

Hitchcock, 

Holmes, 


Nelson , 

Neunaber, 

Ohlcyer, 

Porter,    , 

Proutv, 

Reddy, 

Reynolds, 


Howard,of  Los  Angeles,  Rhodes, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Rolfc, 

Huestis, 

Hughey, 

Hunter, 

Inman, 

Jones, 

Kelley, 

Kenny, 

Keves, 

Kleine, 

Lampson, 

Larkm, 

Larue, 

Lewis, 

Mansfield, 

McCallum, 

McConnell, 

McCoy, 

McFarland, 

McNutt, 

Miller, 

Mills, 

Moffat, 

Moreland, 

Morse, 

Nason, 

ABSENT. 

Hall. 

Herold, 

Johnson, 

Joyce, 

Laine, 

Lavigne, 

Lindow, 

Martin,  of  Alameda,       Thompson, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Townsend, 


Schell,                                                    2 

Schomp,                                                 3 

Shoemaker,                                             3 

Shurtleff,                                                  % 

Smith,  of  4th  District,                            r^ 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco,                        ,' 

Soule, 

Steele,                                                      \ 

Stevenson,                                               ^ 

Sweasey,                                                  ;• 

Terry,                                                       :j 

Tinnin,                                                     J 

Turner,                                                   ,1 

Tuttle,                                                    '% 

Vacquerel,                                                j 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne,        *                    * 

Webster,                                                    vj 

Weller, 

West,                                                         1 

White,                                                      ^ 

Wilson,  of  Tehama,                                1 

Wyatt,                                                      ^ 

Mr.  President.                                        * 

Ringgold, 

Shaftcr, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Stedman, 

Stuart, 

Swenson, 

Swing, 


McComas,  Tully, 

Dudley,of  San  Joaquin,  Murphy,  Van  Dyke, 

Estey,  Noel,  Walker,  of  Marin, 

Fawcett,  O'Donnell,  Waters, 

Filcher,  O'Sullivan,  Wellin, 

Freeman,  Overton,  Wickes, 

Graves,  Pulliam,  Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Hager,  Reed,  Winans. 

LEAVE    OP     ABSENCE. 

Leave  of  absence  for  two  days  was  granted  Messrs.  Crouch,  Hall, 
Herold,  and  Morse. 
Leave  of  absence  for  five  days  was  granted  Mr.  Beerstecher. 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  Lewis  and  Overton. 

THE   JOURNAL. 

Mr.  huestis.     Mr.   President:    I   move   that  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  be  dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

REVENUE   AND   TAXATION. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.     Mr.  President :    I  desire  to  offer  a  propo- 


\ 


r 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


dtioD,  and  ask  that  it  be  prinkd  *ad  refeFTed  (o  Ihs  Committee  oi 
Whole. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

''SicT[ON  1.  Texpssliall  be  levied  BS  hereinaflerpraTided.  All  Ux^s 
upon  pmpcrt;  aball  be  unironn  within  the  terrilorini  limits  of  the 
(uthonty  levying  the  tai,  and  "hall  bo  levied  and  collected  under  gen- 

"Sio.  2.  All  properly,  the  income  from  which  isnnt  taxed,  excluding 
growing  crops,  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  under  tlie  law;  of 
the  United  ^jtatea,  public  pmjwrtv  belonging  to  the  United  States  or  to 
this  State,  or  any  municipality  thereof,  and  property  u«ed  eioluaively 

for  charitiible  purposes  not  exceeding thousand  dollars,  belonging 

to  any  one  institution,  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  lo  ita  val^e,  to  be 
ascertained  as  directed  by  law. 

"Sic.  3.  The  Legislature  Bball  provide  bvlaw  for  the  aasesament  and 
collection  of  a  tax  upon  incomes  derived  from  iitvcslmciits  in  bonds, 
notes  (whether  secured  by  mortgage  or  noC),  or  securities  of  any  kind 
owned  by  individuals,  and  upon  the  gross  incomes  of  all  railroad,  navi- 

ance  companies,  foreign  or  domestic,  or  any  other  corporation  (other  than 
municipal)  or  association  whatever,  formed  for  profit  or  doing  business 
in  this  State;  promi^eij,  that  all  notes,  bonds,  or  eeeurities  of  any  kind, 
the  income  from  which  is  tared,  and  oil  property  owned  by  and  neces- 
wrily  used  by  atrporatlons  or  associations  in  producing  incomes  which 
are  taxed,  shall  be  exempt  from'an  ad  valorem  lax." 

Ma.  DUDLEY,  of  Sofano.  Mr.  President ;  I  move  that  it  be  printed 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  of  (he  Whole. 

TBI  PRESIDENT.    If  there  be  no  objection  it  ts  so  ordered. 


Lo  ofler  a  resolution. 


Ma.  McCALLUM.    I  send  up  a  substitute  for  that  resolution. 
Tua  SECRETARY  read : 


-atD-dir.llKiUadjiia 


KtttUvtd,  Tbat  «ta« 
onrrid*Tii»t.attw> 

Ma.  WHITE.     I  move  to  amend  by  making  it  nine  o'clock. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President:  I  think  sufficient  time,  considering 
the  amount  of  work  we  have  before  us,  if  we  adjourn  to-day  over  until 
Thursday.  If  we  adjourn  to-day,  these  members  will  go  home  this 
afternoon  and  will  return  by  Thursday  at  two  o'clock.  The  Interests  of 
this  Convention  demand  that  we  shall  be  continuously  at  work  in  order 
(o  complete  our  work.  1  think  that  our  duty  to  the  ]>eople  of  this  State 
compels  us  to  remain  in  seaeioD  every  hour  that  we  can.  We  have  been 
-'■ — ning  for  the  benefit  of  the  gentlemen  from  San  Francisco,  and  I 


desire 


going 


voted 


;.  fiCHELL.  1  hope  no  adjournn^cnt  will  be  hod,  even  over 
to-morrow.  These  gentlemen  who  are  so  industrious,  and  think  we 
have  such  mountains  of  work  to  do  and  no  time  lo  do  it  in,  ought  lo  be 
permitted  to  stajr  here,  and  so  far  as  [  am  concerned,  I  am  willing  to 
meet  these  identical  gentlemen  at  work  here  to-morrow,  and  not  adjourn 
over  at  all. 

Ma.  KLEINE.  Mr.  President:  If  the  holidays  are  more  important 
to  these  gentlemen,  let  them  go  home  and  slay  home. 

The  PKESIDEKT.  The  question  is  on  the  ameudment  oBered  by 
the  gentlepian  from  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum. 

The  amendment  was  lost  on  a  division  vote  of  38  ayes  to  47  noes. 


Mr.  white.  Mr.  President:  I  move  tbat  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  conaidering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Future 
Amendments.  This  is  a  matter  that  we  can  finish  this  morning,  and  It 
will  be  out  of  the  way.  If  we  leave  it  we  will  lose  a  half  day  at  it  some 
other  time.    I  hope  the  inotion.wtll  prevail. 

Mr.  LABKIN.     Mr.  President;    I   am 
proposition.     I  hope  we  will  go  on  with  the 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.Prcsident:  It  is  immaterial  to  mo  personally. 
1  shall  support  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Cruz,  because 
two  or  three  gentlemen  are  absent  who  desire  very  ranch  to  be  here 
when  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation  is  consid- 
ered. Mr.Shanerisabsent.sick;  Judge  Hager  was  called  to  San  Fran- 
cisco yesterday  on  aorount  of  sickness  in  his  family ;  Major  Biggs  was 
called  home  on  business.  Everybody  knows  he  has  been  sick  a  long 
time.  These  gentlcmenj  and  other  gentlemen,  asked  me  to  ui^  upon 
this  Convention  the  postponement  of  the  consideration  of  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Kevenue  and  Taxation  until  the  Convention  meets 
after  the  holidays. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  President:  As  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Future  Amendments,  I  do  not  olgect  to  Ibo  report  being  taken  up  at 
this  time.  I  did  not  suppose  it  would  come  up  so  soon,  but  as  therejiort 
is  a  short  one,  we  may  get  through  with  it  this  morning,  whereas  we 
could  not  finish  some  of  the  repopla  that  were  sent  in  before  it.  1  think 
the  committee  are  likely  to  tear  it  all  to  pieces,  but  if  the  Convention 
think  best  to  take  up  the  report  of  that  committee,  I  do  not  object  to  it. 

Mr.  TERRY.    Mr.  President:  A  resolution  hasalready  been  passed 


I   opposed   to  taking  up   thi 


that  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation  should  fal- 
low immediately  afler  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
DepwtmenL 

■Tex  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Santa  Criii,  Mr.  White,  that  the  Convention  r«solve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  fur  the  purpose  of  consLdering  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Futr—   ' -" ■- 


idectly  a  quo- 
Corn - 


ami  stand  until  the  Secretary  counts  tliem. 

The  division  resulted  in  32  ayes  and  23  noes. 
■Th»  PRESIDEKT.     No  quorum  voting.     There  is 
rum  in  the  Convention. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    1  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself 
mitlee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  article  on  reve- 
nue and  taxation. 

Thx  president.  The  motion  is  not  in  order  at  present.  We  are 
taking  a  vote  on  the  motion  lo  go  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
article  on  future  amendments.    Members  are  requested  lo  vote  on  one 

The  amendment  then  prevailed,on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  bi  ayes  lo 
2Tnoes. 

IN   COMMITTEE   OF  THE   WHOLE. 

Ma-  WEST.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order  on  the  vote 
just  taken. 

The  chairman.  The  Conveution  haa  gone  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Mr.  GDGERTON.  Has  the  Convention  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Wholef 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    Yes,  sir. 

Ma.  LARKIN.  Docs  the  Chair  decide  that  two  thirds  voted  to  go 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole  ! 

Thk  CHAIBMAX.  No  two-third  vote  is  required.  The  Becrel«ry 
will  read  the  article  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Future  Amendments. 

Thx  secretary  read; 

Srctiox  I.  Any  amendment  or  amendments  to  this  CoDslitution  may 
be  proposed  in  the  Senate  or  Assembly,  and  if  two  thiids  of  all  the  mem- 
bers elected  lo  each  of  the  two  houses  shall  vote  in  favor  thereof,  such 
proposed  amendment  or  amendments  shall  be  entered  in  their  Journals, 
with  the  yeas  and  nays  taken  thereon ;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  said 
Legislature  to  submit  such  proposed  amendment  Or  amendments  to  the 

sGch  Amendment  or  amendments  shall  be  published  in  full  m  each 
county  in  the  State  wherein  a  newspaper  is  published  for  at  least  three 
months  next  preceding  the  election  at  which  they  are  to  be  submitted. 
Should  more  than  one  amendment  be  submitted  at  the  same  election, 
they  shall  ba  so  prepared  and  distinguished,  by  numbers  or  otherwise, 
that  they  can  be  voted  on  separately.  If  the  people  shall  approve  and 
ratify  such  amendment  or  amendments,  or  any  of  them,  by  a  majority 
nf  t^e  electors  qualified  lo  vote  for  members  of  the  Legislature  votin'g 
therefor,  such  amendment  or  amendments  shall  become  a  part  of  this 
Cons---*  -- 


Thr  CHAIRMAN.    If  there  he  no  amendment  b 
y  will  re 


>ne,  the 

S'ECHETARYread: 
Brc.  2.     Whenever  two  thirds  of  the  members  elected  lo  each  branch 
of  the  Legislature  shall  think  it  necessary  to  revise  this  Constitution, 
they  shall  recommend  to  the  electora  to  vote  at  the  next  geneml  elec- 
tion for  or  against  a  Convention  for  that  purpose,  and  if  a  majority  of 

shall  vote  in  favor  thereof,  the  Legislature  shall,  at  its  next  session,  pro- 
vide by  law  for  calling  the  same.  Said  Convention  shall  consist  of  a 
number  of  delegates  not  to  exceed  that  of  both  branches  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, which  shall  be  chosen  in  the  same  manner,  and  have  the  same 
qualifications,  as  members  of  the  Legislature.  The  delegates  so  elected 
sball  meet  within  three  months  afler  their  election  at  such  place  as  the 
Legislature  may  direct.  The  Constitution  that  may  l>e  agreed  upon  by 
such  Convention  shall  be  submitted  to  the  people  at  a  special  election, 
to  be  provided  for  by  law,  for  their  ratification  or  rejection,  in  snch 

tion,  shall,  in  such  manner  as  the  Convention  shall  direct,  be  certified  to 
the  Executive  of  the  State,  who  shall  call  to  his  assistance  the  Controller, 
Treasurer,  and  Secretary  of  State,  and  compare  the  returns  so  certiSed 
to  him  ;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Executive  to  declare,  by  his  pro- 
clamation, such  Constitution  as  may  have  been  rntified  by  a  majority  of 
all  the  voles  cast  at  such  special  elect'—  '-  ■■-  "--  " — -'-■-•- —  -'  "-- 
State  of  California. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  tl 
rise  and  report  back  this  article,  with  the  recommendati 
adapted,  and  that  it  be  placed  on  the  general  file. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CONVENTIOS. 


le  the  Constitution  of  the 


Tni  PRESIDENT.    Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the 
lad  under  consideration  the  reoorl  of  the  Committee  on  Fu 


tbat  it 


lis,  report  the  article  back  and  recommend 

ilaced  on  the  general  file. 

:r.    BLACKMER.      Mr.    President:    I   move    that   the  article    b« 


The  motion  prevailed. 

Mr.  SCHELL.    Mr.  President:  It  s« 
extraordinary  proceeding  in  this  matter.     There  i 
have  not  read  this  report.     My  recollection  is,  that 


tbat  this  is  rather  an 
laid  upon 


r 
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Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and 
Taxation. 

Mr.  GREGG.    I  move  we  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

Thr  president.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  El  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

bkvsnur  and  taxation. 
Arttclb  — . 

Srction  1.  All  (axes  shall  be  uniform  upon  the  same  class  of  subjects 
within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  authority  levying  the  tax,  and  shall 
be  levied  and  collected  under  general  laws. 

Sbc.  2.  All  property,  including  franchises,  capital  stock  of  corpora- 
tions or  joint  stock  a^ociations,  and  solvent  debts,  deducting  therefrom 
debts  due  to  'bona  fide  residents  of  this  State,  and  excluding  growing 
crops,  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  public  property  belonging  to  the  United  States,  or  to  this 
State,  or  any  municipality  thereof,  and  all  property  and  the  pro<^eds 
thereof  which  is  used  exclusively  for  charitable  purposes,  shall  be  taxed 
in  proportion  to  its  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  directed  by  law. 

Sbc.  3.  Land,  and  the  improvements  thereon,  shall  be  separately 
assessed.  Cultivated  and  uncultivated  land,  of  the  same  quality  and 
similarly  situated,  shall  be  assessed  at  the  same  value. 

Sbc.  4.  Every  tract  of  land  containing  within  its  boundaries  more 
than  one  government  section  shall  be  assessed,  for  the  purposes  of  taxa- 
tion, by  sections  or  fractional  sections;  and  where  the  section  lines  have 
not  been  established  by  authority  of  the  United  States,  the  .^sessor  and 
County  Surveyor  shall  establish  the  section  lines,  in  conformity  with  the 
government  system  of  surveys,  as  nearly  as  practicable.  Each  section 
or  fractional  section  shall  be  valued  and  assessed  separately ;  and  for  the 
purpose  of  subdividing  and  assessing,  the  Assessor  and  Surveyor,  and  their 
assistants,  may  enter  upon  any  land  within  their  respective  counties. 

Sbc.  5.  A  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligation  by 
which  a  debt  is  secured,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  assessment  and  taxatioh, 
be  deemed  and  treated  as  an  interest  in  the  property  affected  thereby. 
Except  as  to  railroad  and  other  quasi-public  corporations,  in  case  of  debts 
so  secured,  the  value  of  the  property  affected  by  such  mortgage,  deed  of 
trust,  contract,  or  obligation,  less  the  value  of  such  security,  shall  be 
assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  of  the  property,  and  the  value  of  such 
security  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  thereof,  in  the  county  in 
which  the  property  affected  thereby  is  situate.  The  taxes  so  levied  shall 
be  a  lien  upon  the  property  and  security,  respectively,  and  may  be  paid 
by  either  party  to  such  security;  if  paid  by  the  owner  of  the  security,  the 
tax  so  levied  upon  the  property  affected  thereby  shall  become  a  part  of 
the  debt  so  secured;  ir  the  owner  of  the  property  shall  pay  the  tax  so 
levied  on  such  security,  it  shall  constitute  a  payment  thereon,  and,  to  the 
extent  of  such  payment,  a  full  discharge  thereof. 

Sbc.  6.  Every  contnict  hereafter  made,  by  which  a  debtor  is  obligated 
to  pay  any  tax  or  assessment  on  money  loaned,  or  on  anv  mortgage, 
deed  of  trust,  or  other  lien,  shall,  as  to  any  interest  speci^ed  therein, 
and  as  to  such  tax  or  assessment,  be  null  aad  void. 

Sbc.  7.  No  corporation,  except  for  benevolent,  religious,  scientific,  or 
educational  purposes,  shall  be  hereafter  formed  under  the  laws  of  this 
State  unless  the  persons  named  as  corporators  shall,  at  <^  before  filing 
the  articles  of  incorporation,  pay  into  the  State  treasury  one  hundred 
dollars  for  the  first  fifty  thousand  dollars  or  less  of  capital  stock,  and 
a  further  sum  of  twenty  dollars  for  every  additional  ten  thousand 
dollars  of  such  stock ;  and  no  such  corporation  shall  hereafter  increase 
its  capital  stock  without  first  paying  into  the  State  treasury  twenty 
dollars  for  every  ten  thousand  dollars  of  increase. 

Sbc.  8.  No  license  tax  shall  be  imposed  by  this  State,  or  any  munici- 
pality thereof,  upon  any  trade,  calling,  occupation,  or  business,  except 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  wine,  spirituous  and  malt  liquors,  shows, 
theaters,  menageries, sleight  of  hand  performances,  exhibitions  for  profit, 
and  such  other  business  and  occupations  of  like  character  as  the  Legisla- 
ture may  judge  the  public  peace  or  good  order  may  require  to  be  under 
special  State  or  municipal  control.  But  the  Legislature  may  by  law 
iropoae  any  license,  or  other  tax,  on  persons  or  corporations  owning  or 
using  franchises  or  cor|X)rate  privileges. 

Sbc.  9.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  levy  and  collection  of 
an  annual  poll  tax  of  not  less  than  two  dollars,  for  school  purposes,  on 
every  male  inhabitant  of  this  State  over  twenty-one  and  under  sixty 
years  of  a^e,  except  paupers,  idiots,  insane  persons,  and  Indians  not 
taxed.    Said  tax  shall  be  paid  into  the  State  School  Fund. 

Sbc.  10.    The  power  of  taxation  shall  never  be  surrendered  or  sus- 
*  pended  by  any  grant  or  contract  to  which  the  State  shall  be  a  party. 

Sbc.  11.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  bylaw  for  the  payment  of 
all  taxes  on  real  property  by  installments. 

Sbc.  12.  The  Legislature  shall  by  law  require  each  taxpayer  in  this 
State  to  make  and  deliver  to  the  Countv  Assessor,  annually,  a  statement, 
under  oath,  setting  forth  specifically  all  the  real  and  personal  property 
owned  by  such  taxpayer,  or  in  his  possession,  or  unaer  his  control,  at 
twelve  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  first  Monday,  of  March. 

Sbc.  13.  Assessors  and  Collectors  of  State,  county,  city  and  county, 
town,  or 'district  taxes,  shall  be  elected  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
county,  city  and  county,  town,  or  district  in  which  the  property  taxed 
for  State,  county,  city  and  county,  town,  or  district  purposes,  is  situ- 
ated; provided,  that  vacancies  may  be  filled  by  appointment,  according 
to  general  laws. 

Sbc.  14.  The  State  tax  on  property,  exclusive  of  such  tax  as  may  be 
necessary  to  pay  the  existing  State  debt,  shall  not  exceed  forty  cents  on 
each  one  hundred  dollars  for  any  one  year. 


Sbc.  15.  A  State  Board  of  Equalization,  consisting  of  two  membere 
from  each  Congressional  District  in  this  State,  shall  bo  elected  by  the 
qualified  electors  of  their  respective  districts,  at  the  j^eneral  election  to 
be  held  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  anoseveuty-nine,  and 
every  four  yeara  thereafter,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  equalize  the  valu- 
ation of  the  taxable  property  in  the  State  for  purposes  of  State  taxation. 
The  Boanls  of  Supervisors  of  the  several  counties  in  the  State  shall  con- 
stitute Boards  of  Equalization  for  their  respective  counties,  whose  duty  it 
shall  be  to  equalize  the  valuation  of  the  taxable  property  in  the  county 
for  the  purposes  of  county  taxation. 

Sbc.  16.  The  State  Board  of  Equalization  shall  assess  the  value  of  all 
the  property  of  all  railroad  corporations  in  this  State.  For  the  purpose 
of  taxation,  the  value  of  all  lands,  workshop,  depots,  and  other  build- 
ings belonging  to  or  under  the  control  of  each  railroad  corporatfon,  shall 
be  apportioned  by  said  Board  to  the  counties,  cities  and  counties,  cities, 
townships,  and  districts  in  which  such  lands,  workshops,  depots,  and 
other  buildings  are  situate;  and  the  aggregate  value  of  all  other  prop- 
erty of  such  railroad  corporation  shall  ue  apportioned  by  said  Board  to 
each  county,  city  and  coonty,  city,  town,  or  district  in  which  its  road 
shall  be  located,  according  to  the  ratio  which  the  number  of  miles  of 
such  road  completed  in  such  county,  city  and  counfy,  city,  town,  or  dis- 
trict shall  bear  to  the  whole  length  of  such  railroad. 

Sec.  ]  7.  The  value  of  the  capital  stock  of  a  corporation  snail  bo 
assessed  in  the  county  in  which  its  principal  place  of  business  is  locate<i, 
and  separately  from  all  other  property  belonging  thereto;  and  such 
stock  shall  be  assessed  at  its  market  value  when  the  assessment  is  made. 
The  real  and  other  personal  property  of  such  corporation  shall  be  assessed 
in  the  several  counties  respectively  in  which  the  same  is  situate.  The 
value  of  such  stock,  over  and  above  the  aggregate  value  of  such  real 
and  other  personal  property,  according  to  such  assessment,  shall  be 
taxed  in  the  county  in  which  the  principal  place  of  business  of  such 
corporation  is  located ;  and  the  value  of  such  real  and  other  personal 
property  shall  be  taxed  in  the  several  counties  respectively  in  which 
the  same  is  situate.  The  shares  of  stock  belonging  to  the  stockholdera 
in  such  corporation  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation ;  providedf  that  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  railroad  corporations. 

Sbc.  18.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  all  laws  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  article. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  Vrill  read  section  one. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read : 

Section  1.  All  taxes  shall  be  uniform  upon  the  same  class  of  sub- 
jects within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  authority  levying  the  tax,  and 
shall  be  levied  and  collected  under  general  laws. 

Mr.  larkin.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  as  a  substitute  for 
the  section. 

The  secretary  read : 

''Section  1.  Taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the 
State.  All  property  in  this  State  snail  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its 
value,  to  be  ascertained  as  directed  by  law.'' 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise 
and  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  I  make  that  motion  so 
as  to  move  a  call  of  the  house.  The  question  was  put  and  resulted  in 
a  vote  of  31  ayes  and  38  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No  quorum  voting.  There  is  evidently  a  quorum 
in  the  house. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  desire  to  state 

The  chairman.  The  motion  is  not  debatable.  Those  in  favor  of 
the  motion  will  rise  and  stand  until  they  are  counted.  Members  are 
reouested  to  vote  on  one  side  or  the  other. 

The  division  resulted  in  a  vote  of  35  ayes  to  41  noes. 

The  chairman.  In  order  to  ascertain  whether  there  is  a  quorum 
present,  the  Chair  will  direct  the  Secretary  to  call  the  roll,  and  membera 
are  directed  to  answer  to  their  names  as  thev  are  called. 

The  SECRETARY  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  members 
answered  to  their  names : 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Belcher, 

Blackmer> 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Caples, 

Charles, 

Davis, 

Dean, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Duulap, 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estee, 

Evey, 

Finney, 

Freud, 

Glascock, 

Gorman, 

Gregg, 

Hale, 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 


Hcrrington,  Reddy, 

Hilborn,  Reynolds, 

Holm^,  Rhodes, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,Rolfe, 
Howard,  of  Mariposa,   Schell, 


Huestis, 

Hughey, 

Hunter, 

Jones, 

Kelley, 

Kenny, 

Keyes, 

Kleine, 

Lampson, 

Larkin, 

Larue, 

Mansfield, 

McCallum, 

McConnell, 

McFarland, 

McNutt, 

Miller, 

Moffat, 

Nason, 

Neunaber, 

Ohleyer, 

Porter, 


Schomp, 

Shurtleff, 

Smith, of  4th  District, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Sweasey, 

Tinnin, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Wal  ker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

West, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wyatt. 

Mr.  President— 80. 


The  CHAIRMAN.    There  is  a  quorum  present. 


^V 


882 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Tuesday, 


Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  I  make  this  motion,  because  I  am 
sure  that  this  house  does  not  intend,  to-day,  to  take  up  the  question  of 
taxation.  We  can  take  up  some  other  report  and  proceed  to  business, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  done. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN   CONVENTION. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen,  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress  therein, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  HERRI NGTON.  I  desire  to  send  up  a  minority  report  from  the 
Committee  on  Education. 

The  secretary  read: 

MINORITY   REPORT  OF  COMMITTER  ON   EDUCATION. 

To  the  Presidsnt  and  Gentleiuon  of  the  Convention: 

The  undersigned,  a  niinoritj  of  the  Committee  on  Education,  herewith  presents 
his  report,  and  asks  Ihat  it  be  referred  to  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  be  considered 
in  connection  witti  the  report  of  the  majority,  as  printed. 

Section  six  of  the  mi^rity  report,  in  defining  the  system  of  public  schools,  pro* 
vides  for  "  such  normal  schools,  iiigh  schools,  erening  schools,  and  technical  schools" 
as  the  Legislature  may  prescribe,  or  as  may  be  ee^lished  by  any  municipality  or 
sohool  district  of  the  State,  in  addition  to  primary  and  grammar  schools,  but  excludes 
from  the  system  the  State  Normal  School. 

The  branch  of  the  system  called  high  schools,  as  now  conducted,  which  this  section 
perpetuates,  is  a  continued  source  of  public  dissatisfiiction.  It  permits  instruction 
in  all  languages — ancient  and  modem — and  prevents  nniformity  in  the  courses  of 
instruction  therein  pursued.  It  is  not  probable  that  any  two  districts  in  the  State 
will  require  the  same  kind  of  text-books. 

The  qtialiflcations  required  to  teach  in  this  branch  of  the  system  may  differ  greatly 
in- the  several  districts,  while  heavy  special  taxes  will  be  required  in  the  districts  for 
tlie  support  of  high  salaries  to  classicHl  educators  for  the  benefit  of  a  small  proportion 
of  the  children  of  those  districts,  without  any  general  benefldal  results. 

Objections  equally  valid  may  be  urged  against  technical  schools,  and  the  multi- 
plicity of  normal  schools  which  the  majority  report  contemplates,  while  the  exclusion 
of  the  *'  State  Normal  School  *'  from  the  "syscem  '*  is  its  practical  ^Mindonment  and 
ultimate  destruction. 

I  therefore  propose  the  following  as  a  modification  of  section  six,  as  reported  by 
the  majority,  and  ask  its  adoption  as  a  substitute : 

Sbo.  6.  The  public  school  system  shall  include  primary  and  grammar  schools, 
and  such  evening  schools  as  may  be  established  by  authority  of  any  mnnicipality  or 
school  district  of  the  State,  and  all  instruction  imparted  therein  shall  be  confined  to 
the  English  language.  All  revenue  derived  fh)m  the  State  School  Fund  and  State 
school  tax  shall  be  applied  exclusively  to  the  supiiort  of  primary  and  grammar 
schools. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

D.  W.  HEBRINGTON, 

December  28, 1878.  Of  Committee  on  Education. 

Laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  printed. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 

gurpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Right  of 
unrage. 

The  motion  prevailed. 
The  article  is  as  follows : 

Abticle  II. 

RIGHT   OF   SUFFRAOK. 

Sf.ction  1.  Every  native  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every 
naturalized  citizen  thereof,  who  shall  have  become  such  ninety  days 
prior  to  any  election,  of  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  who  shall  have 
ueen  a  resident  of  the  State  one  year  next  preceding  the  election,  and  of 
the  election  district  in  which  he  claims  his  vote  ninety  days,  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  which  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be 
authorized  by  law;  provided,  that  no  idiot,  insane  person,  or  person  con- 
victed of  any  infamous  crime,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  privileges  of  an 
elector;  provided,  that  the  Legislature  may  by  law  remove  in  whole,  or 
in  part,  the  disabilities  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise  on  account  of 

Skc.  2.  Electors  shall,  in  all  cases,  except  treason,  felony,  or  breach 
of  the  peace,  be  privileged  from  arrest  on  the  days  of  election,  during 
their  attendance  at  such  election,  going  to  and  returning  therefrom. 

Skc.  3.  No  elector  shall  be  obliged  to  perform  militia  duty  on  the  day 
of  election,  except  in  time  of  war  or  public  danger. 

Skc.  4.  For  tne  purpose  of  voting,  no  person  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
gained  or  lost  a  residence  by  reason  of  his  presence  or  absence  while 
employed  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  nor  while  engaged  in  the 
navigation  of  the  waters  of  this  State  or  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the 
high  seas;  nor  while  a  student  at  any  seminary  of  learning;  nor  while 
kept  at  any  almshouse  or  other  asylum,  at  public  expense;  nor  while 
confined  in  any  public  prison. 

Sec.  5.    All  elections  by  the  people  shall  be  by  ballot. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thk  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  one. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

Section  1.  Every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every 
naturalized  citizen  thereof,  who  shall  have  become  such  ninety  days 
prior  to  any  election,  of  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  who  shall  have 
oeen  a  resident  of  the  State  one  year  next  preceding  the  election,  and  of 
the  election  district  in  which  he  claims  his  vote  ninety  days,  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  which  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be 
authorized  by  law ;  provided,  that  no  idiot,  insane  person,  or  person  con- 
victed of  any  infamous  crime,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  privileges  of  an 
elector ;  provided,  that  the  Legislature  ma^  by  law  remove  in  whole,  or 
in  part,  the  disabilities  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise  on  account  of 
sex. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.    I  send  up  an  amendment  to  section  one. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

**  Strike  out  the  word  '  male,'  in  line  one. 


8PKBCH   OF   MR.  BLICKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  Owing  to  the  unprecedented 
course  that  this  committee  has  taken  upon  this  subject,  to  take  it  up  at 
this  time,  I  am  not  prepared  to  discuss  this  question  as  I  had  hoped  to 
discuss  it,  and  if  it  were  of  any  use  I  would  certainly  earnestly  protest 
against  this  subject  being  taken  up  at  this  time,  when  there  is  barely  a 
quorum  here;  when  members,  whom  I  know  are  anxious  to  discuss  this 
question,  are  absent;  when  it  will  be  impossible  to  get  an  expression  of 
uie  sentiments  of  the  committee  upon  this  question  which  is  to  come 
before  us.  I  know  that  it  is  looked  upon  by  a  great  many  in  this  Con- 
vention as  a  question  that  perhaps  ought  not  to  be  raised  here,  but,  sir. 
I  beg  leave  to  differ  with  all  those  gentlemen,  and  to  assert  that  I  con- 
sider it  one  of  the  most  important  questions  that  is  to  be  discussed  during 
the  session  of  this  Convention.  I  know  that  the  time  which  I  shall  be 
allowed  to  civo  to  it  is  limited,  and  that  I  cannot,  without  the  prepara- 
tion that  I  had  intended  to  make  to  condense  what  I  had  to  say,  do  the 
subject  justice.  But  I  shall^  endeavor  to  answer  some  of  the  objections 
that  I  believe  are  raised  to  striking  out  this  word  **  male  ''in  this  report. 
In  the  first  place,  sir,  we  have  but  to  go  back  but  a  short  time  to  find 
woman  occupying  a  position  very  much  inferior  to  the  one  she  occupies 
at  present,  although  to-day  she  is  politically  in  a  position  of  degrada- 
tion ;  but,  sir,  she  has  been  taking  higher  and  higher  ground  continually. 
But  to  come  down  at  once  to  this  question  of  the  right  of  suffrage.  At 
the  close  of  the  American  Revolution  there  was  even  in  this  republic  a 
property  qualification  in  almost  all  of  the  States.  But,  sir,  it  was  not 
long  before  the  people  who  had  been  recognized  as  the  people  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  began  to  feel  the  oppression  of  that, 
and  very  soon  there  came  to  be  a  very  strong  influence  broueht  to  bear 
upon  the  authorities  of  the  government  to  remove  that  disabilitv.  An<l 
what  was  the  reason?  Because  there  was  something  behind  iL  And 
then  that  flropertv  Qualification  was  removed,  eventually,  I  believe,  in 
all  the  States,  and  then  we  had  a  government  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race 
in  this  country.  Well,  immediately  after  that  there  began  to  grow  into 
importance  the  great  questions  between  free  and  slave  labor  in  this 
country,  and  that  went  on  until  it  carried  this  country  to  the  very  verge 
of  destruction,  and  that  question  was  finally  settled,  and  it  was  found 
necessary,  or  deemed  so,  by  a  great  majority  of  the  people  inthecountrr, 
to  give  to  that  race  that  had  been  enslaved  the  ballot  also  for  its  protec- 
tion, and  then  and  since  then  we  have  had  an  aristocracy  of  sexes  in 
this  country,  and  we  have  been  governed  by  this  aristocracy  of  sex.  Let 
us  go  back  a  moment  and  see  how  it  is. 

The  people  who  have  held  these  women  in  subjugation  longe9t 
believea  that  they  had  no  souls.  That  was  the  idea  they  entertained. 
That  was  the  idea  and  is  to-dav  the  idea  in  the  most  populous  govern- 
ment on  the  globe.  It  was  told  of  a  Jesuit  missionary  in  China,  that  he 
was  asked  by  one  of  the  natives  why  he  talked  with  the  women.  He 
told  him  that  he  wanted  to  save  souls.  "  Why  do  you  want  to  convert 
women?  they  have  no  souls,"  said  the  native.  The  same  idea  prevails 
with  the  man  who  said  that  "  women  were  better  than  donkeys,  but  that 
they  were  not  as  good  as  males."  This  same  idea  has  obtained  in  all  of 
our  civilization,  and  it  taints  our  civilization  as  it  did  that.  We  have 
had  here  in  this  Convention  gentlemen  who,  without  any  thought  of 
anything  wrong,  if  they  wanted  to  find  a  figure  of  speech  that  was 
more  contemptible  than  an^g^hing  else,  have  been  able  to  find  nothins; 
so  well  suitea  to  their  taste  as  *•  old  women,"  or  a  "convention  of  old 
women."  Sir,  I  never  listen  to  such  remarks  but  there  arises  before 
my  view  an  old  woman ;  old,  it  is  true,  and  feeble  in  years,  who^e  steps 
are  fast  apprllk:hing  the  entrance  of  that  low  green  tent  whose  curtain 
never  outward  swings,  but  who  is  still  as  vigorous  in  mind  as  when  in 
her  younger  years  she  was  thought  fit  to  be  tne  instructor  of  youth,  and 
who  has  Dorne  her  sons  and  daughters  to  positions  of  honor  and  trust. 
I  wonder  if  such  gentlemen  have  this  in  view  when  they  sneeringly 
talk  about  old  women,  and  I  wonder  if  they  remember  that  the  mother 
who  bore  them  is  in  her  declining  years,  a  member  of  this  despised  class? 
Sir,  I  do  not  believe  that  gentlemen  say  this  with  a  full  knowledge  of 
its  meaning,  but  it  is  the  taint  of  the  old  civilization  that  still  clings 
here  in  the  new. 

Now,  sir,  we  are  told  that  if  this  word  "male"  is  stricken  out  of  this 
place,  and  women  are  allowed  to  go  to  the  ballot  box,  that  they  will  go 
out  of  their  sphere.  N6w,  sir,  I  beg  to  know  by  whose  authority  has 
that  sphere  been  determined.  They  have  never  yet  been  allowed  to 
develop  themselves  without  restraint,  in  the  sphere  that  God  and  nature 
intended  for  them,  and  no  class  of  people,  whether  they  be  men  or 
women,  in  any  cotnmunity,  under  any  government,  can  ever  develop 
to  their  full  capacity  unless  they  are  unrestricted  in  every  direction. 
Why,  sir,  how  ao  we  know  that  the  lark  that  sings  at  the  very  gat«  of 
heaven  would  do  that  if  we  had  never  seen  him  except  he  was  impris- 
oned within  the  bars  of  his  cage?  Take  off  the  restrictions  that  keep 
this  class  of  people  where  they  are,  and  then  it  will  be  time  to  determine 
what  their  sphere  is. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  told  that  they  are  not  asking  for  it:  that 
there  is  no  demand,  for  this.  Why,  sir,  the  demand  has  been  made  in 
this  country  and  in  the  old  countries  for  more  than  thirty  years.  During 
the  last  session  of  Congress  more  than  fortv  thousand  men  and  women 
petitioned  for  this  disability  to  be  removed.  It  has  been  agitated,  and 
discussed,  and  legislated  upon  in  almost  every  State  in  the  country.  In 
our  own  State  we  have  nearly  three  thousand  men  and  women  asking 
that  we  frame  a  Constitution  here  that  shall  not  put  any  disability  on 
them  on  account  of  sex.  It  makes  no  difference,  sir,  if  it  is  rieht,  if  it 
is  just,  if  there  is  only  one  woman  who  feels  herself  aggrievea  by  the 
political  position  in  which  she  finds  herself,  it  is  but  right  and  just  that 
she  have  the  privilege  that  she  asks.  Next,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  told 
that  it  will  unsex  her.  Well,  sir,  if  the  exercise  of  a  political  ri^ht,  or  a 
political  function,  under  any  government,  will  succeed  in  doing  that 
which  neither  God  nor  nature  can  affect,  it  will  then  be  time  to  argue 
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that  they  will  be  unsexed.    I  am  ashamed  of  men  who  take  that  posi- 
tion.   It  is  entirely  begging  the  whole  question. 

But,  sir,  we  are  toldTiurther  than  that,  that  if  this  disability  should 
be  removed,  that  only  the  lower  and  degraded  class  will  go  to  the  polls 
and  vote,  while  the  better  and  more  respectable  class  oflKtromen  will 
stay  away.  Kow,  sir,  in  the  first  place  I  deny  that  this  is  true,  and 
there  is  plenty  of  evidence,  not  only  in  our  country,  but  in  the  countries 
of  the  Old  World,  where  women  do  vote  upon  the  same  property  (quali- 
fications as  do  men ;  as  they  do  in  England,  voting  at  all  the  municipal 
and  parochial  elections;  and  it  is  expected  very  confidently  that  the 
next  session  of  Parliament  will  allow  them  to  vote  also  for  members  of 
that  body.  But  suppose  it  was  true  that  only  the  lower  and  more 
degraded  class  of  women  would  vote.  Suppose  that  every  inmate  of 
every  brothel  in  the  State  were  to  go  and  vote,  and  ever^  respectable 
woman  stay  away,  it  makes  no  difference  upon  the  prmciple  upon 
which  it  is  based.  Women  are  not  sole  traders  in  this  business,  and  I 
am  pleading  not  for  a  universal  suffrage,  but  for  an  impartial  suffrage, 
that  whatever  restrictions  are  placed  upon  any  class,  shall  be  placed  upon 
all  alike ;  and  it  matters  not  how  degraded  or  low  a  man  may  be  it  Joes 
not  disqualify  him  unless  he  has  been  under  the  criminal  law.  If  you 
do  not  disqualify  men  for  voting  because  they  are  the  associates  and  the 
partners  in  this  business,  I  ask  m  the  name  of  heaven  why  should  you 
disqualify  women?  I  am  indeed  very  sorr^  that  I  am  taken  so  com- 
pletely by  surprise  in  regard  to  the  aiscussion  of  this  question,  and  I 
do  think  that  it  i^taking  an  unfair  advantage  of  those  who  have  been 
so  anxious  to  discuss  this  question  fully  Mfore  this  committee.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  not  dealing  justlv  with  those  whom  I  know  are 
anxious  to  discuss  this  question.  It  is  brought  up  here  at  a  time  when 
it  cannot  have  any  consideration  at  all.  There  are  so  many,  many 
arguments  that  can  be  used  in  favor  of  this  proposition.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  has  determined  what  shall 
be  the  governing  class  in  the  country.  They  have  defined  the  bounds 
of  citisenship,  and  they  have  done  it  in  an  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution, whicn  says  that  all  persons  bom  or  naturalized  in  the  United 
States  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof,  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  State  wherein  they  reside.  It  is  this  class  of  people 
that  are  meant  when  thd  Constitution  says:  "All  persons  born  and 
naturalized."  Because  man  made  laws  have  select^  from  that  class 
and  made  a  disqualification  on  account  of  sex,  it  does  not  follow  that 
other  citizens  have  not  a  right  to  a  voice  in  the  government.  It  can- 
not follow  by  any  rule  of  justice,  and  I  contend  that  whatever  rights 
are  given  to  one  citizen,  ought  to  be  given,  under  the  same  rule,  to 
every  other  citizen.  If  we  are  to  have  intelligence  as  a  test  for  the 
exercise  of  this  right  of  the  elective  franchise,  let  us  have  intelligence 
in  the  case  of  all  citizens.  The  government  has  a  right  to  regulate  this 
franchise.  It  has  a  right  to  say  that  no  citizen  shall  be  allowM  to  exer- 
cise it  unless  they  are  of  a  certain  age ;  it  has  a  ri^ht  to  say  that  those 
who  are  not  of  sound  mind  shall  not  exercise  it;  it  has  a  right  to  say 
that  insane  persons  shall  not  exercise  it ;  but,  sir,  it  has  no  more  right 
to  say  that  people  who  are  of  sound  mind,  and  of  aee,  this  whole  class 
of  citizens  embraced  within  this  definition  in  the  Constitution  of  this 
country,  shall  have  no  voice  in  the  concerns  of  this  governmenL  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  cannot  do  justice  to  this  arfj^ument  now.  "So  man  can  do 
it.  I  cannot  do  it  beine  taken  by  surprise  here,  and  I  wish  to  refrain 
from  further  discussion,  hoping  that  the  committee  will  see  fit  to  post- 

r>ne  it  to  some  future  time  when  it  can  be  discussed  as  it  ought  to  be. 
claim  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  making  a  good  Constitution  to  do 
work  in  this  manner.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  motion 
will  prevail.    I  do  not  know 

Ths  chairman.    The  question  is  not  debatable. 

Ma.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  the  gals  a 
chance  now.  # 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer,  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   BAOUR. 

Mr.  EAGON..  Mr.  Chairman :  As  Chairman  of  that  committee  I  wish 
to  state  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  go  into  a  regular  discussion  of  this 
matter  and  to  consider  this  report.  The  committee,  sir,  reported  a  por- 
tion of  this  first  section  more  as  a  compromise  than  for  any  other  pur- 
pose, and  I  am  a  little  surprised,  sir,  now,  that  this  committee  should 
attempt  to  consider  a  question  of  so  much  importance  to  the  people  of 
this  State  as  this  is,  with  so  slim  a  committee  as  we  have  here  at  present — 
hwrdly  a  quorum,  sir.  It  is  one  of  the  most  important  questions  that 
will  come  before  this  Convention  for  its  action  during  its  session.  I 
would  like  to  see  a  full  Convention  when  this  question  is  discussed. 
The  committee  were  of  different  opinions  in  regard  to  certain  Questions 
in  the  report  As  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San 
Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer,  I  will  say  that  with  one  exception  the  committee 
were  unanimously  opposed  to  that  amendment.  The  other  portion 
alluded  to,  by  an  amendment  to  an  amendment,  was  a  compromise  with 
the  committee,  each  member  of  the  committee  reserving  a  right  to  act 
upon  it  in  the  Convention  as  he  saw  fit  Now,  I  know  that  a  number 
of  the  committee  are  not  present.  I  know  that  a  majority  almost  of 
this  Convention  is  absent,  and  I  do  hope  that  a  motion  tliat  the  eom- 
miUee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  a^in,  will  prevail.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  ought  to  do  so  in  order  to  do  justice  to  a  question  of 
such  magnitude  as  this.    I  renew  the  motion. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  I  would  suggest  that  the  committee 
recommend  that  it  be  taken  up  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  EAGON.    I  do  not  think  there  is  any  great  difficulty  about  thai. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Why  not  go  on  and  discuss  this  question  without  tak- 
ing any  vote. 
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Mr.  EAGON.  I  suppose  that  gentlemen  making  arguments  would 
like  to  make  them  before  the  Convention. 

remarks  of  MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  entirely  too  much  impor- 
tance is  given  to  the  action  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  I  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Suffrage.  I  think  entirely  too  much  con- 
sequence is  eiven  to  the  action  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  view 
of  tlie  fact  that  all  these  questions  will  come  before  the  Convention,  and 
I  have  no  idea  that  any  gentleman  will  be  deprived  of  discussing  the 
question  then  if  he  shall  not  have  a  fair  and  full  opportunity  to  discuss 
it  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  My  preference  is  to  take  these  reports 
in  their  order  and  act  upon  them,  whoever  may  be  present,  and  if  there 
is  not  a  full  discussion,  or  full  vote,  that  can  easily  be  remedied  when 
We  act  in  the  Convention.  I  must  say  that  I  sympathize  with  the  elo- 
(^uent  remarks  of  the  gentleman  who  first  spoke  to  us  upon  this  ques- 
tion, but  I  cannot  say  that  I  think  there  is  any  probaoility  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  will  prevail,  and  it  will  be  unnec- 
essary to  .occupy  much  time  in  discussing  it,  although  the  gentleman 
has  a  right  to  do  so.  I  think  we  had  better  go  ahead  and  discuss  it,  and 
if  it  is  in  order  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  first  section ;  that  is, 
to  add  to  the  end  of  the  section  "  by  a  vote  of  two  thirds  of  the  mem- 
bers of  each  house  in  favor  of  such  change.''  Tbis  is  to  remove  a  disa- 
bility on  account  of  sex.  In  the  Suffrage  Committee  a  proposition  was 
for  some  time  considered  whether  we  should  ask  the  Convention  to  submit 
a  separate  proposition,  to  be  voted  on  separately,  on  this  question  of  suf- 
frage. It  was  tnought,  for  reasons  which  need  not  be  stated  here,  that  that 
would  not  be  proper.  All  that  was  left  for  the  committee  to  do  was  to 
submit  a  proposition  of  this  kind.  But  under  the  proposition,  as  pre- 
sented by  the  committee,  a  mere  majority  of  the  Legislature  could 
change  the  Constitution  of  the  State;  that,  I  think,  would  not  be 
proper  in  any  case,  and  it  would  be  regarded,  perhaps,  as  verv  objec- 
tionable if  we  put  it  into  the  Constitution,  but  if  a  vote  of  two  tliirds  of 
the  members  or  each  house  shall  be  in  favor  of  such  change,  I  do  not 
see  any  reason  why  we  should  not  submit  it  in  that  form ;  that  certainly 
never  will  occur  until  public  sentiment  shall  demand  it,  and  demand  it 
by  a  decided  majority.  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that  the  time  will 
come  when  public  sentiment  will  demand  that  justice. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   MCFARLAND. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  is  nothina;  more  impor- 
tant to  put  into  a  Constitution  than  that  which  provides  £r  the  elective 
franchise.  That  goes,  sir,  to  the  very  source  of  political  power.  Now, 
we  have  a  general  vague  idea  that  all  people  have  a  right  to  vote;  but 
political  power  is  confined  to  about  one  quarter  or  one  filth  of  the  popu- 
lation— ^a  particular  class  designated  by  age,  sex,  and  citizenship.  Now, 
sir,  if  this  question  as  to  the  elective  franchise  had  come  before  this 
committee  to-dav  in  its  regular  order,  if  we  naturally  and  according  to 
our  general  file  nad  reached  it  to-day,  the  da^  before  Christmas,  with 
scarcely  a  quorum  here,  I  should  have  said  this  should  take  its  natural 
chances  and  be  discussed  to-day.  But  what  right,  what  justice,  is  there 
in  passing  over  some  four  or  five  less  important  matters  and  taking  up 
this?  We  have  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Education,  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  and  others,  which  are  passed 
over. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will  confine  his  remarks  to  the 
question  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  is  certainly  unjust  to  take  up  this  report 
now.  I  desire  to  discuss  it  myself,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  do  so  wnen 
there  is  barely  a  quorum  present.  I  doubt  whether  there  is  a  quorum 
here  now. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.  ORIOB. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  hopes' that  this  matter  will  be 
passed  over  now  for  the  present.  I  was  surprised  to  come  here  this 
morning  and  find  this  question  under  consideration,  when  I  venture  to 
say  that  there  is  not  a  quorum  present  I  believe  that  this  is  all  impor- 
tant question,  and  the  manner  m  which  this  subject  has  been  treatea  by 
this  Convention,  and  by  some  people  who  are  inclined  to  sneer  at  the 
right  of  women  to  the  suffrage,  is  not  creditable.  I  consider  it  taking 
mean  advantage.  I  intend  to  speak  upon  this  subject  in  this  Convention, 
but  I  do  not  intend  to  speak  to  empty  seats.  I  have  some  authorities 
that  I  wish  to  quote  that  are  at  home,  and  that  I  could  not  get  here 
to-day ;  I  have  prepared  some  notes  upon  it  that  I  have  not  got  here. 
I  believe  that  a  woman  who  has  to  pay  her  taxes  has  as  good  a  right  to 
vote  as  a  man.  If  we  give  negroes,  and  Chinamen,  and  everything 
else,  a  right  to  vote,  and  proclaim  the  universal  brotherhood  of  man  ana 
fatherhood  of  God,  why  in  the  name  of  God  don't  you  give  them  equal 
rights?    The  woman  is  just  as  intelligent 

MR.  TINNIN.  Are  you  going  over  to  that  doctrine  of  the  universal 
brotherhood  of  man  ? 

Mr.  grace.  In  regard  to  women,  I  am.  I  move  that  the  committee 
rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentleman :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  thev  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Right  of  Suffrage,  have  mode  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURKMEVT. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  this  Convention  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  prevailed,  and  at  ten  o'clock  and  fifty  minutes  a.  m.  the 
President  declared  the  Convention  adjourned  until  Thursday,  Decem- 
ber twenty-sixth,  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  in  accordance  with  the  resolution 
previously  adopted. 
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NINETIETH    DAY. 

Sacsaukkto,  Thursday,  December  :eth,  ISTS. 
t,  at  Ino  o'clock  f.  a. 
atoonce  of  the  Pregident  and  Preiident 
praUm.,  I  will  call  the  Conventioti  to  on 

Ma.  HUE9TIS.     Mr.  SfcreUry:  I  nomL 
raiT  Chairman. 
Mk.  LARKIN  waachaecD  temporarj  Chi 
The  roll  vaa  called,  and  membera  round  i 


Nominatiung  Tor  Cfai 
ite  Mr.  Larkin  for  tempo- 

I  attendance  as  followa: 


Andrewi, 
Ayara, 

BaitoD, 
Wggt, 
Bla^mer, 
Boneher, 

Burt, 

C^lea, 

Chiu-lea, 

D»Ti«, 

Dmo, 

Dudley,  of  & 

DmilAp, 

EagoD, 

Edserton, 

Snj, 

Filchw, 

Gorman, 

& 

H«likell, 


Baeralecher, 

Belober, 

Ball, 

Berry, 

Bogp, 

Campbell, 

CaaMrlj, 

Chapman, 

Condon, 

Croaa, 

Crouch, 

DowIIuk. 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Sen  Joaquin, 


Kelley, 


Lavigne, 
Mansfteld, 

McCoLnell, 

McCoy, 

MoFanand, 

Mills, 

MolTat. 

Ohleyer, 


Herald.' 
HerringtoD, 


Eatey, 
Parrel  I, 
Fawoett, 


Lewis', 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Martin,  of  Sanbi  Cnii, 

McCalluin, 

McCumaa, 

McSutt, 

Miller,  . 

More  I  and, 

Murphy, 

Neunaber, 
Noel, 


Reddy, 

Reynoldi, 
it,  Rhodes, 
,     Rolfe, 

Schell, 

Bchorap, 

Shafler, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 

Smith,ef  4th  District, 

Soule, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Turner, ' 

Tuttle, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Voorhiea, 

Wellin, 

West, 

While, 

Wilson,  oF  Tehama, 

Winana. 


O'Doonell, 
O'SulliTBn, 

Reed,  ' 

Ringgold, 

Smith,  of  Bania  Clara, 

Smith,  of  Ban  Franciaoo, 

Stedman, 


Thompson, 

Tinnin, 

Townaend, 

Tully, 

Van  Dyke, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Watera, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

Wickes, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President. 


Leave  if  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  to  Meaara.   HcCallum, 
Prouty,  Hitcbcock,  and  Harrey. 
To  Mr.  Esteeaad  Mr.  TinDin.ou  account  of  sickness. 
To  Dr.  Walker,  for  three  days.    . 
Indcfinitfl  lenYC  of  absence  to  Mr.  McKutt. 
To  Mr.  Walker,  of  Marin,  for  two  daya. 

KO  QDOBUH   PtUlirt. 

Ma.  SHOEMAKER.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  Co  ask  if  there  is  a 
qunruro  present. 

Ma.  BCIIELL.  I  raise  the  point  of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum 
present. 

Tas  CHAIR.    The  Secretary  will  determine. 

The  secretary.  There  are  seventy  membenpresept  and  answer- 
ing t«  their  names. 

Tai  CHAIR.     There  is  noquonim  present. 

Ma.  BARBOUR.    I  would  suggest  t^at  the  abaenteea  be  called. 

A  call  of  the  absentees  showed  sevsnlf-ooe  members  present. 

Tbi  chair.    No  quorum  present  yet. 


Ma.  BLACKMER.    I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 
Ma.  UUBSTIS.    ImovetheConrention  takea  receaini 
and  thirty-live  minutes  p.  m. 
Ma.  BLACKMER.    I  move  to  make  it  three  o'clock. 
Ma.  HUESTIS.    I  accept  the  amendment. 
Ma.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.    I  move  lo  adjonm. 
Ma.  SCHELL.    I  second  the  motion. 


Thi  chair.  The  question  is  on  the  m< 
motion  is  carried,  and  tlie  House  will  take  ■ 

Mr.  SCHELL.  I  rise  lo  a  point  of  order, 
to  adjourn  t^kei  precedence. 

fConfusioliknd  noise.] 

THE  CHAIR.     There  waa  no  second. 

Ms.  SCHELL.     Yes,  I  seconded  the  moti 

[Great  confusion.) 

Tai  CHAIR.    The  Convention  will  take 

Ma.  SCHELL.  I  rise  to  a  poi'nt  of  ord< 
CKair.] 

Ma.  KILBOBN.  [Amid  great  confusion 
land  Uke  the  chair.  There  are  only  t 
is  lo  adjourn  and  the  other  is  for  a  call  of  tl 

McFsrland  Uke  the  chair. 
ThiSECRETAHY.     Those  in  favor  of  Iti 
Division  wag  called  (or,  and  the  motion  i.^^^,^^  .wi~ 

ayes  lo  32  noes. 
Thi  CHAIR.    The  house  will  lake  a  reoees  until  thre< 


The  Convention 

chair. 

The  rail  was  called,  and  the  following  m 

uDben  .answered  to  tb 

Andrews, 

Hitchcock, 

Pulliam, 

Ayera, 

Holmes, 

Reddv. 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Reynolds, 

Barton, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Rhodes, 

Biggs, 

Kueatis,'                '^ 

Rolfe,        ■ 

Bliiacmer, 

HughBT, 

Schell, 

Joucher, 

Hullef, 

Schomp, 

Kelley, 

Bhafter, 

3urt, 

Keyea, 

Shoemaker, 

Campbell, 

Kleine, 

Shurtleff, 

CaplM, 

LarkiZ 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

:harl««. 

Soule, 

Larue, 

Steele, 

[>udle'y,  of  Solano 

Lavigne, 

Eafon. 

Mansfield, 

Bweaaey,  ' 

EdgertoB, 

McComas, 

?sx. 

lii. 

McConnell, 

McCov, 

McFa>land. 

Van  Dyke, 

Jrace, 

Mills, 

Wellin, 

G"ggi 

MoB-at, 

West,' 

Hall, 

While, 

Heiskell, 

Ohleyer, 

WilMn, of  Tehama. 

Hilbom, 

Porter, 

Thi  chair.    There  is  no  quorum  present. 

lit.  HUE8TI3. 

I  move  a  call  of  the  Convention. 

Ma.  GORMAN.  I  move  we 
Carried:  ayes,3»;  noes,  31. 
And  at  three  o'clock  and  li 

adjourned  u 


NINETY-FIRST    DAY. 


The  Convention  met  in  regular  sei 
les  .1.  11.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found 


Friday,  December  STth,  1ST8. 
I  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  mil 


Barix>ur, 
Barry, 

Belcher, 


Boucher, 

Cam  obeli, 

Condon, 

Cowden, 
Crouch, 

Doyle, 
Dudley,  of  S- 
Dunlap, 
Edgerton, 

Evey, 
Farrell, 


Freeman, 
Gorman, 
Grace, 

Gregg, 
Hale, 
Heiakell, 
Hilbom, 
Hitchcock, 
Holmes, 
Howard,  of 
Howard,  of 

Hughey, 

Jones,  ' 

Kelley, 
Keyes, 

Kleine, 

Larkm, 
Mansfield, 


1  attendance  aa  followa: 

McComaa, 

McConnell, 

McCoy, 

Mills, 

MoSat, 

Moreland, 

Murphy, 
Ohleyer, 

Pulliam, 
Loa  AngeleB,Re«d, 
Mariposa,    Reynolds,  ' 
Rhodes, 
Riurgold, 
Rolfi, 
Schell, 
Schomp, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

8mitb,of8an  Francisco 

Soule, 

Steele, 


"N., 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVE 


3toT«iu»n, 

Teny, 
ThompcoD, 


Chtpman, 
Cron, 

Dowling, 
DudlejiOfSan  Joaqain 

iMee,' 

Ealay, 

FrMld, 


O'SulliT&n, 

Overton, 

ProulT, 

Reddj, 

fitodraan, 

Stuart, 


GlMMCk, 


LindoiT, 

.  Martin,  of  AUmeda, 
Martin,  of  SaoU  Crui. 
McCallum, 
McFarlaod, 
McNuH, 
Miller, 

Keunaber, 

Ho«l, 

O'Donnell, 


Townsend, 

Tully, 

Vacquerel, 

Walker,  of  Hmrin, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Waten, 

Webator, 

Weller, 

Wickei, 

White, 

Wilann,  of  let  Dittrict, 

Wyatt. 

o  Menn.  Johnion,  Hall, 


n  Mes'ra.  Garvey,  Hason,  and  MeCallum. 

rar  uiree  aara  to  Menn.  Proutv  and  £ste«. 

IndeGnite  I»t»  to  Ma»r^.  Tinri'in,  McNutt,  and  SteTenaon. 

On  motion  ot  Mr.  Brown,  the  reading  of  l^e  Journal  of  the  twenty- 
fourth  and  twenty-sijith  instant  vaa  djepenied  nith,  and  the  game 
approved. 


Ma.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Preaident:  I  ask  leave  to  lend  up  •  resolution 
out  of  order. 

No  objection. 

Tbi  secretary  read  the  resolution,  as  follovs: 

WaiaiM,  Cbarif*  0.  O'ltonntll.  ■  member  al  thJi  Gunventlon,  hu  nemilf  btta 
pDbllulj  cbargnl  tillb  lb>  connnMon  Qr  Inhmooa  crlmn.  wblch  nnll  bim  lu  til  u 

BonV'taktD  Id  ■  Uuen  uM'uUc*,  la  ths  retiulvcourH  of  ]udlc'tii"|irac°^iin; 
Ibanfure, 
lUittved,  That  a  commlttc*  of  Ibna  bo  appdiited  \ij  the  Preddent,  wbm  duly 


■  PRESIDENT.    The  queetjoa  is  o 


the  adoption  of  the  rewlu- 


Ma.   BARBOUR.     Mr.  Preeident:  These  mattera  bare  ariten  from 

Bubjeols  pending  in  thie  Conrention,  and  it  aeemi  to  be  proper  that  thej 
ihould  be  iriTestigatad ;  and  I  ask  the  Secretary  lo  read  an  extract  from 
the  Ban  Francisco  Chronicle,  which  1  send  up. 

Th(  secretary  read  at  follows : 

"  Many  members  of  the  Constitutional  Convention  have  expressed  a 
keen  sense  of  indignation  that  they  sbould  have  been  placed  in  associa- 
tion with  the  infamous  O'Donnell,  and  it  is  nut  probable  that  tbey  will 
Krmit  of  an^  delay  in  the  imperative  recourse  for  relief.  From  a  like 
■ling  prevailing  among  the  leading  and  respectable  Workingmen,  the 
party  IS  not  in  a  disposition  to  bear  the  odium  of  his  disgrace,  and  doubl- 
leii  a  motion  for  O'Donnell's  eipuliion  if  ill  proceed  promptly  from  the 
San  Francisco  delention." 

Ma.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  I  have  no  objections  to  the  passage  of  the 
resnluti on,  except  that  part  providingfor  sending  for  persons  and  papers. 
There  is  no  money  to  do  that  with.  II  is  abaurd  to  talk  about  sending 
for  pereons  and  papers  when  there  ii  no  money  to  do  it  with. 

Ma.  GREGG.  Mr.  President:  Personalty,  I  have  no  objections  to  the 
resolutioQ  if  Dr.  O'Donnell  was  in  his  seat.  For  the  reason  that  be  is 
awav,  I  move  to  lay  the  teaolution  on  the  table. 

Ma.  VAN  DYKE.  Mr.  President :  I  hope  the  motion  will  not  pre- 
vail.   This  Convention  bos  a  deep  interest  in  this  tnatter. 

The  ayes  and  noes  were  demanded  by  Messrs.  Iisrkiu,  Barbour, 
Lampson,  Joyce,  and  Barton. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  motion  to  table  lost  by  the  (bllowing 


Biggs, 

Hale, 

Sharier, 

BiSiher, 

Howard,  of  Maripoea 

Steele, 

Brown, 

Mills. 

Cowden,    - 

Obleyer, 

Thompson, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Porter, 

TutUe, 

Edgerlon, 

Pulliam, 

West, 

Finaej, 

Reed, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Oiw 

Rhode*, 

Winan»-M. 

ADdrew, 

Burt, 

Bean, 

Ay«., 

Campbell, 

Doyle, 

Caples, 

Dun  lap. 

Bury, 

Charles, 

Evey,"^ 

Bm16i>, 

Condon, 

Farrell, 

ISJv... 

Croacli, 

Filcher, 

Davia, 

Freeman, 

Gorman, 

Heisk'ell, 

Hilbom, 

Hitchcock, 

Holmea, 

Howard ,  of  Loe  Angele 


.  EDGEKTON. 
e  itself  into  Con 
.iider  the  report  ■ 


man  from  El  Dorado, 

Ma.  EDGERTON. 
ond  Bsetion  of  tbe  rep 

provides  for  a  direct 
principle.  There  is  ai 
tion  two.  My  imprei 
and  adopt  the  provieit 
equal  and  uniform  tbi 
by  the  Supreme  Court 
i  t.  I  would  suggest  ti 
his  motion  in  order  th 

MR.LARKI^r.    Ii 

Ma.  EDGERTOM. 
auraat^d  I  now  move 

M«.  DUDLEY,  of 
retain  the  present  ivsl 

Ma.  EDGERTON. 
Constitution  the  princ: 


Ma.  BROWN.     Mr. 

was  to  tax  all  property 
opposed  to  tbe  way  it 

erty  of  equal  value  wi 
and  shall  be  levied  i 
plain  that  all  classes  i 
uniformly  taxed,  and 
reaching  after— it  is  II 
am,  therefore,  oppoeed 
amendment  to  be  read 
Not  read. 

Ha.  CAMPBELL. 

section  has  connection 
tion  five.  I  find  bv  n 
and  other  qUBii-public 
of  the  property  affect 
obligation,  leas  the  val 
the  owner  thereof,  in  I 
is  situate."  etc.  Now, 
for  the  property  of  cor 
railroad  property,  the 
places  it  is  taxsd  just  i 
to  be  pretty  much  thi 
first  section  of  the  rej 
the  different  subjects  o 
if  you  adopt  the  rule 
have  really  no  taiatio 
are  taxing  tbeir  prope 
certain  tracts  of  land, 
amount  of  their  indeh 


Ma.  EDQERTOlf. 

is  conoerned,  tbe  gen' 
tides  that "  all  proper 
tions  or  joint  stock  ass 
debts  due  to  bona  fit 
crops,  private  properl 
United  Btsl«B,  public  I 
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that  railroad  property  in  this  State  should  be  taxed  on  some  plane 
analogouB  to  that  adopted  in  the  States  of  Illinois  and  Missouri.  Under 
their  laws  and  Constitution  the  property  of  railroad  corporations  is 
auessed  bv  the  State  Board  of  Equalization,  and  not  by  local  Assessors 
at  all.  The  proprietors  of  these  properties  have  to  submit  a  detailed 
statement  of  all  the  property  belonging  to  the  corporation  in  the  State 
to  the  State  Board.  The  property  is  then  assessed  in  this  way  :  in  the 
first  place,  there  is  what  is  called  railroad  track,  that  embraces  the  right 
of  way,  structures,  irons,  depots,  workshops,  etc  All  the  property  is 
listed  under  different  heads.  They  take  the  aggregate  cash  value  of  th^ 
capital  stock,  and  a  fair  cash  value  of  the  indebtedness  and  bonds,  and 
add  them  together,  and  from  that  deduct  the  value  of  the  taxable  prop- 
erty, and  tax  the  excess  as  capital  stock.  By  reference  to  the  second  of 
Otto,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  sus- 
tained that  principle  of  taxation.  The  principle  I  am  advocating  in 
offering  to  strike  out  is  the  ad  valorem  principle,  which  puts  the  tax 
upon  the  subject  itself. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that,  under  this  first  sec- 
tion, the  stock  would  be  taxed  at  its  fair  cash  value. 

Ma.  EDGERTON.  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  there  is  anj  doubt  about 
section  thirteen,  article  eleven,  as  it  stands:  ''taxation  shall  be  equal 
and  uniform  throughout  this  State?" 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  It  has  not  operated  very  equally  as  interpreted. 
That  has  been  one  of  the  great  causes  of  complaint.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  section,  as  it  stands  in  the  report,  is  perfectly  plain  and  reasonable. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   CAPLES. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  section  will  be  stricken 
out.  That  section  means  nothing  as  it  reads :  *'  All  taxes  shall  be  uni- 
form upon  the  same  class  of  subjects  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
authority  levying  the  tax,  and  shall  be  levied  and  collected  under  gen- 
eral laws."  That  is  so  obscure  that  it  certainly  ought  to  be  stricken  out, 
and  I  submit  that  we  should  substitute  for  it  something  that  is  as  plain 
and  explicit  as  the  language  of  the  old  Constitution.  The  language  of 
the  old  Constitution  is  mfiuitely  more  explicit,  and  is  susceptible  to  but 
one  construction,  while  this  section  has  no  definite  meaning.  The  old 
Constitution  reads: 

**  Taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  this  State.  All  prop- 
erty in  this  State  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  ita  value." 

Now,  that  is  clear.  So  far  the  section  of  the  old  Constitution  is  cer- 
tainly unobjectionable.  As  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tulare,  I  have  read  that,  and  it  proposes  to  strike  out  the  word  "  subjects  " 
and  insert  the  words  ''property  of  equal  value."  That  is  simply  an 
amendment  which  is  no  amendment  at  all.  It  would  be  no  improve- 
ment on  the  section.  It  leaves  it  where  it  is,  and  the  whole  section 
ought  to  be  stricken  out,  and  something  substituted  that  is  susceptible 
to  but  one  construction.  I  therefore  nop«  the  whole  section  will  be 
stricken  out.  Then  there  will  be  time  to  substitute  something  in  its 
place  that  means  absolutely  some  one  thing. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   KDOERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  informed  by  persona  who 
have  lived  in  Pennsylvania  that  a  cow  or  a  horse  is  taxed  at  so  much 
(forty  cents,  I  believe),  no  matter  what  the  value  is.  Taxation  there  is 
not  based  upon  the  ad  valorem  principle.  They  are  taxed  as  subjects,  and 
not  upon  the  principle  of  value  at  all.  In  that  State  the  government  is 
sustained,  in  a  large  part,  and  the  interest  upon  the  public  debt  is  paid, 
by  a  tax  of  three  quarters  of  a  cent  upon  the  gross  income  of  oorpora- 
tionn,  and  they  pay  very  little  attention  to  these  particular  matters  out- 
side of  that.  And  because  this  section  is  ambiguous  and  objectionable 
on  account  of  its  obscurity,  I  move  to  strike  it  out  and  substitute  the 
provision  of  the  present  Constitution. 

Mb.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Does  the  gentleman  think  that  section  one, 
taken  in  connection  with  section  two,  would  allow  that  kind  of  taxation 
bespeaks  of? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  say  that  one  class  of  property  should  not  be 
taxed  any  more  than  any  other  clau,^uid  that  is  why  I  am  in  favor  of 
striking  out  this  section.  (|f    * 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   FILCHER. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  there  is  something 
in  the  point  raised  by  the  gentleman  in  relation  to  this  section.  I  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  did  not  mean  that  my  cow  and  his  cow, 
if  he  has  one,  should  be  taxed  alike,  but  that  it  meant  that  bis  cow  and 
my  cow  should  be  taxed  at  an  equal  amount  on  the  one  hundred  dollars 
worth.  It  would  allow  the  Legislature,  if  they  saw  fit,  to  place  a  tax 
of  three  dollars  on  the  one  hundred  dollars  worth  of  land  in  California, 
if  they  wished  to  raise  a  large  proportion  on  real  estate,  while  they 
might,  at  the  same  time,  allow  an  exemption  of  personal  property  under 
this  wording.  They  might  levy  a  tax  of  twentv-five  cents  on  the  one 
hundred  dollars  worth  of  cows,  while  on  land  they  might  vary  the  rate, 
but  to  rate  it  all  equally  according  to  its  class.  I  thought  that  was  the 
logical  construction.  I  thought  that  was  the  working  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania and  Missouri  system,  but  I  find  I  am  mistaken.  I  am  in  favor 
of  striking  it  out  and  incorporating  a  separate  section,  that  taxation 
shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  this  State.  We  can  then  proceed 
to  correct  the  cause  of  the  present  grievances. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  SHIFTER. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  suppose  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee  is  correct  in  saying  that  all  the  members  agreed  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  was  supposed  to  have  aj^ed  to  it  myself.  I  recollect  of  referring 
to  the  old  section,  but  there  was  something  said  about  cases  where  school 
districts  should  assess,  and  road  districts  should  assess,  and  townships 
should  assess ;  hence  this  term  that  directly  limits  it  to  the  authority 
levying  the  tax.     But  my  own  idea  now  is  that  the  old  section  is  prefer- 


able. We  see  men  running  after  the  Constitutions  of  other  States,  and 
because  these  things  are  found  in  other  Constitutions  seems  to  be  reason 
sufficient,  in  the  minds  of  some,  for  their  adoption.  Now,  the  words 
equality  and  uniformity  do  not  mean  the  same  thing.  In  Virginia  we 
have  this  uniformity.  Watches  were  taxed,  say,  one  dollar  and  twenty- 
five  cents  each ;  cows  were  assessed  at  a  given  sum,  and  the  same  with 
regard  to  horses.  They  had  uniformity,  but  not  equality  by  any  means. 
If  all  watches  are  assessed  alike,  that  is  uniformityHipt  not  equality. 
One  watch  may  be  worth  five  hundred  dollars  and  another  fifteen  dol- 
lars, but  they  are  assessed  alike.  There  is  no  equality  in  such  taxation  : 
there  is  no  eouity.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  the  word  "  equal "  is  put  in 
bere^that  all  property  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value.  That 
makes  it  perfectly  plain  and  comprehensive.  There  is  another  good 
reason  for  retaining  the  section  of  the  old  Constitution,  which  is  sufficient 
for  me,  and  that  is  that  we  should  retain  the  language  of  that  instru- 
ment, unless  there  is  some  good  reason  for  changing  it.  We  should  keep 
what  we  have  until  we  get  better.  It  strikes  me  that  the  language  of 
the  old  Constitution  is  better  and  less  ^uivocal  than  that  of  any  that 
has  been  mentioned  here.  It  starts  off  with  a  general  unequivocal 
declaration  that  covers  the  whole  subject,  and  that  is,  that  "  taxation 
shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  this  State."  There  could  not  be 
words  any  more  explicit.  "  All  propeKy  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to 
its  value,  to  be  ascertained  according  to  law,"  is  put  in  here,  but  the 
other  is  better.  What  more  explicit  combination  of  words  can  be  found? 
There  is  no  difficulty  about  it.  If  there  is  any  conflict  between  this  first 
general  declaration  and  the  subsequent  section,  the  subsequent  section 
should  be  brought  in  harmony  with  the  first.  Let  us  lay  down  the  gen- 
eral doctrine  first,  and  make  the  provisions  of  the  article  conform  to  it. 
Now,  the  lastpart  of  the  section  we  have  left  off,  because  that  is  where 
the  whole  difficulty  was — in  the  local  Assessors — from  whose  decisions 
there  was  no  appeal.  That  part  must  be  left  out  I  hope  we  shall  strike 
out,  and  insert  this  much  of  the  old  Constitution,  down  to  the  words 
"  Assessors  and  Collectors." 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   ROLFE. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  examining  that  section,  and  com- 
paring it  with  section  eight,  as  reported  b^  the  committee,  it  struck  me 
in  this  way:  section  ei^t  authorizes  a  license  tax  for  certain  things: 
among  other  things,  for  instance,  on  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  wines. 
Now,  a  man  may  have  ten  acres  in  vinevard,and  make  a  thousand  gal- 
lons of  wine  a  year,  and  his  business  is  of  the  same  class  as  the  man  who 
has  two  or  three  hundred  acres,  and  makes  a  great  deal  more  wine. 
Now,  if  we  impose  a  license  tax  upon  the  sale  of  wine,  would  it  reauire 
the  same  amount  of  license — say  one  hundred  dollars  a  year — woula  we 
require  the  small  manufacturer  to  pay  the  same  amount  of  license  as 
the  large  manufacturer  who  makes  one  hundred  thousand  gallons  a 
year?  Now,  if  it  is  required  to  be  uniform  upon  that  same  class  of  sub- 
jects, it  would  have  to  be  in  the  same  amount,  it  seems  to  me.  If  the 
man  who  makes  one  hundred  thousand  gallons  only  has  to  pay  the  same 
as  the  man  who  makes  but  one  thousand,  it  would  certainly  not  be  right. 

•Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  modify  my  motion 
so  as  to  strike  out  section  one  and  substitute  the  following: 

"Sectior  1.  Taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  this 
State." 

The  chairman.  The  first  amendment  is  that  offered  bpr  the  gen- 
tleman from  Tulare,  Mr.  Brown,  to  strike  out  the  word  "subjects,"  and 
insert  the  words  "  property  of  equal  value." 

Lost. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  amendment.  I  desire  to  offer  section  one  of  the  proposition  I  offered 
here  several  days  ago.  I  desire  to  offer  it,  and  I  shall,  at  the  proper 
time,  move  to  strike  out  the  other  sections  and  substitute  this  proposition. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Section  1.  Taxes  shall  be  levied  as  hereinafter  provided.  All  taxes 
upon  propert}[  shall  be  uniform  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
authority  levying  the  tax,  and  shall  be  levied  and  collected  under  gen- 
eral laws." 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  shall  offer  a  substitute  at  the  proper 
time,  and  I  wish  to  have  it  read  by  the  Secretary  for  information. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  wish  to  suggest  to  Mr.  Dudley  to  insert  before 
the  word  "  uniform  "  the  words  *'  ec^ual  and." 

Mr.  DUDLEY.     I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  west.  I  desire  to  have  this  substitute  read  for  the  information 
of  the  committee. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Section  1.  Taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the 
State.  All  private  property  in  the  State,  not  exempt  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States,  snail  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value,  to  be 
ascertained  as  provided  bv  law." 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Solano,  Mr.  Dudley. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   SWING. 

Mr.  swing.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  there  will  be  no  restrictions  at 
all  placed  upon  the  Legislature  in  regard  to  taxation.  I  hold,  whatever 
have  may  been  said  about  the  Legislature  not  regulating  corporations,  that 
the  Legislature  will  not  fail  to  devise  a  system  of  taxation.  Taxation 
is  a  matter  which  the  people  feel  very  quickly,  and  when  an  Act  is 
passed  imposing  grievous  taxes,  one  not  uniform,  nor  equal,  nor  just, 
the  people  very  soon  see  and  feel  it,  and  look  out  for  a  fit  man  to  send  to 
the  Legislature  to  regulate  the  matter.  Now,  it  is  all  very  nice  to  stfy 
that  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform,  as  is  said  by  this  provision  in 
the  old  Constitution,  but  we  can't  make  taxation  equal  and  uniform 
simply  by  saying  it  shall  be  so,  simply  saying  so  does  not  make  it  so, 
and  one  reason  why  they  have  not  beien  equal  and  uniform  has  been 
because  of  that  very  provision  in  the  old  Constitution.    Now,  we  know 
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from  experience  that  a  vaat  amount  of  property  has  escaped  taxation  in 
the  past,  under  and  by  reason  of  that  very  provision.  I  believe,  by 
a  fair  estimate,  that  sixty  per  cent,  of  the  real  estate  of  the  State  is  now 
under  mortgage,  and  by  that  very  provision  that  taxation  shall  be  equal 
and  uniform,  sixty  per  cent,  of  the  mortgages  have  never  paid  a  cent  in 
taxes.  A  few  years  ago  the  Legislature  passed  an  Act  requiring  that 
raortgases  should  be  taxed,  and  we  all  know  that  this  law  has  been 
declared  unconstitutional,  which  acts  as  a  restriction  upon  the  Legisla- 
ture. Now,  I  believe  it  is  better  not  to  put  any  restrictions  whatever 
upon  the  Legislature,  but  leave  them  free  to  act  in  this  matter.  Leave 
them  the  right  to  enact  just  such  laws  as  they  may  thiuk  are  rec^uired. 
I  believe  it  will  be  better  to  leave  the  Legislature  unrestricted  in  the 
matter,  than  to  put  in  these  high  sounding  terms  which  only  serve  to 
hamper  them. 

Mr.  EDGERTOK.  According  to  your  theory  the  Constitution  should 
be  silent. 

'  Mr.  swing.  I  believe  it  should  be  silent  Some  gentlemen  seem 
to  think  that  unless  they  put  this  in  the  Constitution  the  Legislature 
will  have  no  power  to  tax  mortgages.  We  know  that  is  not  the  case. 
The  Legislature  has  absolute  power,  except  where  that  power  is  restricted 
by  the  Constitution,  We  know  it  is  the  theory  of  our  government  that 
this  matter  of  taxation  should  lie  with  the  people  themselves  as  far  as 
possible.  We  do  not  know  whether  the  system  we  are  devising  is  going 
to  work  well  or  not.  If  it  is  left  to  the  Legislature,  the  representatives  of 
the  people  can  at  any  time  change  the  system  of  taxation  whenever  the 
circumstances  demand  a  change.  I  believe  it  is  better  not  to  say  any- 
thing, but  to  leave  the  power  of  taxation  entirely  unrestricted.  Wo  all 
know  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  this  provision  in  the  old  Constitution, 
taxation  would  have  been  much  more  nearly  equal  and  uniform  than  it 
has  been  under  that  provision. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Is  the  gentleman  not  aware  that  the  Legislature 
has  even  exempted  certain  property  from  taxation  ? 

Mr.  swing.  Yes,  sir;  they  did  so,  and  when  they  found  it  did  not 
work  well  they  passed  other  laws  taxing  mortgages,  and  they  were 
declared  unconstitutional,  under  these  very  nne  and  high-sounding  terms. 
Therefore  I  say  it  is  better  to  leave  them  un restrict^,  and  when  they 
find  that  men  are  paying  no  taxes,  they  will  have  a  right  to  change  the 
law  so  that  these  persons  cannot  escape'  their  share  of  taxes.  I  prefer  to 
leave  this  matter  to  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  subject  at  this  time 
is  in  rather  a  peculiar  shape,  and  there  seems  to  be  a  lack  of  disposition  to 
discuss  it.  Tnere  seems  to  be  no  definite  idea  as  to  the  effect  of  striking 
out  the  section  as  reported  by  the  committee  and  inserting  the  section 
of  the  old  Constitution.  I  have  hei^tofore  occupied  buf  little  of  the 
time  of  this  Convention,  and  I  desire  now  to  occupy  a  short  time  in  dis- 
cussing this  subject.  I  did  not  intend  to  speak  at  this  stage  of  the  dis- 
cussion, but  circumstances  impel  me  to  say  what  I  have  to  say  now, 
and  I  shall  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  committee  in  order  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  complete  what  I  shall  have  to  say,  even  if  it  should  extend 
oeyond  the  allotted  fifteen  minutes.  Considering  the  great  diversity  of 
opinion  among  the  people,  and  amon^  members  o?  this  Convention,  con- 
cerning the  question  under  consideration,  it  is  unfortunate  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Revenue  and  Taxation  did  not  succeed  in  harmonizing  their 
views  and  in  agreeing  to  a  unanimous  report;  but  whatever  differences 
of  opinion  there  may  be  as  to. systems  or  methods  of  taxation,  it  will  be 
generally  conceded  that  the  subject  is  a  difficult  one.  It  is  this  question 
that  has  disturbed  the  public  mind  more,  perhaps,  than  any  other 
upon  which  we  shall  be  called  to  deliberate.  The  uneasiness  felt  with 
regard  to  the  present  system,  more  than  anything  else,  in  my  opinion, 
caused  the  people  to  call  this  Convention.  It  may  seem  very  easy  for 
one  who  has  given  the  subject  little  consideration,  to  formulate  an  article 
to  be  engrafted  into  the  Constitution  that  shall  forrfl  the  groundwork  of 
a  system  of  taxation  that  shall  work  harmoniously,  d^ing  out  equal 
and  exact  justice  to  all  taxpayers;  but  once  an  investigation  is  under- 
taken, difficulties  arise,  new  elements,  essential  to  a  correct  solution  of 
the  question,  which  have  never  before  been  thought  of,  must  be  con- 
sidered. The  more  thoroughly  it  is  considered,  the  more  complex  it 
appears.  No  system  of  taxation  has  ever  yet  been  devised  against  which 
serious  objections  could  not  be  urged.  The  subject  has  received  the  con- 
sideration of  the  best  minds  for  centuries,  and  yet  no  uniformity  of  con- 
viction has  been  reached,  except  as  to  one  general  principle,  which  is, 
**  that  the  burdens  of  taxation  should  be  equally  borne,"  that  eaeh  should 
be  called  upon  to  contribute  his  just  proportion  toward  the  support  of 
the  government.  There  is  probably  no  difference  of  opinion  nere  on 
that  point.  The  question  here  upon  which  there  is  such  a  diversitv  of 
opinion  is  not  what  ought  to  be  done,  but  how  shall  it  be  done?  How 
shall  taxation  be  equitably  distributed?  How  shall  each  individual  or 
interest  be  made  to  bear  his  or  its  just  proportion  of  tax?  Shall  any- 
thing be  exempt?    If  so,  what? 

The  effects  of  taxation  are  far  reaching.  We  may  unjustly  relieve,  or 
we  may  unjustly  burden,  classes  and  interests.  To  relieve  one  interest 
is  to  unjustly  burden  all  others.  The  expenses  of  the  government  must 
be  paid.  'What  one  does  not  pay  another  must.  Unequal  taxation  is 
confiscation.  Property  taxed  is  decreased  in  value  as  compared  with 
property  not  taxed,  and  to  exempt  any  class  of  property  from  taxation 
IS  to  add  to  its  value  at  the  expense  of  all  propertv  taxed.  There  are 
certain  maxims  laid  down  by  Adam  Smith,  which  nave  been  so  gener- 
ally acceded  to  since  his  time  that  Mr.  Mill  tells  us  they  have  become 
elaasic.  The  first  of  these  maxims  is  this — without  pretending  to  quote 
the  exact  language :  "That  each  individual  should  contribute  to  the 
support  of  the  government  in  proportion  to  his  ability ;  t.  e.,  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  of  revenue  derived  bv  such  incfividual  under  the 
protection  of  the  law.  This  maxim  is  undoubtedly  correct.  It  is  true 
that,  under  our  American  system  of  State  taxation,  taxes  are  levied  upon 
property,  not  upon  incomes;  yet,  aa  a  rule,  all  taxes  are  paid  from 
incomes.    The  law  does  not  inquire  what  incomes  have  been  derived 


from  property,  but  presupposes  that  all  have  used  their  property  to 
equal  advantage,  and  that  tne  ability  and  consequent  duty  to  pay  tax  is 
measured  by  the  amount  of  property  owned  or  possessed.  It  is  not 
necessary  here  to  stop  to  consider  whether  this  presumption  is  a  correct 
one  or  not.  It  is  the  basis  upon  which  taxes  are  levied  in  most  of  the 
States  of  the  Union;  it  has  been  the  basis  of  taxation  in  this  State  in 
the  past,  and,  I  presume,  will  continue  to  be  in  the  future.  I  have  seen 
no  disposition  here  to  change.  I  would  like  to  see  a  change  made.  I 
am  in  favor  of  substituting  a  tax  u];x>n  incomes  derived  from  certain 
sources,  in  lieu  of  a  tax  upon  the  property  from  which  such  incomes  are 
derived. 

I  introduced  a  proposition  to  that  effect,  numbered  five  hundred  and 
twenty-eight,  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  members  of  the 
Convention.  But  such  a  proposition  seems  to  find  but  little  favor  he^e, 
and  the  system  that  we  shall  adopt  will  probably  be  based  upon  property ; 
and  acknowledging  the  correctness  of  the  maxim  before  mentioned — 
and  I  presume  no  one  will  dispute  it — ^we  are  to  assume  that  the  ability 
to  pay  tax  is  measured  by  the  property  in  possession,  and  provide  for 
levying  taxes  aocordingi v.  To  do  this  equitably,  all  private  property, 
whether  belonging  to  fndividuals  or  corporations,  should  be  taxed 
eoually,  t.  e.,  in  proportion  to  its  value.  Value  is  the  element  taxed. 
Tnere  should  be  no  exemptions.  Every  kind  and  class  of  property 
should  find  its  value  subject  to  taxation. 

There  is  another  maxim  laid  down  by  Adam  Smith,  which  is,  that : 
"  The  time  of  payment,  the  manner  of  payment,  and  the  amount  of 
payment  ou^ht  to  be  clear  and  plain  to  the  contributor  and  to  all 
others."  It  is  certainly  important  that  the  sprstem  of  taxation  that  we 
shall  adopt  shall  conform  to  this  maxim,  very  few  persons  who  con- 
tribute nothing  to  the  support  of  the  government  will  vote  with  that 
discrimination  necessary  to  the  stability  of  republican  institutions.  The 
man  who  pays  no  tax  has  little  regard  for  the  public  expenditures ;  he 
will  not  have  that  interest  in  ana  will  not  use  his  influence  and  exer- 
tions to  the  same  extent  to  secure  economical  and  good  government  that 
the  citizen  will  who  pays  tex.  The  residence  in  the  State  of  a  class  of 
wealthy  citizens  who  annually  pocket  a  large  part  of  the  net  proceeds 
of  the  community's  labor,  and  who  are  entirely  exempt  from  the  pay- 
ment of  all  direct  taxes,  will  always  beget  dissatisfaction  and  uneasiness 
on  the  part  of  those  who  are  compelled  to  pay  te$.  Every  individual 
should  be  required  to  pay  tax  in  proportion  to^he  value  of  his  property; 
every  one  should  not  only  know  when  he  pays,  but  just  how  much  he 
pays,  and  that,  too,  at  the  time  of  payment.  No  system  should  bo  here 
adopted  that  will  recognize  the  right  of  any  one  to  shift  his  burden  of 
tex  on  to  another. 

For  a  few  years  past,  under  the  rulings  of  our  Courts,  crediU  have 
been  relieved  from  texation,  and  that  under  the  very  article  of  the  Con- 
stitution which  it  is  here  sought  to  engraft  in  the  new  Constitution. 
Notwithstending  that  for  nearly  twenty  years  prior  to  that  decision 
assessments  were  made,  and  there  was  a  general  aoquiescence  in  that  sys- 
tem of  texation,  there  was  no  general  cry  of  oppression  under  that 
system.  The  dissatisfaction  was  confined  to  the  moneyed  intereste  of 
San  Francisco,  which  sought  to  reverse  that  system  and  secure  exemption 
for  certein  classes  of  property.  They  were  successfhl,  and  since  that 
time  these  credite  have  been  exempted.  But  why  should  they  be 
exempt?  Are  they  not  valuable?  Are  they  not  liable  to  attechment 
and  sale  in  satisfaction  of  debt  or  judgment?  Do  they  not  bring  a  reve- 
nue to  the  owner?  Can  you  not  as  easily  determine  the  value  of  a  note 
as  you  can  the  value  of  a  horse  or  a  cow?  Are  they  not  subject  to  all 
the  laws,  rules,  and  usages  that  govern  and  control  other  classes  of  per- 
sonal property?  Why  then  should  they  be  exempt?  We  may  not  agree 
on  a  system  of  taxation  that  will  be  exactly  just  to  all  classes;  we  do 
not  expect  to  reach  perfection;  but  we  ought  to  come  as  near  justice  and 
equalitjr  as  possible.  If  each  individual  is  to  be  required  to  pay  tex  in 
proportion  to  his  ability,  certainly  the  owners  of  capitel  invested 
in  notes  or  interest-bearing  bonds  are  possessed  of  ability,  and  ought  in 
justice  to  be  compelled  to  pay  their  fair  share  of  tax.  We  have  no  means 
of  knowing  exactly  how  much  there  is  of  this  class  of  property  in  exist- 
ence at  the  present  time;  but  I  find  by  the  Controller's  report  that  the 
year  following  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  mortgage  tex 
cases — which  exempted  credite  from  taxation — that  the  assessment  roll 
of  the  Stete  fell  off  over  a  hundred  millions  of  dollars,  notwithstendii^ 
very  considerable  efforte  were  made  by  Assessors  to  make  up  the  deficit 
occasioned  by  the  exemption  of  credite,  by  assessing  growing  crops,  and 
in  some  parte  of  the  Stete,  by  increasing  the  valuation  of  land.  In  my 
opinion  one  hundred  and  fifty  millions,  or  one  fifth  of  the  assessable 
values  of  the  Stete,  is  probably  not  an  overestimate  of  the  amount  of 
that  class  of  property  which,  at  the  present  time,  altogether  escapes  tex- 
ation. If  this  class  of  property  was  added  to  the  assessment  roll,  to  raise 
the  same  amount  of  revenue  now  received  would  require  a  tex  rate  of 
one  and  six  tenths  per  cent,  instead  of  two  per  cent,  as  now,  which  is 
about  the  average  rate  in  the  Stete.  The  effect  of  assessing  and  texing 
this  class  of  property,  and  the  consequent  decrease  of  the  tex  rate,  is  to 
decrease  the  tex  burden  of  those  least  able  to  pay  tex,  and  tQ  increase 
the  burden  of  those  best  able  to  pay. 

Take  the  case  of  two  individuals,  a  mechanic  entirely  dependent  upon 
his  labor  for  a  living,  and  a  capitelist  who  has  a  surplus  capitel  of  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars  invested  in  interest- bearing  obligations.  The 
mechanic  is  the  owner  of  a  house  and  lot  where  he  resides,  valued  at 
one  thousand  five  hundred  dollars.  The  capitelist  is  the  owner  oC  a 
house  and  lot  valued  at  fifteen  thousand  dollars.  At  the  present  rate  of 
tax — two  per  cent. — the  mechanic  will  have  to  pay  thirty  dollars,  and 
the  capitelist  three  hundred  dollars;  but  if  evidences  of  indebtedness 
were  taxed  the  tax  rate  would  be  reduced  to  one  and  six  tenths  per  cent., 
and  the  mechanic  would  have  to  pay  twenty-four  dollars  only,  and  the 
capitelist  would  have  to  pay  one  thousand  eight  hundred  mid  forty 
dollars.  If  every  individual  were  strictly  honest,  and  would  render  to 
some  official,  when  reqnire*l  by  law  to  do  so,  a  correot  statement  of  all 
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B,  and  we"oould  eqait- 
kbij  kijjdst  and  i»!lect  a  taiupoa  euch  JDcomes,  it  would  be  generally 
admitted  lo  be  the  b«st  aysteiii  or  taxatioQ  that  coul<l  be  deviKd,  but  the 
iDveitigatioii  of  economiata,  and  experience  of  people  who  hare  tried  it, 
have  developed  the  fitct  that  when  thia  ajstem  is  applied  to  all  elasBea 
of  people,  and  a!l  classes  of  busiti en,  there  are  insurmountable  ohalaelea 
in  the  way  of  its  practical  administration,  because  of  the  almost  univer- 
ul  diBpoEition  of  mankiad  to  abirk  taxation,  and  the  willingneea  od  the 
part  of  many  to  tamper  wilL  their  consciences  by  rendering  false  state- 
ments concerning  their  incomes,  and  because  of  the  ease  with  which 
incomes  may  be  covered  up.  The  conclusion  baa  been  reached  by  many 
that  while  an  iucome  tan  is  theoretically  the  most  juat,  it  is  practically 
the  most  unjust  system  that  could  bo  adopted. 

But  why  IS  it  the  most  just  STstem  theoretically  I  Plainly  because  a 
man's  income  marks  mora  correctly  and  more  justly  than  an;-  other 
index,  his  ability  and  duty  lo  pay  tax.  But  property,  being  more  easily 
found,  and  not  so  easily  covered  up  aa  income,  we  lay  that  the  property 
poxetied  or  owned,  instead  of  income),  shall  be  the  index  of  a  man's 
ability  and  duty  to  pay.  The  per  cent,  is  levied  upon  the  value  of  the 
property  in  lieu  of  a  tax  upon  the  income  derived   from  it.     If  we  were 

Sing  lo  adopt  this  theoretionlly  just  system  of  taxing  incomes,  ant  even 
s  most  ardent  advocate  on  this  floor  of  exempting  erwllta  from  taxa- 


cisel^  why  a  piece  of  property 
tai  IS  levieil  upon  its  value,  a 


,  should  b. 
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mpt  from  taxation  when 


levied  upon  tbe  income  derived  from  it.  I  confeaa  is  beyond  tny  cnmpre- 
bension.  In  either  case  tbe  tax  is  paid  from  the  aame  source,  and  in 
either  case  the  effect  upon  the  owner  is  the  same;  that  is,  his  income  is 
reduced  by  the  amount  of  tax  paid,  and  if  there  is  any  good  reason  why 
an  exemption  should  be  made  in  one  case  and  not  in  the  other,  it  hia 
not  been  assigned  in  my  hearing  in  the  course  of  (his  debate. 

Immediately,  if  vou  talk  of  taxing  credits,  somebody  cries  out  double 
taxation.     No'w,  th»  double  taxation  is  a  sort  of  scarecrow,  or  ghost, 
IS  been  conjured  up  by  the  linkers,  money  lenders,  and  shylcKki 
1,  for  the  purpose  of  friahteniog  nervous  and  innocent  peo- 


ofthe 
pie. 
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It  has  taken  poaswion  of, 
h  thecoHutryand  thi 
ever  any  one  suggests  that  owni 
which  large  and  princely  incoioei 
tribute,  directly,  something  to  t 
hobgoblin  immediately  rises  up  ai 

of  this  cry.  T  do  not  forget  that  taxes  are  a  part  of  the  cost  of  doing 
business  in  anv  community,  and  no  small  part  of  thai  cost,  neither,  in 
some  places.  I  em  aware  that  our  merchanta  would  sell  goods  cheaper 
IF  they  were  cKompt  from  paying  taxes.  I  am  also  aware  that  in  the 
course  of  business  tliey  reimburse  themselves  for  all  taxes  peJd,  at  the 
expense  of  their  oustomers,  1  am  aware,  too,  that  rents  would  be  cheaper 
if  all  dwelling  houses  were  exempt  from  taxes.    1  am  aware,  also,  that 

for  all  taxes  paid.  I  am  aware  that  securities  will  be  cheaper;  that  ii, 
they  will  draw  a  less  rale  of  interest,  if  they  are  exempt  from  taxation, 
than  they  will  If  (hey  are  taxed.  I  am  also  aware  that  the  owners  of 
this  class  of  property  will  always  reimburse  themselves,  at  the  expense 
of  their  customers,  for  all  taxes  paid,  so  far  as  possible.  But  would  you 
exempt  the  merchant  end  the  landlord  fmm  taxation,  because,  in  the 
course  of  business,  such  tax  is  refunded  to  them  by  their  customers!  I 
think  not.  Then  why  exempt  the  money  lender  for  that  reason?  The 
goods  of  the  merchant  and  the  houses  of  the  landlord  must  find  their 
value  auhject  (o  tax.  Why  should  not  the  note  and  the  bond  Gnd  their 
Tolue  sHbjtcl  to  the  same  lurden!  We  want  a  system  of  taxation  that 
will  require  every  one,  whatever  his  business  may  be,  and  whatever 
shape  hi9  capital  may  assume,  lo  pay  directly  bis  just  share  of  tbe  expen- 
ses of  the  8ta(o. 

Let  us  look  at  this  matter  of  double  taxation  a  little  further.     Let  us 
suppose  there  are  five  individuals  in  a  community.    A  has  a  farm 
at  (en  thousand  dollars;  B  baa  one  valued  at  eight  thousand  doll 
has  one  valued  at  six  thousnnd  dotlara;  D  has  notes  valued  at  fivi 
sand  dollars;  and   E  has  notes  valued  at  three  thousand  dollars.     1( 


his  community  to  raise  a  revenue  of  three  hundred 
tnty   dollars.     If  the   visible  tangible 
sed  to  call  it,  only  is  assessed,  the 
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are  pie 

twenty-four  thousand  dollars,  the  property 

the  required  revenue,  will  have  to  pay  a  lax  of  one  and  one  third  per 
cent.,  and  A  will  pay  one  hundred  and  thirty-three  and  one  third  dol- 
lars, or  one  third  more  than  he  would  if  the  crediU  belonging  to  D  and 
E  were  assessed.  So  of  ail  the  rest.  But  if  the  credita  are  assessed,  the 
roll  will  show  thirty-two  thousand  dollars,  and  ths  tax  rata  will  be  only 
one  per  cent.,  insteail  of  one  and  one  third  per  cent,  as  before,  and  A 
will  pay  one  hundred  dollars;  B,  eighty  dollars;  C.  sixty  dollars;  D, 
liRv  dollars ;  and  E,  thirty  doll  an.  Now,  it  will  be  remembei«d  (hat  these 
creilils  belonging  to  Dan^  Eare  the  first  and  best  claim  lo  one  third  of  the 
property  of  Inis community.  Theyare  claims  (hat  under  cartaiu  circum- 
stances will  set  (be  others  houseless  and  homeless  in  (he  street;  claims, 
too,  which  bring  into  the  pocketa  of  their  owners  annually  one  third  of 
the  net  proceeds  of  the  community's  labor;  and  the  only  wrong  done  in 
Ihts  case  by  taxing  these  credita  is,  that  while  T>  and  E  have  the  first  and 
best  claim  to  one  third  of  tbe  visible  tangible  property,  and  are  an- 
uuallv  pocketing  ita  proceeds,  and  ought  to  pay  one  third  of  the  taxes,  and 
vtould  if  the  lax  was  upon  incomes,  they  are  only  required  to  pay  oae 
fourth.  Certainly  tbis  conies  nearer  justice  than  lo  exempt  them 
entirely..  Where  is  the  fallacy  in  this  7  You  may  add  to  this  com- 
munity as  many  as  you  like  holding  property  in  diSerent  quantities, 
and  aa  many  as  you' please  holding  securities,  snd  in  any  proportion 
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they  have  provided  themselves  with  sbelter.begin 
of  furnishing  school  facilities  for  their  children, 
is  line  Is  lo  build  a  school -house,  and  they  meet 
with  regard  to  tbe  means  for  carrying  out  thai 
.u rally  conclude  that  the  best  way  is  to  determine 
:d  of  a  bouse,  and  the  coat,  and  then  each  subscribe  to  a  fund  in 
proportion  to  their  means.  The  subecription  paper  is  started,  and  all 
pledge  themselves,  except  ibe  man  who  has  loaned  his  money.  Let  us 
suppose  thst  tbis  man,  when  he  is  asked  lo  lign,  should  say  :  "  Gentle- 
men, it  is  Irue  I  have  a  family  growing  up  that  ought  to  be  educated, 
:ious  to  bave  a  school,  ana  need  one  as  bad  as  any  of  yon, 
>u  will  go  on  and  build  a  house,  and  employ  a  teacher  as 
l>le,  but  you  cannot  expect  me  lo  give  anything.  You 
nothing.  I  have  loaned  all  my  money  to  you,  and  if  I 
should  give  anything  it  would  be  a  double  contribution.  All  those  who 
have-borrowed  my  capital  have  contributed,  and  yim  ought  not  to  expect 
anything  from  me."  What  would  be  thought  of  tbe  meanness  of  such 
a  man  T  Why,  sir,  he  would  steal  pennies  from  a  blind  bemr ;  and  if 
the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  should  be  called  upon  to  uiaracteriie 
such  a  mas,  he  would  pour  out  hia  entire  store  of  withering  sarcasm 
upon  that  individual's  head  and  fail  lo  do  the  subject  justice. 

But  tbe  case  is  not  even  supposable.  No  American  citiien  ever 
reached  that  degree  of  meanness.  No,  sir,  that  man  would  recognise 
his  doty  to  his  children  and  to  tbe  community  of  which  he  wis  a 
member,  and  give  his  share  towards  lbs  construction  of  a  school  house, 
ir ,j  j_ ™i.__  .L_  I _— i.,i..  1 lid  go  so  far  as  to 
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,  .  eDomeintoitBelGshmen,whoBre  will- 
ing to  reap  the  benefit  of  this  school  for  their  children,  but  are  loo  penuri- 
ous lo  voluntarily  give,  towards  ita  support,  their  just  pn<portion  of  the 
expense.     Th^colony  is  called  together  aga'-  --'  " *- ' — 

but  free  will  offerings,  shall  be  considered  i 

taining  a  school,  anil  shall  be  collected  by  compulsory  process,  if  need  be. 
According  to  the  logic  on  tbe  other  side.  Ibis  would  change  the  <ase 
entirely,  and  this  man  who  had  loaned  his  money  would  be  exempt 
from  paying  anything,  because  be  would  have  nothing  hut  evidences  of 
indebledneas,  and  lo  tax  them  would  be  double  taxation.  Of  course  it 
is  double  taxation,  because  honorable  gentlemen  aflirnf  that  it  is.  But 
precisely  why  he  ought  lo  pay,  while  the  contrihutiou  is  voluntary,  and 
be  exempt  when  the  same  contribution  is  made  compulsory,  it  might  he 
difflcult  even  for  some  of  the  learned  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  lo 
explain.  We  do  not  aaeeas  property  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  how 
much  property  there  is  in  the  Stale,  but  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
who  shall  pay,  and  how  much;  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  lia- 
bility of  the  citisen  to  pay  tax,  such  liability  being  in  proportion  to  the 
property  owned  ;  and  that  assessment  is  nearest  correct  that  most  justly 
determines  that  liability-  We  do  not  tax  property,  but  owners  of  prop- 
erty. Property  is  passive  and  indifferent,  and  any  inequalities  in  tax- 
ation will  work  Injustice  not  lo  property,  but  to  owners  of  property.  If 
it  were  poeslble  to  get  a  full  cash  value  of  all  the  visible,  tangible 'prop- 
erty, and  if  it  were  possible  to  get  a  full  and  complete  list  of  all  debts 
incurred  for  a  valuable  consideration,  and  deduct  the  debts  fnim  the 
value  of  tbe  property,  and  collect  the  tax  on  the  credita  from  the  holders 
thereof,  and  tax  owners  of  property  for  what  they  actually  own,  it  would 
undoubtedly  be — next  to  an  income  tax — the  moat  equitable  mode  of 
taxation  that  could  be  devised.  But  the  difficulties  surrounding  this 
method  are  more  insurmountable,  if  possible,  than  those  that  stand  in 
tbe  way  of  an  income  tax.  It  is  utterly  impracticable.  The  system  has 
been  tried  in  New  York  and  New  Jersey.  Upon  this  point  1  desire  to 
read  frem  the  report  of  the  New  York  Commissioners  appointed  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-one.     They  say  ; 

••  And  yet,  at  tbe  same  time,  it  i^ifficult  lo  see  how  a  system  which 
proposes  lo  lax  all  personal  property  uniformly  can  be  made  to  work 
with  any  degree  of  success,  unless  the  right  or  privile^  lo  offset  or 
diminish  valuation  by  indebtedness  is  striutly  and  explicitly  forbidden, 
inasmuch  aa  it  is  Ibis  very  right  or  privilege  which  furnishes  the  oppor- 
tunity whereby  personal  property  can  moat  successfully  evade  taxation. 
Nothing  ia  more  easy  than  to  create  dehta  for  the  purpose  of  diminish- 
ing valuation,  which  no  investigation  on  the  part  of  the  Assessors  will 
suffice  to  prove  hclitious,  and  yet  of  such  a  cbarocter  that  individuals 
of  cosy  conscience  will  Gnd  no  diEBculty  to  making  oath  to  their 
validity.  ■  •  ■  One  of  the  most  common  and  successful  methods 
now  resorted  to  is  the  taking  of  an  unfair,  but  appareutly  strictly  legal, 
advantago  of  the  law  exempting  the  securities  of  the  United  States  from 
taxation.  Thus,  for  exsmple,  in  individual  desiring  lo  evade  taxation 
al  mercantile  or  speculative  business,  first 
da,  we  may  suppose  to  thn  amount  of  one 
He  then  borrows  on  hia  promissory  note, 
using  the  bonds  as  collataral,  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  or  some 
smaller  sum,  and  investa  the  money  so  obtained  in  the  business  in  quea- 
tion.  When  tbe  day  of  assessment  comes  around,  a  return  is  made, 
under  oath,  if  need  he,  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  business  capital ;  . 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars  juat  debta  and   liabilities:  no  personal 
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property  subject  to  taxation. 
United  States  bonds  purchasi 
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If  inquiry  is  made  further  respecting  the 
purchased,  the  answer  is  made  legitimately,  that  in 
respect  to  these  the  State  authorities  have  no  jurisdiction,  since  the 
commencement  of  the  present  year,  moreover,  a  case  involving  this 
principle  of  exemption  has  been  brought  before  the  Supreme  Court  of 
}^ew  York  (general  term,  January  third,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
one),  by  the  Tax  Commissioners  of  the  City  of  New  York,  and  a 
decision  given  in  favor  of  the  legality;  thus  illustrating  how  difBcult  it 
i<(,  holding  on  to  a  system  of  universal  taxation,  to  once  exempt  any 
description  of  tangible,  incorporeal  property  from  assessment,  without 
at  the  same  time  opening  a  door  to  innumerable  opportunities  for  fraud 
and  evasion." 

Sanford  £.  Church,  a  member  of  the  New  York  Constitutional  Con- 
vention, uses  this  language:  ''In  the  country  and  in  the  towns  and 
cities  in  the  interior  of  the  State,  the  rule  is  almost  universal  for  persons 
to  get  up  an  indebtedness  of  some  kind  or  other  so  that  their  property 
may  escape  taxation.  Some  persons  will  give  notes  to  their  children; 
others  will  exchange  notes  with  their  neighbors,  and  others  will  enter 
into  obligations  for  the  purpose  of  creating  a  liability,  just  about  the 
time  the  Assessors  come  round." 

Hon.  Thomas  G.  Alvord,  in  the  Constitutional  Convention  of  New 
York,  savs :  "  It  would  be  well  to  particularize  some  of  these  attempts 
U)  get  rid  of  taxation.  Amons  other  things,  sir,  we  have  official  bonds 
given  by  different  officers  holding  places  of  trust  at  the  hands  of  the 
people,  either  locally  or  as  a  State.  Such  officers  find  no  difficulty,  in 
the  positions  which  they  occupy,  in  not  only  getting  a  number  sufficient 
for  tneir  purpose,  but  in  absolutely  having  persons  ask  the  privilege  of 
getting  on  these  official  bonds;  and  these  persons,  by  a  sort  of  conscience 
which  I  do  not  understand,  when  the  Assessor  shall  come  around,  in 
their  minds  consider  this  a  liability  which  they  may  |x>S6ibly  be  under 
the  necessity  of  meeting  in  dollars  and  cents,  and  thus  calming  their 
consciences  in  regard  to  the  matter — swearing  oft  their  personal  liabili- 
ties to  taxation.  *  ♦  ♦  I  know  a  case  in  my  own  county  where  an 
individual,  unauestionably  one  of  the  wealthiest  men  in  the  county, 
and  that  wealtn  largely  consisting  of  personal  property  in  bonds  and 
mortgages,  having  a  large  family  of  children,  who  had  grown  up  to 
vears  of  discretion  and  who  had  become  workers  in  the  world,  who 
kept  his  day-book  in  this  way :  As  he  received  monev^rom  A,  B,  and 
C  upon  mortgages,  he  first  credited  to  the  parties  who  had  executed  the 
mortgage,  and  then  he  j^ave  cre<lit  on  the  book  to  the  individual  son  or 
daughter,  from  time  to  time,  for  the  mone3^  received  from  that  mortgage ; 
but  never,  in  any  one  instance,  does  he  make  the  assignment  that  the 
law  contemplated  for  the  purpose  of  passing  the  mortgage:  and  never, 
in  any  single  instance,  does  he  pay  over  to  his  children  the  identical 
moneys  thus  received.  But  when  the  tax  gatherer  comes  round  he  has 
no  personal  property." 

Mb.  £DG£RT0N.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentle- 
man if  it  is  not  true  that  this  Commission,  the  report  of  which  he  is 
reading,  were  entirely  opposed  to  taxing  indebtedness  in  any  manner  or 
form  whatever,  solvent  debts  or  mortgages,  and  if  that  particular  pas- 
sage he  is  reading  in  regard  to  changmg  the  forms  of  property,  is  not 
given  as  one  of  the  modes  resorted  to,  in  order  to  evade  taxation.  I 
understand  that  to  be  the  position  taken  by  the  Commissioners.  Thev 
were  entirely  opposed  to  the  taxing  of  debts  in  any  form  whatever,  sol- 
vent notes  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  DUDLEY.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  gentleman  is  correct;  I  uuder- 
stAnd'that  Mr.  Wells  was  contending  for  the  exemption  of  this  class 
of  property.  I  understand,  further,  that  he  is  in  favor  of  the  exemp- 
tion or  all  personal  property.  If  the  gentleman  will  read  the  report,  he 
will  find  that  to  be  the  position  of  the  Commissioners. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  in  error.  I  do  not 
think  the  Commission  was  theoretically  opposed  to  taxing  personal 
property. 

Mb.  DUDLEY.  It  is  a  matter  of  indifference  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners were  theoretically  opposed  to  taxing  all  personal  property  or  not ; 
the  fact  remains  that  they  did  recommend  that  all  personal  property  be 
exempt  from  taxation,  on  the  ground  that  so  much  of  it  could  be  cov- 
ered up  or  hidden  away  from  the  Assessor  that  a  uniform  or  equal 
assessment  of  personal  property  was  impracticable.  They,  therefore, 
recommended  that,  in  lieu  of  a  personal  property  tax,  there  be  levied 
an  arbitrary  house  tax,  or  tax  upon  the  rental  value  of  houses ;  that  is, 
they  a58umed  that  a  man's  mode  of  living  indicated,  as  a  rule,  his  abil- 
ity to  pay  taxes,  and  they  proposed  to  levy  a  certain  arbitrary  tax  upon 
the  house  and  its  surroundings,  which  was  to  be  in  proportion  to  the 
rental  value  of  the  house.  I  simply  read  from  this  work  to  show  where 
it  will  lead  to  if  we  open  the  door  to  exemptions  of  any  kind— that  it 
will  lead  to  frauds  of  the  worst  kind.  Upon  this  sul^'ect  I  read  the 
report  of  the  Massachusetts  Commissioners : 

"  If  the  deductions  be  allowed  from  one  kind  of  property  they  can 
discover  no  satisfactory  reasons  why  they  should  not  oe  equally  allowed 
from  another.  If  the  man  holding  his  farm,  and  earning  by  labor  a 
support  for  his  family,  be  not  allowed  to  lighten  his  taxes  by  deducting 
his  debts  from  his  taxable  estate,  why  allow  such  detluctions  to  the 
wealthy  holder  of  notes,  mortgages,  and  bonds?  The  difficulties  neces- 
sarily encountered  in  carrying  out  the  principle  on  which  the  present 
laws  are  in  this  behalf  based,  form,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, a  weighty  argument  against  the  principle  itself.  It  is  found, 
upon  experiment,  to  be  attendeid  with  so  many  and  serious  evils  as  to 
forbid  its  impartial  application.  The  effort  to  alleviate  these  evils  by 
restricting  its  application  to  the  holders  only  of  personal  estate,  is  an 
admission  of  the  unsoundness  or  impracticable  nature  of  the  principle, 
and  will  necessarily  impose  an  Increased  and  disproportionate  burden 
of  taxation  on  the  agricultural  and  landed  interests  of  the  State. 
Personal  property  in  New  Jersey,  as  in  all  prosperous  communities,  con- 
sists largely  of  rights  and  credits — tenned  in  the  law, incorporeal  things. 
They   are  evidenced   and   secured   by   notes,  bonds,  mortgages,   book 


accounts,  certificates  of  stock,  and  other  contracts,  express  or  implied. 
They  constitute  a  most  important  and  considerable  part  of  the  wealth 
of  the  State.  They  are,  to  their  holders,  property  of  the  most  pro- 
ductive and  available*  kind.  More  than  all  others  they  occasion  the 
litigation  that  occupies  our  Courts  and  brings  into  play  the  expensive 
machinery  and  agencies  of  the  law.  Why  should  the  holders  of  this 
species  of  property  enjoy  immunities  or  be  entitled  to  deductions  not 
allowed  to  the  holders  of  lands?" 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  I  dissent 
from  section  two,  which  allows  for  the  deducting  of  debts  owing  from 
debts  due.  I  am  opposed  to  it,  because  it  is  only  the  wealthy  man,  as  a 
general  rule,  that  has  debts  due  him.  While  the  poorer  classes,  or  those 
in  limited  circumstances,  are,  as  a  rule,  owing  more  or  less,  yet  ver^ 
few  of  them  have  anything  owing  to  therti.  They  are  not,  under  this 
section,  permitted  to  deduct  debts  owing  from  the  value  of  their  visible, 
tangible  property;  the  deduction  is  only  to  be  made  from  the  value  of 
the  debts  owing  to  the  taxpayer.  It  is  plain  to  be  seen  that  this  system 
is  only  a  reliei  to  those  who  have  capital  loaned,  and  no  relief  at  all  to 
those  who  most  need  it — those  who  are  indebted  but  have  nothing  owing 
to  them  from  which  they  can  deduct  the  value  of  their  indebtedness. 
The  system  is  therefore  unjust,  and  I  am  opposed  to  it. 

Section  five  provides  for  the  deduction  or  the  mortgage  from  the  value 
of  the  real  estate.  Now,  there  is  one  reason  why  I  am  opposed  to  that, 
because  it  is  discriminating  against  unsecured  indebtedness  and  in  favor 
of  secured  indebtedness.  If  I  give  a  note  secured  by  mortgage,  for  a 
certain  amount  of  money,  I  am  permitted  to  deduct  the  debt  from  the 
assessed  value  of  my  property.  But  if  I  am  good,  if  I  am  considered  a 
man  of  honesty  and  integrity,  and  my  neighbor  is  disposed  to  take  my 
note  without  security,  I  have  no  rebate  or  relief  whatever.  It  is  mak- 
ing a  distinction  that  ought  not  to  be  made. 

I  now  come  to  the  proposition  which  I  introduced  the  other  day.  I 
am  not  particular  as  to  the  form.  I  introduced  a  plan  similar  to  this  in 
the  early  part  of  the  session,  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of 
the  members  to  the  proposition  of  aaopting  some  other  system  than  one 
based  entirely  upon  property  valuations,  because  I  believe  that  system 
to  be  wrong.  Rather  than  confine  taxation  entirely  to  a  tax  upon  visi- 
ble, tangible  property,  I  would  prefer  to  have  the  Constitution  silent 
with  regard  to  taxation,  and  trust  the  whole  subject  to  the  wisdom  and 
honesty  of  future  Legislatures.  I  desire  that  we  shall  adopt  some  meas- 
ure in  this  Constitution  looking  toward  setting  a  revenue  from  some 
other  source  than  from  a  direct  and  exclusive  tax  upon  property.  I 
believe  it  is  safe  to  say  that  half  the  property  in  this  State,  at  the  present 
time,  evades  and  shirks  the  tax  gatherer,  and  contributes  nothing  toward 
the  support  of  government.  I  desire  to  engraft  some  provision  in  the 
Constitution  looking  toward  the  remedying  of  this;  something  that  will 
compel  this  capital  to  contribute  its  just  proportion  toward  the  expenses 
of  government.  I  do  not  make  any  pretentious  to  legal  knowle<ige,  or 
claim  any  ability  in  formulating  ideas  into  sentences  tuat  will  bear  the 
criticisms  of  the  Courts. 

I  present  it  in  this  form  more  for  the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to 
the  idea.  Yet  my  opinion  is  that  under  this  proposition  a  system  of 
taxation  might  be  elaoorated  that  would  be  far  more  iust  than  the  pres- 
ent one.     I  will  read  the  sections  which  I  have  introduced: 

''Sbction  1.  Taxes  shall  be  levied  as  hereinafter  provided.  All  taxes 
upon  property  shall  be  uniform  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
authority  levying  the  tax,  and  shall  be  levied  and  collected  under  gene- 
ral laws. 

''Src.  2.  All  property,  the  income  of  which  is  not' taxed,  excluding 
growing  crops,  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  under  the  laws  of 
the  United  States,  public  property  belonging  to  the  United  States  or  to 
this  State,  or  &uy  municipality  thereof,  and  property  used  exclusively 

for  charitable  purposes,  not  exceeding thousand  dollara  belonging  to 

any  one  institution,  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to 'its  value,  to  be  ascer- 
tained as  directed  by  law. 

"  Sec.  5.    The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  assessment  f 
and  collection  of  a  tax  upon  incomes  derived  from  investments  in  bonds,  / 
notes  (whether  secured  by  mortgage  or  not),  or  securities  of  any  kind,/ 
owned  by  individuals,  and  upon  the  gross  incomes  of  all  railroad,  naviH[ 
gation,  or  banking  corporations,  bank  and  exchange  agencies,  and  insur-i 
ance  companies,  foreign  or  domestic,  or  any  other  corporation  (otheri 
than  municipal),  or  association  whatever,  formed  for  profit  or  doing' 
business  in  this  State ;  pr<wided,  that  all  notes,  bonds,  or  securities  of  any 
kind,  the  income  from  which  is  taxed,  and  all  property  owned  by  and 
necessarily  used  by  corporations  or  associations  in  producing  incomes 
which  are  taxed,  shall  be  exempt  from  an  ad  valorem  tax." 

It  is  difficult  to  tell  exactly  what  per  cent,  of  income  is  paid  by  the 
average  taxpayer  to  the  State  in  taxes.  From  the  best  estimate  I  can 
make— and  other  gentlemen  can  estimate  it  as  well  as  I  can — I  find 
that  the  average  taxpayer  pays  not  less  than  six  and  one  half  per  cent, 
of  gross  income.  But  I  believe  that  estimate  is  low.  A  gentleman  said 
to  me  the  other  day,  who  owned  property  south  of  San  Francisco,  that 
the  tax  upon  it  amounted  to  about  twenty  per  cent,  of  the  rental.  He 
said  he  sold  the  property,  as  no  man  coulcf  live  and  pay  such  a  percent- 
age of  his  income.  Now,  if  there  is  any  reason  why  other  interests 
should  not  bear  their  share  of  the  burdens  of  taxation,  in  proportion  to 
their  value,  I  confess  I  am  unable  to  see  it. 

I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  examine  the  report  of  the  Insurance  Com- 
missioners, and  find  that  the  California  P'ire  Insurance  Company  has  a 
gross  income  of  sixty-six  per  cent.' of  its  capital  stock,  and  a  net  income 
of  thirty-three  per  cent.  It  paid  in  taxes  nine  hundred  and  ninety- 
ei^ht  dollars  ana  fifty-five  cents,  or  less  than  half  of  one  per  cent.,  and 
thirteen  times  less  than  the  average  taxpayer.  On  its  net  income  it 
paid  taxes  on  less  than  one  per  cent.,  or  fourteen  times  less  than  the 
average  taxpayer. 

The  California  Farmers'  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company  has  a  capi- 
tal of  two  hundred  thousand  doUai*s,  and  a  gross  iunonie  of  one  hundred 


i>>*  ■?- 


840 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Friday, 


,  ■»'-  ■ 


and  thirty-one  thousand  one  hundred  and  thirty-seven  dollars  and 
ninety-nine  cents,  or  sixty-five  per  cent  of  its  capitid  stock.  Taxes  paid, 
six  hundred  and  sixty  dollars  and  sixty-seven  cents. 

The  Commercial  Insurance  Company  has  a  capital  of  two  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  and  a  gross  income  of  one  hunared  and  eighty-three 
thousand  two  hundred  and  seventy-nine  dollars  and  eighteen  cents,  or 
ninety  per  cent,  of  its  capital,  and  a  net  income  of  twenty-six  per  cent., 
or  fifty -three  thousand  seven  hundred  and  forty-eight  dollars  and  sixty- 
seven  cents.    Amount  of  tax  not  given. 

The  Fireman's  Fund  Insurance  Company  has  a  capital  of  three  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars ;  gross  income,  nve  hundred  and  fifty-two  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  eleven  dollars  and  ninety-six  cents,  or  one 
hundred  and  eighty-four  per  cent,  of  the  capital ;  net  income,  one  hun- 
dred thousand  nine  hundred  and  twenty  dollars,  or  thirty-three  per 
cent.  Taxes  paid,  nine  thousand  two  hundred  and  forty-two  dollars 
and  eleven  cents;  per  cent,  of  gross  income  paid  in  taxes,  sixteen  thou- 
sandths; per  cent,  of  net  income,  nine  hundredths. 

The  Home  Mutual  Companv  has  a  capital  of  three  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  with  a  gross  income  of  three  hundred  and  seventy-two  thousand 
three  hundred  and  twenty  dollars,  or  one  hundred  and  twenty -six  per 
cent.;  net  income,  one  hundred  and  twenty- four  thousand  two  hundred 
and  twenty-five  dollars,  or  thirty-four  per  cent.  They  pay  in  taxes, 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-nine  dollars  and  twenty-three 
cents,  or  about  one  half  of  one  per  cent. 

The  Fireman's  Fund  Insurance  Company  is  the  only  one  of  our  home 
companies  that  pays  anything  like  a  fair  tax.  With'  the  exception  of 
this  company  there  is  great  uniformity  in  the  ratio  of  tax  paid  to  gross 
income,  the  per  cent,  l^ing  about  one  half  of  one  per  cent.  The  aver- 
age, taking  all  the  home  companies  together,  is  about  seven  mills,  while 
the  average  per  cent,  of  gross  income  paid  by  the  average  taxpayer  is 
not  less  than  six  or  seven  per  cent.  I  do  not  find,  by  the  Insurance 
Commissioner's  report,  that  the  foreign  companies  doing  business  here 
pay  any  tax  at  all,  and  yet  they  are  doing  more  business  than  our  home 
companies,  their  receipts  reaching  millions  of  dollars  annually. 

As  a  further  proof  ot  the  fact  that  corporations  pay  less  taxes  in  propor- 
tion to  ability  tnan  the  average  taxpayer,  I  call  attention  to  the  Central 
Pacific  Railroad  Company.  This  company  has  been  so  much  talked  about 
here  that  I  should  prefer  to  say  nothmg  about  it;  but  it  is  the  princiml 
railroad  interest  of  the  State,  and  is  a  case  in  point.  I  do  not  know  tnat 
their  receipts  are  positively  known,  either  gross  or  net,  but  a  statement 
has  been  going  the  rounds  of  the  newspapers  that  the  gross  earnings  for 
the  current  year  would  reach  seventeen  million  dollars,  about  fifty  per 
cent,  of  which,  according  to  other  statements,  is  net  earnings.  The 
President  of  that  corporation,  in  a  paper  laid  upon  our  desks,  boasts  of 
having  paid  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  taxes.  If  that  corporation 
had  paia  as  large  a  per  cent,  of  its  income,  either  gross  or  net,  in  taxes, 
as  the  average  taxpayer  is  compelled  to  pa^,  instead  of  boasting  of  hav- 
ing paid  five  hunared  thousand  dollars,  might  have  boasted  of  having 
paid  more  than  one  million  dollars.  It  is  claimed  that  this  railrofua 
mterest  is  great,  and  of  great  importance  to  the  State,  and  ought  not  to 
be  burdened  too  heavily. 

But  however  great  or  important  the  railroad  interests  of  the  State 
may  be — and  I  believe  I  realize  their  imjoortance-they  are  not  more 
important  or  greater  than  the  interests  or  an  equal  amount  of  capital 
invested  in  lands  and  improvements,  and  in  (>ersonal  property  used 
thereon,  lying  along  the  lines  of  those  railroads,  nor  are  the  railroads 
of  any  more  importance  to  the  people  who  have  made  those  invest- 
ments 4han  those  people  are  to  the  railroads.  The  advantages  are 
mutual,  and  there  is  no  good  reason  why  the  burdens  of  State  should 
not  be  mutually  and  eoually  borne ;  and  if  the  present  system  of  taxa- 
tion does  not  equalize  tnose  burdens,  it  is  the  part  of  wisidom  for  us  to 
provide  a  way  for  the  trial  of  some  other  system.  • 

Now,  sir,  this  proposition  of  mine  proposes  that  "the  Legislature  shall 
provide  by  law  tor  the  assessment  and  collection  of  a  tax  upon  income, 
derived  from  investment  in  bonds,  notes  (whether  secured  by  mort- 
gage or  not),  or  securities  of  any  kind,  owned  by  individuals,  and  u|56n 
the  gross  incomes  of  all  railroad,  navigation,  or  banking  corporations, 
bank  and  exchange  agencies,  and  insurance  companies,  foreign  and 
domestic,  or  any  other  corporation  (other  than  municipal),  or  association 
whatever,  formed  for  profit  or  doing  business  in  this  State;  provided, 
that  all  notes,  bonds,  or  securities  of  any  kind,  the  income  from  which 
is  taxed,  and  all  property  owned  by  and  necessarily  used  by  corpora- 
tions or  associations  in  producing  incomes  which  are  taxed,  shall  be 
exempt  from  an  ad  valorem  tax." 

Now,  sir,  I  am  aware  that  evidence  of  indebtedness,  whenever  you 
seek  to  list  it,  will  hide  away.  It  is  often  in  the  possession  of  men  of 
easy  consciences,  who  will,  whenever  it  is  possible,  cheat  and  evade  the 
Assessor,  but  the  report  of  the  committee  proposes  to  tax  that  class  of 
propertv,  and  if  it  can  be  found  for  the  purpose  of  taxing  it  on  its  value, 
It  can  be  found  for  the  purpose  of  taxing  its  earnings  in  the  way  of 
incomes.  We  will  get  as  much  one  way  as  the  other.  It  is  a  tax  which 
will  be  taken  directly  from  the  owners  of  the  property.  When  you 
come  to  apply  that  principle  to  corporations,  and  take  the  income  of  the 
corporations,  there  is  no  very  serious  difficulty  in  the  way  of  ascertain- 
ing their  incomes.  They  keep  books,  and  their  incomes  may  be  ascer- 
tained, and  there  is  no  difficulty.  The  tax  will  be  paid  by  the  corporation, 
and  will  distribute  itself  among  the  shareholders.  It  will  prevent  double 
taxation,  which  gentlemen  pretend  to  stand  in  so  much  fear  of.  The 
property  will  be  taxed  once,  and  only  once.  The  incomes  of  the  insur- 
ance companies,  foreign  as  well  as  home,  can  be  ascertained.  They  are 
ascertained  by  the  Commissioner,  and  if  there  is  power  in  the  State  to 
compel  them  to  render  correct  accounts  to  the  Commissioner  of  their 
receipts,  there  is  power  to  compel  them  to  pay  in  proportion  to  their 
receipts,  and  there  is  no  possibility  of  getting  any  tax  from  them  unless 
by  taxing  their  incomes,  for  they  possess  very  little  property.  I  am 
under  the  impression  that  the  mines  should  be  taxed  in  the  mme  man- 


ner, but  I  do  not  care  to  dwell  upon  that  branch  of  the  subject,  but 
merely  wish  to  bring  all  these  matters  to  the  attention  of  the  Convention. 
I  have  not  talked  for  the  purpose  of  displaying  my  forensic  powers, 
but  solely  for  the  purpose  of  impressing  upon' the  members  of  the  Con- 
vention the  importance  of  resorting  to  some  other  system  of  taxation 
than  the  old  one.  There  are  subjects  of  taxation  upon  which  I  have 
not  touched,  and  which  the  Convention  will  be  unwise  if  they  do  not 
consider — whisky  and  tobacco.  These  are  luxuries  of  very  doubtful 
utility,  and  if  they  should  be  taxed  to  the  extent  of  discouraging  their 
use,  or  if  they  should  be  taxed  out  of  existence,  there  would  probably 
be  no  great  harm  done.  I  believe  a  83'stem  of  taxation  in  the  way  of  h 
heavy  license  on  whisky  and  tobacco  might  be  made  to  bring  in  a  vast 
amount  of  revenue,  either  by  the  use  of  the  Moffisit  bell-punch  system 
or  some  other  mode — I  have  no  particular  system  now  in  my  mind.  I 
appeal  to  the  agriculturists  in  this  hall,  and  the  small  property  owners, 
to  nesitate  long  and  consider  well  before  they  shall  adopt  any  measure 
which  shall  seem  to  perpetuate  upon  us  the  present  system  of  taxation. 
While  I  know  it  is  urged  by  gentlemen  here  that  the  present  system  is 
just  and  equitable,  yet,  sir,  I  believe  there  is  no  system  of  taxation  we 
can  possibly  resort  to  that  would  be  subject  to  greater  inequalities,  or  do 
more  wrong  than  the  present  system. 

SEMIRKS  OP   VR.    LASKIN. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  was  in  hopes  that  some  member  of 
the  committee  would  have  defended  this  report.  Neither  the  Chairman 
nor  the  members  of  the  committee  have  indicated  anything  clear  or 
definite  as  to  what  they  intend  to  do.  As  far  as  this  question  is  con- 
cerned  

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  gentleman  could  not  have  paid  very  much 
attention  to  the  proceedings,  because  there  is  a  motion  pending  to  strike 
out  section  one  and  insert  something  else. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  understood  you  had  an  amendment,  and  that  the 
gentleman  moved  a  substitute  to  your  amendment.  I  am  opposed  to 
this  report,  because  there  is  nothing  definite  or  tangible  in  it,  and  it  will 
be  construed  in  all  sorts  of  ways.  We  want  a  system  that  will  be  con- 
strued alike  by  every  Judge  in  the  State  of  California.  There  may  be 
one  or  two  sections  that  we  can  adopt,  but  we  should  first  adopt  a  general 
system  of  taxation,  that  will  be  equal  and  uniform.  I  hope  we  will 
adopt  the  langffa^e  of  the  old  Constitution,  and  then  proceed  to  the  sec- 
ond and  fifth  sections.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Boggs  proposition  for  taxing 
pro{ierty.  It  comes  at  once  to  the  question  that  all  property  shall  be 
taxed,  and  that  no  double  taxation  snail  be  allowed,  and  that  growing 
crops  shall  be  exempt. 

RBMARKS  OF   MR.   EDOSRTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  understand  the  question  before 
the  committee  to  be  upon  the  amendment  ofiered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Solano.  Now,  I  thinlc  the  principle  contained  in  that  amendment  a 
very  dangerous  one,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  adopted.  It  provides  for  an 
ad  valorem  tax  upon  property,  and  in  addition  to  that  an  income  tax. 
Now,  it  seems  to  me  there  is  a  very  great  inconsistency  here  in  the  gen- 
tleman's proposition  and  speech.  I  understand  him  to  say  he  is  opposed 
to  a  property  tax,  levied  on  the  ad  valorem  principle,  but  section  two 
certainly  provides  for  that  mode  of  taxation,  and  no  other. 

Mr.  Dudley.    I  did  not  sav  I  was  opposed  to  it.  . 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other  mode  indicated  in  this 
plan,  unless  it  is  the  plan  of  an  income  tax.  I  think  the  amendment 
ought  to  be  voted  down.  The  amendment  which  I  ofier  will  be  much 
sa^r  as  a  starter.  It  is  the  declaration  of  a  principle,  that  taxation  shall 
be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  this  State. 

SPKRCH   of   MR.  CAMPBKLL. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  think  this  debate,  as  far  as  it 
has  gone,  has  pretty  clearly  demonstrated  the  necessity  for  striking  out 
this  first  section  entirely,  and  leaving  no  substitute  for  it.  AU  the 
trouble  we  have  had  in  this  State  in  regard  to  taxation  has  arisen  out 
of  the  construction  of  these  words, '' equal  and  uniform  taxation,"  in 
the  old  Constitution,  by  the  Supreme  Court.  There  is  another  plan  that 
might  be  adopted  in  this  State,  which  would  be  the  means  of  producing 
large  revenues  to  the  State,  which,  perhaps,  could  never  have  been 
adopted  under  the  construction  placed  by  our  Supreihe  Court  upon  the 
words  "equal  and  uniform."  1  mean  a  tax  levied  upon  the  estates  of 
deceased  persons.  I  believe  we  should  have  such  a  tax  in  this  State. 
There  is  no  tax  which  we  could  impose  «rhich  would  be  so  willingly 
paid,  and  one  which  would  not  work  a  hardship  upon  anyone.  I  would 
not  levy  the  tax  upon  small  estates.  I  would  provide  that  every  man 
should  have  enough  for  the  support  of  his  family  and  the  education  of 
his  children.  I  think  a  graduated  tax  should  be  imposed.  Suppose  a 
man  dies  worth  twenty  thousand  dollars,  you  impose  a  tax  of  one  eighth 
of  one  per  cent,  upon  his  estate.  You  go  on  raising  the  tax,  until  when 
a  man  dies  worth  ten  millions  you  have  a  tax  of  say  ten  or  fifteen  per 
cent,  upon  his  estate.  You  do  no  wrong  or  injustice  to  any  one  upon 
earth.  If  he  has  children,  millions  remain  for  them  after  the  tax  is 
paid.  If  he  desires  to  leave  his  riches  to  strangers,  there  is  no  injustice 
done  in  imposing  such  a  tax.  It  is,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  matter  of  nat- 
ural right.  We  find  in  some  countries  and  in  some  States  of  the  Union 
these  drafts,  made  by  law,  upon  the  estates  of  deceased  persons.  In 
some  instances  a  man  may  will  away  every  acre  of  his  land,  and 
give  all  his  property  to  perfect  strangers.  In  other  places  the  laws  of 
primogeniture  prevail.  This  matter  of  the  disposition  of  estates  is  one 
of  mere  statutory  regulation.  Now,  I  conceive  of  no  better  way  of 
raising  revenue,  one  which  will  do  less  damage  to  the  individual,  as 
when  a  man  dies  a  part  of  the  large  property  which  he  has  earned,  and 
which  has  been  protected  by  the  State,  a  part  of  it  shall  be  taken  by 
the  State.  Now,  that  system  would  be  somewhat  inconsistent  if  these 
words  "equal  and  uniform  "  are  allowed  to  remain. 
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Mb.  EDGERTON.  It  would  be  competent  to  levy  such  a  tax  now. 
If  the  gentleman  will  consult  the  statutes  he  will  find  that  it  has  been 
done  over  and  oyer  again. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  say  these  words  might  be  construed  to  con- 
flict with  the  system.  If  it  was  to  be  eoual  and  uniform — equal  on  the 
round  amount,  there  would  have  to  be  the  same  tax  on  an  estate 
amounting  to  ten  thousand  dollars  as  on  an  estate  of  one  thousand. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  words  << equal  and  uniform"  have  been  in 
the  Constitution  since  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,  and  these  suc- 
iieesion  taxes  have  been  sustained  by  the  Courts. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  There  has  never  been  any  graduated  taxation. 
There  would  be  some  question  about  it, 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  Supreme  Court  has  always  held  that  no 
property  can  be  exempted  from  taxation. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  That  is  what  I  understand.  They  have  so 
decided,  and  therefore  you  could  not  exempt  property  to  a  reasonable 
amount  for  the  support  of  the  family.  Kow  I  desire,  for  that  reason,  to 
omit  those  words  from  the  Constitution.  They  may  so  hamper  the  Leg- 
islature that  they  could  not  adopt  such  a  graduated  succession  tax.  It 
is  a  just  and  impartial  tax.  If  we  had  such  a  tax  in  this  State  at  the 
present  time  the  entire  expenses  of  the  State  could  have  been  paid  from 
the  estates  of  deceased  persons  up  to  the  present  time  from  this  source 
alone.  Four  or  five  men  have  died  during  the  past  year  whose  estates, 
under  such  a  tax,  would  have  paid  the  entire  current  expenses  of  the 
State  Government  during  that  period.  Therefore,  I  do  not  wish  to  tie 
the  hands  of  the  Legislature  by  retaining  those  words.  We  shall  tax  a 
class  of  property  that  now  so  largely  escapes  taxation,  and  in  other 
respects  leave  the  Legislature  free  as  to  the  mode  they  may  adopt  of 
raising  revenue. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  what  he  means 
by  equal  and  uniform  taxation? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  They  may  have  entirely  different  meanings. 
Equal  taxation  may  mean  an  equal  tax  upon  amounts  of  property;  it 
may  mean  that  property  shall  be  taxed  absolutely  to  the  same  extent, 
according  to  its  actual  value;  it  may  mean  that  personal  and  real  prop- 
erty shall  be  taxed  at  precisely  the  same  rate;  it  may  mean  that  culti- 
vated and  uncultivated  land  shall  be  taxed  at  precisely  the  same  rate- 
that  the  value  of  an  entire  tract  of  land  may  be  taken  in  aolido;  that  it 
shall  be  taxed  just  the  same  as  small  tracts  devoted  to  other  uses.  I 
cannot  say  what  construction  may  be  given  to  it.  I  would  say  that  they 
mean  this,  that  all  property  valuations  shall  be  taxed  at  an  equal  rate. 
Then,  in  connection  with  the  other  section,  that  all  property,  with  cer- 
tain specific  exceptions,  might  be  taxed;  certainly  there  could  be  no 
exceptions  except  specifically  named. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken  when 
he  states  that,  either  in  the  Legislature  or  out  of  it,  in  the  Supreme 
Court  or  out  of  it,  any  difficulty,  has  arisen  from  that  clause.  Now,  sir, 
it  was  actually  stated'  by  the  Supreme  Court  that  the  Legislature  has 
power  to  exempt  propert^r.  In  the  twenty-second  California  it  was 
expressly  held  that  the  Legislature  had  that  power,  also  in  the  thirty- 
fourth  California.  In  the  case  of  the  People  vs.  the  Hibernia  Bank,  the 
Question  was  on  the  taxation  of  solvent  debts,  and  there  the  Court  held 
tnat  solvent  debts  were  not  subject  to  taxation,  because  it  would  be,  in 
effect,  double  taxation.  There  the  question  turned  upon  this  clause : 
''All  property  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value,  to  be  ascertain^ 
as  directed  by  law,"  and  not  upon  ttie  clause  the  gentleman  is  discussing. 

Mb;  SMITH,  of  Santa  Clara.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hiove  the  committee 
rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress 
therein,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  hour  for  recess  having  arrived,  the  Convention  will  take  a  recess 
until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called,  and  quorum  present 

LKAVR    of    AB31CNCR. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  ask  indefinite  leave  of  absence 
for  General  Miller,  on  account  of  sickness  in  his  family. 

Granted. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  When  the  Convention  4ook  a 
recess,  we  were  discussing  the  article  on  revenue  and  taxation.  I  have 
been  requested  to  consent  to  the  taking  up  of  the  article  on  right  of 
suffrage  this  afternoon.  In  view  of  the  importance  of  this  question,  and 
the  very  thin  house  to-day,  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  article 
on  the  right  of  suffrage. 

Mr.  GRACE.  Mr.  President:  I  am  in  hopes  this  motion  will  not 
prevail.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  anything  of  more  importance  than 
this  question  of  suffrage.  I  propose  to  discuss  this  question,  and  I  want 
it  discussed  by  a  full  house. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Kern.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  this  motion  will  pi*e- 
vail.  This  subject  of  taxation  is  one  of  very  great  moment,  and  should 
not  be  slighted. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  O'SuUivan,  one  of  the  oldest  advocates  of  woman 
suffrage,  is  away.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  President:  It  appears  to  me  that  the  main  pur- 
pose of  this  motion  is  to  defer  the  consideration  of  this  important  subject 
until  such  time  as  there  can  be  a  full  attendance  of  members.  I  do  not 
conceive  that  there  will  be  anything  gained  by  discussing  this  most 
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important  subject  to-day.  If  the  matter  is  passed  now,  it  will  haya  to 
come  up  again  in  Convention,  and  if  the  decision  arrived  at  shall  not 
meet  trie  views  of  the  majority,  it  will  be  reversed  in  Convention.  A 
large  number  of  gentlemen  are  away,  necessarily  absent.  This  absence 
is  not  the  result  of  caprice  on  their  part,  but  they  have  simply  gone 
home  to  attend  to  private  business.  When  gentlemen  came  here  they 
came  under  the  impression  that  the  session  would  last  one  hundred  days 
and  no  longer,  and  they  made  their  business  arrangements  accordingly. 
Many  gentlemen  have  important  interests  of  their  own,  which  tney 
have  sacrificed  to  the  public  service.  Having  found  that  the  Conven- 
tion will  not  be  able  to  close  its  labors  within  the  limits  prescribed,  they 
now  find  themselves  so  circumstanced  as  to  be  compelled  to  go  home 
and  arrange  their  business  for  another  fifty  days.  I  hope  this  motion 
will  prevail. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  President :  There  are  other  men  whose  interests 
ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration.  It  is  that  class  who  cannot  return 
home  on  Saturday,  and  who  are  lookine  anxiously  forward  to  the  time 
of  final  adjournment,  and  every  delay  of  this  kind  makes  that  day  more 
distant.  It  is  due  to  this  class  that  the  Convention  proceed  as  fart  as 
possible  with  its  labors,  complete  its  labors,  and  submit  the  result  to  the 
people.  I  hope  we  shall  take  up  these  reports  in  their  regular  order. 
If  there  is  a  quorum  present  it  is  competent  to  consider  any  subject. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  The  Sergeant-at-Arms  informs  me  that  there  is 
no  Quorum  present.    I  suggest  that  the  roll  be  called. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President:  lam  opposed  to  any  change  in  the 
order  of  business.  We  have  as  many  of  these  lawyers  present  probably 
as  we  shall  have  at  any  time  from  this  on.  There  are  men  who  have 
been  more  hours  on  the  road  from  here  to  San  Francisco  than  they  have 
on  this  floor.  Now,  these  men  will  continue  that  course.  We  can  pro- 
ceed with  this  work  now.  It  is  the  most  important  question  before  this 
Convention,  and  I  insist  upon  proceeding  with  the  discussion  until  it  is 
disposed  of. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  President:  If  gentlemen  are  so  deeply  inter- 
ested in  this  subject,  certainly  they  would  have  made  an  effort  to  bo 
here.  I  move  to  amend  the  motion  by  inserting  the  words  "  revenue 
and  taxation,"  instead  of  "suffrage." 

Thk  chair.    The  motion  is  not  amendable. 

Mb.  grace.    I  move  to  lay  the  motion  on  the  table. 

No  second. 

The  motion  to  take  up  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Right  of  Suffrage 
was  lost. 

BKVKNUE   AND  TAXATION. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  do 
now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the 
chair,  to  further  consider  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and 
Taxation. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE,  • 

Tmr  chairman.  Section  one  and  amendments  are  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

BKMABKS  OF   MB.   CAMPBRLL. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  gentleman  from  Sacramento, 
Mr.  Edgerton,  this  morning  made  certain  assertions  in  regard  to  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  in  regard  to  what  were  known  as  the 
mortgage  tax  cases.  My  impression  was  at  the  time  that  he  was  wrong, 
and  I  have  since  looked  at  the  decisions.  I  refer  to  the  case  of  the 
Savings  and  Loan  Society  against  Austin,  in  forty-sixth  California. 
The  part  of  the  decision  I  have  referred  to  will  be  found  on  page  four 
hundred  and  fifty-seven,  which  shows  that  the  question  of  eoual  and 
uniform  taxation  was  raised  by  counsel,  and  was  determined  by  the 
Court.  I  will  first  read  from  the  argument  of  counsel,  page  four  hun- 
dred and  fifty-seven,  to  show  that  the  question  was  raised  by  counsel : 

"  The  Constitution,  which  prescribes  that  all  property  shall  be  taxed 
aooording  to  its  value,  prohibits  just  as  much  the  taxing  of  property  for 
twice  its  value  as  it  does  the  taxing  it  for  half  or  a  third  of  its  value. 
Besides,  the  tax  is  unequal,  and  not  uniform,  for  you  tax  the  solvent 
debt  twice— once  in  the  hands  of  the  debtor,  and  once  in  the  hands  of 
the  creditor — while  all  the  other  thin^,such  as  lands,  horses,  cattle,  etc., 
you  only  tax  once.  Can  a  law  be  constitutional  in  California  which  enacts 
that  a  certain  property,  viz. :  solvent  debts,  shall  pay  two  taxes  a  year, 
but  that  all  the  other  property  shall  pay  only  one  tax  ?" 

So  much  for  t^e  argument  of  counsel.  Now  I  wish  to  refer  to  the 
opinion  of  Justice  Crockett,  who  gave  the  prevailing  opinion  of  the 
Court,  which  was  concurred  in  by  a  majority  of  the  Court.    He  says: 

"  The  real  point  to  be  decided  is,  whether  the  same  property  has  been 
twice  aseessea  for  the  same  tax;  for  it  is  obvious  that  if  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  tax  is  the  same,  it  cannot  be  twice  assessed  for  the  same 
tax,  and  it  is  immaterial  in  such  a  case  by  whom  the  title  is  held. 
If,  for  example,  the  statute  should  provide  that  all  lands  should  be 
assessed  on  the  first  of  March  in  each  year4o  the  then  owners  of  them, 
and  that  if  anv  land  thus  assessed  should  be  conveyed  during  the  fiscal 
year  it  should  be  again  assessed  to  the  new  owner,  no  one  would  doubt  that 
under  our  Constitution  the  second  tax  would  be  void,  as  violating  the  prin- 
ciple of  equality  and  uniformity  prescribed  by  that  instrument.  (People 
Ys.  Kohl,  40  Cal.  127.)  And  yet,  in  such  a  case,  if  the  first  tax  had  been 
paid  by  the  former  owner  before  the  conveyance,  so  that  it  was  no  longer 
a  lien  upon  the  land,  it  might  be  said  that  it  was  no  concern  of  the 
purchaser  that  his  vendor  had  been  once  taxed,  nor.  of  the  latter  that 
nis  vendee  had  been  a^in  taxed  on  the  same  land.  But  in  such  cases 
the  true  point  for  inquiry  is,  has  the  same  property  been  twice  assessed 
for  the  same  tax  7  And  in  solving  this  question,  the  fact  whether  the 
property  belonged  to  one  person  or  another  is  a  false  quantity.  The  tax 
being  upon  the  property  itself,  the  inquiry  is,  whether  it  has  been  tvfice 
taxed,  and  in  solving  the  point,  the  question  of  ownership  is  imma- 
terial." 
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It  is  unnecessary  to  read  further.  The  Court  goes  on  at  considerable 
length.  That  opinion  was  concurred  in  by  Judge  Wallace,  except  as  to 
some  particulars,  which  I  belieye  refer  to  the  State  Board  of  Equalization. 
Judge  Belcher  discusses  the  Question  as  to  whether  it  is  double  taxation  or 
not.  Under  that  decision  tnere  was  an  end  to  mortgage  taxes.  So  I 
think  the  gentleman  will  find  he  is  entirely  wrong  m  nis  views,  that 
tlie  Court  did  not  consider  that  question  in  making  that  decision. 

BEMARKS  OF  MB.   SDOKBTON. 

Mb.  EDGERTON;  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  surprised  that  a  lawyer  so 
distinguished,  and  justly  distingtiished,  as  my  friend  from  Alameda, 
should  make  such  an  assertion  in  relation  to  the  mortgage  tax  case, 
when  it  was  expressly  overruled  in  the  case  of  the  People  vs.  The 
Ilibemia  Bank ;  and  I  think  the  ppentleman  himself,  when  ne  comes  to 
study  the  question,  will  take  a  different  view. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    That  principle  was  never  overruled. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  in  the  case  of  the  People  vs.  The 
Hibemia  Bank,  and  the  whole  thing  turned  upon  this  point,  whether  or 
not  solvent  debts  were  within  the  definition  or  the  word  "  property,"  as 
used  in  the  Constitution.  That  is  the  point,  and  you  can  appeal  to  one 
of  the  ex- Judges  on  this  floor.  If  the  gentleman  will  read  tne  Uibernia 
Bank  case,  he  will  find  it  turns  entirely  upon  the  construction  of  the 
word  property,  as  used  in  this  part  of  section  thirteen,  that  property 
tihall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value  to  be  ascertained  according  to 
law.  They  say  that  solvent  debts  depend  on  so  man^  contingencies 
that  it  is  hard  to  ascertain  whether  they  are  property  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Constitution,  and  that  clause  is  a  limitation  upon  the  power 
of  the  Legislature  to  tax  anything  but  property.  They  say  no  Assessor 
can  ascertain  the  value  of  solvent  debts.  If  the  gentleman  will  look  at 
these  cases  in  the  fifty- first  California 

Mb.  CAMPBELL.  That  does  not,  as  I  understand  it,  overrule  the 
principle  that  it  must  be  equal  and  uniform  taxation^  and  that  to  tax 
them  would  be  to  tax  the  property  twice. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  it  is  not  overruled,  then  there  has  never  been 
a  case  overruled  in  this  State. 

Mb.  swing.    The  People  vs.  Eddy. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  The  Legislature  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
nine  passed  an  Act,  the  object  of  which  was  to  avoid  double  taxation, 
and  exempting  all  property  from  double  taxation,  and  the  case  of  The 
People  vs.  Eddy  grew  out  of  that  statute,  the  Supreme  Court  holding 
that  it  was  not  constitutional,  and  that  the  debts  were  subject  to  tax- 
ation. 

Mb.  swing.  The  result  of  that  decision  is  as  stated,  that  the  Legis- 
lature had  no  power  under  the  Constitution  to  exempt  any  property 
from  taxation,  and  the  fifty-first  California  does  not  overrule  that 
decision,  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  principle  does  not  stand  that  solvent 
debts  are  property. 

Mb.  SIxJERT^N.    That  whole  line  of  decisions  has  been  overruled. 

SPBRCH  of  MB.  SHAFTBB. 

Mb.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  afraid  that  discussions  of  this 
character  will  lead  us  away  from  the  real  point  before  the  Convention. 
I  do  not  see  what  reference  the  discussion  has  to  the  amendments  pend- 
ing!; here.  The  pro|K>sition  is  to  strike  out  the  whole  of  the  first  section, 
which  reads  that  taxation  shall  be  uniform  upon  the  same  class  of  sub- 
jects. It  is  proposed  to  insert  in  lieu  of  that,  that  taxation  shall  be  equal 
and  uniform  throughout  this  State.  The  question  that  has  come  before 
the  Courts  heretofore,  has  simply  been  as  to  the  violation  of  this  princi- 
ple of  equality  and  uniformity.  I  am  opposed  to  the  leaving  out  of  the 
words  '*  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform."  If  those  words  are  not 
put  in  the  Constitution,  the  Legislature  may  tax  one  class  of  property 
four  times  as  much  as  another.  I  am  opposes  to  the  amendment  onered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  Mr.  Dualey,  because  it  is  more  diffuse 
than  the  other,  and  would  result  in  far  greater  expense.  I  trust  the 
gentleman  from  Sacramento  will  add  to  his  amendment  the  other  words 
of  the  old  Constitution,  that  '*  all  property  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion 
to  its  value."  The  language  of  the  old  Constitution,  in  this  respect,  is 
plain  and  explicit,  and  cannot  be  misunderstood.  Under  Mr.  Dudley's 
amendment  there  would  have  to  be  a  large  number  of  Assessors^  We 
do  not  want  three  or  four  difierent  assessments  of  the  same  property. 
Let  us  have  one  Assessor,  and  let  the  property  be  assessed  for  all  pur- 
poses at  once.  I  hope  we  shall  adopt  this  provision  of  the  old  Consti- 
tution, then  there  will  be  no  difficulty,  it  is  the  eight  principle  to 
engraft  in  the  organic  law,  that  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform, 
and  that  all  property  shall  be  taxed  according  to  its  value,  to  be  ascer- 
tained according  to  law. 

8PRKCU   OF  MR.   HOWABD. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  The'  report  of  this 
committee  is  so  much  better  than  I  had  expected,  that  I  am  in  favor  of 
treating  it  with  all  due  consideration.  As  to  the  pending  amendment, 
to  strike  out  the  first  clause  and  insert  the  language  of  the  old  Constitu- 
tion, I  think  it  ought  to  be  adopted.  Not  that  I  think  there  is  any  very 
great  practical  force  in  these  words,  because  it  all  depends  on  the 
administration  of  the  thing.  It  all  depends  upon  how  you  assess.  But 
they  are  words  proper  to  be  in  the  Constitution,  and  have  been  rendered 
})roper  by  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  am  glad  to  see  some 
things  in  this  report.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  my  friend  from  Sacramento 
has  come  round  in  favor  of  Commissions.  I  thought  he  would  get 
straight  before  the  session  was  over.  But  this  Commission  is  a  little  u>o 
large.  Two  Commissioners  from  each  Congressional  District  would 
make  rather  too  large  a  Board  of  Equalization.  I  think  a  Board  con- 
sistinj[  of  four  would  be  large  enough.  Three  would  bo  better  than  four. 
My  friend  from  El  Dorado,  Mr.  I^rkin,  says  he  is  opposed  to  taxing 
credits.     I  regretted  very  much  to  hear  him  say  so,  because  if  you  are 

■"  "  *"  tax  all  property,  the  moment  you  start  out  on  that  proposition 


to  tax  all  property  you  fail  of  the  end,  if  you  don't  tax  credits,  because 
they  are  property,  and  so  classed  by  eiiiinent  writers  on  political 
economy,  and  I  shall  refer  to  a  very  able  writer  on  that  subject,  I  shall 
ask  the  Siecretary  to  read  an  extract  from  the  **  Science  of  Wealth," 

Thb  secretary  read  from  the  desk  the  following : 

"  It  has  sometimes  been  maintained  that  credits  ought  not  to  be  taxed, 
but  all  assessments  be  made  upon  values,  or  property,  personal  and  real. 
Taxes,  it  has  been  argued,  ought  not  to  be  laid  upon  persons,  but  upon 
that  out  of  which  they  can  alone  be  paid,  viz.,  property. 

''But  credits  are  taxed  as  well  as  values.  A  holds  a  farm  worth  ten 
thousand  dollars,  mortgaged  to  B  for  five  thousand  dollars.  A  pays 
taxes  upon  the  whole  valuation,  and  B  upon  five  thousand  dollars,  as 
monepr  at  interest.  A,  it  is  said,  is  doubly  taxed.  This  is  a  practical 
Question,  that  has  puzzled  legislators  in  every  age  and  country.  Let  us 
therefore  carefully  examine  it. 

"  Sifppose  A  and  B,  aforesaid,  form  an  entire  community,  and  that  the 
whole  tax  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  is  imposed  on  property.  The 
whole  valuation  will  then  be  ten  thousand  dollars  (A's  farm),  and  the 
rate  one  and  one  half  per  cent.,  which  A  pays,  and  B  goes  untaxed.  We 
will  now  change  the  principle  and  have  both  property  and  credits  taxed. 
The  valuation  will  tiien  be:  A's  farm,  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  B's 
money  at  interest,  five  thoueand  dollars — total,  fifteen  thousand  dollars; 
and,  with  the  same  amount  to  be  assessed  (one  hundred  and  fifty  dollara), 
the  rate  will  be  one  per  cent,  of  which  A  pays  one  hundred  and  B  fifty 
dollars.  So,  then,  we  discover  that  A  is  not  doubly  taxed,  as  assumed, 
but  at  the  worst  pays  only  twenty-five  dollars— or  one  third — more  than 
his  share.  Such  must,  in  principle,  be  the  result  of  this  kind  of  taxa- 
tion, taking  a  whole  community  together.  All  the  amount  taxed  upon 
credits  is  so  much  relief  to  taxation  upon  property.  This  seems  to  be 
clear,  and  the  justice  of  the  thing  is  established  by  tlie  fact  that  A  bought 
his  farm  knowing  that  it  would  be  subject  to  a  full  taxation,  and  bought 
it  cheaper,  as  we  nave  shown  in  another  place,  on  that  account.  B,  on 
the  other  hand,  accepted  his  mortgage  on  the  same  ground,  knowing  it 
would  be  subject  to  tax  on  the  common  valuation.  Is  either  party,  then, 
wronged? 

**  But  perhaps  another  reason  may  be  given  why  A  should  pay  taxes 
upon  the  whole  value  of  his  farm,  viz. :  That,  having  the  usufruct  of 
the  whole,  he  is  entitled  to  all  the  profits  on  the  farm.  '  But  he  don't 
own  the  whole  of  the  farm.'  True,  that  is  his  misfortune,*  if  he  did  he 
would  obtain  a  lar^r  amount  of  net  profits,  but  his  obligation  to  pay  tax 
on  the  whole  is  not  im paired,  because  he  has  the  use  ofa  part  of  B*s  capital. 
As  the  owner  of  the  farm,  A  has  a  chance  for  all  the  profits  that  can  be 
made  from  the  whole,  while,  by  the  taxation  of  B  on  the  mortgage,  the 
former  saves  a  part  of  what  he  would  otherwise  pa^  in  taxes.  One  pays 
taxes  for  the  profits  of  business,  the  other  for  the  income  on  his  capital. 

''  In  this  case  we  find  another  very  clear  illustration  of  the  oorreotnese 
of  the  income  tax  policy.  If  there  were.no  other  tax  than  upon  income, 
the  matter  would  stand  thus : 

A's  income  from  his  farm,  say $900 

He  deducts  the  interest  he  pays  B 300 

A  pays  tax  on  his  net  income  of $600 

B's  income  is  taxed  upon ..--._    300 

Total  income  to  be  taxed $900 

"Amount  to  be  raised,  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars.  Of  this,  A  will 
pay  one  hundred  dollars,  and  B  fifty;  and  there  would  be  no  question 
as  to  the  justice  of  the  system  by  which  both  were  thua taxed.  If  A's 
income  should  be  more  or  less  than  nine  hundred  dollars,  he  would  pay 
more  or  less,  and  B  must  pay  less  or  more  accordingly. 

"  In  the  absence  of  the  income  tax  principle,  what  can  be  more  equi- 
table and  just  than  the  practice  of  taxing  both  mortgagor  and  mort- 
gagee? If  the  former  were  allowed  to  d^uct  from  his  inventory  the 
amount  he  owed  the  latter,  it  would  often  happen  that,  the  mortgagee 
not  living  in  the  same  town  or  State,  so  much  property  would  escape 
taxation  altogether.  This,  in  some  communities,  especially  our  Western 
States,  would  be  a  great  evil.  That  much  hardship  may  often  result 
from  taxing  credits  as  well  as  property,  is  undoubtedly  true;  but  that 
only  afibrds  additional  evidence  that  the  income  tax  principle  is  the  only 
correct  one.  Next  to  this  would  be  the  levying  of  all  taxes  upon  prop- 
erty exclusively,  and  if  adopted  at  the  very  commencement  of  a  social 
organization,  as  at  the  landing  at  Plymouth  in  sixteen  hundred  and 
twenty,  it  would  secure  a  just  taxation,  because  all  property  would  be 
created,  held,  and  transferred  under  the  well  known  conaition." 

Now,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  provisions  of  this  reiport  to  tax  moneys 
loaned  on  mortgage,  and  deduct  the  amount  from  the  value  of  the  real 
estate,  and  assess  the  residue  to  the  owner  of  the  real  estate.  It  is  said 
that  this  is  double  taxation.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Supreme 
Court  has  so  decided  in  any  case.  If  it  has,  the  decision  is  against  all 
the  writers  on  political  economy.  The  authority  which  I  have  just  read 
is  considered  good.  Amasa  Walker  is  now  dead.  *He  will  be  remem- 
bered as  having  delivered  a  very  able  address  in  San  Francisco  some 
yeare  ago.  Now,  I  think  it  would  be  perfectly  proper  to  tax  both  parties. 
They  both  have  a  certain  interest  in  the  property,  and  both  receive  gov- 
ernmental protection,  and  both  should  contribute  to  the  support  of  the 
government  which  affords  them  protection.  I  am  in  favor,  to  some 
extent,  of  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  for  an  income 
tax.  I  introduced  a  proposition  of  that  sort  at  a  very  early  day  myself. 
The  matter  of  mortgages  perhaps  mifht  as  well  be  left  to  stand  as  it  is 
in  the  report,  because  there  is  no  trouble  in  finding  the  mortgage,  but  it 
is  difficult  to  find  the  other  credits.  For  that  reason,  it  appears  to  me, 
an  income  tax  is  eminently  useful.  And  I  shall  be  in  favor  of  extend- 
ing the  income  tax  (that  was  my  proposition)  to  United  States  bonds. 
And  I  think  we  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  so,  because,  although  the  Act 
of  Congress  exempts  bonds  themselves,  it  does  not  exempt  the  iuterest, 
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and  therefore  we  have  a  right  to  levy  an  income  tax — a  moderate  income 
tax — upon  the  interest  which  comes  from  the  bonds  to  the  holder.  This 
provision  of  the  Act  of  Congress  exempts  nearly  one  sixth  of  all  the 
property  of  the  United  States  from  taxation,  and  it  seems  to  me  a  very 
great  injustice  to  all  the  balance  of  the  taxpayers  in  the  country.  I  have 
already  shown  what  Mr.  Walker  savs  in  regard  to  an  income  tax.  I  do 
not  intend  to  pursue  this  subject,  however,  at  this  time.  But  I  lay  it 
down  as  a  legal  proposition  that  we  have  a  right  to  lay  an  income  tax 
upon  the  interest  derived  from  government  ^nds,  and  I  shall  prepare 
myself  with  ample  authorities  on  this  point. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  ask  if  it  would  be  in  order  to  dis- 
cuss that  branch  of  the  proposition  relating  to  solvent  debts,  at  this 
time? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  suggest  U)  the  gentleman  that  that  ques- 
tion will  be  reached  for  consideration  in  a  very  short  time;  it  is  the  next 
question  after  this  section  is  disposed  of.  Perhaps  we  had  better  dispose 
of  this  first. 

Thk  chairman.  The  Question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Solano,  Mr.  Dudley. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  offer  the  amendment  of  which 
T  gave  notice  awhile  ago. 

THit  secretary  read : 

''Skc.  1.  Taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the  State. 
All  property  in  the  State,  not  exempt  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
£>tates,  snail  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  pro- 
vided by  law.  The  word  *  property,'  as  used  in  this  article  and  section, 
is  hereby  declared  to  include  moneys,  credits,  bonds,  stocks,  dues,  fran- 
chises, and  all  other  matters  and  things  capable  of  private  ownership, 
real,  personal,  and  mixed." 

BBMARKS  OF  MB.   WEST. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  We  have  had  considerable  discussion  as 
t<>  the  correctness  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of 
('alifornia.  I  apprehend  that  the  whole  matter  rests  upon  what  the 
meaning  of  the  Constitution  is  when  it  makes  use  of  the  word  "  property." 
1  do  not  wish  to  discuss  it  at  length,  but  I  introduce  it  as  a  definition  of 
the  word  "property,"  and  thereby  to  test  the  sense  of  the  Convention  in 
relation  to  taxing  crediU.  The  amendment  declares  that  moneys,  and 
everything  capable  of  private  ownership,  everything  subject  to  transfer, 
everything  that  has  value,  shall  be  taxed.  I  believe  it  is  the  correct 
system,  and  I  offer  it  in  order  to  test  the  sense  of  the  Convention  upon 
tlie  propriety  of  taxing  incomes  and  credits. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  do  not  see  why  the  gentleman  desires  to  mix 
up  the  definition  of  the  word  "property"  with  the  declaration  of  a 
broad  principle.  I  hope  that  it  will  be  voted  down,  and  when  we  get  to 
the  next  section,  it  will  be  pertinent  to  consider  it.  There  is  ample 
time  to  consider  this  question  of  the  definition  of  property,  but  this  is 
not  the  place  for  it. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  West. 

Lost. 

Thr  chairman.  Tfas  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton. 

remarks  or  MR.  SMITH. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  am  not  fully  satisfied  as  to  how  I  should  vote  upon  the 
pending  amendment,  because  I  do  not  think  we  have  a  thorough  under- 
standing as  yet  as  to  how  much  power  should  be  given  to  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  how  much  should  be  retained  from  the  Legislature.  Now,  I 
have  studied  this  subject  considerably,  and  for  some  time,  and  the  more 
I  have  studied  the  matter  the  more  I  find  complications  connected  with 
the  subject  of  taxation,  and  the  more  I  am  convinced  that  it  cannot  be 
now  settled  definitely  by  the  Constitution,  but  that  as  far  as  possible 
it  should  be  left  to  the  Legislature. 

Now,  before  I  came  here,  in  speaking  upon  this  question,  there  were 
several  propositions,  on  account  of  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  to 
which  attention  had  been  drawn.  One  of  these  was  in  relation  to  the 
taxation  of  mortgages,  and  connected  with  that  subject  there  was  a  gen- 
eral idea  prevailing  that  a  large  amount  of  property  in  this  State  that 
could  be  taxed  was  not  taxed,  owing  to  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  Now.  it  is  undoubtedly  the  case  that  there  is  a  large  amount  of 
property  in  this  State  now  exempt  from  taxation,  by  reason  of  the  decis- 
ions referred  to,  and  the  people  thought  that  perhaps  this  Convention 
could  remedy  this  matter.  But  there  is  also  an  adaitional  amount  of 
property  in  this  State  that  cannot  be  reached,  and  there  is  no  system 
that  can  be  devised,  or  ever  has  been  fixed  by  any  State  in  the  Union, 
for  one  time  or  for  all  time,  as  far  as  authority  before  us  and  the  experi- 
ence of  the  country  is  concerned,  or  that  of  any  other  country,  by  wnich 
this  class  of  property  can  all  be  reached.  We  find  by  the  elaborate 
report  of  Mr.  Wells,  that  in  New  York  there  has  been  great  difficulty 
upon  this  subject.  There  they  have  unequal  taxation,  and  there  are 
various  plans  suggested  in  this  report  to  the  Legislature.  We  find  that 
ill  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  there  is  still  another  plan.  We  find  in  the 
State  of  California  still  another  plan,  and  in  all  the  States  there  are 
various  plans  for  taxation,  ell  trying  to  fix  on  a  uniform  system  of 
taxation ;  and,  although  one  of  these  plans  may  do  in  one  State — may 
bo  the  best  that  can  \^  established  for  that  particular  State  it  would  be 
utterly  unsuited  for  another.  Now,  the  system  established  in  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania  is  perhaps  tlie  best  that  can  be  devised  for  that  State. 
It  is  a  system  founded  upon  the  taxation  of  corporations,  because  there 
are  a  great  many  corporations  in  that  State;  for  instance,  railroad  cor- 
porations; and  because  there  are  a  great  many  local  corporations  all  over 
the  State,  and  by  taxing  the  corporations  there  is  a  division  of  taxation 
among  all  the  people  in  the  State.     Now,  if  that  system  should  be 


established  in  this  State  it  would  be  a  very  diffuse  system,  because  we 
have  not  corporations  throughout  the  State.  There  are  some  counties 
which  have  none  at  all,  and  consequently  a  great  many  people  and  com- 
munities would  be  exempt  from  taxation;  and  while  it  would  be  well 
to  tax  corporations  enough,  to  a  great  extent,  still  it  would  not  cover  the 
whole  subject. 

Now,  this  State  has  changed.  After  awhile  it  may  be  well  to  establish 
the  system  which  they  have  in  Pennsylvania.  But  suppose  this  Con- 
vention should  attempt  to  fix  a  system  of  taxation,  does  it  not  appear  at 
once  that  after  awhile  the  system  now  fixed  would  be  inoperative  and 
of%io  effect  in  many  respects?  Therefore,  I  say  that  this  subject  should 
be  left  to  the  Legislature,  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  And  yet  I  am 
not  in  favor  of  taking  awapr  all  restrictions  from  flie  Legislature.  There 
is  one  subject  connected  with  taxation  that  it  seems  to  me  that  this  Con- 
vention should  look  into,  that  we  should  do  something  for,  and  that  is 
as  to  assessments — a  system  for  the  assessment  and  collection  of  taxes. 
Now,  for  instance,  the  Supreme  Court  has  interfered  by  its  decisions 
with  the  powers  of  the  Boards  of  Eoualization,  and  it  has  been  estab- 
lished as  a  principle  that  the  Board  of  Equalization  cannot  raise  or 
lower  assessments;  in  certain  cases,  according  to  the  decisions,  it  can- 
not at  least;  that  for  the  purpose  of  equalization,  as  I  understand  it, 
there  can  be  no  raising  of  taxation.  But  there  are  cases,  and  the  con- 
clusion is  that  Boards  of  Equalization  could  not  raise — they  might 
lower,  but  they  could  not  raise  assessments.  It  is  sufficient  to  sa^  that  the 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Equalization  are  insufficient,  and  it  is  for  this 
Convention  u>  look  into  tne  matter,  and  to  give  to  these  Boards  full 
power  to  review  all  assessments.  Now,  if  we  could  get  some  clause  that 
will  provide  that  the  Legislature  shall  have  full  power  over  all  assess- 
ments, that  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  as  to  persons,  it  would  be 
well. 

As  for  myself,  I  am  not  satisfied  to  vote  upon  this  question  with  what 
little  attention  this  Convention  has  been  sole  to  give  to  the  matter.  I 
would  not  have  said  a  word,  but  it  seemed  to  me  that  it  was  going  by 
default  I  had  intended  to  bring  authorities  here,  in  order  that ^  we 
might  be  able  to  discuss  this  matter  more  intelligenUy*  I  only  rise  now 
beotuse  it  seems  to  me  that  the  matter  is  going  by  default;  and  right 
here,  before  we  take  a  single  step,  there  ought  to  be  some  general  clause 
in  order  to  give  the  Legislature  full  and  complete  power  in  the  matter 
of  taxation. 

SPBECH   OP  MR.   BARBOUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  propose  to  detain  this 
committee  long  in  the  discussion  of  a  plan  for  the  assessing  and  collecting 
of  taxes.  That  is  not  the  question  that  is  before  the  committee  at  the 
present  time.  The  only  question  now  is  to  define  the  principle  of  tax- 
ation ;  that  is  all  there  is  in  the  consideration  of  this  first  section.  If 
the  committee  undertakes  to  define  the  principles  of  this  question,  it 
should  do  it  correctly.  It  may  not  be  necessary,  at  all,  but  if  it  is  done, 
it  should  be  done  correctly.  I  am  opposed  to  the  section  as  reported  b^ 
the  committee,  and  opposed  to  the  section  as  it  stood  in  the  old  Consti- 
tution. The  words  "equal"  and  " equal  taxation "  are  a  delusion  and 
a  snare.  As  has  been  said,  there  is  no  such  thing  as  equal  taxation. 
There  is  no  such  principle  as  equal  taxation.  There  never  was  intended 
to  be  such  a  principle.  We  know  no  taxpayer  in  this  State  who  pays 
taxes,  but  who  feels  that  he  is  unjustly  discriminated  against,  and  is 
bearing  an  unequal  burden  in  the  payment  of  these  taxes.  It  is  a  phys- 
ical impossibility  to  have  equal  taxation,  but  uniform  taxation  can  be 
establisned.  The  principle  of  uniform  taxation  can  be  reached — uniform 
upon  the  same  classes.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  in  all  the  modern  Con- 
stitutions the  word  "equal"  is  left  out,  and  the  word  "uniform"  is 
retained;  but  the  committee,  after  having  used  the  word  "uniform," 
propose  now  to  add  the  word  "equal,"  and  leave  it  as  it  was  in  the  old 
Constitution,  and  thus  remand  us  back  to  the  old  troublesome  system. 
There  never  was  a  time  when  a  citizen  could  not  go  before  tl^e  Court 
and  say  that  his  tax  was  unequal.  Now,  as  I  understand  it,  there  are 
but  two  correct  principles  of  taxation — one  is  uniformity,  and  the  other 
is  the  character  of  the  tax  itself.  An  ad  valorem  tax  is  probably  the  best 
and  most  correct  tax  that  can  be  put  upon  property.  The  committee 
should  have  inserted  in  their  report,  after  giving  a  definition  of  taxation, 
after  the  word  "  taxation,"  "  ad  valorem  on  all  property  subject  to  be 
taxed."  I  notice  in  the  Constitution  of  Georgia,  adopted  about  a  year 
ago,  that  in  addition  to  uniformity  of  taxation,  there  is  a  clause  pro- 
viding for  an  ad  valorem  tax.  If  the  motion  to  strike  out  and  substitute 
the  old  provision  shall  not  prevail,  I  shall  offer  an  amendment,  to  add, 
that  the  tax  shall  be  "ad  valorem  on  all  property  proposed  to  be  taxed." 
That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  a  sufficient  declaration  of^  the  principle  of  tax- 
ation. 

Mg.  CROUCH.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Section  1.  Taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the 
State.  All  property  in  this  State  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its 
value,  to  be  ascertained  as  directed  by  law." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    That  is  the  old  Constitution. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Napa,  Mr.  Crouch. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

The  chairman.  Then  the  question  recurs  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.    Ijoffer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Section  1.  Taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the 
State.  All  property  in  this  State  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  U>  its  value, 
to  be  ascertained  as  directed  by  law.  Everprthing  material,  visible,  or 
transferable,  that  has  a  value,  shall  be  considered  property,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taxation." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    I  arise  to  a  point  of  order.    There  is  no  necessity 
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for  the  amendment.    If  there  is  anything  material  or  visible  that  has  a 
value,  is  it  not  property. 

RBMARKS  OF    MB.   HITCHCOCK. 

Mb.  HITCHCOCK.  Under  the  old  Constitution  certain  things  were 
exempted  from  taxation,  such  as  mortgages,  because  it  was  decided  that 
they  were  not  property  in  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution.  As  I  under- 
stand the  word  property,  I  think  it  means  everything  that  has  a  value. 
I  think  every  species  of  property  that  is  owned  by  individuals  should 
bear  its  just  proportion  of  the  expenses  of  government.  As  I  under- 
stand this  form  of  government,  the  people  and  property  should  supptrt 
it.  I  believe  every  man  should  pay  taxes  on  his  head,  because  we  are 
ail  equal  before  the  law% 

Mr.  KOLFE.  Would  you  tax  a  man's  head  according  to  its  value, 
also? 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.  No,  sir.  I  believe  that  all  property  should  assist 
in  supporting  government.  The  idea  that  mortgages  and  notes,  which 
require  more  protection  at  the  hands  of  government  than  any  other  class 
of  property,  snould  pay  no  tax,  is  wrong.  The  man  who  owns  lands 
don't  go  into  Court.  It  is  these  promissory  notes  and  mortgages  that 
make  so  much  litigation,  and  which  pay  nothing  in  the  support  of  the 
law.  I  think  every  species  of  property  should  be  compellea  to  bear  its 
just  proportion  of  the  burden  or  government.  I  do  not  think  anything 
ought  to  be  exempted.  It  is  ureed  that  growing  crops  ought  to  b« 
exempted.  I  cannot  see  any  gooa  reason  for  it.  If  it  nas  any  value, 
and  you  can  ascertain  its  value,  I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  taxed. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    Have  you  got  any  crop  until  you  cut  it? 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.  No,  sir;  I  say  where  you  can  ascertain  its 
value,  that  crop  is  a  part  of  the  real  estate,  and  not  personal  property. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     It  is  subject  to  execution  and  attachment. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.  It  is  a  part  of  the  real  estate,  and  adds  value  to 
the  real  estate;  in  either  case,  land  with  a  crop  on  it  is  worth  more 
money  than  a  piece  of  land  without  a  crop.  I  think  property  should  be 
assessed  at  its  value.  That  is  the  Question  here;,  at  its  value.  If  a  piece 
of  land,  with  a  crop  on  it,  is  wortn  more  mon^  than  a  piece  of  land 
without  a  crop  on  it,  I  think  it  should  be  so  assessed.  Every  species  of 
property  should  be  assessed  at  its  actual  value,  and  pay  taxes  to  the 
State  accordingly.  Suppose  I  give  a  mortgage  on  my  house,  and  the 
house  burns  up,  and  the  man  holds  me  for  the  debt;  the  property  id 
gone,  but  he  holds  the  mortgage,  and  goes  into  Court,  and  if  I  have  any- 
thing he  will  make  me  pay  it,  and  he  will  get  a  judgment  and  bold  it 
over  my  head  until  it  is  satisfied.  Therefore,  I  say  he  should  pay  on 
his  mortgage  while  I  pay  on  my  property.  I  sell  a  man  a  horse,  and 
take  his  note;  the  horse  dies,  but  still  I  have  the  note,  and  can  make 
him  pay  me.  I  am  protected  in  my  property  by  the  law,  and  I  should 
contribute  to  the  exact  extent  of  my  debt.  Therefore,  I  say,  everything 
that  has  a  value  should  be  taxed. 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   CAPLES. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  differ  with  the  gentleman  from  San 
Joaquin.  The  reason  why  is  this:  that  growing  crops  are  not  property 
in  the  true  sense  of  the  term.  That  growing  crops  are  prospective 
incomes.  If  we  are  going  to  tax  incomes,  then  we  should  pay  taxes  as 
others  do;  but  you  are  not  taxing  incomes;  at  least  vou  have  not  here- 
tofore. We  have  been  taxing  property,  and  if  we  adopt  that  principle 
of  taxation,  and  do  not  tax  incomes,  then  we  should  not  make  an  excep- 
tion of  the  farmer,  and  tax  his  income  while  exempting  the  income  of 
other  pursuits.  Now,  the  Assessor  goes  on  the  farm  and  assesses  the 
land  for  what  it  is  worth.  He  assesses  the  house,  and  bam,  and  tools, 
and  all  there  is  upon  it,  and  then,  according  to  this  proposed  principle 
of  assessing  growine  crops,  be  assesses  the  farmer's  income  too.  That 
would  be  all  right  i?  other  incomes  were  assessed ;  but  I  do  protest  to 
selecting  out  the  farmer,  and  imposing  upon  him  an  additional  burden 
of  taxation  which  is  not  imposecl  upon  others.  If  we  are  going  to  dis- 
criminate in  favor  of  any  interests  in  this  State,  I  would  rather  it  would 
be  in  favor  of  the  farmer  than  any  other  interest,  for  the  reason  that  his 
business  success,  his  prosperity,  is  the  prosperity  of  the  whole  State. 
The  business  in  which  he  is  engaged  is  one  upon'which  all  other  busi- 
ness interests  rest.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  while  I  claim  no  exemptions 
in  his  favor,  I  do  most  earnestly  protest  against  any  discrimination 
against  him.  And  that  is  exactly  what  the  taxation  of  growing  crops 
means.  It  is  taxing  property,  and  then  taxing  the  farmer's  income.  It 
is  unjust.     It  is  an  unjust  discrimination. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Hitch- 
cock. 

Lost. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton. 

SPBBCH   OF   MR.    PRKBMAN. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  first  two  sections  of  the  report 
of  the  committee  deal  with  two  separate  subjects — suJbjects  which  are 
separate  in  the  report,  and  which  ought  to  be  separate  in  their  consider- 
ation here.  Early  in  the  day  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  proposed 
to  strike  out  the  first  section,  and  insert  in  its  place  the  old  Constitution, 
that  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  this  State.  It 
seems  to  me  that  those  words  ought  to  be  inserted  there.  And  if  his 
amendment  had  been  permitted  to  stand,  I  should  have  voted  for  it; 
for,  sir,  I  know  that  one  of  the  objects  of  a  general  principle  of  taxation 
should  be  equal  and  uniform  taxation  throughout  the  State.  And  if  we 
have  failed  to  realize  equality  and  uniformity  in  taxation,  or  if  we  shall 
in  future  Tail  to  realize  it,  still  it  is  something  which,  like  perfection, 
should  be  striven  after.  But  now  the  gentleman  has  accepted,  as  a  part 
of  his  amendment,  the  subject-matter  which  is  treated  in  section  two  of 
the  report,  that  all  property  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value,  to 


be  ascertained  as  directed  by  law.  I  hope  this  amendment  will  now  be 
voted  down;  first,  because  it  introduces  now  into  this  section  a  subject 
which  the  Convention  has  not  been  considering,  but  a  subject-matter 
which  is  to  be  determined  in  the  second  section.  Upon  the  first  propo- 
sition, that  taxation  should  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the  State, 
we  have  attempted  to  agree.  That  ought  to  be  the  first  question  that 
should  come  before  the  Convention  for  its  consideration.  But  that 
amendment  embraces  more  than  this  proposition.  It  embraces  a  propo- 
sition upon  which  I  do  not  think  this  Convention  is  likely  to  agree.  If 
that  is  adopted,  credits  cannot  be  taxed,  under  the  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  State.  I  hope  the  amendment  in  its  present  form 
will  be  voted  down,  and  if  it  is,  I  shall  then  ask  to  propose  an 
amendment  in  the  words  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento, 
that  *'  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the  State." 

RKMARKS  OF  MR.   HALK. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  sorry  the  gentleman  accepted  the 
amendment,  i  am  sorry  for  the  reasons  suggested  by  the  gentleman 
from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Freeman.  The  subjects  are  not  the  same.  The 
first  proposition  contained  is  simply  the  broad  declaration  that  taxation 
shall  he  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the  State.  It  is  a  distinct  and 
separate  proposition.  It  stands  alone.  The  next  subject  treated  of  is 
declaratory  of  the  class  of  property  that  shall  be  subject  to  taxation.  I 
was  in  hopes  that  the  committee  would  deal  with  these  subjects  sepa- 
rately. I  will  state  why.  To  the  second  section,  which  deals  with  the 
question  of  property,  and  the  definition  of  the  word,  a  proposition  has 
been  made  and  considered.  It  is  not  my  own,  sir;  it  was  one  that  was 
presented  by  a  gentleman  who  is  out  of  the  city  to-day.  That  deals 
with  the  question  of  property,  and  contains  the  substance  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Napa,  Mr.  Ch>uch,  with  the  Quali- 
fication. That  qualification  deals  with  the  question  of  indebteaness, 
evidences  of  debt^  growing  crops,  property  of  the  United  States,  property 
belonging  to  this  State,  and  property  exempt  from  taxation  by  the  laws 
of  the  United  States.  It  amounts  to  the  definition  of  what  property 
shall  be  subject  to  taxation.  It  seems  to  me  these  subjects  should  be 
treated  of  in  separate  sections.  It  seems  to  me  the  Chairman  has  very 
properly  treatea  these  subjects  as  separate  matters.  We  are  all  agreed 
that  taxation  shall  be  uniform,  but  we  are  not  all  agreed  as  to  what 
property  shall  be  taxed,*and  that  question  is  not  receiving  the  attention 
which  its  importance  demands ;  by  the  report  it  was  made  a  special  and 
distinct  section.  In  the  old  Constitution  the  whole  subject  is  dealt  with 
in  one  section.  It  seems  to  me  better,  therefore,  in  the  interest  of  sim- 
plicity, to  keep  the  matter  separate.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  this  matter 
will  all  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  edgerton.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  say,  as  far  as  the 
report  of  the  committee  is  concerned,  that  there  was  barely  a  majority 
of  the  committee  in  favor  of  any  particular  proposition,  with  two  or. 
three  exceptions.  Now,  I  have  always  been  in  favor  of  adhering  to  the 
existing  Constitution  as  far  as  possible,  and  upon  this  matter  of  taxation, 
in  my  opinion,  the  system  existing  in  this  State  to-day,  under  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Hibemia  Bank  cases,  is  an  emi- 
nently wise,  and  just,  and  judicious  system.  Now,  the  existing  section 
was  taken  from  the  old  Constitution  of  Texas — the  Constitution  of 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-five — which  Constitution  has  been  imported 
down  through  various  States,  since.  It  is  all  in  one  section.  I  had 
supposed  that  the  Convention  desired  to  have  this  all  in  one  section. 
However,  it  is  immaterial  to  me. 

Mi^.  HALE.  It  is  evident  that  the  Convention  cannot  deal  with  it 
properly  in  that  way. 

Mr.  edgerton.  It  was  my  impression  that  it  was  better  to  deal 
with  it  as  one  section,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  accepted  the  amend- 
ment. In  replv  to  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard,  I  do 
not  think  that  his  authority — Mr.  Walker — is  very  good  authority  upon 
the  subject  of  taxation.  I  will  be  able  to  give  him  two  or  three  authori- 
ties to  one  on  that  proposition. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  SHAFTER. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  section  will  be  allowed 
to  stand  just  as  it  is.  Some  allusions  have  been  made  here  to  the  last 
part  of  .a  section  because  it  includes  growing  crops  and  other  property. 
Well,  the  same  objection  holds  good  as  to  that  part  of  the  section  that 
taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform,  and  then  exempting  property  from 
taxation.  If  you  exempt  half  the  property,  it  is  not  equal  and  uniform. 
If  growing  crops  are  exempted  from  taxation  it  destroys  the  doctrine  of 
equality.  Eoual  and  uniform  taxation  will  include  all  property.  The 
last  half  of  the  section  pointa  out  the  way  property  is  to  be  taxed.  We 
want  a  dystem  of  taxation  that  throws  the  burden  on  all  property  alike 
and  taxes  no  property  twice.  It  seems  to  be  necessary  to  except  grow- 
ing crops  from  the  operation  of  the  assessment.  It  seems  to  be  necessary 
to  do  it.  I  do  not  like  to  have  growing  crops  taxed  specifically.  They 
belong  as  a  part  of  the  real  estate,  and  ought  to  be  considered  as  a  part 
of  the  value  of  the  land  in  all  cases.  They  ought  not  to  be  assessed 
separately,  for  they  are  not  separate  property.  They  belong  as  a  part  of 
the  land,  and  should  be  so  assessed. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  vote  stood: 
ayes,  33 ;  noes,  40. 

The  CHAIRMA  N.  No  quorum  voting.  There  is  evidently  a  quorum 
present,  and  I  will  put  the  question  again. 

The  committee  divided  again,  and  the  amendment  was  lost:  ayes,  27: 
noes,  51. 

Mr.  barton.    I  offer  a  substitute. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Taxation  shall  be  equal  throughout  the  State ;  all  property  shall  be 
taxed  according  to  its  real  value,  and  the  word  '  property '  is  hereby 
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declared  to  include  all  moneys,  bonds,  mortgages,  credits,  stocks,  dues, 
and  franchises,  everythinz  having  a  private  ownership,  real,  personal, 
and  mixed,  taxing  ail  lands  of  equal  capacity  equally,  taxing  improve- 
ments separately,  exempting  therefrom  growing  crops,  property  belong- 
ing to  the  United  States  or  to  this  State;  and  the  Legislature  shall  fix  a 
day  for  the  listing  of  all  property  within  this  State,  and  shall  authorize 
the  levying  and  oollectintr  or  all  taxes  by  a  general  law." 

Ms.  FREEMAN.    I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Th«  secretary  read: 

"  Strike  out  the  whole  thereof,  and  insert  the  words '  taxation  shall  be 
equal  and  uniform  throughout  the  State/" 

"Ths  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  the  substitute. 

Adopted. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment  as  amended. 

Mb.  EAGON.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

Tbk  SECRETARY  read : 

"Taxation  shall  be  eaual  and  uniform  throughout  the  State.  All 
property  in  this  State  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value,  to  be  ascer- 
tained as  directed  by  law,  and  all  mortgages  and  other  evidences  of 
indebtedness,  secured  by  a  lien  on  real  estate,  shall  be  considered  as 
property  for  the  purpose  of  taxation." 

Lost. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  original  amendment  as 
amended  by  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr. 
Freeman. 

The  committee  divided,  and  the  amendment  as  amended  was  adopted : 
ayes,  59;  noes,  21. 

Thk  chairman.    No  further  amendments  are  in  order. 

Mk.  barton.    What  disposition  was  made  of  my  substitute? 

Thi  chairman.  The  committee  adopted  an  amendment  to  the 
snbstitute.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

Mb.  barton.  I  desire  to  inquire  if  the  amendment  just  passed  is 
an  amendment  to  my  substitute? 

The  chairman.  Yes,  sir;  an  amendment  to  your  substitute,  and 
the  committee  adopted  it. 

Ths  SECRETARY  read  section  two. 

Sec.  2.  All  property,  including  franchises,  capital  stock  of  corpora- 
tions or  joint  stock  associations,  and  solvent  debts,  deducting  therefrom 
debts  due  to  bona  fide  residents  of  the  State,  and  excluding  growing 
crops,  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  public  propertv  belonging  to  the  United  States,  or  to  this 
State,  or  any  municipality  thereof,  ana  all  property  and  the  proceeds 
thereof  which  is  uaea  exclusively. 

Mb.  HALE.  I  offer  a  substitute  for  section  two.  It  is  not  mine. ,  It 
is  one  known  to  many  members  as  the  Bo^gs  proposition.  I  present  it 
at  his  request,  and  would  like  to  have  it  prmted  in  the  Journal. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Sbo.  2.  All  property  within  this  State,  including  franchises,  and  the 
capital  stock  of  corporations,  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value; 
provided,  always,  that  no  tax  shall  be  imposed  on  growing  crops,  debts, 
evidences  of  debt,  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  by  the  laws 
of  the  United  States,  property  belonging  to  the  United  States,  or  to  this 
State,  or  any  municipality  thereof.  XTo  deduction  shall  be  made  from 
the  assessed  value  of  property  on  account  of  anv  debt  or  debts  owing  bv 
the  owner  or  owners  of  such  property,  hut  such  debtor  or  debtors  shall, 
upon  payment  of  such  indebtedness,  be  entitled  to  retain  therefrom  a 
sum,  with  interest  thereon  at  the  same  rate  borne  by  such  indebtedness,, 
to  be  computed  from  the  time  or  times  of  the  tax  payments  which  shall 
equal  the  amount  of  taxes  which  may  have  been  paid  by  such  debtor  or 
debtors,  during  the  existence  of  said  indebtedness,  upon  property  of 
like  amount  in  value  of  said  indebtedness;  provided,  further,  ih&i  if 
any  such  indebtedness  shall  be  paid  by  any  such  debtor  or  debtors  after 
assessment  and  before  the  tax  levy,  the  amount  of  such  levy  for  that 
year  may  likewise  be  retained  by  such  debtor  or  debtors,  and  shall  be 
computed  according  to  the  tax  levy  for  the  preceding  year." 

Mb.  HUESTIS.  I  offer  the  following  as  a  substitute  for  the  proposi- 
tion of  Judge  Hale. 

The  secretary  read : 

"All  property  in  this  State,  including  franchises,  capital  stock  of  cor- 
porations or  joint  stock  associations,  and  solvent  debts,  excepting  growing 
crops,  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  public  property  oelongin^  to  the  United  States,  or  to  this 
State,  or  any  county,  city  and  county,  city,  or  municipality  thereof,  and 
including  all  property,  real  and  personal,  belonging  to  and  devoted  to 
public  use  in  all  public  school  districts  and  departments  in  this  State, 
shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  cash  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  directed 
by  law.  A  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligation,  by 
which  a  debt  is  secured,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  assessment  and  taxa- 
tion, be  deemed  and  treated  as  an  interest  in  the  property  affected 
thereby.  Except  as  to  railroads  and  other  quasi-public  corporations,  in 
case  of  debia  so  secured,  the  value  of  the  property  affected  by  such 
mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  obligation,  less  the  value  of  such 
security,  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  of  the  property,  and 
the  value  of  such  security  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  thereof 
in  the  county,  or  city  and  countv,  in  which  the  property  affected  thereby 
is  situate.  The  taxes  so  levied  shall  be  a  lien  upon  the  property  and 
security  respectively,  and  may  be  paid  by  either  party,  or  his  successor, 
to  such  security ;  if  paid  by  the  owner  of  the  security  or  his  successor, 
the  tax  so  levied  upon  the  property  affected  thereby  shall  bea>me  a  part 
of  the  debt  so  secured.  If  tne  owner  of  the  property  or  his  successor 
shall  pay  the  tax  so  levied  on  such  security,  it  snail  constitute  a  pay- 
ment thereon,  and,  to  the  extent  of  such  payment,  a  full  discharge 
thereof.  And  in  respect  to  all  other  solvent  debts,  there  shall  be  no 
reduction  made,  as  herein  provided,  from  the  full  cash  value  of  all  prop- 
erty of  the  debtor  or  debtors  owing  the  same,  on  account  of  such  deot 


or  debts;  but  he  or  they  shall,  on  payment  thereof,  be  entitled  to  retain 
therefrom  a  sum,  with  interest  thereon  at  the  samd  rate  borne  by  said 
indebtedness,  to  be  computed  from  the  time  or  times  of  the  tax  pay- 
ments, which  shall  equal  the  amount  of  taxes  which  may  have  been 
paid  by  such  debtor  or  debtors  during  the  existence  of  such  indebted- 
ness, upon  property  of  like  amount  in  value  of  said  indebtedness;  pro- 
vided, if  any  indebtedness  shall  be  paid  by  any  such  debtor  or  debtors 
after  assessment  and  before  the  tax  levy,  the  amount  of  such  levy,  for 
that  year,  may  likewese  be  retained  by  him  or  them,  and  shall  be  com- 
puted according  to  the  tax  levy  for  the  preceding  year. 


SPEECH   OF  KB.   HUESTIS. 


'  Mb.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman:  Whether  secured  or  not,  solvent 
debts  should  be  taxed,  because  they  are  property  in  law  and  in  fact. 
This  is  abundantly  proven  by  the  fact  that  they  may  be  sold  and  trans- 
ferred, and  the  purcnaser  becomes  the  absolute  owner,  and  is  entitled  to 
collect  and  retain  the  amount  due  on  them.  He  must  also  by  statute 
sue  in  his  own  name,  and  this,  too,  whether  the  demand  is  on  a  note  or 
an  account,  or  even  an  unliquidated  claim  for  damans.  At  his  death  all 
solvent,  and  for  that  matter  all  debts  of  whatever  kind  or  nature,  pass  to 
his  executor  or  administrator,  and,  after  payment  of  debts,  go  to  his  heirs 
or  devisees.  In  bankruptcy  proceedings,  they  pass  to  the  assignee;  and 
they  may  also  be  levied  upon  and  sold  on  execution ;  and  they  are  also 
made  the  subject  of  larceny.  It  will  thus  be  seen,  Mr.  President,  that 
money  secured  by  mortgage  and  solvent  debts  are  rationally  euoueh 
considered  and  treated  as  property  in  every  sense  of  the  word  by  the 
statutory  law  of  this  State.  Strange  as  it  does  seem,  the  only  purpose 
for  which  they  are  not  considered  property  is  that  of  taxation.  Is  this 
just,  or  even  politic?  I  think  not.  And  when  we  take  into  consider- 
ation another  fact,  which  is,  that  money  secured  by  mortgage  (and  other 
liens)  and  solvent  debts,  are  entitled  to  and  receive  the  same  protectiou 
that  surrounds  other  kinds  of  property,  I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me  dis- 
cover how,  either  in  reason  or  justice,  it  can  be  held  that  these  species  of 
property  should  be  exempt  from  bearing  their  proportional  part  of 
the  buraen  of  supporting  the  government  by  which  they  are  protected; 
and  that,  too,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  plain  palpable  violation  of  that 
provision  of  our  present  Constitution,  which  declares  that  "taxation 
shall  be  equal  and  uniform." 

It  is  plain,  it  seems  to  me,  that  solvent  debts,  whether  secured  or  not, 
are,  within  the  meaning  of  both  the  statutory  and  organic  law  of  the 
State,  and  also  in  the  very  nature  of  things,  property,  and  that  being 
property,  and  as  such  protected  by  the  law,  stiould  be  taxed  as  other 
property  is  taxed.  Ana  why  are  they  not  so  taxed?  The  answer  is: 
Because  the  Supreme  Court  has  so  construed  the  language  of  the  Consti- 
tution as  to  decide  that  solvent  debts  are  not  property,  within  the  mean- 
ing of  that  instrument.  If  the  language  of  the  Constitution  had  been 
so  plain  and  unequivocal  as  to  leave  no  chance  for  such  a  construction, 
all  solvent  debts  would  be  taxable  to-day.  And  I  submit,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that  it  is  the  imperative  duty  of  this  Convention  to  frame  a  Con- 
stitution of  that  kind;  one  which  it  will  not  be  possible  to  misconstrue 
on  this  point;  a  Constitution  that  declares,  in  unmistakable  terms,  that 
solvent  debts,  whether  secured  by  mortgage  or  not,  are  property,  and 
shall  be  taxed.  But  it  is  argued  by  some  that  taxin8|  solvent  debts  is 
double  taxation.  I  answer,  tnat  while  the  taxation  of  solvent  debts,  as 
heretofore  managed,  may  have  resulted  in  double  taxation  in  some  cases, 
yet  that  is  not  a  necessary  or  inevitable  result;  in  other  words,  I  believe 
it  to  be  possible  to  tax  solvent  debts  in  such  a  manner  that  it  will  not 
result  in  double  taxation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hold  it  to  be  a  correct  principle  that  taxation  should 
be  so  laid  that  each  and  every  citizen  shall  bear  such  part  of  the  public 
burdens  necessaiy  for  the  maintenance  of  government,  as  is  proportion- 
ate to  his  property  protected  by  the  State.  For  the  purposes  of  taxation 
I  do  not  reeard  growing  crops  as  property  distinct  from  the  land,  and 
am  opposed  to  taxing  the  same.  With  this  qualification,  tfnd  the 
exemption  authorized  by  State  and  National  laws,  I  am  decidedly  in 
favor  of  the  equal  taxation  of  all  property.  This  renders  necessary  such 
a  revision  of  our  revenue  laws  as  will  secure  an  impartial  assessment 
of  the  value  of  all  property,  to  the  end  that  large  estates  as  well  as 
small  shall  be  compelled  to  bear  their  full  and  fair  proportion  of  the 
public  expenses.  It  also  renders  necessary  the  taxation  of  money 
secured  by  mortage,  or  other  liens,  and  the  taxation  of  all  solvent 
debts.  This  species  of  property  is  tangible  in  law,  and  calls  for  protec- 
tion which  the  State  insures,  at  whatever  cost,  and  therefore  it  is  but 
just  and  reasonable  that  it  should  be  equally  taxed  with  other 
property. 

These,  Mr.  Chairman,  briefly  stated,  are  the  views  and  principles 
involved  in  this  question  of  taxation,  by  which  I  was  actuated,  before  I 
was  elected  to  a  seat  in  this  honorable  body ;  and  these  are  the  views 
and  principles  which  I  to-day  entertain  and  advocate  for  adoption  by 
this  Convention.  Let  these  principles  be  engrafted  in  the  organic  law, 
and  invest  the  legislative  branch  of  the  government  with  the  power  to 
provide  such  legislation  as  may  be  necessary  to  avoid  double  taxation, 
and  to  provide  such  methods  of  equalization,  and  the  establishment  of 
such  equitable  rules  and  regulations  governing  assessments,  and  the 
classification  of  property,  as  experience  may  prove  to  be  necessary  and 
expedient,  and  we  will  have  done  a  much  needed  act  of  justice  to  the 
people  of  this  commonwealth.  Now,  ^r,  one  of  the  principal  points 
involved  in  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Rev- 
enue and  Taxation,  reduced  to  the  form  of  a  question,  is :  Should  solvent 
debts,  including  money  secured  by  mortgage,  and  other  liens,  be  taxed ; 
and  to  whom  should  this  species  of  property  be  taxed?  As  already 
intimated,  I  unhesitatingly  answer  that  this  species  of  property  should 
be  taxed,  and  in  effect  to  the  creditor,  or  mortgagee,  as  tne  case  may  be. 
To  prove  this  let  us  examine  the  que^ion  somewhat  critically.  It  is  an 
axiom  in  government,  that  every  species  of  private  property  should  be 
taxed.    And  as  money  is  property,  in  the  ordinary  acceptation^  it  fol- 
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lows  that  the  tax  should  lay  hold  of  this  primarily.  But,  says  the 
mortgagee,  there  is  a  stipulation  in  the  mortgage  to  the  efTect  that  the 
mortgagor  shall  pay  the  taxes  on  the  money  so  secured.  Now,  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  doubtless  would  satisfy  the  State,  but,  sir,  is  it  just?  Is 
it  equitable?  In  the  case  just  mentioned,  I  contend  that  the  mortgagee 
has  not  borne  his  just  proportion  of  the  burden  of  taxation;  he  has 
merely  extracted  from  the  unfortunate  borrower  more  interest.  In  no 
ciyilized  State  should  such  a  monstrous  wrong  be  permitted  to  exist 
under  the  sanction  of  law;  for,  sir,  it  must  inevitably  lead  to  CDUse- 
auences  of  the  most  serious  character.  Mr.  Chairman,  while  I  am  a 
nrm  believer  in  the  riehts  of  capital,  and  would  lay  no  obstruction  in 
the  way  of  its  accumulation  and  its  full  and  free  development  by  all 
honorable  and  legitimate  means,  yet,  sir,  I  am  also  a  svmfiathizer  with 
those  whose  necessities  have  made  them  borrowers,  and  1  am  impressed 
with  the  criminal  folly  evinced  by  some  speakers  and  writers  upon  the 
subject  now  under  consideration,  whose  prominent,  and  I  may  sa^  sole 
endeavors,  have  seemingly  been  put  forth  with  the  view  of  conciliating 
capital  only.  There  is  no  good  and  valid  reason  why  the  money  of  the 
wealthy  usurer  should  not  be  taxed  primarily,  in  support  of  the  govern- 
ment which  insures  him  in  the  protection  of  his  ill-gotten  gains.  £very 
other  species  of  property  is  liable  to  this  inflexible  rule,  and  why  solv- 
ent debts  and  money  secured  by  mortgage  or  other  liens  should  be 
exempt,  I  contend  has  never  been  clearly  demonstrated. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  one  of  the  most  fruitful  sources  in  assisting  and 
forwarding  the  sophistry  of  the  mortgagee,  is  the  tax  on  land.  Taking 
what  to  him  is  a  seeming  advantage  o7  this  position,  he  says,  "  if  the 
land  is  taxed  the  mortfl;age  should  not  be,  for  it  is  evidently  double  tax- 
ation." This  is  his  fallacy,  and  at  one  bound  he  leaps  to  an  erroneous 
conclusion.  He  assumes  double  taxation,  and  with  a  self-consciousness, 
which  he  never  forgets,  says,  "  the  mortgage  should  be  exempt."  Well, 
sir,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  admitting  it  to  be  so,  which  I  deny,  who,  1 
ask,  should  bear  the  tax?  Has  not  that  land  been  secured  to  him,  the 
raortgaeee,  by  an  instrument  in  w^riting,  the  tenor  of  which  debars  all 
others  from  trespassing  on  his  rights,  to  which  the  Courts  yield  a  specific, 
complete,  and  unquestioning  deference?  And  in  the  event  of  a  failure 
upon  the  part  of  the  mortgagor  to  fulfill  his  obligation,  proceed  to  fore- 
close and  sell,  the  expenses  of  the  foreclosure  and  sale  coming  out  of  the 
mortgaged  estate.  And  for  all  this  protection  the  mortgagee  pays  not 
one  cent  in  taxes. 

To  confirm  this  (the  creditors'  yiews),  the  Supreme  Court  has  been 
invoked,  and  its  decision,  in  conformity  with  the  Constitution  of  the 
State,  has  been  against  the  taxing  of  lands  and  mortffages  in  this  double 
sense/adroitly  ignoring  the  main  issue, which  is,  ''Should  solvent  debts, 
including  those  secured  by  mortgage,  be  taxed?"  The  fallacy  becomes 
instantly  apparent  when  the  issues  are  separated.  The  question  not 
being  as  presented  for  the  consideration  of  the  Court,  namely,  "  The  tax- 
ation of  lands  and  mortgages,"  but  "  Should  money  secured  by  mortgage 
not  bear  its  proportion  as  wealth  or  property  in  relation  to  the  taxes?" 
I  concede,  sir,  that  with  the  question  as  presented,  the  Court  could  not 
do  otherwise;  but  this  decision,  far  from  being  an  iniury,  is  a  staff  to 
lean  upon,  and  a  light  in  the  darkness  which  surrounas  the  solution  of 
the  question  now  at  issue.  For  in  all  this,  we  see  no  release  from  pay- 
ing taifes  by  the  mortgagee;  but,  upon  the  contrary,  it  becomes  apparent 
that  he  should  be  tax^  directly.  The  land  ha3  not  changed  its  intrinsic 
character  by  becoming  a  collateral  security  to  the  morU^gee,  as  the  land 
is  taxed  at  present  to  its  full  cash  value,  according  to  the  schedule  of  the 
Assessor,  without  deducting  the  incumbrance  for  which  it  becomes  secu- 
rity. If,  therefore,  the  land,  for  State  purposes,  does  not  increase  or 
diminish  in  value,  and  the  incumbrance  resting  solely  with  the  mort- 
gagor, it  clearly  follows  that  the  mortage  is  an  independent  issue  above 
and  beyoud  the  land,  drawing  a  specific  profit  to  the  mortgagee,  and  as 
a  logical  result,  should  be  tax^  directly  to  him.  The  postulate  then  is 
reduced  to  this  form:  ''Tax  mortgages  directly  to  the  mortgagee,  and 
cast  upon  him  the  burden  of  taxes  thereon." 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  question  of  the  taxation  of  mortgages  and 
solvent  4ebts  has  again  been  made  the  subject  of  a  recent  diatribe  in 
a  late  issue  of  the  Record-Union,  a  newspaper  of  undoubted  respecta- 
bility and  influence,  published  in  this  city;  and  that  paper,  to  assist  it, 
has  called  in  the  services  of  Professor  Sturtevant,  a  ^poA  old  Knicker' 
bocker,  I  believe,  but  who,  doubtless,  has  an  eye  to  the  accumulation  of 
money  by  the  acretion  of  untaxed  mortgages : 

"taxation  of  mortoaoks. 

"Several  jesolutions  have  been  introduced  providing  for  the  taxation 
of  mortgages.  These  are  all  propositions  lookinfl;  to  tne  establishment 
of  double  taxation,  and  they  should  be  killed  in  committee.  A  pro- 
vision to  the  efl'ect  that  all  property  shall  be  taxed  does  not  involve  the 
assumption  that  any  property  should  be  taxed  more  than  once,  yet 
nothing  can  be  clearer  than  that  if  mortgages  are  taxed  one  piece  of 
property  must  pay  double  taxes.  The  case  has  been  clearly  put  by 
Professor  Sturtevant  in  his  recent  treaties  on  '  Economics.'  He  supposes 
the  case  of  a  loan  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  gold,  and  pro- 
ceeds: 'The  question  is  certainly  a  fair  one,  how  the  transaction  should 
affect  the  two  parties  in  respect  to  their  liability  to  taxation.  By  the 
laws  of  some  of  the  States  tne  Tax  Assessor  disregards  the  transaction 
entirely;  he  estimates  the  property  of  the  debtor  just  as  if  the  debt  did 
not  exist,  and  the  property  of  the  creditor  as  though  the  gold  was  still  in 
his  hands.  It  is  only  necessar/  thus  to  state  the  case  to  convince  any 
candid  mind  of  the  unreasonableness  of  the  law.  That  item  of  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars  is  doubled  in  the  assessment,  and  twice 
taxed.  A  State  that  makes  out  its  tax  lists  on  that  principle  estimates 
the  property  of  the  people  of  the  State  at  an  amount  immensely  greater 
than  it  is  in  truth.  Such  an  assessment  is  a  delusion,  and  a  tax  levied 
upon  it  is  a  public  oppression.  It  would  be  easy  to  show  that,  if  taxes 
are  assessed  on  this  principle,  the  same  property  is  not  only  liable,  as  in 
the  case  above  given,  to  be  reckoned  twice  over,  but  to  be  repeated  any  1 


number  of  times.     It  is  wonderful  that  any  legislator  should  fail  to 
notice  the  bald  injustice  of  such  a  system  of  taxation. 

"  The  real  cause  of  controversy  in  this  subject  is  as  to  who  shall  pay  the 
tax — the  debtor  or  the  creditor.  The  debtor  is  anxious  to  escape  the 
burden.  The  creditor  insists  that  he  ought  not  to  be  made  to  pay  for 
what  another  is  enjoying  the  use  of.  The  opinion  of  economists  has 
usually  been  that  it  is  impossible  to  prevent  the  debtor  from  payinz  the 
tax,  since  the  creditor  will  make  it  a  condition  of  the  loan.  Troiessor 
Sturtevant,  while  holding  that  the  creditor  ought  to  pay  the  tax,  since 
the  ultimate  disposition  of  the  property  rests  in  him,  has  the  following 
suggestions :  *  If  the  person  m  whose  name  any  taxable  property- 
stands  is  required  to  maxe  an  exhibit  of  his  property,  he  will,  of  courae, 
for  his  own  protection,  make  known  any  indebtedness  which  can  be 
offset  to  it.  Let  him  also  be  required  to  give  the  creditor's  name  and 
residence.  Let  the  neglect  of  the  creditor  to  pay  the  tax  work  a  for- 
feiture of  his  claim  against  the  debtor;  in  which'case,  the  debtor  being 
released  from  his  obligation  to  pay  the  debt,  shall  become  liable  for  the 
tax.  The  effect  of  such  a  law  would  doubtless  be,  that  in  the  origins  I 
contract  for  the  loan  the  debtor  would  agree  to  pay  the  tax,  as  a  part  of 
the  consideration  for  the  use  of  the  money.  In  such  a  case  the  property 
of  the  borrower  would  be  estimated  without  reference  to  the  debt,  and 
the  creditor  would  be  unknown  in  the  assessment,  and  would  simply 
receive  a  lower  rate  of  interest  on  account  of  his  exemption  from  taxa- 
tion. This  arrangement,  so  perfectly  equitable,  between  the  parties, 
would  secure  to  the  State  precisely  the  amount  of  revenue  to  which  it 
was  entitled.'  We  recommend  these  ideas  to  the  attention  of  the  Con- 
vention, and  especially  to  those  delegates  who  think  that  property  can 
be  taxed  in  more  than  one  place  without  the  perpetration  of  injustice. 
The  most  curious  circumstance  in  this  connection  is  that  the  men  who 
demand  the  taxation  of  mortgages  are  also  the  men  who  oppose  the  tax- 
ation of  growing  crops." 

It  will  be  seen,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  principal  argument  here  pre- 
sented is  the  old,  frayed,  feeble,  and  battered  one,  namely:  the  fear  of 
double  taxation.  Is  it  not  a  little  marvelous,  sir,  that  this  fear  has  only 
haunted  the  defenders  of  the  innocent  and  defenseless  creditor,  while 
the  mortgagor  and  his  friends  are  never  overcome  by  the  same  scruples? 
The  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  mentioned  in  the  article  I  have  read 
has  only  to  be  invested  in  a  loan  on  real  estate  and  secured  by  mortgage, 
to  exempt  its  holder  from  the  onus  of  the  Assessor  and  Tax  Collector.  I^ 
not  that  the  logical  sequence  of  his  proposition  ?  To  what  other  conclu- 
sion can  we  arrive  ?  It  is  clearly  apparent  in  the  learned  Professor  s 
mind  that  the  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  should  be  taxed,  yet  his 
mental  strabismus  never  permits  him  to  see  any  other  party  to  exempt 
than  the  poor  defenseless  creditor. 

But,  sir,  a  little  further  on,  in  the  article  to  which  I  have  referred,  its 
aufhor  says :  "  The  creditor  insists  that  he  ought  not  to  be  made  to  pay 
for  what  another  is  enjoying  the  use  of."  Now,  I  submit  to  the  enlight- 
ened judgment  of  the  representatives  of  the  people,  whom  I  now  have 
the  honor  of  addressing,  that  this  is  only  another  phase  of  the  artful 
sophistry  used  in  shielding  the  creditor  from  bearine  his  just  measure  of 
the  public  burdens.  Why,  gentlemen,  do  we  not  all  well  know  that  the 
creditor  class  has  been  cJad  in  a  coat  of  mail,  as  impenetrable  as  the  hide 
of  a  crocodile,  and  any  measure  having  in  view  the  equalization  of  taxes 
has  been  frowned  down,  and  enveloped  in  a  nebulous  obscurity  by  the 
sycophantic  servility  of  those  who  ought  to  defend  the  principles  of  equal 
taxation. 

The  proposition  I  have  just  quoted,  to  wit :  "  The  creditor  insists  that 
he  ought  not  to  be  made  to  pay  for  what  another  is  enjoying  the  use  of," 
is,  OS  applied,  altogether  illogical,  since,  as  here  invoked,  it  can  be  made 
equally  applicable  to  any  other  transaction  in  business,  and  with  as  equal 
a  regard  for  correct  reasoning  as  in  the  present  case.  For,  when  in  any 
case  property  is  purchased  on  credit,  it  can  be  said,  with  equal  justice, 
that  the  purchaser  enjoys  the  property  of  another;  and,  as  a  conse- 
quence, it  the  reasoning  of  the  proposition  just  cited  is  good,  the  seller 
snould  be  exempt  from  taxation.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  mere  statement 
of  the  proposition  prostrates  itself,  and  its  fallacy  grows  thinner  the 
more  it  is  watered. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  i's  a  common  and  prominent  objection  frequently 
urged  against  the  foregoing  plan  of  distributing  the  burdens  of  taxation, 
that  as  a  resultant,  the  revenues  of  the  goyernmeut  necessary  for  Hs  sup- 
port, and  which  must  of  necessity  be  derived  from  taxation  on  property, 
will  be  measurably  if  not  fatally  impaired ;  that  they  will  be  so  impaired, 
on  account,  as  it  is  said,  of  granting  to  the  debtor  classes  a  credit  or  rebate 
of  the  sum  of  their  debts  from  the  total  value  of  their  mortgaged  prop- 
erties and  charging  the  sum  of  such  rebate  over  to  the  creditor  or  mort- 
gage classes,  for  the  purposes  of  taxation ;  that  in  effect  this  works  as 
against  the  goyernment  a  surrender  of  its  lien  on  property  as  a  sscurity 
for  the  prompt  payment  of  the  taxes  levied  thereon,  and  accepts,  in 
exchange,  only  the  personal  responsibility  therefor  of  the  creditor  classes, 
who,  by  reason  of  non-residence  or  other  causes,  may  be  beyond  reach  of 
the  Tax  Collector,  or  even  if  within  reach,  may  be  practically  irresponsi- 
ble. And  it  is  also  urged  by  some  that  in  this  way  it  would  most  likely 
happen  that  only  the  excess  in  yalue  of  the  aggregate  property  within 
the  State  over  and  above  the  aggregate  sum  of  all  indebtedness  due  from 
all  the  taxpayers  in  the  State,  would  be  subjected  to  the  burdens  of  tax- 
ation, instead  of  all  private  property  within  the  State,  and  that  in  this 
way  taxation  would  become  unequal,  and,  for  that  reason,  manifestly 
unjust. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  answering  these  objections,  which  I  claim  are 
not  well  taken,  it  may  safely  be  admitted  that  the  results  predicted 
would  likely  follow,  if,  indeed,  the  plan  I  suggest  for  the  adoption  of 
this  Convention  really  involves  the  release  of  any  portion  of  the*  priyate 
property  within  the  State  from  its  just  proportion  of  the  common  bur- 
dens of  taxation.  And  it  may  be  further  conceded,  that  all  property, 
as  well  as  the  owners  thereof,  are  justly  held  liable  and  responsible  to 
the  government  for  the  taxes  which  are  properly  collectiole  for  the 
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xnainteDance  of  the  government,  for  the  very  eood  and  sufficient  reason, 
sir,  that  the  protection  and  maintenance  of  the  righU  of  all  property, 
both  public  and  private,  within  the  State,  are  among  the  most  responsi- 
ble and  onerous  duties  of  the  government,  for  the  support  of  which 
taxes  are  levied  and  collected.  And  if  it  he  further. queried,  How  all 
property  can  be  held  chargeable  for  taxes  assessed  upon  it,  and  at  the 
same  time  the  State  collect  from  the  creditor  classes  their  just  proportion 
of  taxes  due  from  them,  on  account  of  their  interests  by  way  oi  mort- 
gage and  other  liens  on  the  property  held  by  the  debtor  classes,  to  secure 
the  payment  of  debts  due  from  the  letter  to  the  former?  I  answer  that 
this  result  may  be  accomplished  in  this  wise:  While  all  private  prop- 
erty and  the  respective  owners  thereof  (which  include  all  mortgaged 
pyperties,  and  both  the  debtor  and  creditor  classes),  are  to  be  respect- 
ively held  liable  and  responsible  for  the  just  payment  of  all  taxes  levied 
and  assessed  on  all  property;  and,  as  the  government  must  needs  have 
primary  recourse  to  the  taxed  property  for  the  prompt  payment  of  the 
taixes,  it  will  therefore  result  that  the  debtor  class  will  primarily  be 
compelled  to  pay  all  taxes  chargeable  on  the  properties  held  by  them, 
notwithstanding  such  properties  may  be  covered  oy  mortgage  or  other 
liens  belonging  to  the  creditor  classes,  who  are  justly  chargeable  with 
such  proportion  of  the  taxes  so  chargeable  to,  and  we  will  suppose 
actually  collected,  from  the  debtor  classes,  corresponding  with  the  rela- 
tive values  of  such  credits  and  the  properties  on  which  their  payment 
is  secured.  Yet,  the  plan  I  advocate  contemplates  that  the  payments  of 
taxes  so  made  by  the  debtor  class,  which  is  in  reality  made  for  the  cred- 
itor classes,  and  on  account  of  their  interest  in  the  property  covered  by 
the  mortgage  and  other  liens  held  by  them,  shall,  by  an  inflexible  law, 
to  be  imModed  in  the  State  Constitution  itself,  be  treated  and  held  by 
all  Courts  as  an  absolute  payment,  pro  tanto,  of  the  debts  secured  on 
the  property  on  account  of  which  the  tax  payment  is  so  made.  In  this 
I  way  the  tax  burden  is  with  absolute  certainty  thrown  back  on  the  cred- 
itor classes,  where,  as  I  think,  it  has  been  demonstrated,  it  rightfully 
belongs,  and  the  debtor  classes  are  effectually  relieved  of  its  buraen. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  will  be  observed  that  b^  section  five  of  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  it  has  been  attempted  US  pre- 
sent in  detail  a  plan  for  the  consummation  of  the  results  above  set  forth; 
and  while  the  section,  considered  structurally,  may  be  open  to  just  criti- 
cism on  the  score  of  incertitude  and  inadequacy,  yet  these  defects,  if  they 
exist,  may  be  readily  remedied  by  appropriate  amendment,  and  the 
section  be  rendered  apt  and  sufficient  for  the  designated  purpose. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  now  come  to  the  consideration  of  the  mode  in  which 
the  burdens  of  taxation  on  solvent  debts,  other  than  those  secured  by 
mortgage  and  other  liens  on  property,  should  be  distributed  to  the  proper 
parties  who  should  be  made  to  bear  them.  And  here,  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
must  be  distinctly  borne  in  mind,  that  every  reason  that  has  been,  or 
that  can  be,  urged  in  favor  of  taxing  debts  secured  by  mortgage  to  the 
mortgagees,  and  of  relieving  the  mortgagor  of  this  burden  on  his  incum- 
bered property  to  the  extent  of  the  actual  value  of  the  credit  so  secured 
on  his  property,  applies,  with  equal  force,  in  favor  of  making  the  creditor 
class  chargeable,  and  of  relieving  the  debtor  class  of  the  buraens  of  taxa- 
tion in  respect  to  all  solvent  debts  not  secured  bv  mortgage.  To  my 
mind  it  is  clear  that  in  effect  the  same  rule  of  liability  and  exemption 
may  rightfully  be  applied  to  both  classes  of  debts.  If  solvent,  the  debt 
is  equally  a  burden  to  the  debtor  class,  whether  it  is  or  is  not  secured  by 
mortgage;  and  it  is  equally  valuable  as  property,  and  equally  within 
the  recognition  and  protection  of  the  law,  and  with  equal  right  should 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  tax  burden  to  the  creditor  class.  And  with  all 
due  respect  for  an  honest  difference  of  opinion,  this  proposition  seems  too 
clear  to  require  further  elaboration. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  having  submitted  the  proposition  that  solvent 
debts,  whether  secured  or  not,  should  be  made  the  subject  of  a  tax  bur- 
den to  the  creditor  class,  it  remains  therefore  only  to  delineate,  or  point 
out,  a  feasible  planar  securing  this  result.  Ai^,  sir,  in  treating  this 
particular  class  of  debts  for  the  purposes  of  taxation,  it  must  be  con- 
stantly borne  in  mind  that  the  fact  of  solvency  of  the  debt  is  the  all 
important  factor;  that  is  to  say,  there  must  be  the  concurrence  in  fact, 
first,  of  the  legal  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  debtor  to  pay,  and  the 
right  of  the  creditor  to  receive  the  sum  of  mone^  represented  by  such 
debts;  and  second,  the  assurance  in  fact  of  the  faithful  discharge  of  the 
obligation  by  the  debtor,  and  the  realization  in  due  time  of  the  reciprocal 
right  of  the  creditor  to  receive  the  payment.  With  such  concurrence  of 
fa^  the  debt  is  solvent,  and  as  I  have  shown,  should  be  taxed  to  the 
creditor,  and  the  debtor  should  be  correspondingly  relieved  of  the  bur- 
den of  taxation,  but  not  otherwise. 

Kow,  in  the  very  nature  of  things,  since  the  assurance  of  payment 
cannot  be  practically  guaranteed  (as  in  the  case  of  debts  secured  by 
mortgage  or  other  liens),  there  can  be  but  one  wav  of  rendering  prac- 
tically certain  the  fact  of  solvency  of  such  unsecured  debt,  and  that  is  by 
its  payment  as  an  accomplished  fact.  B^  payment  only  then  can  the 
fact  oi  solvency  of  the  unsecured  debt  paid  be  conclusively  established, 
so  as  to  create  correlatively  the  obligation  of  the  creditor  to  pay  the  tax 
on  the  debt,  during  the  period  of  its  existence,  and  the  right  of  the  debtor 
to  be  relieved  correspondingly  of  the  burden  of  such  taxation. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  nave  already  shown,  as  I  think  conclusively, 
while  treating  of  debts  secured  by  mortgage,  that  it  is  necessary  to  hold 
all  properties  and  their  owners  primarily  liable  to  the  government  for 
the  taxes  chargeable  to  such  properties,  it  logically  follows  here,  as  there, 
that  the  integrity  of  the  public  revenues  for  the  support  of  the  govern- 
ment, equally  requires  ttiat  all  property  belonging  to  the  debtor,  the 
existence  of  his  unsecured  but  solvent  debt,  which  is  involved  in  and 
represented  ^m)  tanto  therein,  notwithstanding,  must  be  made  primarily 
chargeable  m  his  hands,  and  collected  from  him..  In  other  words,  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  debtor  must  promptly  and  faithfully  pay  all  taxes  charge- 
able on  all  his  property,  precisely  the  same  as  if  he  were  absolutely  free 
of  the  debt;  and  yet,  in  rulfiUing  this  obligation,  he  (the  debtor)  has,  in 
^Bict,  as  we  have  already  seen,  really  paid  to  the  government  the  taxes 


which,  in  part  (if  the  debt  be  solvent),  is  rightfully  chargeable  to  his 
creditors.  But,  because  this  be  so,  is  the  debtor  remediless?  I  answer, 
nol  The  remedy  Is  both  absolutely' certain  and  adequate  for  his  relief, 
and  is  entirely  feasible  in  any  and  every  case  that  can  be  suggested.  Let 
it  be  borne  in  mind  what  the  needed  remedy  really  is,  to  wit:  to  require 
and  secure  from  the  creditor,  the  payment  to  the  government  (or  rather 
the  repayment  to  the  debtor)  of  the  sums  of  money  which  the  debtor 
has  been  compelled,  from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  to  pay  for  the 
creditor,  and,  on  his  account,  to  the  ^^ovemment,  in  the  shape  of  taxes 
on*  his  (the  debtor's)  property^  in  which,  however,  the  creditor  had«  in 
effect,  an  interest  during  the  period  of  the  existence  of  the  unsecured 
debt  (the  solvency  of  which.ha%,been  conclusively  demonstratediby  the 
fact  of  its  payment  to  the  extent  of  the  sum  of  the  debt  so  actually  paid). 
Now,  in  every  such  case,  the  law,  which  I  suggest  should  be  made  at  once 
permanent  and  certein,  by  being  engrafted  in  the  Constitution,  should 
be  so  framed  as  to  guarantee  to  such  debtor,  at  the  time  of  making  such 
payment,  a  credit  thereon,  as  of  the  date  or  dates  of  his  tex  payments, 
and  in  a  sum  equal  to  the  sum  of  such  tex  pay  men te,  on  such  propor- 
tion of  his  property  so  texed,  equal  in  value  to  the  sum  of  his  unsecured 
solvent  debt.  And  thus  the  debtor  will,  by  reason  of  such  credit,  be 
effectually  reimbursed  for  all  pnymento  he  has  been  compelled  to  make 
for  the  creditor,  and  by  the  same  act  the  creditor  will  have  been  made  at 
once  to  assume  and  fulfill  his  obligation  to  pay  the  texes  on  his  solvent 
credits.  I  think  it  safe  to  say  that  by  this  plan  the  government  will  be 
secured  in  the  prompt  and  faithful  payment  of  the  texes  on  property 
necessary  for  its  support,  and  the  debtor  and  creditor  classes  will  have 
been  respectively  compelled  only  to  pay  the  just  proportion  due  from 
each  of  tnem  of  the  sum  of  the  texes  paid — that  is  to  say,  the  debtor  will 
have,  in  effect,  only  paid  taxes  on  his  property  less  the  sum  of  his  solvent 
debts,  and  the  creditor  will,  in  effect,  have  paid  the  texes  due  on  his 
solvent  credite,  during  the  whole  period  of  its  existence  as  such. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  practical  conclusions  of  the  argument  which 
I  have  presented,  and  which  seems  to  me  to  be  capable  of  practical  use 
in  framing  that  part  of  the  Constitution  dealing  with  the  subject  of  tax- 
ation, I  submit:  that  solvent  debte,  including  those  secured  by  mort^ 
gage,  should  be  assessed  to  the  respective  owners  and  holders  thereof; 
that  the  making  of  contracte  on  the  fmrt  of  one  person  to  pay  the  texes 
assessed  to  another  should  be  prohibited  by  law;  and  that  the  lender 
be  also  prohibited  from  raising  the  rate  of  interest  on  account  of  the  tex 
on  the  mortgage  or  other  solvent  debt.  Devolve  in  the  manner  I  have 
delineated  the  duty  of  paying  the  taxes  on  debte  secured  by  mortgage 
and  other  liens  on  property  upon  the  owners  and  holders  thereof,  and 
at  the  same  time  relieve  the  debtor  class  or  mortgagors  of  the  burden,  to 
the  extent  of  the  just  value  of  such  secured  debte.  Invest  the  Legis- 
lature with  power' to  provide  by  law,  from  time  to  time,  as  experience 
may  show  to  be  necessary,  to  prevent  the  lender  from  teking  an  unjust 
advantege  of  the  necessities  of  the  borrower  on  account  of  such  texation. 

With  these  provisions  embraced  in  the  law  governing  the  subject  of 
texation,  in  my  humble  judgment,  the  way  would  then  be  opened  to 
the  taxing  of  all  property  once  and  no  property  twice,  and  in  making 
the  proper  parties  pay  the  taxes. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  amendment  which  I  have  sub- 
mitted, and  which  has  been  read  at  the  Clerk's  desk,  I  have  endeavored 
to  embody  and  reflect  the  principles  which  I  have  advocated  in  my 
remarks  addressed  to  the  committee,  and  believing  them  practical  and 
expressive  of  sound  governmentel  science,  I  ask  a  favoraole  consider- 
ation for  them  by  the  conrunittee. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  I  understend  the  amendment,  it  is  a  sort  of 
an  anomalous  provision,  carrying  the  provisions  of  several  sections, 
covering  mortgages,  solvent  debte,  ete.  Of  course,  if  this  is  adopted, 
section  five  will  be  no  longer  needed. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  It  does,  in  effect,  cover  what  is  embraced  in  sections 
two  and  five,  and,  as  a  matter  of  course,  section  five  will  no  longer 
exist. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  think  now  it  is  better  to  keep  these  sections 
separate  and  distinct.  It  would  complicate  matters  to  adopt  such  an 
extremely  long  amendment  as  this,  involving  so  much  matter.  We 
would  undoubtedly  run  against  a  great  many  snags  before  we  got 
through.  I  would  not  want  to  teke  that  amendment  without  a  good 
deal  of  examination. 

Mr.  shoemaker.    I  move  the  committee  rise. 

Lost;  ayes  17. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.    BRLGHBR. 

Mr.  BELCHER.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  would  like  to  have  the  Clerk 
read  over  the  amendment  again. 
Thr  secretary  read : 

"Src.  2.  All  property  in  this  Stete,  including  franchises,  capitel  stock  of 
corporations  or  joint  stock  associations,  and  solvent  debte,  excepting  grow- 
ing crops,  private  property  exempt  from  texation  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  public  propertv  belonging  to  the  United  Stetes  or  to  this 
Stete,  or  any  county,  city  and  county,  citv,  or  municipality  thereof,  and 
including  all  property  real  and  personal  belonging  to  and  devotea  to 
public  use  in  all  public  school  districte  and  departmento  in  the  Stete, 
shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  ito  cash  value,  to  beascerteined  as  directed 
by  law.  A  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligation  by  which 
a  debt  is  recovered,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  assessment  and  texation,  be 
deemed  and  treated  as  an  interest  in  the  property  affected  thereby, 
except  as  to  railroads  and  other  quasi-public  corporations;  in  case  of 
debte  so  secured,  the  value  of  the  property  affected  by  such  mortgage, 
deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  obligation,  less  the  value  of  such  security, 
shall  be  assessed  and  texed  to  the  owner  of  the  property,  and  the  value 
of  such  security  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  thereof  in  the 
county,  or  city  and  county,  in  which  the  property  affected  thereby  is 
situate.  The  taxes  so  levied  shall  be  a  hen  upon  the  property  and 
security  respectively,  and  may  be  paid  by  either  party,  or  nis  successor, 
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^  ,  .  Lt  debta  are  not  propertv, 
e  sense  of  the  Constitution,  and  therefore  not  subject  to  taxation. 
Debts  are  property  in  the  ordinary  sense ;  there  can  be  no  doubt  about 
that.  A  man  holds  a  mor^ge,  secured  by  valuable  property,  for  ten 
thousand  dollars.  .We  woulil  ordiiiarilv  say  he  is  worth  ten  thousand 
dollars,  because  he  can  get  that  for  it.  T'hat'is  the  value  of  the  oiortgage. 
HoiT,  it  does  seem  to  me,  sir,  that  it  is  right  to  lax  the  man  who  owns 
the  debt.  The  trouble  has  not  been  so  much,  is  not  so  much,  that  you 
are  Ikxing  debts,  but  it  is  that  you  are  laxins  the  man  for  mare  than  he 
ia  worth.  Go  around  the  Slate,  aad  vou  will  find  men  in  debt,  and  you 
are  asesssing  them  all  for  more  than  they  are  worth.  That  is  not  right. 
The  true  theory  should  be  that  men  should  pay  taxes  on  what  they  are 
worth,  and  no  more.  But  go  out  among  the  farms  and  you  will  find  Lbe 
farmer  farming  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  of  land,  with  a  mortgage 
on  it,  and  he,  up  to  the  time  of  this  decision  of  tbe  Supreme  Court,  was 
not  only  paying  taxes  upon  the  fand,  but  when  he  gives  a  mortgage  he 
is  obliged  to  pay  taxes  on  that,  too.  If  tbe  mortgage  waa  worth  half 
tbe  Isnd,  he  must  pay  taxes  on  three  tinfts  what  it  ia  worth — twice  upon 
the  value  of  the  land,  and  then  upon  the  mortgage.  Now.  that  is  all 
wrong.  It  was  burdensome.  The  Supreme  Court  came  la  his  relief, 
and  aaid  he  need  not  pay  on  the  mortgage;  and  now  you  go  out  and 
finda&rmerwith  apiece  of  land  worth  ten  thousand  dollani,  mortgaged 
for  five  thousand  dollars,  paying  taxes  on  the  full  amount,  when  he  is 
only  worth  five  thousand.  lie  is  assesaed  upon  twice  as  much  as  he  is 
worth.  Kow,  there  is  something  wrong  about  that  system  j  hence  this 
widespread  dissatisfaction.  Now,  I  do  not  believe,  because  a  man  hoa  a 
farm  worth  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  mortgaged  for  five  thousand,  that 
is  fifteen  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  property.  There  is  only  ten 
_j  J. 11. ..J,  „tinh  of  property.  The  mortgagor  and  the  mortgagee 
them,  and  both  should  contribute  equally  towan^  the 
support  of  the  government.  That  is  all  there  is  of  it  They  are  equally 
'lould  botb  pay.     At  present  the  farmer  must  pay  the 


thousand  dolla 


intei^sted,  a 


lars,  should  be      ^  ,    ,     

lee  say  the  nroperty  itaelf  must  be  taxed.     AH  property  must  be  taxed 

must  assess  tbe  property.  Having  ossened  the  property  at  ten  thousand 
dollars,  the  farm  stands  good  for  it ;  the  owner  of  it  may  pay,  or  the 
man  who  holds  the  mortgage  may  pay;  somebody  must  pay  the  taxes 
upon  the  farm,  but  whan  the  taxes  are  paid  the  buiden  should  be 
divided  between  the  lender  and  the  borrower— the  owoer  of  the  money 
lispsrt,  and  the  owner  of  the  property  should  pay  his  part, 
this  report  in  that  respecL  !  believe  it  is  an  enort  to  over- 
ig.  The  question  ariaes  farther,  whether  you  can  cany  out 
item  with  regard  to  other  solvent  debla.  Now.  there  has 
its  in  this  State  that  solvent  debts  might  be  ofl^t  against 
-e  there  was  no  mortgage  t  that  is  when  ihe  Assessor  comes 
to  a  man  he  is  permitted  to  offsel  the  debts  owing  by  him  against  thoae 
owing  to  him.  The  committee  propose  to  carry  that  idea  out  here  to 
that  extent.  But  the  latter  part  of  this  amendment  proposes  to  carry  it 
still  farther,  and  provides  that  in  all  cases  when  a  man  pays  taxes  he 
shall  be  assessed  upon  all  that  is  due  him— upon  his  credits.  Then, 
when  he  has  paid,  he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  deduct  the  amount  he 
owes  his  creditors,  so  that  his  creditors  will  be  taxed  upon  the  same  basis. 
This  is  right  in  theory.  The  man  who  loans  money  should  pay  taxes 
upon  it.  That  is  the  oorrect  theory.  There  will,  probably,  be  a  diffi- 
culty about  putting  any  theory  into  practice— a  great  many  difficulties. 
Some  kinds  of  property  is  exposed ;  the  Assessor  can  find  it  when  he 
comes  around ;  other  property  can  be  concealed,  hidden  out  of  sigbL 
Property  can  be  hidden,  and  it  is  often  done.    When  a  man  is  honest. 


I  belici 


and  the  Assessor  comes  and  asks  him  what  he  is 
estly.  Unfortunately  there  are  many  who  aren 
not  hesitate  to  make  false  sUtementa  as  to  their  f 
under  oath.  Now,  you  can  never  make  laxatio 
fact,  but  you  must  work  towards  it  in  theory,  ai 
as  possible- the  theory  must  be  right.  We  mus 
and  work  up  to  it  as  far  as  may  be.  I  think  It 
you  say  that  everything  ahsll  be  taxed  that  M 
property,  horses  and  cattle  are  property,  and  lai 
assessed  for  what  it  is  worth.  If  there  is  a  moi 
be  divided  hetweea  the  owners  in  fact ;  do  not  n 
pay  all  the  taxes,  but  make  both  pay  according! 
I  see  some  objections  to  a  part  of  this  section. 
assessed.  Here  is  a  corporation,  say  a  woolen  n 
mill  up  hem.  It  has  a  large  body  of  stock — m. 
All  property  must  ba  assened,  and  that  must 

the  Assessor  must  assess  my  stock  at  its  value. 
bs  assessed  to  me — my  share  of  it. 

Ma.  EDGERTON.     Ku  not  the  Supreme  C 
not  legal! 

Mo.  BELCHER.  You  eould  not  do  it  before, 
all  property  shall  be  assessed,  including  the  capi 
How  ill  the  property  of  a  corporation  must  be 
road  with  ita  track  running  over  the  Stat«. 
menls;  lax  tbe  land;  tax  the  cars,  machines,' 
visible.  Then  you  must  assess,  according  to  tt 
certain  persons  own,    I  do  not  believe  it  is  rig 


ill,  it 


ining  corporatioi 
lay  be  a  bit  at  them,  where  their  stock 
0  property.     To  that  I  hare  no  objecti 


'p-S-'^ 


I  beliei 


everybody  once ; 
man  should  be  i 
man  should  bea 


,  .    -         _  err 

burdens  of  government.    Wb 
of  complainL     The  people  are  unjustly  burdeni 
to  equalize  these  huidens.     We  must  make  the 
alike.    Let  us  make  every  man  pay  upon  whi 
make  the  burden  as  near  uniform  as  possible. 
Ma.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.     I  move  the 

IN  CONVENTION. 


Mo.  EDGERTON. 
XuDlnf,  Tbat  Uip  Serr 
Dflnli  offVred  bj  Jitd^i  t 


Tek  president.    If  then 


Ma.  HEI8KELL.    1  move  the  Convention  d 

And  at  four  o'clock  and  filly-nine  minutes  p. 
adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  nine  o'cl 
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ntion  n 
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and  members  found  in  at 
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Evey, 

Barry, 

Farrell. 

Barton, 

Filcher, 

Belcher, 

Finney, 

Bell, 

Freeman, 
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Burt, 

Hal"' 

Campbell, 

Harvey, 
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Charles. 
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Cross, 
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Crouch, 
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Davis, 

Huestis, 

Dean, 

Hnghey, 

Doyle, 

Hunter, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Inman, 
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Beed, 

Smith,  of  4th  District 

Tu™,. 

Iteyiild.. 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco ,Tu tile. 

Rhod«a, 

Soule, 

Vacquerel, 

sr"' 

Steele, 

Van  Voorhiefl, 

Blevenaon, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Bchell, 

Stuart, 

Wellin, 

arhomp. 

Sweasey, 

West, 

Bhafter. 

Swing. 

White, 

Shoemalcer, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Shurtleff, 

Thompson, 

Mr.  President. 

Bmith,  of  Santa  Clara 

Ayent, 

Herald, 

INT. 

Overton, 

Bame!, 

Ilerrington 

Proiity, 

BeOTiiteber, 

Stedmen, 

Berry, 

Kennv, 

Bwenaon. 

Caaserly, 

Laine, 

Tinnin. 

Chapman, 

Lewis, 

Townsend, 

Dowling, 

Martin,  of  Alameda. 

TuUy, 

Dudley.orSan  Joaquin,  McCollum, 

Van  Dyke, 

Dunlap, 

McMutt, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Ertee, 

Miller, 

Waters, 

Estey, 

Morse, 

Webster, 

Fawcett, 

Murphy, 

Weller. 

Freud, 

Nason. 

Wickes, 

01.«»;:k, 

Noel, 

Wilson,  oflst  District, 

ST' 

O'Donnell, 

Winans, 

O'Sullivan, 

WyatL 

Harriwn, 

Leave  or  atwence  for  one  day  was  Kraatfid  Heiara.  Winana,  Dunlap, 

Arera,  aud  Tow  mend 

Three  day«'  leave  of  absence  w«s 

granted  Mr.  Freud. 

Lea»e  of  abaence  for  five  days-was  granted  Mr.  Watem. 

Indefinite  leave  of  abeence  waa  granted  M 

Glasoock. 

Ma.  BARTON.    M 

.   President 

I   move 

that  the  reading  of  the 

Journal  be  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Carried.                  ' 

same  approved. 

(NFUITIllll 

Mr.  President;   I  send  up  a  reao- 

luiron. 

Tb»  SECBETARY  read; 

rj  uf  thTunlieiJ  aialB,  ell 


at  th*  United  SUla 


I  |i«pla  of  tlie  Pacinc  Cout; 


^tuTfed  mrtlclet  or  g 


.  .11  Uwlrail' 
■  forth  Ihi 


Smmd— Th.l 
monrj  lliDnld  t> 
nuor  Uoocitlli 


B«nl  of  Dlnclon. 


ipedflcationa.  a  pmrlflon  settlaf  forth  (bat  no  piopusaL  will  ba  r*ci>lv«€ 
ildsnid  fur  ■□;  Chldniior  Moncgllan  liboc.or  lot  wat  tnmitfiviri  anicit 
larCbianeur  Mon|allanl*t>orbellherdlrKll]rDrli>dinicll]r  einployed  ir 
iacHoa  of.    JbarM— Thmt  Uin  SecraUrj  of  Ihli  CDOTendon  \t  titnbj  Inn 

■11  Bwrda  at  Dlnclym  and  CommiBlonin  Ibat  baT*  chargo  of  tniUlullo 
Statfl  that  are  lupportAd  by  lb«  poopl^'i  iaoD«y. 

Mb.  STUART.    I  move  that  il  be  laid  on  the  Ubic. 

The  president.     The  gentleman  from  Ban  Francisco  is 


I  the 


Mb.  SMITH,  of  San  Francisco.  Sir,  some  of  the  officials,  befora  their 
election,  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  Chinese  immigration  must  be 
■topped,  even  if  they  had  to  destroy  the  steamers  that  brought  Ihem 
here.  1  hope  the  Legislature  will  pass  a  law  that  will  apply  to  the 
whole  State,  forhidding  the  employment  of  Chinese  on  public  work,  so 
that  some  olScials  cannot  make  the  excuse  that  (hey  do  now.  We  should 
say  to  these  servants  of  the  people:  "  When  advertising  for  proiiosals, 
insert  a  provision  that  no  Chinaman  shall  be  directly  or  indirectly 
employed."  What  chance  have  the  people  to  get  rid  of  these  China- 
men when  those  who  are  bound  to  serve  the  people  do  all  in  their 
power,  notwithatanding  their  pledges,  to  help  them  here?  I  find  that 
contracts  have  been  owarded  to  fumisli  cloth  to  the  Stale  Prison  to  men 
who  employed  Chinese  lsl>or.    In  San  Francisco  they  have  employed 


■ervanti  should  obey  tl 
be  adopted. 

Mb.  STUAET.    Im 

The  question  w 

Taa  I 


tt  the  resolutions  be  laid  on  the  table. 


suited  ii 


Gentlemen  will  plea 
The  question  was  again  put  and  the  n 

vote  of  4!  ayes  to  4&  noes. 
Ma.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angelea.     Mr. 

resolutions  to  the  Committee  on  Chineic. 
The  motion  prevailed. 


i»ion?bya 
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man  who  owns  the  propertji  if  he  desires  to  preserve  it.  It  makes  no 
difference  to  the  people,  to  the  State,  or  the  county.  The  county  sells 
the  property,  because  it  is  the  property  that  is  liable  for  the  taxes.  Every 
time  tnat  we  lose  sight  of  property  and  proceed  upon  individuals  we 
open  the  door  for  fraud.  Suppose  you  adopt  this  plan,  what  have  you 
done?  You  have  simply  iuterferred  with  private  business.  You  say 
that  a  man*  must  pay  it,  and  yet  all  you  have  done  in  the  world  is  to 
leave  the  subject  to  men's  honor.  That  is,  the  man  pays  it  in  the  first 
instance,  and  you  can  take  it  back  or  leave  it  alone,  if  you  desire  it.  It 
is  utterly  impossible  to  tax  mortgage  securities  without  making  a  limit- 
ation upon  interest.  If  you  tax  mortgage  security  and  tax  the  man, 
then  you  must  limit  the  rate  of  interest  before  you  can  escape  double 
taxation,  because  the  loaner  always  has  control  and  will  not  loan  his 
money  without  interest  sufficient  to  pay  him,  and  without  receiving 
the  compensation  that  he  can  receive  in  any  other  market  for  his  gold. 
The  result  is  that  the  borrower  must  pay  an  interest  sufficient  to  pay 
the  taxes,  and  you  only  make  your  system  of  taxation  more  difficult 
withbut  any  good  result.  I  think  that  we  should  proceed  to  tax  all 
property  as  you  do  to-day.  The  Assessor  comes  ana  asks  you  if  you 
nave  any  property,  and  it  is  property  that  is  supposed  to  be  taxed.  And 
now,  because  there  happens  to  be  a  hue  and  cry,  men  must  turn  round 
and  say  that  it  is  not  property  that  should  be  taxed,  but  men  alone 
must  be  taxed.  It  becomes  a  question  of  mixing  up  the  collection  of 
taxes.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  the  section  as  reported  by  the  committee, 
for  the  reasons  I  have  stated,  that  I  think  propertjr  simply — real,  tangi- 
ble property — should  be  subject  to  taxation.  If  the  C!onvention  will 
excuse  me,  I  will  again  allude  to  the  horse.  If  A  owns  a  horse  and  B 
owns  nothing,  and  A  sells  the  horse  to  B  for  three  hundred  dollars  and 
takes  his  not«,  there  is  no  property  created.  If  B  sells  the  horse  to  C  for 
three  hundred  dollars  and  takes  his  note  for  him,  there  is  no  property 
created;  but  under  this  system  there  would  be  six  hundred  dollars  of 
solvent  debts  to  be  taxed,  and  yet  no  property  created.  There  is  only 
the  same  amount  of  property,  and  that  is  tne  horse. 
Mr.  cross.    Haven't  you  created  a  value  ? 

Mb.  GREGG.  You  have  created  a  chance  of  receiving  something  in  the 
future  f  just  as  you  may  have  a  crop  next  year,  or  your  wife  may  have  a 
baby  next  year.  There  is  another  objection  to  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee. "  All  property,  including  franchises,  capital  stock  of  corporations,'' 
etc  Now,  the  capital  stock  of  corporations  in  some  form,  certainly, 
should  be  taxed,  or  franchises  should  be  taxed.  I  am  satisfied  that  cor- 
porations owning  franchises  of  great  profit  should  be  taxed.  The  Spring 
Valley  franchise  should  be  taxed.  But  when  you  tax  the  capital  stock 
of  corporations  you  turn  the  greater  portion  of  the  tax  into  the  treas- 
ury of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  because  nearly  all  of  the 
capital  stock  is  owned  there.  Franchises  include  capital  stock,  and  if 
you  tax  one  you  should  not' tax  the  other.  Then,  again,  when  you  tax 
the  franchise  and  capital  stock  of  corporations  you  are  endangering  the 
mining  interests  of  the  State.  Mr.  McCoy  lives  in  a  mining  locality. 
He  is  perfectly  willing  that  the  Assessors  should  come  to  his  mine,  and 
taking  into  consideration  the  profits  of  it,  assess  it  at  its  value.  That 
mine  has  a  tangible  value.  It  is  assessed  at  twenty,  or  thirty,  or  forty, 
or  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars,  because  it~has  proven  itself 
of  that  value.  If  it  is  declining  in  value  that  is  always  considered  by 
Assessors.  Men  understand  it  in  giving  in  their  property,  and  consider 
their  value  in  accordance  with  their  circumstances.  But  if  you  tax  it 
as  a  corporation,  the  capital  stock,  the  mine,  and  property  thi^t  is  sit- 
uated in  that  county,  escapes  the  tax.  If  you  tax  the  franchise  then 
there  is  no  means  of  estimating  its  value.  You  have  got  to  proceed  all 
the  time  as  if  the  property  had  an  actual  value.  The  franchises  of  gas 
companies,  water  companies,  etc.,  should  be  taxed  in  proportion  to 
their  value,  but  when  we  include  everything  under  the  nead  of  fran- 
chises, it  is  too  broad  and  too  general,  and  it  is  interfering  with  the 
mining  interest  of  the  State.  I^w,  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  Mr.  Huestis.  It  provides, 
for  instance,  for  the  taxation  of  the  mortgage,  and  it  provides  that  if  the 
mortgagee  pay  it  it  increases  his  credit  to  the  amount  of  the  tax  paid.  I 
believe  that  tnis  question  should  be  left  as  much  as  possible  with  the 
Legislature.  Every  limitation  we  have  within  the  Constitution  is 
subject  to  a  construction  by  the  Courts,  and  must  necessarily  be  so, 
because  it  is  supposed  that  the  Constitution  means  what  it  says. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Hale  is  simply  a  hocus  pocus;  that  is  all.  It 
means  nothing.  It  is  simply  words  without  sense,  so  far  as  the  Consti- 
tution is  concerned.  What  is  the  use  of  saying  that  a  man  should  have 
a  credit  when  the  tax  is  paid.  It  is  a  simple  contract  between  men,  and 
this  hocus  pocus  business  should  not  be  left  to  stand.  It  means  nothing 
to  say  that  when  I  do  a  piece  of  business  with  the  gentleman  on  my 
right,  and  then  pay  taxes,  in  the  future  that  I  shall  be  entitled  to  a 
ci^it  on  the  debt.  Why,  if  I  desired  that  when  I  made  the  bargain  I 
could  say  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  fifteen  minutes  has  expired. 

Mr.  (^EGG.  I  did  not  expect  to  speak  fifteen  minutes,  and  I  have 
but  little  more  to  say.  I  will  admit  tnat  the  cry  is  that  the  rich  are 
growing  richer,  and  poor  poorer,  and  that  there  is  a  demand  for  a  change 
m  the  system  of  taxation,  but  whatever  the  cry  is  we  should  proceed 
philosophically  and  calmly  in  such  matters  as  this.  Now,  many  men 
tell  me  that  the  people  desire  that  solvent  debts  and  mortgaged  securities 
should  be  taxed,*  tnat  may  be;  they  may  know  the  result  before  they 
see  it,  but  I  cannot  tell.  I  know  that  in  convei^tion  with  a  large  num- 
ber of  men  in  the  locality  from  which  I  come,  they  agree  substantially 
with  me.  The  complaint  is  now,  in  the  section  from  which  I  come, 
more  among  men  ot  small  property,  that  money  is  too  difficult  to  get. 
A  man  must  make  ditches;  that  requires  money.  When  he  goes  to 
borrow  money  he  discovers  that,  even  now,  it  is  difficult  for  him  to  get 
it.  He  has  to  pay  large  interest,  almost  more  than  he  can  bear.  He 
wants  it  in  small  amount,  money  loaners  charge  him  a  higher  rate  of 
interest,  because  they  do  not  like  the  trouble  of  putting  it  out  in  small 


amounts.  When  we  put  a  tax  upon  solvent  debts  and  mortgaged  securi- 
ties you  simply  increase  his  burden.  The  minute  that  you  levy  your 
tax  you  have  increased  the  burden  of  the  borrower.  And  who  is  your 
borrower?  The  poor  man,  who  wishes  to  make  an  improvement  or  put 
in  his  crops.  These  men  say,  it  makes  no  difference  to  us,  we  have  to 
pay  it  anyway.  If  we  escape  it  by  hocus  pocus,  we  pay  it  directly  to 
tlie  men  who  loan  us  the  money.  It  was  but  a  very  few  days  ago,  when 
I  wAs  at  home,  that  I  talked  with  business  men,  and  farmers,  men  who 
knew  what  they  were  talking  about,  and  it  is  the  universal  sentiment  of 
men  who  have'examined  this  Question  that  you  are  only  making  your 
system  of  taxation  more  difficult.  Tax  the  property  where  you  find  it. 
Let  the  mortgagor  and  mortgagee  make  their  own  contracts.  This 
amendment  says  that  growing  crops  shall  not  be  taxed.  I  claim  that  as 
soon'  as  a  man  plows  his  land  there  is  an  improvement  there  that  has 
value.  As  quick  as  he  sows  his  land,  there  is  an  improvement  there  that 
is  value.  I  believe  that  is  a  part  of  the  land,  and  should  be  taxed, 
not  as  a  growing  crop  subject  to  taxation,  but  simply  as  an  improvement, 
and  nothing  more.  If  you  say  that  growing  cr(»ps  shall  not  be  taxed, 
there  is  not  an  Assessor  in  the  State  of  California  but  what  will  go  and 
make  a  deduction.  For  instance,  a  man  has  a  piece  of  land  worth  ten 
dollars  an  acre,  upon  which  a  crop  is  growing  which  will  bring  him  in 
the  future  thirty  dollars  or  forty  dollars  an  acre ;  the  Assessor  comes  and 
sees  it  and  says:  "That  is  worth  twenty  dollars  an  acre."  "True," 
says  the  owner,  "  but  the  Constitution  says  that  growing  crops  shall  not 
be  taxed."  And  then  the  Assessor  takes  the  value  from  it,  and  leaves 
it  assessed  just  like  the  outside  land.  Then  we  have,  in  my  section  of 
the  country,  acres  of  alfalfa — one  man  has  about  four  thousand  acres — 
that  will  grow  several  crops  of  pasture,  and  is  capable  of  sustaininz 
thousands  of  cattle — that  is  a  growing  crop.  The  Assessor  comes  and 
says  it  shall  be  taxed  according  to  its  value. 

Mr.  LARUE.     Is  it  not  a^s^sed  higher  because  it 

Mr.  GREGG.  The  land  immediately  adjoining  will  produce  alialfa, 
but  does  not  have  any  growing  upon  it.  Why  not  say  that  the  growing 
crops  should  be  considered  as  an  improvement,  and  when  they  oome  in 
that  form  should  be  subject  to  taxation  ?  I  consider  growing  crops  an 
absolute  improvement,  because  you  must  improve  your  land.  Every 
ditch  you  make  is  an  improvement;  you  build  a  house  or  barn,  and  it 
is  an  improvement,  and  I  hold  that  growing  crops  should  be  considered 
as  improvements,  only  for  the  purposes  of  taxation. 

remarks   of   MR.   BIGOS. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  propose  to  take  up  the  time  of 
this  Convention,  but  when  I  see  a  man  get  up  here  and  make  state- 
ments, when  I  know  he  is  better  informed,  I  propose  to  note  a  few  of  his 
remarks.  In  the  first  place,  if  I  had  a  boy  that  was  twelve  years  old, 
that  did  not  know  that  a  mortgage  was  not  good  unless  it  was  recorded, 
I  would  spank  him  and  send  him  back  to  school  again.  I  do  not  pre- 
sume that  my  friend  intended  any  disrespect  to  the  intelligence  of  this 
Convention ;  but  for  a  gentleman,  a  member  of  the  bar,  of  fine  legal 
attainments,  to  get  up  here  and  make  such  statements,  is  ridiculous  and 
preposterous.  Every  gentleman  here  knows  that  a  mortgage  has  to  be 
recorded  before  it  is  good. 

Mr.  ROLFE.     You  are  mistaken,  Mr.  Big^ 

Mr.  BIGGS.    Hasn't  it  got  to  be  recorded  in  the  county? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    No. 

Mr.  biggs.  They  want  these  mortgages  to  go  scot  free  from 
taxation.  There  is  the  whole  thing  in  a  nutshell.  They  make  a  hue 
and  ciT  about  land.  It  is  not  land  they  want  to  tax.  I  ask  any  man 
here,  did  you  ever  know  a  piece  of  personal  property  taxed  to  an  un- 
known owner?  If  you  did,  you  might  go  and  tax  all  the  sheep  that 
run  in  the  mountains.  You  might  travel  around  and  find  the  same 
band  of  stock  in  different  places,  and  assess  it  to  unknown  owners.  The 
gentleman  claims  to  be  opposed  to  taxing  growing  cropg,  but  is  in  favor  of 
having  them  taxed  as  improvements,  which  is  the  very  same  thing.  He 
is  not  consistent  there.  You  have  your  note  secured  by  mortgage ;  it  is 
bearing  interest;  it  is  productive;  it  produces  a  certain  interest;  yet 
you  do  not  tax  that.  Here  is  my  friend,  Colonel  Reed,  he  don't  know 
whether  he  will  get  one  bushel  to  the  acre,  or  twenty  bushels,  or  thirty 
bushels.  He  cannot  tell  anything  about  the  harvest.  Three  years  ago, 
when  growing  crops  were  assessed,  the  Assessor  came  along  and  assessed 
my  crop.  He  found  grain  in  store  and  assessed  that.  The  gentleman 
states  that  in  some  counties  they  assess  the  land  just  the  same,  whether 
there  is  alfalfa  growing  upon  it  or  not.  I  tell  you  if  tliat  is  the  caae  the 
Assessor  is  not  doing  his  auty.  It  is  a  well  known  and  established  fact, 
that  alfalfa  is  worth  from  fifty  dollars  to  one  hundred  dollars  per  acre. 
There  is  very  little  good  alfalfa  land  in  this  State.  I  want  to  see  these 
mortgages  taxed,  and  every  evidence  of  indebtedness  taxed,  and  let  a 
man  pay  on  just  what  he  is  worth,  and  no  more.  But  gentlemen  say 
that  tne  people  are  opposed  to  taxing  mortgages.  I  say  that  it  was  one 
of  the  first  planks  in  tne  platform  in  the  norUiern  part  of  the  State. 

Mr.  STUART.    Does  the  farmer  pay  a  tax  on  gathered  crops? 

Mr.  biggs.  Yes,  sir.  I  pay  on  every  bushel  ttiat  I  hold  over.  Yes, 
sir ;  and  I  have  got  my  barley  two  years  on  hand. 

Mr.  STUART.    Suppose  you  sell  the  wheat? 

Mr.  biggs.  I  pay  taxes  on  my  grain,  on  my  hogs,  on  my  beehives, 
and  everything;  and  y6u  money  loaners  go  with  your  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  in  bonds,  and  do  not  pay  one  simple  cent  of  taxes 
to  support  the  government.  You  will  tax  the  little  lambs  almost  before 
they  can  bleat.  I  hope  this  Convention  will  tax  mortgages  and  solvent 
debts,  and  I  want  to  see  gentlemen  placed  upon  the  record.  I  want  to 
see  my  friend  Larkin  on  the  record;  and  let  the  State  know  whether 
the  Convention  is  in  favor  of  taxing  mortgages  or  not.    Be  consistent, 

fentlemen.  All  I  ask  is  this:  let  me  pay  in  proportion  to  my  neighbor, 
have  a  little  alfalfa,  and  that  land  is  assessed  twice  as  high  as  the  land 
I  sow  in  wheat;  and  if  there  is  a  farmer  here  that  has  a  good  piece  of 
alfalfa  land  and  it  is  not  assessed  three  times  as  high,  I  am  very  much 
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fooled.  Land  is  all  graded  by  tlie  Assessor,  first,  second,  and  third 
auality.  Tax  your  growing  crops  as  part  and  parcel  of  the  realty  just 
tne  same  as  any  improvement,  but  for  God's  sake  don't  go  and  tax 
them  separate.  Members  say  that  if  you  tax  the  mortgage,  the  bor- 
rowers will  have  to  pay  a  higher  rate  of  interest.  We  will  attend  to 
that.  I  want  a  man  who  takes  a  mortgage  to  pay  his  pro  rata  share 
of  taxes. 

RKMARKS   OF  MR.   lAOON. 

Mr.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this 
question,  and  I  will  state,  sir,  that  if  it- were  not  for  the  proposition  now 
before  this  body,  none  of  us  would  be  occupying  seats  upon  this  floor. 
This  was  the  only  question  that  was  advocated  in  the  calling  of  this 
Convention,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  will  of  the  people  in  this  regard 
should  be  respected  by  the  members  of  this  Convention.  Now,  in  the 
argument,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  gentlemen  have  overlooked  a  very 
large  class  of  the  community;  that  there  are  only  two  classes — that  is, 
the  borrower  and  the  lender.  I  contend  that  there  is  another  class  that 
requires  the  consideration  of  this  Convention,  equally  with  those  classes, 
if  not  still  more  so,  and  that  is  the  well-to-do  fanner,  the  man  who  is 
neither  a  borrower  nor  a  lender;  one,  sir,  who  is  adding  to  the  prosperity 
and  the  material  wealth  of  the  State.  These  men  should  be  taken  into 
consideration,  as  well  as  those  who  are  borrowing  money  every  day. 
Now,  let  me  take  occasion  here  to  say  that  there  is  not  so  large  a  portion  of 
the  community  that  are  borrowing  money  as  gentlemen  upon  this  floor 
would  have  us  believe.  There  is  not  so  great  a  number  loaning  money 
as  gentlemen  upon  this  floor  would  have  us  believe.  However,  let  that 
be  the  case.  We  are  not  here  for  the  purpose  of  legislating  or  acting  in, 
this  Convention  for  any  particular  class  of  this  community.  We  are 
here  for  the  purpose  of  doing  the  greatest  good  to  the  greatest  number. 
Now,  sir,  if  a  man  has  to  borrow  money,  is  it  right  that  my  friend 
Hitchcock,  or  Mr.  Boggs,  or  Mr.  McConnell,  who  are  not  borrowing 
money,  should  pay  taxes  to  make  up  the  taxes  that  would  be  necessary 
to  allow  him  to  borrow  money  cheap?  No  man  could  come  before  the 
people  of  this  State  and  ask  them  to  place  in  their  Constitution  any  thing 
that  would  allow  men  to  borrow  cheap  money  to  the  detriment  of  those 
who  are  not  borrowing  money.  We  have  to  make  up  so  much  taxes 
every  year,  and  every  man  should  pay  taxes  on  what  he  owns.  This 
thing  of  taxing  mort^ges  is  what  the  people  of  this  State  require.  It  is 
nothing  but  right  and  just.  There  will,  in  any  law  that  we  may  pass,  be 
a  little  injustice  to  some  individuals.  There  will  be  a  little  double  tax- 
ation in  any  way  that  we  may  manage  it.  In  taxing  mortgages  and  evi- 
dences of  indebtedness,  I  am  free  to  admit  that  tnere  will  be  a  little 
double  taxation;  but  it  is  impossible  to  escape  this,  and  if  taxed,  we 
would  get  more  property  tax,  and  would  get  it  on  a  basis  that  is  more 
just;  and  while  taxation  should  be  uniform  and  equal,  it  should  be  just. 
There  is  nothing  wrong  in  taxing  mortgages.  It  is  the  very  best  way  we 
can  get  at  it.  It  cuts  the  rate  of  taxation  down.  Now,  this  idea  of 
exempting  from  real  estate  the  mortgage,»will  raise  the  rate  of  taxation. 
That  is  what  has  been  the  trouble.  It  is  because  property  has  not  been 
taxed  equal  and  uniform,  and  because  all  the  property  has  not  been 
taxed.  We  want  to  get  a  larger  assessment  roll.  We  want  to  do  it 
honestly  and  honorably.  The  large^the  assessment  roll,  the  lower  the 
rate  of  taxation.  So  far  as  this  borrowing  class  is  concerned,  let  me  state 
this:  they  say  that  when  a  poor  man  goes  to  borrow  money,  that  they 
will  exact  the  tax  upon  the  mortgage.  That  is  not  the  case.  *  If  the  man 
chooses  to  allow  them  to  do  so,  they  might  do  it;  but  money,  like  everv 
other  commodity,  is  governed  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand.  If 
money  is  plenty,  interest  will  be  low,  and  if  it  is  scarce,  interest  will  be 
high,  and  that  is  all  you  can  make  out  of  this;  because,  if  a  man  has 
money  on  hand  he  fs  not  going  to  keep  it  on  hand  and  pay  taxes  on  it. 
That  is  all  a  cry  got  up  by  the  money  lender,  and  nobody  else.  Money 
will  come  to  this  State  from  other  sources,  if  those  who  have  it  here 
now  will  not  loan  it,  because  there  is  no  better  place  in  the  world  for 
the  investment  of  money.  It  would  come  here  by  millions,  if  every 
dollar  that  we  have  to-day  was  taken  out.  There  is  capital  now  anxious 
for  investment  at  a  lower  rate  of  interest  than  we  have  at  present.  But 
we  are  not  legislating  for  the  borrower  or  the  lender.  If  we  would  legis- 
late for  the  borrower,  why  not  for  the  lender?  The  fact  is,  this  borrow- 
ing class  is  not  half  so  large  as  gentlemen  would  have  us  believe. 

I  say  that  we  are  here  only  upon  this  proposition.  We  must  get  up 
something  in  this  Constitution  tnat  will  suit  the  people  on  this  matter, 
or  we  will  not  have  the  Constitution  adopted.  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
old  Constitution  is  good  enough  in  all  things  except  this.  There  was 
no  cry  for  anything  else  but  this.  I  say,  do  this,  and  one  or  two  other 
thines  in  regard  to  this  matter,  and  we  will  have  done  all  that  we  were 
sent  nere  to  do.  We  must  protect  the  people  of  the  State  of  California 
against  those  who  would  injure  her  interests;  who  would  escape  taxa- 
tion and  shift  it  upon  others.  We  should  have  done  it  long  ago.  It 
does  not  require  any  great  amount  of  statesmanship  to  see  these  things. 
It  is  a  simple  plain  business  proposition  that  anv  man  can  see  and 
understand.  It  does  not  reouire  us  to  go  back  and  take  up  old  musty 
books  and  experiments  that  nave  been  tried  in  this  land  and  the  other. 
It  is  only  a  plain  simple  proposition  that  we  have  to  act  upon  in  a  busi- 
ness sense,  and  that  every  business  man  in  the  community  will  under- 
stand. It  is,  while  you  make  taxes  equal,  uniform,  and  just,  and 
while  you  make  it  light  upon  one  class,  you  bring  down  the  burden 
upon  the  other  class.  Does  this  require  any  amount  of  statesmanship 
or  experience?  It  is  a  matter  that  the  common  people  understand  and 
have  sent  us  here  to  do,  and  t6  do  nothing  else,  in  my  opinion.  All 
this  talk  about  Chinese,  about  corporations,  about  everything  else,  were 
secondary  considerations  with  the  people  of  this  State.  It  was  to  bring 
taxation  equal  and  uniform  that  we  were  sent  here,  and  for  no  other 
purpose.  When  we  have  done  this,  we  can  well  adopt  the  balance  of 
the  old  Constitution,  and  go  home  to  our  constituents  with  the  assurance 
that  our  work  will  be  approved ;  but  if  we  do  anything  else,  we  can  be 


assured  that  our  work  will  be  rejected.    I  wish  to  see  every  species  of 
property  taxed  uniformly,  equally,  and  justly. 

RKMARKS  OF   MR.   OHLETER. 

Mr.  OHLEYER.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  is  with  extreme  difi5dence  that 
I  rise  to  say  a  word  on  this  question.  It  may  well  be  considered  presum- 
tuous  on  my  part,  to  venture  to  enlighteen  this  Convention  on  the 
subiect  under  consideration,  in  the  face  of  so  much  learning,  wisdom, 
and  experience  as  we  find  represented  on  this  floor.  I  have  listened 
with  deep  interest  to  the  debate  on  revenue  and  taxation,  and  regard 
this  the  most  important  question  that  can  como  before  this  body.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  it  will  receive  that  careful  consideration  that  its  impor-  . 
tance  demands.         * 

I  hope  this  Convention  will  adopt  no  system  of  exemption  except 

Sublic  property,  and  property  belonging  to  the  United  States.  The 
anger  is,  when  once  we  open  the  door  to  exemptions  there  will  be  no 
end  to  it.  It  will  tend  to  the  creation  of  fictitious  indebtedness  until  the 
burdens  of  taxation  would  fall  almost  entirely  on  the  poorer  classes, 
whose  property  could  not  be  hid  away  from  the  Assessor's  scrutiny. 
Take,  for  example,  the  merchant.  It  is  seldom  that  he  does  business  on 
his  own  capital.  But  we  will  suppose  he  has  five  thousand  dollars  of 
his  own  money;  he  will  lay  in  a  stock  worth  ten  thousand  dollars,  for 
a  time  owing  for  half  his  goods.  The  Assessor  comes  along,  and  takes  a 
look  at  the  stock  of  goods.  As  some  of  the  goods  have  been  sold  they 
find  it  difficult  to  arrive  at  the  true  value  for  taxable  purposes,  and  the 
Assessor,  not  knowing  or  understanding  the  subject,  will  finally  com- 

Eromise  with  the  merchant,  and  call  it  six  thousand  dollars,  which  to 
im  seems  a  fair  figure.  Having  decided  this  point,  the  merchant  pro- 
duces evidence  of  indebtedness  to  the  amount  of  five  thousand  dollars, 
and  has  it  subtracted  from  his  total  assessment.  And  thus  we  find  him 
doing  business  on  a  capital  of  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  paying  tax  on 
but  one  thousand  dollars,  and  apparently  no  great  wrong  done  by  the 
merchant. 

I  hold  it  right  and  proper  that  every  man  should  pay  tribute  to  the 
government  on  the  business  he  does.  If  a  merchant  can  make  more 
money  on  a  capital  of  ten  thousand  dollars  than  he  can  on  five  thou- 
sand, he* should  pay  taxes  on  the  ten  thousand.  And  so  with  the  farmer, 
if  he  can  do  twice  as  well  on  a  t«n  thousand  dollar  farm  than  he  can  on 
one  of  five  thousand,  he  should  pay  on  this  larger  amount.  Under  the 
system  proposed  by  the  committee  and  by  their  amendments,  he  might 
be  carrying  on  a  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  thousand  dollar  farm,  and  yet 
only  pay  taxes  on  five  thousand  dollars,  the  amount  originally  invested 
by  him.  As  he  is  protected  in  the  whole  of  it,  he  should  also  pay  taxes 
on  the  whole  of  it.  Not  to  do  so  is  an  encouragement  to  go  yet  deeper  in 
debt  until  ruin  shall  finally  overtake  him.  Nor  will  it  do  to  say  he 
should  not  pay  because  you  propose  to  make  the  lender  pay.  I,  too, 
would  make  the  lender  pay  his  tax  simply  because  it  is  am  business. 
He  prefers  to  loan  his  capital,  receives  the  protection  of  the  State,  and 
should  pay  his  pro  rata  towards  the  support  of  his  government.  In  this 
view  (tnat  is  not  double  taxation),  I  am  supported  by  General  Howai'd 
and  other  speakers  who  have  preceded  me,  who  have  cited  ample  author- 
ity to  sustain  this  position.  The  principle  of  deductions  or  credits  is  a 
dangerous,  and  to  my  mind,  an  impractical  one.  There  would  be  no 
end  to  the  frauds  committed.  The  best  system  ever  invented  by  man 
has  been  circumvented  by  the  dishonest.  It  seems  to  me  this  system  is 
a  bid  for  dishonesty.  Good  men  are  often  found  to  act  as  though  they 
thought  it  shrewd  to  evade  the  scrutiny  of  the  Assessor,  and  thereby 
defraud  the  State  out  of  their  just  proportion  of  their  taxes. 

In  Oregon  this  system  prevails,  to  what  extent  I  am  unable  to  say. 
But  in  the  very  last  annual  message  of  the  Governor  of  that  State,  the 
system  is  condemned.  And  the  reasons  given,  if  I  am  correctly 
informed,  was  the  continued  evasion  and  reduction  of  the  Assessor's  roll, 
and  the  encouragement  to  the  people  to  run  in  debt,  either  fictitiously 
or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  these  reasons,  briefly  given,  I  cannot  support  these 
propositions.  And  when  the  proper  times  comes,  if  no  one  else  does,  I 
will  move  to  strike  out  of  section  two  all  that  pertains  to  the  rebate  or 
credit  system  in  assessptieuts,  to  the  end  that  all  may  pay  and  none 
escape,  and  thus  create  a  larger  assessment  and  consequent  lower  rates 
of  taxes.  Thus  the  poor,  honest,  and  prudent  will  be  encouraged  in 
their  course,  while  the  proposed  system  will  lead  to  temptation,  profli- 
gacy, and  recklessness. 

It  has  been  stated,  and  I  have  no  doubt  of  the  fact,  that  were  all  prop- 
erty taxed,  it  would  increase  the  State's  tax  roll  one  hundred  per  cent. 
In  that  case  it  would  decrease  the  rate  of  taxation  fifty  per  cent.  Hence 
all  parties  would  show  a  greater  willingness  to  pay  their  proportion. 
There  would  be  much  less  cause  for  the  masses  to  evade  the  Assessor. 
It  would  substitute  an  entirely  practicable,  safe,  and  simple  method  of 
raising  the  necessary  revenue,  in  place  of  a  cumbersome,  complicated, 
and  unsatisfactory  method. 

A  word  in  regard  to  the  taxing  of  growing  crops,  and  I  am  done. 
Were  all  property  and  things  of  value  taxed,  the  farmer  would  have 
little  cause  to  complain  if  he  had  to  pay  tax  on  his  growing  crop,  for  the 
rate  would  be  so  low  as  to  be  but  little  felt.  But  .1  hold  such  a  tax 
would  be  wrong  and  unjust,  and  a  discrimination  against  the  agricul- 
turist. He  would  pay  revenue  on  something  he  himself  had  not  yet 
received.  Such  a  course  is  certainly  unnecessary,  as  whatever  the 
farmer  makes  more  than  a  living  he  always  reinvests,  lyhen  it  becomes 
tangible  property  and  subject  to  be  assessed.  The  State  can  well  afford 
to  wait  a  year  for  revenue  from  this  source. 

RSHAEKS   OF   MR.   LARKIN. 

Ma.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  My  fri^d,  Mr.  Biggs,  from  Butte,  is 
very  anxious  to  know  how  I  shall  stand  on  this  question.  I  am  very 
willing  to  inform  him  that  I  believe  in  the  assessment  of  every  dollar's 
worth  of  property  in  this  State— every  dollar's  worth — and  no  more ; 
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that  every  foot  of  land,  every  horse,  every  cow,  every  dollar  in  money, 
should  be  assessed  upon  the  Assessor's  roll,  and  that  the  party  in  posses- 
sion should  give  in  the  list  of  the  property,  and  should  pay  tne  tax. 
And  I  would  provide  that  where  other  men  hold  accounts  against  that 
man,  that  he  should  have  rebate  for  their  interest  in  that  property.  I 
propose  to  assess  the  property,  leaving  notes  and  mortgages  as  simple 
eviaences  that  these  parties  have  an  interest,  and  then  when  they  settle 
the  debts  let  the  man  who  owns  the  property  have  a  rebate  to  the  amount 
of  the  tax.  It  is  as  clear  a  proposition  as  the  noonday  sun.  Take  an 
enterprising  man  who  has  partly  enough  money  to  build  a  house;  he 
builds  a  house  and  goes  in  debt  for  part  of  it.  Under  the  system  of  tax- 
iug  mortgages,  notes,  and  solvent  debts,  you  comi)el  that  man  to  pay 
•double  taxation.  This  provision  offered  by  Mr.  Boggs  avoids  that.  It 
provides  that  the  party  in  possession  of  the  property  should  give  it  in, 
and  that  whenever  a  mortgage,  or  note,  or  book  account  is  settled,  that 
the  party  assessed  shall  have  a  right  to  the  amount  of  taxes  that  he  has 
paid  on  that  note,  account,  or  mortgage.  Is  there  anything  there  that  is 
not  just?  Is  there  anything  there  but  what  is  equal  and  uniform  ?  No 
plainer  proposition  was  ever  presented  to  any  Legislature  or  Convention 
m  this  State.  This  committee  here  has  adopted  in  part  the  same  propo- 
sition. The  same  proposition  has  been  before  every  Legislature  lor  the 
last  fifteen  years  in  one  shape  or  anoth^.  ^t  in  this  proposition  of 
Mr.  Boggs  we  propose  io  carry  it  out.  There  certainly  should  be  exemp- 
tion in  this  case  as  well  as  in  mortgages;  but  it  is  simply  a  question 
between  the  men. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Why  are  you  so  opposed  to  deeds  of  trust  and  mort- 
gages being  specified — that  they  shall  be  taxed?  Why  go  around  and 
come  in  the  back  door?  Why  are  you  so  violently  opposed  to  the  words 
"mortgages  and  deeds  of  trust?" 

Mr.  lark  in.    They  are  not  property.  *" 

Mr.  biggs.    We  propose  to  make  them  property. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  They  are  only  evidences  that  a  man  has  an  interest 
in  certain  property. 

Mr.  OHLEyER.    Are  you  not  in  favflr  of  taxing  all  the  property  ? 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  say  a  man  should  pay  taxes  on  just  what  he  is 
worth.  If  a  merchant  starts  trade  in  a  city,  and  has  but  a  thousand 
dollars,  and  borrows  another  thousand  dollars,  and  borrows  on  a  note 
another  thousand  dollars,  and  another  thousand  dollars  worth  of  goods 
he  gets  trusted  for,  that  man  does  not  own  all  this  property ;  he  owns  it 
less  these  three  amonnts,  and  in  these  three  amounts  these  other  men 
are  his  partners.  Admit  that  a  man  should  pay  on  all  that  he  has; 
let  him  give  in  the  whole  property  at  the  time  of  the  assessment,  and 
pay  the  tax,  but  when  he  comes  to  settle  with  the  other  parties  he  should 
have  a  rebate  to  the  amount  of  the  tax  on  what  he  owes. 

Mr.  EAGON.  Suppose  you  have  real  estate  to  the  amount  of  ten 
thousand  dollars,  and  you  come  to  me  and  borrow  five  thousand  dollars 
to  carry  on  some  arrangement  outside,  and  I  loaned  it  to  you  and  take  a 
mortgage  upon  your  property.  Does  that  make  the  value  of  your  prop- 
erty any  less?  Should  you  not  pay  taxes  upon  the  value  of  that  prop- 
erty ?     Would  you  deduct  that  nve  thousana  ? 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  do  not  propose  to  deduct  anything.  I  propose  to 
assess  that  property.  But  when  I  pay  you  that  money  I  have  a  right 
to  take  out  the  amount  of  tax  I  have  paid  on  it. 

Mr.  EAGON.     I  think  not. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  all  the  property.  If  I  have 
real  estate  to  the  amount  of  ten  thousand  dollars  and  oorrow  five  thou- 
sand dollars  of  you  I  then  have  fifteen  thousand  on  which  I  should  pay 
the  tax.  L  should  then  have  a  rebate  of  the  amount  of  tax  I  paid  on 
your  five  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  EAGON.     That  only  complicates  it. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  It  don't  complicate  it  atall.  Otherwise  you  could  go 
scott  free.  But  these  gentlemen  say  you  cannot  force  these  men  to  pay 
this  rebate.  That  is  child's  talk.  You  cannot  force  men  to  be  honest, 
but  still  we  have  statutes  to  keep  men  from  stealing.  The  principle  is 
right  in  this  proposition,  the  theory  of  it  is  right,  and  if  carried  out  by 
proper  legislation  it  will  work  equal  taxation  in  the  State.  So  far  as 
the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  Mr.  Huestis,  is  con- 
cerned, he  has  combined  three  propositions — the  proposition  of  Mr. 
Boggs,  the  proposition  of  the  committee  here  in  section  five,  and  some 
new  matter  of  his  own. 

Mr.  IIUESTIS.  If  the  gentleman  will  permit  me  I  will  state  that 
the  diflerence  between  the  amendment  oi  Mr.  Boggs  or  Judge  Hale, 
and  my  amendment  is,  that  in  one  case  the  principle  of  the  taxation  of 
money  secured  by  mortgage  and  solvent  debts  is  established,  and  in  the 
other  it  is  not  establish^,  but  it  is  claimed  by  the  friends  of  the  other 
that  it  works  out  the  same  result. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  It  will  accomplish  the  same  result  But  there  is  no 
provision  excepting  railroad  companies.  Let  us  provide  for  the  assess- 
ment of  every  man  for  just  what  he  is  worth  and  no  more ;  and  when 
he  pays  hia  debts  let  him  compel  the  party  that  he  pays  that  debt  to,  to 
return  to  him  the  amount  of  taxes  he  has  paid  during'the  time  he  owed 
the  debt.  If  that  is  not  just,  what  is  just  taxation?  I  did  not  intend 
to  detain  the  committee  half  so  long. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   WUITK. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  appears  to  me  that  there  is  no  one 
sentiment  more  universal  in  the  whole  State  thaft  the  sentiment  that 
inortga^os  and  solvent  debts  should  be  taxed  in  some  just  way.  I  am  in 
favor,  therefore,  of  taxing  them.  But  the  manner  in  which  they  should 
be  taxed  is  a  thing  that  should  be  discussed.  I  like  Mr.  Boggs'  propo- 
sition. The  idea  that  there  should  be  a  rebate,  it  occurs  to  me  is  a  good 
idea.  The  idea  that  solvent  debts  should  not  be  taxed  amounts  to  this : 
An  Assessor  comes  to  a  farm,  ^ay  he  finds  a  farm  worth  twenty  thousand 
dollars — the  land.  Well  it  is  worth  twenty  thousand  dollars.  He  puts 
it  down.  The  farmer  shows  him  everything  he  has  on  the  farm — and 
I  do  insist  that  the  farmers  are  more  candicf,  as  a  class,  than  any  other 


in  showing  up  their  property.  They  show  them  everything  they  have. 
They  hold  nothing  back.  The  Assessors  go  around  and  examine  every- 
thing; they  examine  the  whole  of  the  furniture,  and  leave  nothing 
untaxed.  They  go  to  the  wife  and  ask  her  to  show  them  the  chickens, 
and  turkeys,  and  ducks,  and  they  go  down.  Everything  on  the  iann 
goes  down,  and  it  is  all  summed  up.  Well,  that  farmer  would  naturally 
say,  if  he  was  in  one  of  the  other  States :  "  I  am  in  debt ;  I  have  a  mort- 
gage on  this  place  of  ten  thousand  dollars;  I  am  not  worth  ten  thousand 
dollars,  and  I  can  show  it  to  you."  But  the  Assessor  in  our  State  says  : 
"  I  cannot  take  any  notice  of  all  that;  I  must  put  down  thirty  thousand 
dollars,  that  you  are  in  possession  of  here.''  And  he  puts  it  down,  and 
the  man  has  to  pay  it.  Now,  he  goes  to  another  man,  and  asks  what  he 
is  worth,  and  he  swears  that  he  is  worth,  say  fifty  thousand  dollars.  He 
takes  his  oath,  no  matter  whether  it  is  good  or  not.  But,  in  that  case, 
ought  he  not  tq,  put  down  that  he  was  worth  two  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars, because  he  has  taxed  the  farmer  four  times  what  he  is  worth,  and 
why  not  tax  him  four  times  what  he  is  worth. 

Now  this  is  a  thing  that  cannot  be  endured.  I  say  that  this  question 
of  taxation  is  what  has  brought  this  Convention  together  in  a  great 
measure.  That  and  the  Chinese  trouble  have  been  two  great  motive 
powers  that  have  brought  this  Convention  together,  and  I  say  we  will 
have  to  plan  out  some  way  in  which  we  can  get  equal  taxation.  We 
must  get  some  way  that  the  man  in  the  country  will  not  pay  three 
times  his  just  taxes,  ^^ery  single  law  within  the  Code  bears  down 
to-day  upon  the  farmers.  This  taxation  business  bears  upon  them  ter- 
ribly. The  way  in  which  land  is  held  bears  upon  them,  prevents  the 
settlement  of  the  State,  and  requires  some  alteration.  I  appeal  to  gen- 
tlemen here  to  do  their  utmost  to  relieve  the  State  from  these  things 
'which  are  retarding  its  growth  and  progress.  It  is  this  taxation  question 
and  the  way  in  which  land  is  held  in  this  State  that  is  driving  the  peo- 
ple of  the  State  into  the  cities.  They  come  in  and  they  have  no  possible 
means  of  support.  The  interior  is  depopulated,  and  the  city  is  growing 
up.  You  are  astonished  to  see  in  San  Francisco  an  immense  crowd  of 
starving  people.  The  reason  is,  that  all  the  laws  that  we  make  are 
tending  to  drive  men  away  from  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  In  every 
other  country  they  make  laws  to  try  and  assist  in  the  cultivation  of  the 
soil,  to  take  men  out  there,  and  they  make  exceptions  in  their  favor,  but 
here  it  is  exactly  the  opposite. 

The  gentleman  from  Kern,  Mr.  Gregg,  talks  about  taxing  growing 
crops.  Why,  sir,  that  was  the  law,  and  what  was  the  result  of  it?  The 
Supervisors  refused  to  direct  the  Assessors  to  do  it,  and  the  universal 
feeling  was  such  in  the  State  that  they  never  assessed  them.  There  is 
something  so  unjust,  and  so  contrary  to  the  will  of  the  people  in  it,  that 
it  is  impossible  to  enforce  it.  I  tell  you,  sir,  when  a  man  goes  on  a  farm, 
and  does  not  know  whether  the  crop  is  going  to  come  to  anything  or  not, 
he  looks  upon  the  man  who  would  tell  him  that  he  must  pay  a  tax  on 
his  prospect  for  a  crop,  as  an  enemy,  and  as  a  man  who  is  actually  try- 
ing to  rob  him.  The  consequence  is,  you  cannot  enforce  such  a  law. 
There  is  no  use  of  putting  it  i^to  the  Constitution.  You  cannot  enforoe 
it.  It  is  one  of  those  thmgs  that  is  so  obnoxious  to  the  feelings  of  the 
whole  people  that  they  will  not  see  it  carried  out.  I  trust  that  there 
will  be  no  nesitation  in  trying  to  fix  this  tax  matter  in  some  way  that  it 
wilHbear  e<^ually  upon  sJl  classesl  Now,  even  in  these  republics  in 
South  America,  they  make  the  greatest  efforts  to  get  people  on  the  soil. 
They  give  them  two  or  three  hundi*ed  dollars — loan  n  on  their  lands — 
and  leave  it  so  many  years  without  taxation.  Although  we  call  them 
half  savages  and  benighted  people,  compared  with  us,  yet  we  are,  to-day, 
in  California,  doing  whatever  we  can  to  crush  down  the  farmers  and  the 
cultivators  of  the  soil.  Look  at  Santa  Clara;  San  Jos^  has  one  third  of 
its  population  within  its  limits.  Look  at  San  Francisco,  filling  up  every 
day  with  people,  not  on  account  of  the  demand  for  population,  for  if  that 
was  the  case  we  would  not  find  them  starving  there.  But  it  is  because 
we  pay  no  attention  at  all  to  those  laws  that  should  be  enacted  that 
would  encourage  people,  and  induce  them,  and  almost  force  them,  out 
on  the  soil  to  cultivate  it.  I  trust  that  there  will  be  no  hesitation  about 
this  matter  of  taxing  mortgages,  and  taxing  solvent  debts,  and  doing  it 
in  such  a  manner  as  will  avoid  injustice,  and  that  it  will  work  fairly  to 
all  classes. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  STKELK. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  Chairman :  We  have  now  reached  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  that  can  come  before  this  Convention.  In  fact, 
it  was  the  question  that  induced  the  calling  of  this  Convention.  The 
Grangers  throughout  the  State  were  in  favor  of  the  taxation  of  mort- 
gages, and  after  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  that  mortgages  could 
not  be  taxed,  the  people  of  the  State  lelt  outraged;  they  felt  that  there 
was  a  property  interest  in  mortgages,  and  that  they  ought  to  be  taxed. 
Why,  sir,  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this  State  who  hold  farms 
to-day  are  deeply  in  debt,  and  they  are  paying  the  taxes,  no^only  upon 
the  property  tnat  they  own,  but  upon  tneir  debts.  It  is  inequality  of 
taxation  that  has  caused  such  a  complaint  throughout  the  State,  and  we 
must  arrange  the  matter  here,  in  our  Constitution,  to  avoid  that,  or  our 
Constitution  will  not  be  adopted.  The  question  of  taxation  is  a  very 
intricate  question,  and  if  we  attempt  to  go  into  details  here  we  will 
make  a  mistake,  but  if  we  confine  ourselves  to  fundamental  principles, 
the  Legislature  will  be  able  to  arrange  the  details.  We  ought  to  define 
what  prof>erty  is,  for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  and  I  believe  that  prop- 
erty should  embrace  ever}'thing  that  is  of  value  in  this  State— land, 
personal  property,  bonds,  mortgages,  solvent  debts,  franchises,  and  everj 
conceivable  thing  of  value,  and  taxed  in  the  hands  of  the  man  that 
holds  it.  I  cannot  believe  with  my  friend,  Mr.  Gregg,  that  it  makes 
no  difference.  The  people  of  the  State  have  an  interest  m  the  prosperity 
of  the  State,  and  if  a  portion  of  the  people  are  borne  down  with  taxa- 
tion, and  crushed  into  the  earth,  and  another  part  are  exempt  from 
taxation,  then  the  prosperity  of  the  State  is  crippled,  and  the  very 
foundation  of  industry  destroyed.  There  is  the  trouble.  We  want  to 
tax  the  property  in  the  hands  of  the  individuals  that  own  it,  and  then 
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we  are  doing  justice,  and  nobodj  is  injured.  Now,  let  us  look  at  this 
matter  of  taxing  mortgages.  Why  should  they  not  be  taxed?  If  it  is 
not  property  it  is  productive  capital,  and  the  most  productive  capital  in 
the  State,  and,  if  the  interest  is  not  paid,  it  takes  tne  real  estate  for  it« 
satisfaction.  And,  sir,  the  interest  has  to  come,  no  matter  whether  the 
farmer  raises  a  crop  or  not ;  no  matter  whether  it  rains  or  is  a  dry  season ; 
and  if  it  is  notpaid  the  farmer  sacrifices  his  property,  which  is  security 
for  the  debt.  What  reason  is  there  that  the  man  who  owns  this  mortgage, 
and  who  is  receiving  this  interest,  should  not  be  taxed  upon  it?  Some 
say  tax  the  mortgage  and  let  the  mortgagor  pay  it  too.  If  the  mortgagor 
pays  the  interest,  is  not  his  liability  to  pay  taxes  diminished?  It  is 
diminished  very  much  because  he  pavs  an  exorbitant  rate  of  interest. 
Why,  they  say,  you  cannot  make  the  mortgage  pay  the  taxes.  Let 
the  people  elect  honest  men  to  enforce  the  laws  and  we  will  have  justice 
yet.  I  will  admit  that  if  we  tax  mortgages  it  will  necessitate  a  usury 
law.  I  do  not  doubt  that;  but  let  us  have  it.  Let  us  go  right  after  this 
thing.  Why,  if  there  is  not  something  done,  these  moneyed  men,  who 
have  dictated  to  this  State  the  svstem  of  revenue  and  taxation,  will 
liave  the  entire  State  in  their  hands,  and  by  so  doing  they  will  kill  the 
'*  goose  that  lays  the  golden  egg."  They  will  find  that  it  is  to  their 
interest  to  allow  this  money  to  be  taxed.  They  will>be  very  glad  to  get 
it  ba«k  into  the  hands  of  men  who  can  use  it.  It  is  coming  to  that.  If 
the  farmers  have  got  to  pay  the  rate  of  interest  and  taxation  that  they 
are  paying  now,  it  will  be  but  a  short  time  before  the  land  of  the  State 
'  will  be  in  the  hands  of  these  men,  and  they  will  be  glad  to  get  it  back 
and  take  a  fair  amount  of  interest.  The  reason  is  that  the  iu vestment 
is  a  secure  one.  They  know  that  their  money  is  secure  and  that  they 
will  get  their  interest  regularly.  If  thev  would  take  a  less  amount  of 
interest,  and  take  security  on  the  land,  the  difficulty  would  be  obviated, 
and  we  would  have  peace  and  prosperity  all  over  the  State.  What  we 
want  is  to  have  all  tne  property  of  this  State  pay  taxes.  There  is  now 
probably  not  over  two  thirds  of  the  property  of  this  State  listed  to  pay 
taxes.  I  presume  that  there  are  over  two  hundred  millions  in  this 
State  that  does  not  pay  a  cent  of  taxes,  and  has  not  for  the  last  ten  or 
fifteen  years.  If  we  do  our  duty  we  will  call  upon  the  Legislature  to 
enact  an  honest  law,  and  then  it  will  rest  with  the  people  to  elect  honest 
and  efficient  men  to  enforce  that  law.  If  we  must  have  a  usury  law, 
let  us  have  it.  Do  not  let  us  falter  or  hesitate.  Let  us  lay  down  correct 
principles  and  we  shall  certainly  reach  correct  results  iu  time;  but  we 
can  never  expect  to  reach  proper  results  unless  we  lay  the  foundation 
for  them  in  this  Constitution.  There  is  the  place  to  begin  the  reform, 
and  if  we  are  honest  and  act  honestly  we  shall  have  done  our  part,  and 
the  people  will  do  theirs. 

KKMARKS   OF   MR.   BLAGKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  we  expect  to  make  a  perfect 
system  of  taxation  by  any  efforts  that  we  may  put  forth  here,  we  might 
aa  well  adjourn  to-day  and  go  home,  because  it  is  not  among  the  possi- 
bilities, in  my  judgment.  But  it  is  certaiuly  within  the  reach  of  this 
Dody  to  come  much  nearer  to  it  than  we  have  heretofore.  Now,  sir,  I 
believe  that  the  true  theory  of  taxation  is,  that  the  assessment  should  be 
put  upon  all  persons  and  property  according  to  their  ability  to  pay  the 
tax.  Property  represents  an  aoility  to  pay  its  proportion  for  the  support 
of  the  government,  and  so  do  persons  so  far  as  their  ability  to  acquire 
property  is  concerned.  Now, sir,  the  taxes  are  assessed  upon  individuals 
oy  reason  of  their  connection  together  as  society.  Taxes  are  made  a 
necessity  because  of  this  very  society,  and  taxes  bring  with  them  not 
only  protection,  but  they  bring  privileges  besides.  A  person  is  not  only 
protected  in  his  life  and  in  his  property  by  reason  of  toese  taxes,  but  he 
18  also  accorded  certain  privileges  in  connection  with  his  life  in  that 
society  that  he  could  not  have  if  it  were  not  for  the  taxes.  Now,  then, 
a  man  should  not  only  pay  for  the  protection  that  the  taxes  give  him, 
but  he  should  also  pay  for  the  privileges  that  are  his  by  reason  of  them, 
in  excess  of  the  protection.  Now,  how  shall  we  produce  this  result? 
How  shall  we  make  people  pay  for  the  protection  and  the  privileges  in 
addition  to  the  protection?  The  first  thing,  it  seems  to  me,  to  do,  is  to 
determine  what  can  afford  to  pay  taxes.  In  my  judgment  there  are 
three  things  upon  which  taxes  can  justly  be  levied.  The  first  is  prop- 
erty, the  next  is  credits,  and  the  third  is  labor;  because  all  these  oring 
an  ability  to  pay.  Property  certainly  represents  an  ability  to  pay  the 
tax.  Credits  are  In  themselves  an  ability  to  pay  the  tax,  because  they 
can  be  bought,  they  can  be  sold,  they  are  of  value,  they  are  protected  by 
the  laws.  And  so  it  is  with  labor.  Labor  can  be  bought  and  sold,  and 
it  represents  an  ability  to  pay  the  tax,  and  this  would  come  under  the 
head  of  income,  because  the  labor  produces  an  income. 

Now,  then,  as  regards  property,  1  think  every  kind  of  property  should 
bear  ita  share  of  the  burden  oi  taxation,  except  that  which  is  public 
property  of  the  United  States,  or  public  property  belonging  to  the  State. 
That,  of  course,  would  be  useless  to  tax,  because  it  is  simply  taking  the 
money  out  of  one  pocket  and  putting  it  into  the  other.  But  every  kind 
of  property  ought  to  bear  its  fair  proportion  of  the  burdens  of  taxation. 
We  must  arrive  at  property  by  taking  the  real  property  and  the  personal 
property  and  putting  its  proportion  of  the  taxes  upon  that.  Then,  if  we 
only  tax  that,  and  leave  out  of  the  question  the  credits  and  the  ability 
of  men,  we  put  an  unjust  proportion  of  the  burden  upon  the  property 
and  those  wno  hold  it,  ana  we  leave  a  great  portion  of  that  ability  to 
pay,  without  putting  any  burden  upon  it  at  all.  Now,  sir,  we  should 
tax  the  credit  to  the  man  who  holds  it  If  I  have  in  bank,  when  the 
Assessor  comes  around  on  the  first  of  March,  three  thousand  dollars,  I 
must  pay  the  tax  upon  It,  and  that  tax  is  for  the  money  during  the  year 
for  which  the  tax  is  levied.  But  if  before  the  Assessor  comes  around, 
perhaps  the  day  before,  I  have  loaned  it  to  a  man  and  taken  his  note  for 
it,  ana  it  is  secured  by  a  mortgage  upon  real  estate,  then,  under  the 
present  law.  I  do  not  pay  taxes  upon  it.  Why?  Because  I  have,  the 
aay  before  the  Assessor  came,  taken  that  money  out  of  the  bank,  and 
taken  a  note  for  it  on  which  I  am  to  receive  interest.    Why  should  I  be 


exempt  from  paying  my  portion  of  the  tax?  I  have  the  same  ability  as 
I  had  before.  I  am  protected  by  the  government  in  the  possession  of 
this  three  thousand  dollars,  the  same  as  I  was  before.  There  is  no  jus- 
tice iu  exempting  that  three  thousand  dollars  because  I  have  taken  it 
from  the  bank  and  taken  a  note  for  it.  H  represents  my  ability  to  pay 
that  tax.    And  so  it  is,  too,  with  labor. 

I  will  go  a  little  further.  We  must  tax  the  property  and  the  credit,  or 
else  a  large  portion  of  the  money  will  escape  its  share  of  the  burden. 
Now,  how  is  it  with  labor.  Here  is  a  man  who  has  the  ability  to  earn 
a  large  salary.  He  has,  perhaps,  taken  the  earnings  of  years  and  put  it 
into  his  head,  as  we  have  examples  here  on  this  floor.  They  think 
more,  perhaps,  of  taking  the  money  that  they  have  earned  and  educat- 
ing the  brain  with  it,  and  they  may  be  able  to  earn  four,  five,  ten,  or 
twenty  thousand  dollars  a  year.  That  is  an  ability  to  pay  for  the  pro- 
tection that  they  have  while  they  are  acquiring  it,  and  not  only  the  pro- 
tection, but  the  f>rivi leges.  But,  they  say  if  you  tax  this  you  tax  a  man 
double,  because  he  may  take  his  money  and  invest  it,  and  it  is  subject 
to  taxation.  But  I  claim  not.  If  a  man  is  taxed  upon  an  income,  it 
must  be  put  upon  his  income  retrospectively.  You  must  tax  the  income 
that  the  man  has  received  during  the  year  previous  to  the  one  in  which 
the  assessment  has  been  levied,  and  that  money,  if  invested,  will  be 
subject  to  taxation  the  next  year,  but  not  the  year  by  which  it  is  taxed 
as  income.  Now,  as  to  this  question  of  ability,  I  think  most  of  us  would 
be  willing  to  take  the  ability  that  a  man  has  to  earn  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars a  year  by  his  brain  work,  and  be  willing  to  bear  the  burden  of  the 
taxation  that  comes  with  it.  He  has  the  ability  to  pay,  and  the  protec- 
tion of  the  government  in  the  acquiring  of  the  income  and  in  the  spend- 
ing of  it.  And  even  if  the  man  spends  it  as  fast  as  he  gets  it,  he  has, 
beside  the  protection  of  the  government,  the  privileges  wnich  the  taxes 
brin^,  the  education  of^is  family,  the  use  of  the  streets,  and  all  the  other 
privileges  which  he  enjoyed  by  reason  of  the  assessment  of  these  taxes. 
And  why  should  he  not  pay  for  it?  If,  after  he  pays  the  income  tax, 
he  invests  his  money,  it  is  subject  to  taxation,  but  not  at  the  same  time 
that  it  is  taxed  as  an  income.  Now,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  fair  assess- 
ment of  the  taxes,  if  we  tax  credits,  all  property  should  be  taxed  at  a 
fair  cash  value.  It  will  not  do  to  tax  it  at  less  than  its  fair  cash  value 
and  then  tax  the  credit  at  its  full  value,  because  that  is  unequal.  We 
have  no  right  to  tax  a  credit  to  its  full  amount  and  then  tax  the  property 
for  less  than  the  fair  cash  value.  And  so,  in  order  to  do  that,  all  property 
shall  be  taxed  for  its  fair  cash  value. 

'  But  it  is  claimed  that  credits  are  not  really  property.  And  here  was 
the  case  cited  by  the  gentleman  from  Kern,  Mr.  Gregg,  where  one  man 
owned  a  horse  worth  three  hundred  dollars  and  sold  him  to  another 
man  and  took  his  note  for  him,  and  that  man  sold  him  to  another  man 
and  took  his  note  for  him,  until  there  were  six  men  who  had  bought  the 
horse.  The  gentleman  says  no  new  property  was  created,  and  held  that 
the  man  who  had  simply  given  his  note,  or  who  had  received  a  note, 
should  not  pay  taxes  on  it.  Now  let  us  suppose  that  that  horse  was  all 
the  property  and  these  six  men  were  all  the  men  there  were  to  pay  taxes 
in  tne  community.  Each  man  had  the  ability  to  pay  the  note,  or  the 
men  who  sold  the  horse  never  would  have  taken  his  note.  If  the  horso 
must  pay  all  the  tax,  then  one  man  must  do  it  and  the  other  five  of 
them  who  have  the  ability  to  pay  the  value  of  the  horso  escape  taxa- 
tion entirely.  But  what  should  we  do  if  the  horse  should  die?  The 
State  would  be  bankrupt  or  else  you  must  tax  the  ability  to  pay.  It  is 
absurd.  We  must  not  only  look  for  the  property,  but  we  must  look  for 
the  ability  to  pay  the  tax  which  pays  for  the  protection  and  privileges. 

And  now,  sir,  in  regard  to  growing  crops.  There  is  not  a  man  in  the 
State  but  what  has  a  prospective  income.  Do  you  tax  him  upon  that?  A 
growing  crop  is  nothing  more  than  a  prospective  income.  It  may  grow, 
it  may  mature,  it  may  be  gathered ;  but  on  the  other  hand,  the  blasts  of 
heaven  may  come  down  upon  it  and  blot  it  out  in  a  single  night;  and 
not  only  the  crop  itself,  but  the  labor,  the  sweat,  and  the  toil  of  the  men 
who  have  put  it  in  have  gone.  The  hopes  that  were  raised  are  blasted 
and  the  ability  of  the  man  to  pay  the  tax  on  it  has  gone.  It  is  only  a 
prospective  income  and  we  have  no  right  to  tax  it. 

One  other  word  in  regard  to  capital.  They  say  if  we  put  a  tax  on 
credits,  one  of  two  things  will  follow:  either  the  man  wno  lends  the 
money  will  compel  the  borrower  to  pay  the  tax,  or  else,  if  that  is  not 
accomplished,  money  or  capital  will  leave  the  State,  and  it  cannot  be 
borrowed.  Well,  now,  if  it  could  depend  perhaps  entirely  upon  the 
individuals  in  this  State  who  have  money  to  loan,  that  condition  of 
affairs  might  occur.  The  capital  might  be  withdrawn  until  they  could 
bring  the  people  to  the  necessity  of  paying  what  they  saw  fit  to  ask  for 
it.  But,  fortunately,  capital  is  like  all  other  commodities;  it  follows  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand.  It  seeks  the  best  market  always;  and  if 
there  are  not  people  in  this  State  who  are  willing  to  loan  money  at  a 
fair  rate  of  interest,  there  is  plenty  of  capital  elsewhere  that  will  find 
out  that  condition  of  things  and  come  nere  for  investment.  That  is 
nothing  but  a  bugbear.  I  tell  you  that  the  property  is  good  for  the  cap- 
ital that  is  loaned  upon  it,  and  capital  will  come  here,  and  distance  i§  no 
bar  to  the  travel  of  capital.  It  goes  wherever  the  telegraph  goes,  and 
it  goes  in  an  instant. 

Now,  sir,  there  is  just  one  other  word  I  wish  to  say  in  regard  to  the 
plan  introduced  by  Judge  Hale.  If  I  understand  it  correctly,  it  not 
only  compels  the  person  who  has  the  property  in  his  possession  upon 
which  a  mortgage  rests  to  pay  the  tax  upon  the  full  value  of  the  prop- 
erty, but  if  he  has  borrowed  money,  he  must  also  pay  the  additional 
tax  upon  the  borrowed  money.  If  I  own  a  farm  worth  ten  thousand 
dollars  and  the  Asse^or  finds  me  in  possession  of  it,  I  am  taxed  for  that 
farm  ten  thousand  dollars.  If  I  have  borrowed  five  thousand  dollars 
and  the  Assessor  comes  to  me  and  finds  that  I  have  borrowed  five  thou- 
sand dollars — perhaps  I  have  not  had  time  to  put  it  into  improvements 
upon  my  farm — he  finds  it  in  my  ]x>sse8sion  and  I  am  taxed  on  the 
additional  five  thousand  dollars;  so  that  instead  of  having  to  pay  taxes 
on  the  ten  thousand  dollars,  I  have  to  pay  on  the  fifteen  thousand  dollars. 
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I  have  no  redress;  I  have  no  rebate.  I  have  no  relief  until  I  am  able 
to  pay  that  money  back  again.  Now,  that  is  no  relief  to  men  when 
they  need  it.  Men  need  this  relief  when  they  are  borne  down  by  the 
burden  of  debt.  When  they  are  ready  to  pay  the  indebtedness,  when 
fortune  has  smiled  upon  thMn  and  they  have  succeeded  in  gathering 
together  the  means  with  which  to  relieve  themselves  of  this  burden, 
then  they  do  not  so  much  need  this  rebate.  They  need  it  when  it 
pinches  upon  them. 

BKMABKS   OF   MR.    CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  that  no  other  matter 
which  we  have  considered  will  have  so  much  weight  as  to  whether  this 
Constitution  is  adopted  or  not,  as  a  wise  article  in  regard  to  taxation. 
Now,  sir,  having  been  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and 
Taxation,  I  have  been  very  careful  in  examining  the  various  propositions 
in  committee.  One  gentleman  has  stated  that  as  long  as  the  State  got 
the  revenue,  it  made  no  difference  who  paid  it.  Tha^  is,  that  all  the 
State  has  to  do  is  to  get  its  revenue  out  of  the  property  in  the  State. 
Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  not  all  there  is  in  this  proposition.  It  is 
not  enough  that  the  taxes  shall  be  collected  from  the  property  of  the 
State.  We  must  go  farther,  and  say  who  shall  pay  them,  and  there  is 
where  the  difficulty  comes  in.  Unless  the  State  is  just  in  dealing  with 
its  citizens,  we  cannot  expect  that  the  citizens  will  be  just  in  dealing 
with  each  other;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  true  proposition,  in  deter- 
mining as  to  whom  the  tax  shall  be  collected  from,  is  this:  That  each 
man  shall  pay  taxes  upon  what  he  is  worth.  Now,  this  question  of  the 
taxation  of  mortgages  has  become  an  interesting  one,  not  only  to  the  bor- 
rower and  lender,  but  to  the  men  who  neither  borrow  nor  lend.  The 
natural  sense  of  justice  which  exists  in  every  man's  mind,  and  which 
controls  the  way  in  which  be  thinks  and  acts,  has  had  some  weight  in 
this  matter.  The  men  who  neither  borrow  nor  lend  stand  up  and  say 
that  the  law  should  be  just  as  between  borrower  &ud  lender.  Now,  sir, 
I  know  a  man  who  loans  two  hundred  and  forty  thousand  dollars,  and 
receives  quarterly  a  high  rate  of  interest — a  rate  of  interest  that  has 
broken  many  a  man  who  attempted  to  pay  it — and,  sir,  he  pays  taxes  on 
three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,  being  the  assessed  value  of  the 
house  in  which  he  lives.  And  yet  his  income,  in  the  way  of  interest,  is 
uearly  forty  thousand  dollars  a  year.  Now,  sir,  the  people  of  this  State 
look  at  such  examples  as  that,  and  they  say  that  a  law  which  results  in 
a  man's  being  taxed  on  three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  who  has  a 
regular  income  on  two  hundred  and  forty  thousand  dollars,  is  an  unjust 
law.  This  must  be  remedied,  and  it  must  be  remedied  in  the  simplest 
way.  We  must  make  not  only  a  law  in  regard  to  taxation  which  is  just, 
but  we  must  also  make  a  law  which  shall  be  practicable.  A  law  which 
is  iust,  and  which  cannot  be  carried  out,  would  be  a  very  poor  law 
indeed.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  propositions  of  Mr.  Boggs  and  Mr. 
Huestis  have  at  least  one  element  that  is  a  strong  element,  and  that  is 
that  they  are  practicable.  They  collect  the  taxes  directly  from  the  prop- 
erty. They  make  the  property,  where  it  is  found,  pay  the  taxes,  but  at 
the  same  time  they  adjust  the  relations  of  debtor  and  creditor  in  such  a 
way  that  while  the  debtor  directly  pays  the  tax  the  creditor  indirectly 
pays  his  share  of  it. 

Now,  sir,  the  proposition  introduced  by  the  Committee  on  Revenue 
and  Taxation,  in  section  five  of  their  report,  and  which  is  incorporated 
into  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  Mr. 
Iluestis,  has  one  strong  feature  in  its  favor  which  is  not  in  the  proposi- 
tion of  Mr.  Boggs, and  that  is  this:  Supposing  that  my  friend  here, Mr. 
McCoy,  has  a  farm  worth  forty  thousand  dollars,  upon  which  Mr.  Larue 
has  a  mortgage  of  thirty  thousand  dollars,  the  mortgage  due  in  three 
years.  Now,  sir,  there  is  a  little  injustice  in  proposing  that  Mr.  McCoy 
shall  pay  the  tax  on  Mr.  Larue's  thirty  thousand  dollars,  and  wait  three 
years  to  get  the  benefit  of  it.  The  proposition  comes  down  to  this,  that 
Mr.  Larue  has  an  interest  in  that  property  to  the  amount  of  thirty  thou- 
sand dollars  on  the  day  that  it  is  assessed,  and  yet  you  say  that  Mr. 
McCoy  shall  pay  the  tax  on  Mr.  Larue's  thirty  thousand  dollars,  and 
wait  three  years  to  get  it  back.  Now,  sir,  this  portion  of  Mr.  Huestis' 
proposition  is  better  even  than  Mr.  Hale's.  In  the  same  respect  is  section 
five  of  the  committee  better  thaii  Mr.  Hale's,  for  the  reason  that  the  tax 
is  asi>es3ed  directly  against  the  mortgagee,  and  he  shall  pay  the  tax  he 
ought  to  pay. 

Mr.  hale.  Is  not  the  matter  between  the  debtor  and  the  creditor 
made  exactly  even  and  right? 

Mr.  cross.  If  he  has  got  one  thousand  dollars  and  wanta  to  put  it 
out  at  interest,  he  has  got  the  right  to  do  it;  but  if  he  has  not  got  the  one 
thousand  dollars,  then  what?  Why,  he  has  got  to  advance  it  at  the  rate 
of  interest  which  he  is  paying  on  the  mortgage. 

Now,  I  pass  to  another  proposition  in  the  amendments.  I  refer  to 
the  matter  of  taxation  of  tne  capital  stock  of  corporations.  I  was  not 
here  until  this  morning,  but  I  have  inquired  of  gentlemen  who  have 
been  present,  and  they  tell  me  that  this  matter  has  not  been  touched 
uj)oii.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  taxation  of  the  capital  stock  of  corpo- 
lations  two  propositions  are  involved.  This  section,  as  presented  by  the 
comluittee,  and  the  amendments  offered  by  Judge  Hale,  for  Mr.  Boggs, 
anrl  also  by  Mr.  Heustis,  say,  in  effect,  that  the  capital  stock  of  joint 
stock  corporations  shall  be  taxed..  That,  taken  in  connection  with  the 
fir^  section,  amounts  to  this :  that  it  shall  be  taxed  at  what  it  is  worth. 
This  matter  of  capital  stock,  to  my  mind,  presents  itself  merely  as  an 
evidence  of  ownership  in  property.  If  I  own  ten  shares  in  any  corpora- 
tion, I  care  not  what,  I  have  to  stand  my  tax  uix>n  the  property  which 
that  cor]x)ratiou  owns.  That  is,  taxing  it  once.  Again,  when  the  capi- 
tal stock  is  taxed,  that  same  property  is  taxed  again.  Then,  sir,  I  must 
pay  a  double  taxation.  Suppose  my  friend  here,  Mr.  Reed,  is  engaged 
m  farniing  a  place  which  involves  a  large  outlay  of  money.  He,  to-day, 
has  to  pay  a  tax  upon  land  which  is  worth  four  hundred'  thousand  dol- 
lars. Suppose  that  he  and  Mr.  Caples,  and  Mr.  McFarland,  and  Mr. 
Kelley,  aud  others,  should  incorporate  that  property  and  proceed  with 
the  same  class  of  business,  carrying  on  his  agricultural  pursuits.     Now, 


the  property  is  worth  four  hundred  thousand  dollars;  then  the  capital 
Slock  01  the  corporation  will  be  worth  four  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
No  new  property  has  been  created,  but  the  company  will  have  to  pay 
the  tax  on  four  hundred  thousand  dollars  of  property,  and  the  stock- 
holders will  have  to  pay  a  tax  upon  the  four  hundred  thousand  dollars 
of  capital  stock,  while  the  amount  of  property  taxed  is  only  worth  four 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  I  am  opposea  to  double  taxation,  because  I 
believe  that  double  taxation  is  unjust.  It  is  double  taxation  to  tax  the 
property  and  then  tax  a  certificate  of  stock  which  represents  that  prop- 
erty. What  does  that  certificate  show?  It  shows  wnat  share  I  have  in 
the  property,  and  that  is  all  it  shows.  It  is  just  the  same  as  if  I  had  a 
deea  to  a  rancho.  If  I  have  a  deed  for  a  rancho,  would  any  man  say 
that  I  have  to  pay  on  the  ranch,  and  then  ou  the  deed  ?  Tax  the  prop- 
erty, tax  the  tangible  thing,  tax  the  thing  that  has  the  value,  but  the 
capital  stock  has  no  value  of  itself.  Why?  Because  the  corporation 
to-morrow  may  sell  the  rancho,  and  then  what  is  the  stock  worth  ?  It 
is  worth  nothing,  because  the  thing  it  represented  is  no  longer  the  prop- 
erty of  those  holding  the  capital  stock.  Now,  sir,  the  capi&l  stock  has 
no  value  in  itself,  only  as  it  represents  something  else.  I  would  su^^t 
that  it  might  be  proper  to  have  it  read  ''capital  stock  of  corporations,  or 
joint  stock  corporatjons,  owning,  controlling,  leasing,  or  occupying  prop- 
erty out  of  this  State."  That,  sir,  will  cover,  it  seems  to  me,  all  the 
property  of  which  we  desire  to  tax  the  capital  stock,  and  the  reason  why 
I  would  be  in  favor  of  taxing  that  class  of  capital  stock  would  be  this*^: 
Take,  for  instance,  the  Comstock  mines;  a  large  proportion  of  the  stock 
is  owned  in  this  State,  and  that  class  of  property  has  to  be  protected 
here.  Our  State  is  liable  to  be  put  to  tne  expense  of  proceedings  in 
Courts  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  that  property,  and,  it  seems  to  me, 
that  the  State  should  derive  some  revenue  from  it;  and  if  an  opportunity 
offers,  I  shall  offer  an  amendment  to  this  section,  or  to  this  amendment, 
ifitsliould  be  adopted,  that  the  capital  stock  of  corporations  owning 
property  out  of  this  State  should  be  taxed. 

BPXKCH   OF    MR.   SHIFTER. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  Members  have  occupied  a  great 
deal  of  time,  amounting  to  five  or  ten  thousand  dollars  in  cost,  in  the 
statement  of  an  opinion  in  which  we  all  concur — that  we  ought  to  pro- 
vide for  a  ^ood  system  of  taxation. 

Considermg  that  point  as  determined,  we  may  properly  turn  our 
attention  to  the  precise  question  before  us.  The  reporter  the  Committee 
upon  Finance  and  Taxation  proposes  to  tax  the  capital  stock,  the  fran- 
chises, and  all  the  visible  property  and  assets  of  corporations.  The 
amendments  of  Mr.  Boggs  and  Mr.  Huestis  each  propose  to  do  the  same 
thing.  These  amendments  each  further  propose  to  tax  solvent  debts, 
when  unsecured,  bringing  them  into  the  same  category  as  debts  secured 
by  mortgage,  as  to  set-off  of  debts  due  from  against  credits  due  to  the 
person  assessed.  There  is  a  slight  difference  between  the  two  as  to  the 
time.of  adjustment  of  taxes  paid,  as  between  debtor  and  creditor,  but 
the  result  as  to  the  government  is  the  same.  Both  these  amendments, 
however,  keep  up  the  idea  of  double-taxation.  A  sells  to  B  a  chattel  for 
a  given  sum,  ana  takes  his  note  for  the  amount.  A  is  taxed  for  the 
note,  and  B  for  the  chattel.  This,  of  course,  is  double  taxation.  It  is 
said  this  result  can  be  obviated  b^  allowing  one  sum  to  be  deducted  from 
the  other,  or  by  some  forced  adjustment  between  the  parties  as  to  the 
tax.  That  the  general  principle,  that  a  man  should  be  taxed  for  only 
what  he  has,  would  bring  these  cases  within  the  category  existing  as  to 
mortgages,  admits  of  no  doubt.  But  the  want  of  practicability  in  this 
scheme  deterred  the  committee,  as  it  has  others  hitherto,  from  its  adop- 
tion.' The  opportunity  for  imposition,  oppression,  and  constant  dispute 
which  would  arise  under  such  a  plan,  have  been  regarded  as  too  formid- 
able to  be  unnecessarily  encountered. 

The  second  section  proposes  that  all  property,  including  within  that 
term  franchisee,  and  the  capital  stock,  and  ail  tangible  property  of 
corporations,  and  joint  stock  associations,  shall  be  taxed.  I  quite  concur 
in  what  has  been  eaid  by  Mr.  Cross,  that  it  is  quite  correct  to  tax  fran- 
chises, the  right  to  do  business,  and  the  visible  property  only,  as  these 
constitute  all  there  is  of  value  belonging  to  the  corporation. 

There  are  some  of  these  eastern  Constitutions  that  in  terms  tax  corpo- 
rate property  by  four  or  five  names,  every  one  of  which  includes  every- 
thing they  have  got.  The  great  injustice  of  taxing  a  franchise,  and  all 
the  property  of  the  corporation  to  it,  and  at  the  same  time  taxing  their 
equivalent,  the  capital  stock  in  the  hands  of  the  stockholder,  seems 
never  to  have  occurred  to  the  framers  of  such  Constitutions.  But  a  dis- 
cussion of  this  provision  will  more  properly  arise  after  these  amend- 
ments are  disposed  of. 

In  the  fifth  section  the  ruling  language  in  which  is  my  own,  and 
was  drawn  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with  the  wishes  of  members  of 
the  committee,  I  have  expressed  the  principle  as  to  taxation  of  mort- 
gages, I  hope  satisfactorily.  I  think  it  necessary,  however,  to  warn  gen- 
tleman that  the  borrower  of  money  will  be  in  no  way  benefited  by  this 
provision.  Perhaps  if  the  proposed  of  Judge  Steele  was  to  be  adopted, 
the  enactment  of  an  usury  law,  supplemented  by  a  provision  compel- 
ling the  holder  of  money  to  lend  it  at  the  legal  rate,  the  borrower  might 
be  much  relieved.  But  nothing  short  of  this  promises  any  advantage  to 
him.  The  only  possible  advantages  I  can  see  in  this  provision,  are 
justice  in  the  allowance  of  the  set-off  taxing  the  whole  value  of  the 
mortgaged  property  in  the  county  in  which  it  is  situated,  and  creating 
in  the  mortgagee  an  interest  in  the  rate  of  taxation  and  in  good  gov- 
ernment. As  this  provision  contemplates  a  fixed  rate  of  interest,  hav- 
ing no  fluctuations  dependent  upon  nigh  or  low  taxes,  it  behooves  the 
mortgagee  to  interest  himself  to  keep  down  taxation.  Now,  so  long  as 
his  security  is  absolute,  he  is  a  simple  spectator  without  any  interest  to 
interfere  in  public  economics. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Would  not  the  rate  of  taxes  affect  the  rate 
of  interest? 

Mr.  SHAFTER.    Undoubtedly;  for  the  anticipated  tax  will  neces- 
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sarilj  enter  into  the  rate  of  interest.  As  I  have  already  said,  the  main 
benefit  to  be  derived  will  be  to  the  whole  community  by  stimulating 
both  parties  to  the  mortgage,  to  a  vigilant  discharge  of  their  duties  as 
citizens.  It  is  perhaps  not  beyond  hope  that  this  increased  interest  may 
sometimes  procure  us  a  Legislature  having  some  slight  fitness  to  pass 
upon  this  knotty  question  of  taxation.  This  provision  in  the  fifth  sec- 
tion increases  the  chances  in  this  direction. 

Any  attempt  to  prevent  the  lender  from  recouping  the  tax  which  he 
may  have  to  pay,  will  simply  drive  money  out  of  the  country.  Per- 
haf)s  it  would  have  been  better  for  us  if  money  had  been  kept  out,  and 
we  had  not  borrowed  so  much.  I  assent  to  the  statement  that  the  mort- 
gagees are  going  to  own  this  State  under  the  present  system.  I  think  as 
things  are  now  that  we  are  in  the  hands  of  the  money  changers,  or  soon 
will  oe,  unless  some  other  scheme  is  devised  before  long. 

The  material  trouble  we  have  bad  is  our  utter  inability  to  secure 
equality  in  assessment.  There  has  been  no  central  authority  having 
the  power  of  equalization.  The  Spaniards  who  were  in  the  first  Consti- 
tutional Convention,  jealous  of  the  Americans,  insisted  upon  confiding 
the  power  of  assessment  to  County  Assessors  without  any  control  or 
supervision.  The  result  has  been  a  most  perfect  inequality.  The  whole 
intent  expressed  in  the  initiatory  clause  of  our  Constitution,  that  all 
property  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value,  by  the  action  of  the 
Assessor  is  entirely  defeated. 

Taking  these  various  provisions  together,  the  proposals  of  the  com- 
mittee (saving  double  taxation)  meet  with  my  approval,  and,  as  I  see 
in  the  amendments  proposed  only  change  for  the  worse,  I  trust  they 
will  be  defeated,  and  the  report  in  these  respects  confirmed. 

The  creation  of  the  Board  of  Equalization  will  relieve  us  from  the 
scandalous  condition  now  existing.  Lands  in  some  counties  assessed  at 
from  twenty-five  cents  to  one  dollar  per  acre,  and  sold  at  from  three 
to  ten  dollars  per  acre,  while  in  other  counties  improved  lands  are 
assessed  so  hign  as  to  reduce  the  net  income  to  less  than  six  per  cent, 
per  annum,  and  in  some  cases  the  result  is  simple  destruction  of  all 
value  in  the  property.  My  taxes  are  sixteen  to  twenty  per  cent,  upon 
the  gross  revenue,  and  that  is  equivalent  to  confiscation.  This  state  of 
things  creates  with  me  the  strongest  motive  to  sell  out. 

There  is  a  proposition  spoken  of  here  to  provide  for  an  income  tax. 
The  evils  resulting  from  this  variety  of  tax  are  too  well  known  I  trust 
to  leave  such  a  proposal  any  chance  of  adoption.  Perjuries,  now  unfor- 
tunately not  rare,  would  become  the  rule  and  not  the  exception. 

Thk  chairman.    The  gentleman's  fifteen  minutes  have  expired. 

[Cries  of  "  leave,"  "leave."] 

Mb.  SHAFT£R.  I  a^  obliged  to  the  gentlemen.  The  provision  in 
these  amendments,  as  to  the  time  of  offset  of  a  tax  paid  by  the  debtor 
upon  his  debt,  and  the  method  of  ascertaining  the  amount  in  case  of 
payment  after  assessment  and  by  levy,  are  so  uncertain  as  to  leave  the 
provision  seriously  objectionable.  In  the  proposal  of  Mr.  Huestis  there 
IS  an  attempt  to  consolidate  at  least  the  matter  of  several  sections  into 
one.  I  think  this'  destroys  perspicuity,  and  that  it  is  much  better  to 
leave  distinct  matters  in  separate  sections,  notwithstanding  that  they 
belong  to  the  same  general  subject. 

If  the  compilers  of  the  Scriptures  were  authorized  to  separate  the  text 
into  chapters  and  verse,  where  no  such  arrangement  originally  existed, 
for  the  sake  of  perspicuitv  I  trust  we  may  do  it  here. 

I  hope  we  may  adopt  the  second  and  fifth  sections,  with  the  exception 
of  what  relates  to  franchises  and  stock  corporations. 

I  am  obliged  to  the  Convention  for  its  courtesy. 

BEMARKS   OF   MB.    HALK. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  is  utterly  impossible  for  me  to  dis- 
cuss, as  I  desire,  a  proposition  in  Mr.  Boggs'  amendment,  simply  because 
I  have  not  the  voice  to  do  so,  and  must  therefore  content  mvself  with 
making  a  very  brief  suggestion.  It  has  been  suggested  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Marin,  Mr.  Shafter,  that  the  scheme  of  the  Boggs  amendment 
is  open  to  the  same  subjection  which  he  says  lies  to  the  Huestis  amend- 
mentj  namely,  that  it  provides  for  double  taxation,  although  he  does  not 
speak  confidently  upon  that  point.  I  wish  to  say  that  as  to  the  manner 
of  the  taxation  of  the  capital  stock,  if  this  proposition  shall,  in  its  gen- 
eral provisions,  be  accepted,  the  committee  can  correct  it  in  that  respect 
if  thev  deem  it  faulty.  The  only  proposition  I  wish  to  address  myself 
to  is  the  distinguishing  feature  of  this  amendment',  and  that  which  dis- 
tinguishes it  from  the  report  of  the  committee  and  the  Huestis  amend- 
ment; and  that  is  the  mode  in  which  it  deals  with  the  question  of  debts 
and  credits.  The  proposition,  as  I  understand  it,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  does  not  aamit  of  two  interpolations,  is  this:  that  debts  and 
credits  shall  not,  for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  be  taken  into  account  by 
the  Assessor;  but  that  in  view  of  the  fact,  which  is  recognized  as  such  in 
the  article,  that  the  debt — or  to  speak  more  correctly,  the  credit  to  the 
creditor — is  nevertheless  an  interest  in  the  property  of  the  debtor,  and 
on  which  the  debtor  pays  taxes,  and  he  ought  in  justice,  as  between 
himself  and  the  debtor,  pay  a  tax  upon  so  much  of  the  property  of  the 
debtor  as  is  represented  by  the  credit.  I  am  not  certain  tnat  I  make 
myself  clear,  but  the  intention  of  the  article  is  this:  that  every  creditor 
has  an  interest  in  the  property  of  his  debtor  to  the  extent  of  his  solvent 
credit.  Because,  if  it  be  not  solvent,  or  in  other  words,  if  the  debtor 
has  not  the  property  out  of  which  to  pay  the  debt,  it  is  not  solvent,  and 
the  proof  of  the  solvency  is  ^tablisnea  by  the  fact  of  payment.  No 
question  can  arise,  because  the  fact  of  payment  establishes  the  fact  of  its 
solvency.  Now,  then,  the  debt  being  paid,  thus  establishing  the  fact 
that  it  was  a  solvent  debt  to  the  creditor,  a  debt  solvent  as  against  the 
debtor,  then  comes  the  question :  What  shall  be  done  as  between  the 
two  in  respect  to  the  taxes  paid  upon  the  property  which  was  repre- 
sented by  the  debt  before  its  payment?  This  article  deals  with  it  from 
this  standpoint:  that  upon  payment  being  made,  thus  establishing  the 
solvency  of  the  debt,  that  tne  creditor  shall  rebate,  or  the  debtor  shall 
have  a  credit  upon  the  payment  of  all  the  taxes  which  he  has  paid,  and 
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interest  upon  the  taxes  he  has  paid,  at  the  same  rate  which  the  debt 
bore,  which  is  paid.  Now,  the  assumption  is  that  this  makes  the  mat- 
ter exactly  equal  and  fair  between  debtor  and  creditor.  The  govern- 
ment must  look  to  property  for  the  payment  of  its  taxes.  All  of  this 
discussion,  proceeding  upon  the  assumption  that  the  government  may 
look  to  the  creditor  to  pay  taxes,  is  pure  absurdity.  It  is  utterly  imprac- 
ticable. Government  must  look  to  property  that  is  visible  and  tangible 
and  but  of  which  the  taxes  can  be  obtained.  All  the  experienced  writers 
upon  the  subject  agree  substantially  upon  this  proposition.  And,  there- 
fore, when  you  undertake  to  divide  up  between  the  debtor  and  the  cred- 
itor as  in  respect  to  mortgages,  and  say  that  you  will  make  the  mortgagee 
pay  the  taxes  upon  the  value  of  the  mortgage,  and  if  you  then  tax  the 
mortgagor  or  the  owner  of  the  property,  all  the  excess  of  the  value  of 
the  property  over  and  above  the  debt,  and  release  him  as  to  the  balance, 
then  you  have  got  nothing  but  t^c  personal  responsibility  of  the  mort- 

fagee.  He  may  be  in  New  York;  he  may  be  in  London ;  he  may  be  in 
^aris,  and  you  will  find  it  impossible  to  collect  the  revenue  upon  that 
basis.  If  you  attempt  that,  you  will  only  be  getting  taxes  upon  the 
difference  between  the  indebtedness  of  the  county  and  the  value  of  the 
roperty.  Now,  then,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  government  must 
ook  to  the  taueible  property  in  the  county  for  its  revenue,  you  must 
adopt  a  system  oy  which  you  can  realize  a  tax  upon  its  full  value.  It 
is  said,  and  said  truly  too,  that  a  solvent  credit  to  a  creditor  is  properly 
within  the  protection  of  the  law,  and  is  as  beneficial  to  him  as  any  other 
propertv,  and  upon  every  consideration  of  justice  and  equity,  should  bear 
its  bunfen.  Nobody  can  question  the  truth  of  this.  But  it  is  likewise 
represented  in  the  value  of  the  property  upon  the  faith  and  credit  of 
which  it  has  been  loaned.  That  is  all  there  is  to  it.  Now,  it  makes  no 
difierence  whether  solvent  debts  are  secured  by  mortgage  or  not  secured 
by  mortgage.  We  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  a  Targe  percentage  of 
the  commercial  transactions  in  San  Francisco  are  not  so  secured.  Mer- 
chants in  the  country  owe  bills  in  San  Francisco.  •  Money  loaned  there 
to  carry  on  manufactories  and  other  business,  is  not  secured  generally 
by  mortgage.  It  is  only  in  the  farming  business  where  debts  are  secured 
by  mortgajre  to  any  great  extenL  No  man  can  ^ive  a  reason  why  a 
solvent  debt,  not  secured  by  a  mortgage,  should  be  any  more  exempt 
from  taxation  than  where  it  is  secured.  The  same  rule  which  will  apply 
to  one  will  apply  to  both.  It  takes  no  more  money  to  pay  an  unsecured 
debt  than  it  does  to  pay  one  secured. 

This  scheme  treats  of  debts  from  the  simple  standpoint  of  their 
solvency.  The  fact  of  solvency  can  alone  be  established  by  the  fact  of 
payment,  and  when  the  payment  is  made,  then  there  is  a  complet43  and 
equitable  distribution,  because  the  creditor  is  compelled  to  make  a  rebate 
equal  to  the  amount  of  taxes  paid  and  the  interest  upon  the  taxes  at  the 
same  rate  that  the  debt  has  borne.  It  is  equal  and  just.  It  is  as  simple  as 
the  proposition  can  be,  and  I  say  that  it  does  not  involve  double  taxation 
by  any  possibility.  It  simply  eliminates  from  the  taxation  roll  the  gross 
cmdits  of  the  State.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  it  is  a  simple,  a  correct, 
and  a  satisfactory  solution.  I  believe  that  it  would  work  practically  in 
the  community ;  that  it  establishes  the  relation  between  the  debtor  and 
the  creditor,  and  their  duty  to  the  government.  The  debtor  has  the 
property,  and  if  he  fails  to  pay  the  tax,  you  have  recourse  to  the  prop- 
erty by  protest  in  the  nature  of  an  execution.  There  is  no  escape  from 
that.  That  is  the  interest  of  the  government.  Then,  as  between  him- 
self and  his  creditor,  this  rule  disposes  of  the  matter,  and  makes  each 
part  bear  its  proper  burden.  If  I  am  a  farmer  worth  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars, and  my  friend,  Mr.  Edgerton,  loans  me  five  thousand  dollars,  which 
I  may  use  in  making  improvements,  for  nobody  borrows  money  to  put 
in  the  bank.  A  man  is  a  fool  that  would  borrow  money  to  hoard  it. 
When  I  borrow  the  money  I  do  not  keep  it;  I  put  in  improvements; 
and,  therefore,  all  the  money  I  have  is  represented  by  the  property 
which  I  have.  Now,  the  government  must  look  to  me  tor  the  taxes  on 
that  ten  thousand  dollar  larm  ;  but  when  I  come  to  pay  Mr.  Edgerton, 
who  has  all  the  time  had  an  interest  in  my  ten  thousand  dollar  farm 
equal  to  five  thousand  dollars,  he  must  pay  me  back  the  taxes  I  have 
paid  upon  this  five  thousand  dollars,  and  interest  at  the  same  rate  which 
*ft  has  borne.  Neither  of  us  have  been  compelled  to  pay  more  than  that 
which  we  were  equitably  bound  to  pay,  and  the  government  has  secured 
the  taxes.upon  the  whole  property.  I  say  that  this  solution  is  absolute ; 
it  reaches  every  case  of  debt  in  the  State;  it  covers  all  cases;  it  is 
practical ;  and  it  is  a  solution  of  this  question  which  I  believe  will  be 
satisfactory  to  the  people.  I  trust  it  may  be  adopted.  With  respect  to 
the  question  of  the  taxation  of  the  capital  stock  and  franchises,  if  we 
agree  upon  this  main  proposition,  we  can  remedy  it  in  its  details  when 
we  come  to  that  part,  after  we  have  passed  upon  the  main  proposition. 
I  do  maintain  that  this  proposition  is  simple;  that  it  is  correot;  that  it 
will  work  satisfactorily ;  and  is  a  solution  of  the  question. 

Mb.  BARRY.     Mr.   Chairman:    I  move  that  the  committee   rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again, 
earned. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
directed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ikcomb  tax. 

Mr.  barton.     I  ask  permission  to  introduce  a  resolution. 
Th  b  secretary  read : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  this  GonTentlon  be  directed  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee, to  be  known  as  the  Oommtttee  on  Income  Tax,  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
said  committee  to  prepare  and  report  to  this  body,  within  fire  days  after  their 
appointment,  a  plan  for  the  lerying  and  collection  of  an  Income  tax,  said  committee 
to  consist  of  five  members. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  hour  having  arrived,  the  Convention  will 
take  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 
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DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Saturday, 


AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m. 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 


President  Hoge  in 


RESOLUTION. 


Mb.  barton.    Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  call  up  the  resolution  I 
offered  before  recess,  and  move  its  adoption. 
The  secretary  read  the  resolution  : 

Ruolvtd^  That  the  President  of  this  OonTention  be  directed  to  appoint  a  commit' 
t«e,  to  be  known  as  the  Committee  on  Income  Tax ;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  said 
committee  to  prepare  and  report  to  this  body,  within  fire  days  after  their  appoint- 
ment, a  plan  for  the  levying  and  collecting  of  an  income  tax,  said  committee  to  con- 
sist  of  fire  menil)er8. 

The  president.  The  question  fs  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  move  the  gentleman  name  the  committee.  I 
think  it  is  a  very  singular  time  to  ofler  such  a  resolution  as  this.  I  hope 
the  resolution  will  not  be  adopted.    I  move  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Carried. 

REVENUE   AND  TAXATION. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  move  the  Convention  now  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the  purpose  of 
further  considering  the  article  on  revenue  and  taxation. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Section  two  and  amendments  are  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   CAPLES. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  matter  before  the  committee  is 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  Mr.  Iluestis,  and  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale.  While  I  find  a 
great  deal  that  is  not  satisfactory  to  me  in  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment, there  is  one  proposition  in  it  that  appears  so  extraordinary  to  me 
that  I  must  be  excusea  for  bringing  it  before  the  attention  of  the  commit- 
tee.    I  will  read  the  amendment : 

*'A11  property  in  this  State,  including  franchises,  capital  stock  of  corpo- 
rations, or  joint  stock  associations,  and  solvent  debt«,  excepting  growmg 
crops,  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  public  property  belonging  to  the  United  States,  or  to  this 
State,  or  anv  county,  city  and  county,  city,  or  municipality  thereof,  and 
including  all  property,  real  and  personal,  belonging  to  and  devoted  to 
public  use  in  all  public  school  districts  and  departments  in  this  State, 
shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  cash  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  directed 
by  law.  A  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligation  by 
which  a  debt  is  secured,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  assessment  and  taxa- 
tion, be  deemed  and  treated  as  an  interest  in  the  property  affected 
thereby.  Except  as  to  railroads  and  other  quasi-public  corporations,  in 
case  of  debts  so  secured,  the  value  of  the  property  affected  by  such  mort- 
gage, deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  obligation,  less  the  value  of  such  security, 
shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  of  the  property,  and  the  value 
of  such  security  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  thereof  in  the 
county,  or  city  and  county,  in  which  the  property  affected  thereby  is 
situate.  The  taxes  so  levied  shall  be  a  lien  upon  the  property  and  secu- 
rity, respectively,  and  may  be  paid  by  either  party,  or  his  successor,  to 
such  securitv ;  if  paid  by  the  owner  of  the  securitv,  or  his  successor,  the 
tax  so  levied  upon  the  property  affected  thereby  shall  become  a  part  of 
the  debt  so  secured.  Ir  the  owner  of  the  property,  or  his  successor,  shall 
pay  the  tax  so  levied  on  such  security,  it  shall  constitute  a  pavment 
thereon,  and,  to  the  extent  of  such  payment,  a  full  discharge  thereof. 
And  in  respect  to  all  other  solvent  debts,  there  shall  be  no  reduction 
made,  as  herein  provided,  from  the  full  cash  value  of  all  property  of  the 
debtor  or  debtors  owing  the  same,  on  account  of  such  debt  or  debts ;  but 
he  or  they  shall,  on  payment  thereof,  be  entitled  to  retain  therefrom  a 
sum,  with  interest  thereon  at  the  same  rate  borne  by  said  indebtedness, 
to  be  computed  from  the  time  or  times  of  the  tax  payments,  which  shalT 
equal  the  amount  of  taxes  which  ma^  have  been  paid  by  such  debtor  or 
debtors  during  the  existence  of  such  indebtedness,  upon  property  of  like 
amount  in  value  of  said  indebtedness;  provided,  if  any  indebtedness 
shall  be  paid  bv  any  such  debtor  or  debtors,  after  assessment  and  before 
the  tax  levy,  the  amount  of  such  levy,  for  that  year,  may  likewise  be 
retained  by  him  or  them,  and  shall  be  computed  according  to  the  tax 
levy  for  the  preceding  year." 

Now,  sir,  if  that  language  means  anything  it  means  simply  that  if  the 
debtor  gets  to  the  office  of  the  Tax  Collector  first,  and  pays  this  assess- 
ment on  this  mortgage,  he  saddles  it  upon  the  creditor.  But  if  the  cred- 
itor, being  more  fieet  of  foot,  should  j^et  there  first,  and  pay  it,  he  saddles 
it  upon  the  debtor.  Now,  sir,  I  con^ess  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  the 
object  in  view.     But  it  does  seem  to  me  he  must  have  had  in  mind 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  The  object  was  to  protect  the  revenue  of  the  State 
by  providing  that  in  case  the  debtor  refused  to  pay  the  tax  on  the  prop- 
erty the  creditor  could  do  so,  and  then  have  recourse  upon  the  debtor  for 
the  amount. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  If  the  gentleman  made  any  mental  reservations,  I  am 
not  responsible  for  it.  As  far  as  security  to  the  State  is  concerned,  the 
property  itself  is  there  and  is  security  for  all  you  assess  against  it,  and 
you  need  have  no  fears  about  the  security,  because  the  property  is 
always  there,  and  you  can  enforce  the  demand  by  taking  the  whole 
property.  I  defy  any  gentleman  to  give  it  any  other  construction  than 
the  one  which  I  have  put  upon  it.  You  cannot  torture  or  twist  the 
languaj^e  so  as  to  make  anything  else  out  of  it.  It  is  so  evidently  a  joke 
that  I  feel  at  liberty  to  assume  that  the  gentleman  so  intended  it. 

There  are  several  distinct  systems  or  theories  of  taxation  proposed. 
It  is  proposed  to  have  a  system  of  credits  and  demerits.  The  proposi- 
tion embodied  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  embraces, 


in  my  judgment,  perhaps  the  best  solution  of  this  question  of  any  that 
have  been  conceived.  This  amendment,  however,  embraces  some  mat- 
ters foreign  to  the  subject,  which  should  be  left  out.  And  I  understand 
Judge  Hale  to  say  that  he  will  move  at  the  proper  time,  to  strike  out 
that  matter  concerning  corporations — taxing  the  capital  stock  of  corpo- 
rations— for  there  is  merit  m  this  new  idea  which  ought  to  be  presented 
to  this  committee  alone  by  itself,  so  that  it  could  sUnd  upon  its  own 
merits,  and  be  iudged  without  being  hampered  by  other  matters.  There- 
fore, I  hope  that  he  will  move  to  strike  out  that  extraneous  matter. 
Then  we  ma^  bo  brought  to  a  vote  upon  this  new  proposition  called  the 
Boggs  proposition,  which  is  simply  this.  And  I  will  unaertake  to  say  that 
no  system  of  taxation  has  been  proposed  that  was  so  simple,  and  yet  so 
well  calculated  to  secure  the  ends  of  justice,  secure  the  taxation  of  all 
property,  and  yet  tax  no  man  twice.  It  has  been  urged  by  gentlemen 
who  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to  inform  themselves  in  regard  to  the 
nature  of  this  proposition,  that  it  would  defraud  the  State  of  revenue,  as 
though  it  was  proposed  to  allow  this  rebate  against  the  State.  Now,  I 
must  beg  these  gentlemen  to  read  the  section,  and  they  will  find  there  is 
no  rebate  proposed  as  against  the  State.  On  the  contrary,  all  the  prop- 
erty a  man  has,  personal,  real,  and  what  not,  shall  be  taxed  without 
rebEite  at  all,  as  far  as  the  taxing  power  is  concerned,  as  far  as  the  State 
is  concerned.  He  must  pay  it  all.  But  he  is  allowed  a  rebate  as  against 
the  creditor.  Now,  there  can  be  no  confusion.  The  Assessor  has  noth- 
ing whatever  to  do  with  the  matter.  He  simply  assesses  what  is  in 
sight  All  the  property  he  c4n  find,  of  whatever  character,  he  must 
assess.  And  this  matter  of  rebate  is  left  between  the  debtor  and  the 
creditor.  The  State  has  nothing  to  do  with  it,  further  than  to  guarantee 
the  right  of  rebate  to  the  debtor. 

I  say  that  of  all  the  systems  of  taxation  that  have  been  proposed  this 
is  the  simplest  of  any,  and  the  most  illiterate  man  may  comprehend  it 
at  a  glance.  There  are  other  systems  proposed,  and  I  propose  to  notice 
casually  some  of  their  merits.  The  other  has,  perhaps,  more  strength 
than  any  other.  It  says  that  all  property,  and  all  credits,  bonds,  and 
evidences  of  debt  shall  be  taxed.  Of  course  this  would  preclude  the 
idea  of  rebate,  and  it  would  be  in  fact  double  taxation,  because  if  you 
assess  all  property  without  allowing  any  rebate,  and  then  assess  the 
creditor  separately  on  his  bonds,  or  mor^^ge,  or  his  notes,  you  simply 
assess  him  twice.  You  allow  no  rebate,*  it  is  out  of  the  question.  If 
the  proposition  be  adopted  to  assess  all  property  and  all  evidences  of 
indeotenness,  we  must  leave  out  the  other  proposition,  and  allow  no 
rebate  as  against  the  creditor.  It  is  argued  for  this  proposition  that  it 
will  increase  the  aggregate  of  taxation  of  the  property  in  the  State,  and 
it  would  undoubtedly  do  so  to  the  extent  of  tnree  or  four  hundred 
millions  of  dollars;  and  that  the  increase  in  the  aggregate  would  reduce 
the  rate.  To  that  extent  it  would  be' a  relief;  but,  sir,  we  must  not  for- 
get that  justice  and  ri^ht  between  man  and  man  ought  to  be  the  leading 
consideration  in  framing  an  organic  law.  Let  us  see  how  this  would 
operate.  The  rate  is  reduced,  say  from  forty  to  thirty  per  cent.,  by 
increasing  the  amount  of  taxable  property,  and  he  who  is  not  a  debtor 
would  be  benefited  to  the  extent  of  this  reduction.  But  how  is  it  with 
the  debtor?  How  is  it  with  the  unfortunate  debtor,  who  is  entitled  to 
more  sympathy  than  any  other  class,  for  the  reason  that  they  are 
engaged  in  those  industries  which  help  to  develop  the  resources  of  the 
State  under  very  great  difficulties — that  is,  they  lack  capital.  They 
must  borrow  it.  and  under  this  system  they  would  pay  on  all  the  prop- 
erty in  sight,  notwithstanding  that  they  own  but  a  fraction  of  it  It 
may  be  that  a  farmer  has  fifteen  thousand  dollars  capital.  That  is  all 
he  is  worth ;  that  is  all  he  has.  His  place  is  mortgagea  for  ten  thousand 
dollars.  Here  is  a  man  in  reality  worth  but  five  thousand  dollars,  yet 
he  is  compelled  to  pay  taxes  on  fifteen  thousand  dollars.  The  people  of 
this  State  demand  that  this  Convention  shall  relieve  that  class  of^men 
from  this  unjust  burden.  No  other  thing  was  so  well  understood,  as 
that  the  man  with  limited  means  should  have  the  burden  removed  from 
his  shoulders ;  that  he  should  be  compelled  to  pay  only  on  what  he  is 
worth,  not  upon  what  he  has  not  got ;  pay  for  his  own  part  of  the  property, 
and  that  his  creditor  should  be  compelled  to  pay  on  that  part  of  the 
property  that  he  holds  as  security  for  the  payment  of  a  loan.  That  is 
so  right,  and  honorable,  and  just,  that  no  man  ought  to  dispute  it 

But  gentlemen  say  if  you  tax  the  mortgage  you  simply  impose  upon 
the  debtor  the  obligation  to  pay  on  all  his  property  the  whole  aggregate 
amount,  and  then  he  will  have  to  pay  again  on  the  mortgage,  and  that 
the  owner  of  the  mortgage  will  demand  a  stipulation  of  this  icind.  That 
is  the  most  potent  argument  in  favor  of  the  Boggs  proposition.  That 
cuts  off  every  species  of  double  taxation,  and  imposes  a  tax  upon  every 
man  for  what  ne  has,  and  not  ibr  what  he  has  not  got.  If  you  go 
through  the  whole  list  of  schemes,  you  will  find  in  every  instance  that 
there  are  some  principles  which  will  bear  unjustly  upon  this  man,  or 
upon  that  class.  But  this  proposition  introduced  by  Judge  Hager  is  free 
from  charges  of  that  kind,  as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  reason  upon  the 
subject  As  far  as  I  have  heard  the  views  of  the  gentleman,  I  have 
failed  to  find,  in  a  single  instance,  where  a  single  valid  objection  can  be 
made,  or  where  the  proposition  is  not  reasonable  or  just.  The  argument 
against  it  is  made  by  those  who  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to  inform 
themselves,  that  it  would  complicate  assessments.  Now,  that  is  a  very 
great  mistake.  On  the  other  nand,  if  you  should  undertake  to  assess 
evidences  of  indebtedness,  then  indeed  would  you  be  confronted  with 
difficulties  higher,  in  fact,  if  not  utterly  insurmountable.  Because  I  defy 
any  intelligent  man  to  devise  a  law  whereby  it  can  be  done.  He  might 
do  it  to  a  limited  extent,  but  it  has  never  been  done  within  thirty  per 
cent,  nor  within  fifty  per  cent,  according  to  the  report*  of  the  New 
York  Commissioner.  It  has  been  almost  an  entire  failure,  and  we  can 
all  see  why  it  is  a  failure.  The  Assessor  comes  along  and  says :  "  What 
have  you  coming  to  you;  money  loaned?"  "No,  sir;  no  money 
loaned."  Very  well,  sometimes  he  is  sworn  and  sometimes  not.  I  will 
undertake  to  say  that  in  a  majority  of  cases  it  makes  little  difference 
whether  he  is  sworn  or  not.    The  truth  is  that  whatever  system  is 
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adopted  we  must  avoid,  above  all  things,  offering  a  bonus  for  trickery, 
fraud,  and  perjury ;  and  any  rebate  as  against  the  State,  would,  I  under- 
take to  say,  take  away  from  the  State  her  revenues.  The  assessable 
property  of  the  State  amounts  to  six  hundred  million  dollars.  It  would 
fall  away,  under  a  general  system  of  rebate,  to  a  very  small  part  of  that 
sum,  and  the  State  would  be.  without  revenue.  Therefore  I  assume  that 
this  proposition  will  not  t>e  seriously  considered.  In  fact,  it  is  simply 
and  entirely  unworthy  of  any  consideration,  and  has  very  few  defenders 
upon  this  floor.  The  real  contest  here  is  between  the  Boe^  proposition 
and  the  other  to  assess  all  property  and  all  evidences  ofindebtedness. 
That  is  where  the  real  contest  lies.  One  system  reduces  the  rate  of  taxa- 
tion and  benefits  him  who  is  not  in  debt.  But  the  point  to  be  reached 
is,  is  it  just.  Is  it  just  to  the  debtor.  The  true  theory  of  taxation  is  to 
impose  upon  every  man  an  obligation — an  absolute  obligation — to  pay 
and  contribute  to  the  support  of  the  government,  in  nroportion  to  what 
he  is  worth,  in  proportion  to  what  he  is  able  to  pay.  Now,  sir,  it  appears 
to  me  that  there  can  be  no  question  that  the  proposition  proposed  by 
Judge  Hager,  if  this  other  matter  be  taken  out,  is  the  best  and  most  just 
svstem  that  .can  be  adopted,  and  at  the  proper  time,  after  the  disposal  of 
this  other  amendment,  I  shall  move  to  strike  out  this  other  matter. 
Then  the  committee  will  be  in  a  condition  to  express  an  opinion  upon 
the  merits  of  the  proposition. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    PILCHBB. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  recognize,  notwithstanding  that 
every  sua»eding  report  has  been  designated  by  members  as  the  most 
important  yet  before  the  Convention,  that  the  question  of  taxation,  now 
being  discussed  by  the  people  of  California  in  their  Constitutional  Con- 
vention, is,  perhaps,  of  more  importance  and  greater  in  its  bearing  than 
any  of  the  great  reforms  now  demanded  to  be  remedied.  And,  sir,  it  is 
to  some  extent  a  new  question.  While  other  States  have  been  making 
advancement,  while  new  issues  have  been  arisiug  in  the  politics  of  the 
country,  as  in  the  matter  of  the  regulation  of  corporations,  etc.,  we  find, 
sir,  that  none  of  them  have  made  any  material  advancement  upon  the 
question  of  taxation.  A  perfectly  uniform  and  equal  system  of  taxation 
has  not  yet  been  attained  by  any  of  the  States.  It  is  remarked  by  a  late 
writer  in  the  International  Review,  written  since  this  Convention 
assembled,  that  reform  in  taxation,  as  yet,  cuts  no  figure  in  American 
Constitutions.  But  it  is  a  fact  of  importance,  that  due  deliberation  is 
evident,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  this  solicitude  on  the  part  of  this  Conven- 
tion. In  consequence  of  the  great  inequality,  and  the  heavy  proportion 
of  the  burden  borne  by  the  poor,  by  the  manufacturing  and  prcilucing 
classes,  the  grievance  is  deep  and  widespread,  and  all  eyes  at  this  hour 
are  turned  toward  this  Convention,  anticipating  some  remedy.  And  the 
more  we  consider  this  great  question  the  more  we  are  forced  to  concede 
that  we  know  little  about  it.  The  idea  with  a  great  many  is,  that  by 
simply  taxing  all  securities  we  will  satisfy  the  people.  We  know 
that  such  is  not  absolutely  an  equal  system  of  taxation,  and  so  long  as 
there  is  a  feasible  proposition  which  aims  nearer  than  such  system  seems 
to  do,  it  should  command  at  least  a  thorough  investigation.  Such  a 
proposition  I  conceive  to  be  that  which  is  offered  by  my  colleazue.  Judge 
Hale,  originated  by  the  gentleman  from  Lake,  Mr.  Boggs,  wherein  it  is 
declared,  or  the  foundation  is  laid  for  a  system,  declaring  what  shall  be 
taxed ;  or, in  other  words,  everything  that  possesses  value.  It  provides 
for  the  payment  of  taxes  upon  all  property,  but  it  also  provides  that 
those  least  able  may  escape  from  the  payment  of  taxes  upon  that  which, 
in  reality,  they  do  not  own. 

Under  our  present  system,  everv  industrial  interest  which  ought  to  be 
fostered  and  protected  is  burdened  out  of  existence.  The  farming  inter- 
est has  been  spoken  of  here.  The  farmer  is,  from  necessity,  compelled 
to  expose  everything  he  has  in  his  possession,  and  it  is  all  taxed. 
Nothing  escapes ;  nothing  can  be  hidden.  The  merchant  and  trader  have 
no  means  of  escape.  Tne  manufacturer,  though  compelled  to  borrow 
money  at  high  rates,  is  also  compelled  to  pay  taxes  on  every  dollar  in 
his  possession.  And  while  this  is  a  fact,  that  this  class,  above  all  others, 
which  we  should  foster  and  aid  and  protect,  under  a  wise  system,  yet, 
sir,  vast  concentrations  of  capital — water  companies  and  insurance  com- 
panies, banking  corporations,  railroad  and  steamboat  companies — have 
escaped  taxation  in  a  large  degree.  Under  our  system  it  is  so  plain  that 
the  money  lender  absolutely  escapes  taxation,  and  grows  fat  on  the  pro- 
ceeds of  his  wealth,  while  those  to  whom  he  lends  are  frequently  taxed 
twice.  And  I  shall  oppose  the  idea  of  taxing  all  the  property,  and  also 
the  securities.  I  will  remind  those  who  do,  of  this  proposition.  We 
have  had  a  large  experience  in  California  in  that  system;  in  fact,  we 
have  had  most  all  kinds  gf  systems  here,  and  it  occurred  to  me,  while 
the  gentleman  from  Alameda  and  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  were 
debating  over  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  that  you  could  prove 
almost  anything  by  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  this  State. 
We  had  a  system  at  one  time  when  mortgages  were  taxed.  Under  that 
system  I  will  ask,  was  not  this  the  fact:  a  man  going  to  another  for  the 
purpose  of  borrowing  money  was  confronted  by  the  fact  that  he  would 
be  compelled  to  pay  the  tax  on  this  mortgage,  and  of  course  he  must 
demand  a  little  higher  interest,  which  of  necessity  was  conceded. 
Hence  the  party  borrowing  the  money,  though  paying  taxes  on  the 
property,  at  the  same  time  had  to  pay  taxes,  in  the  shape  of  a  higher 
rate  of  interest,  on  the  mortgage;  and  hence,  sir,  while  the  system 
involves  absolutely  double  taxation,  the  double  taxation  falls  upon  the 
poorest  man, and  the  one  least  able  to  pay.  Therefore,  it  is  time  we  had 
a  svstem  by  which  the  poor  man  will  be  able  to  pay  on  what  he  owns, 
ancl  no  more. 

Now,  sir,  we  have  a  proposition  here  which  is  worthy  of  careful  con- 
sideration. I  don't  say  it  is  perfect;  but  I  will  state  to  the  gentlemen 
who  attack  it,  that  while  it  may  be  defective  in  some  respects,  never- 
theless it  is  within  the  capacity  of  this  Convention  to  remedy  such 
defects  as  may  exist  in  this  section.  I  do  not  believe  it  was  proposed  to 
offer  a  complete  system  in  one  single  section.     But  it  is  founded  on 
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equality  and  justice,  and  after  we  adopt  the  principle  we  can  follow  it 
up  and  make  it  effective,  and  arrange  the  details.  The  idea  laid  down 
here  is  that  all  propertv,  all  wealth  in  the  State  of  California,  of  what- 
ever character,  shall  be  taxed — everything  that  has  value,  shall  be 
taxed  according  to  its  value.  By  this  means  we  will  brin^  the  assess- 
ment roll  up  to  something  near  what  it  ought  to  be.  It  is  estimated 
that  about  sixteen  twentieths  of  the  property  of  California  escapes  tax- 
ation, and,  sir,  to  provide  a  way  hj  wnich  this  propertv  can  be  orotight 
to  bear  its  proper  ourden  of  taxation,  and  if  we  can  do  that,  the  mere 
pittance  of^  the  cost  of  this  Convention  will  be  more  than  paid  for  in 
three  months,  under  such  a  system.  By  adding  to  the  assessment  roll 
that  which  now  escapes,  we  necessarily  reduce  the  rate  of  taxation,  and 
of  course  this  will  result  in  great  beuents  to  the  people,  and  will  be  fully 
appreciated.  It  is  our  bounden  duty  to  brine  this  property  on  to  the 
assessment  roll.  Now,  if  some  of  it  is  incumbered,  in  that  event  the 
incumbrance  might  be  held  by  parties  outside  of  the  State,  and  by 
deducting  the  amount  of  incumbrance,  we  would  lose  so  much  tax  on 
that  property.  Take  a  railroad  company.  Most  of  their  debts  are  owing 
to  foreigners.  Therefore,  let  us  assess  every  bit  of  property  at  its  precise 
value. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.    Tax  everything  that  can  be  exchanged. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  I  say  the  paper  has  no  value;  it  represents  some- 
thing tangible  somewhere  else— either  in  land,  or  other  possessions. 
There  are  certain  tangible  values — money,  real  estate,  personal  prop- 
erty, etc — existing.  If  we  can  find  all  this  property  we  will  aad 
greatly  to  the  assessment  roll.  But  where  a  man  is  so  unfortunate  as  to 
have  ten  thousand  dollars  worth  of  property  incumbered  to  the  extent 
of  nine  thousand  dollars,  I  say  it  is  not  just;  he  has  to  pay  interest  on 
that,  and  he  must  work  his  way  out.  I  say  that  one  thousand  dollars 
should  be  his  just  tax,  and  no  more;  therefore,  it  is  provided  in  this 
that  he  shall  have  a  rebate  to  that  extent.  It  holds  the  property  where- 
ever  found,  for  the  tax,  no  matter  who  owns  it,  or  in  whose  possession 
it  is.  I  would  make  the  property  pay  the  tax;  if  you  do  not  you  are 
liable  to  lose  it.  But,  though  the  party  holding  it  may  not  own  it  in 
fact,  on  account  of  the  incumbrance,yet'he  pays  the  tax  and  is  entitled  to 
a  rebate  to  the  amount  of  the  incumbrance,  and  he  therefore  pays  taxes 
on  exactly  what  he  is  worth — such  a  system  is  defined  in  this  section. 
If  I  pay  taxes  on  five  thousand  dollars  worth  of  property  which  is 
incumbered,  though  I  pay  the  tax  this  year,  and  perhaps  the  year  fol- 
lowing, yet,  when  such  time  may  come  round  that  I  snail  pay  off  my 
indebtedness,  then  I  go  to  my  creditor  and  get  both  interest  and  princi- ' 
pal  back  upon  the  taxes  I  have  paid  for  him.  He  is  the  man  that  is 
worth  the  money,  and  whv  should  he  not,  at  least  indirectly,  be  made 
to  pay  the  tax?  That  is  the  system  here.  That  is  the  idea.  I,  in  the 
meantime,  pay  exactly  what  I  am  worth,  and  he  is  paying  on  what 
he  is  worth.  The  system  is  not  direct,  but  we  have  to  do  the  best  we 
can.  It  is  conceded  that  you  cannot  do  it  directly.  The  ingenuity  of 
the  members  here  will  not  do  it.  The  intelligence  of  the  world  for  the 
last  two  hundred  years,  though  striving  after  this  result,  has  never  pro- 
duced a  system  that  is  direct.  I  do  not  believe  that  we  can  frame,  with 
all  our  wisdom,  a  system  thai  will  work  perfect  equalitv,  but  we  are 
justified  in  driving  at  that  end,  and  coming  as  near  to  perfcction  as  pos- 
sible. I  say  that  while  this  svstem  may  be  good  in  ntany  respects,  it  is 
good  as  far  as  it  goes,  and  1  think  it  becomes  our  duty — we  are  not 
prepared  to  vote  on  it  now — to  consider  it  and  satisfy  ourselves  whether 
there  is  any  other  system  advocated^  here  which  will  be  better. 

There  is  another  very  important  proposition.  There  are  institutions  on 
this  coast,  foreign  institutions,  insurance  companies,  etc,  who  are  doing 
business  on  a  capital  of  almost  millions,  many  thousands  at  least,  and 
when  the  Assessor  goes  there  he  finds  in  their  possession.a  few  hundred 
dollars  worth  of  property,  and  there  is  not  a  thing  he  can  find  to  assea? 
of  all  their  wealth,  while,  at  the  same  time,  their  hundreds  of  thousands 
invested  draws  from  the  people  of  the  State  a  large  interest.  I  do  not 
know  how  we  will  reach  them,  and  yet,  if  they  can  be  reached,  I  say 
we  should  do  it.  The  system  of  taxing  every.thing  will  reach  them 
largely,  because  their  money  will  be  found  at  the  banks  to  some  extent. 
I  have  no  labored  argument  to  make,  I  am  simply  in  favor  of  this  propo- 
sition. Perhaps  it  is  not,  within  itself,  a  perfect  system,  but  let  us  give 
it  our  calm  and  earnest  consideration,  and  if  we  discover  where  it  is 
defective,  let  us  proceed  to  remedy  it. 

SPKKCH   OF   MR.   BOLFB. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  propose  to  occupy  much 
time  in  the  discussion  of  this  question.  I  feel  my  inability  to  under- 
stand the  subject.  It  is  with  extreme  hesitation,  even,  that  I  venture 
to  cast  my  vote.  I  have  not  heard  all  the  discussion  since  the  question 
of  taxation  first  came  up;  but  there  are  certain  ideas  that  occur  to  me. 
I  have  certain  opinions  as  to  what  is  best  in  the  abstract;  and  I  have  a 
sort  of  a  knowledge,  too,  as  to  the  opinions  of  others. 

This  subject  of  taxation  is  one  in  which  we  should  not  only  be  gov- 
erned by  our  own  judgment  as  to  what  we  consider  best,  but  also  as  to 
what  is  most  satisfactory  to  the  people.  Now,  there  may  be  several 
systems  proposed,  one  of  which  you  may  think  is  best,  but  which  I 
might  think  bad,  and  a  majority  of  the  people  might  be  better  satisfied 
with  some  other  system.  Therefore,  I  tnink  it  is  my  duty  to  favor,  as 
far  as  I  can  conscientiously,  that  which  will  be  more  satisfactory  to  the 
people  of  the  State  on  the  subject  of  ta;cation,  because  it  is  the  people 
who  have  to  pay,  and  above  all  things  else  taxation  should  be  as  near 
as  possible  satisfactory  to  the  people.  This  subject  is  one  that  was  dis- 
cussed as  much  as  any  other  during  the  canvass  preceding  the  election, 
as  well  as  subsequent  to  the  election.  I  heard  other  questions  discussed, 
but  none  to  such  an  extent  as  this.  Now,  it  was  conceded  that  our 
system  under  the  old  Constitution  was  very  defective — did  not  work 
equality.  The  old  Constitution,  with  the  construction  of  the  Supremo 
Court,  whether  the  people  were  right  or  wrong,  worked  what  they 
considered  to  be  inequality.    They  demanded  that  all  property  should 
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be  assessed.  I  have  heard  them  say  that  a  man  who  loans  one  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  and  lives  on  the  interest,  should  pay  taxes  on  that 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  that  it  should  be  assessed  as  a  debt. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  express  my  views  individually  as  to 
whether  it  is  right  or  wrong,  or  whether  it  is  advisable,  or  politic,  or 
impolitic,  good  or  bad.  I  am  satisfied  that  a  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  State  demand  that  everything  that  has  a  value  shall  be  taxed.  On 
the  other  hand  it  is  urged  by  one  or  two  gentlemen  here  that  only 
tangible  propeety  should  be  assessed.  I  might  personally  be  iij  favor  of 
that  principle.  But  let  us  do  one  of  twcJ  things.  Let  us  say  that  no 
property  except  that  which  is  actually  visible,  shall  be  taxed,  or  else  let 
us  tax  everything  that  represents  value.  Tax  a  man'suiebts  and  dues, 
and  credits,  and  income,  and  capital;  tax  notes,  bonds,  mortgages — tax 
them  all,  and  allow  no  deduction  whatever,  or  else  tax  none  of  them. 

Now,  this  scheme  projwsed  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  I  sav,  as 
far  as  that  is  concerned,  if  it  is  adoptcS  by  this  (invention,  annulling 
all  the  reforms  for  which  this  Convention  was  called, It  is  useless.  There 
is  nothing  in  this  scheme  that  could  not  have  been  passed  by  the  Legis- 
lature under  the  old  Constitution,  and  this  Convention  was  called  mainly 
for  the  purpose  of  remedying  the  evils  existing  under  the  present  Con- 
stitution in  regard  to  taxation.  Our  Constitution  requires  that  all  prop- 
erty shall  be  taxed  uniformly  and  eaually.  Our  Supreme  Court  has 
decided  that  notes,  bonds — evidences  of  indebtedness — are  not  property. 
This  scheme  does  not  propose  to  remedy  this  defect.  It  does  not  pro- 
pose to  tax  these  evidences  of  indebtedness.  It  does  not  claim  to,  or 
else  the  last  two  gentlemen  who  advocated  it  are  wrong.  I  say  it  is 
double  taxation  to  tax  these  things,  but  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  it 
is  wrong.  There  are  strong  reasons  in  its  favor.  But  this  scheme  does 
not  propose  to  tax  debts.  It  only  changes  it,  and  interferes  with  people's 
private  transactions,  so  that  if  a  man  owes  one  thousand  dollars  and 
pays  ten  per  cent,  per  annum,  why,  when  he  comes  to  pay  up  the  note, 
at  the  end  of.  two  or  three  years,  he  can  deduct  the  amount  or  the  taxes 
on  that  for  the  whole  time.  If  I  owe  John  Smith  one  thousand  dollars, 
and  the  tax  on  that  is  at  the  rate  of  twenty-five  dollars  a  year,  then  I 
may,  at  the  end  of  the  year,  pay  him  that  one  thousand  dollars,  after 
having  deducted  the  twenty-five  dollars  from  the  amount  of  the  note 
for  the  taxes  which  I  paid.  I  would  like  to  know  if  there  is  anything 
in  the  present  Constitution  prohibiting  the  Legislature  from  passing  a 
law  allowing  him  to  do  that?  I  think  not  That  is  a  matter  entirely 
within  the  control  of  the  Legislature. 

Now,  the  advocates  of  this  measure  of  taxing  debts  argue  like  this : 
that  property  and  men  should  be  taxed  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
tection they  receive  from  the  Government.  The  protection  a  man 
receives  is  m  accordance  with  what  he  owns — what  he  has.  Therefore 
I  might  not  be  worth  a  single  dollar ;  but  I  come  here  and  settle  down, 
and  nnd  somebody  who  will  sell  me  a  farm  on  credit,  worth,  say  five 
thousand  dollars.  I  take  the  farm  and  use  it  It  is  worth  five  thousand 
dollars.  The  Government  protects  me  in  the  possession  of  that  five 
thousand  dollars'  worth.  I  nave  the  use  of  it  If  any  trespasser  enters 
there,  I  can  appeal  to  the  law  to  eject  him,  as  in  any  other  respect  my 
right  in  respect  to  that  farm  can  be  protected  by  appealing  to  the  law. 
Therefore,  according  to  the  theory  which  these  gentlemen  who  are*  in 
favor  of  taxing  everything  advance,  that  farm  should  be  assessed  with- 
out deducting  anything.  Now,  the  reasoning  is  good,  because  the  Gov- 
ernment protects  me  to  the  extent  of  the  value  of  that  farm.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  gentlemen  say  I  have  five  thousand  dollars  borrowed 
from  my  neighbor.  I  pay  taxes  on  the  money,  while  he  is  taxed  on  the 
note,  and  they  say  that  is  double  taxation.  I  say  it  is  double  taxation, 
but  is  it  wrong  ?  My  creditor  pays  taxes  ou  the  five  thousand  dollars, 
because  the  Government  protects  him  in  the  possession  of  it,  and 
if  any  person  should  steal  it,  the  Government  would  aiTest  the  thief, 
convict  him,  and  send  him  to  State  Prison ;  and  he  receives  five  thou- 
sand dollars'  worth  of  protection.  And  if  I  refuse  to  pay  him  the  debt, 
he  can  appeal  to  the  law  and  compel  me  to  pay  him,  and,  therefore,  in 
that  respect  he  is  protected  by  the  law.  Therefore,  the  advocates  of 
that  system  of  taxation  say  that  only  in  that  way  can  it  be  made  equal. 
Whatever  my  private  views  may  be,  I  know  that  the  people  demand 
that  everything  shall  be  taxed,  not  only  tangible  property,  but  evidences 
of  indebtedness.  Now,  if  we  do  it,  let  us  tax  everything.  Let  us  have 
no  delusions.  Gentlemen  say  that  they  shall  not  be  taxed  directly,  but 
that  the  debtor  shall  have  a  right  to  deduct  the  amount  of  the  debt  from 
the  value  of  his  property.  That  is  only  a  delusion;  it  is  no  reform. 
It  only  says  one  person  shall  pay  taxes  instead  of  another.  The  Leg- 
islature can  say  that  now.  It  does  not  say  now  that  the  taxes  shall  be 
paid  by  the  borrower  or  owner  of  the  property,  because  sometimes  it  is 
a  very  difficult  thing  for  even  the  Courts  to  decide  who  is  the  owner 
of  the  property.  They  say  it  is  sufficient  to  hold  a  man  liable  to  pay 
the  taxes,  simply  because  he  has  possession  and  control  of  it  Now,  I 
am  not  in  favor  of  interfering  in  any  way  between  the  debtor  and 
creditor.  Let  them  attend  to  their  own  anairs.  Some  men  will  be 
wealthier  than  others.  Brains  has  ruled  the  world  over,  and  some  men 
will  get  rich  and  some  will  remain  poor.  I  say  let  us  enact  a  clause 
directly,  declaring  that  all  property  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its 
value.  Then  let  us  go  on  ana  define  what  property  shall  consist  of. 
Let  us  say  it  shall  consist  of  everything  tangible  or  intangible,  debts, 
capital,  and  everything  of  value  capable  of  private  ownership.  Let 
us  define  the  word  "property."  Then  leave  everything  else  to  the 
Legislature  to  collect  tne  tax,  and  let  them  say  who  shall  have  charge 
of  it  If  the  Legislature  in  their  wisdom  had  thought  it  advisable  to  pass 
a  law  like  any  of  these  propositions  here— like  tnis  one,  for  instance — 
why,  under  the  present  Constitution  they  had  full  power  to  do  so. 
They  may  say  the  debtor  may  pay  the  tax  upon  his  debts  and  then 
deduct  the  amount  from  his  creditors,  or  any  other  arrangement  of  the 
kind  they  might  see  fit  But  why  should  we  make  it  a  constitutional 
provision?  It  is  entirely  experimental,  and  if  we  find  we  have  made 
a  mistake,  as  we  are  liable  to,  then  you  cannot  correct  it  except  by 


calling  another  Convention.  Whereas,  if  we  declare  the  broad  principle, 
and  leave  the  minutia  to  the  Legislature,  to  pass  laws  regulating  it  from 
time  to  time,  then,  if  the  scheme  does  not  work  well,  the  very  next 
session  of  the  Legislature  it  can  be  modified.  The  great  evil  has  been 
in  the  past  that  the  Legislature  has  been  hampered  too  much. 
Time  having  been  called  the  gentleman  took  his  seat 

SPRECH   OP   MR.    BRDDT. 

Mr.  REDDY.    Mr.  Chairman :  This  article,  this  section,  says  taxation 
shall  be  unifonn.    The  people  of  this  State  have  been  complaining  for 
years  because  they  were  not  uniform.    We  have  heard  what  the  farmers 
had  to  say.    They  have  stated  their  wrongs.     I  don't  think  the  people 
sent  us  here  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  Constitution  for  the  farmers 
alone,  or  for  any  class  of  persons  or  property  in  the  State.     Now,  the 
farmer  complains  about  nuiny  inequalities — that  he  is  treated  unjustly. 
What  woula  he  say  if  he  was  first  taxed  for  the  privilege  of  engaging  m 
farming,  taxed  for  following  the  occupation  of  farming,  and  then  ts^ed 
on  the  value  of  his  farm,  and  of  his  personal  property,  and  then,  if  he 
happened  to  incorporate,  taxed  on  his  capital  stock?     Let  us  see  how 
many  times  miners  are  taxed,  and  see  how  the  farmers  would  like  to  be 
taxed  that  way.     In  fact,  if  the  State  is  going  to  be  taxed  four  or  five 
times  over  I  am  perfectly  willing,  but  I  am  not  willing  to  have  the  min- 
ers taxed  four  or  five  times,  and  allow  the  farmers  to  escape  with  one 
tax.    There  is  a  provision  in  the  legislative  article  that  each  corporation 
shall  be  assessed  so  many  dollars  upon  each  share  of  their  stock,  or  on 
each  one  thousand  shares,  which  amounts  to  a  coi^siderable  smn.     In 
many  cases  the  money  paid  to  the  State  would  be  a  great  deal  larger 
than  the  amount   of   money  required  to    incorporate   the    enterprise 
in  yiew,  for  many  times  it  takes  one  thousand,  or  two  thousand,  or 
may  be  twenty  thousand  dollars  to  determine  whether  there  is  any  pros- 
pect or  not,  and  if  half  that  sum  has  to  be  paid  into  the  State  treasury, 
the  enterprise  will  fall  to  the  ground.    That  is  a  tax  upon  the  right  to 
mine  in  tnis  State.     I  had  always  understood  it  to  be  the  policy  of  this 
State  to  encourage  mining,  but  that  seems  to  be  a  direct  blow  at  the 
industry.     It  is  said,  however,  that  it  is  simply  to  prevent  wildcat  min- 
ing.   Tnen  what  is  the  result?    The  general  enterprise  must  be  destroyed, 
if  there  can  be  no  prospecting  done.    Every  mining  enterprise  that 
proves  a  failure,  I  suppose,  may  be  termed  "wildcat,"  for  in  every  case 
it  requires  work  and  money  to  determine  whether  there  is  a  mine  or  not 
But  in  order  to  prevent  a  few  wildcat  speculations  you  are  willing  to 
destroy  the  entire  industry  of  legitimate  mining.    Now,  that  is  the  first 
tax  the  miners  have  to  bear,  ana  it  amounts  to  a  very  heavy  assessment. 
The  next  is,  to  assess  all  property  owned  by  a  corporation  in  the 
county  where  the  property  is.    The  man  works  in  Winter  getting  out 
ore  to  be  worked  in  Summer,  and  when  the  Assessor  comes  around  he 
taxes  ore  on  the  dump.    Now,  the  farmer  says  that  growing  crops  should 
not  be  taxed.    The  min6r  takes  out  ore  during  the  Winter  and  places 
it  upon  the  dump,  expecting  to  realize  upon  it  during  the  Summer  sea- 
son.   But  that  is  again  taxed.    Then,  ir  he  does  not  get  through  with 
this  ore  in  time,  the  Tax  Collector  will  come  around  again  and  collect 
another  tax  upon  the  bullion,  under  this  system.    Now.  we  will  leave 
the  county.     I  think  he  has  been  taxed  sufficiently.    I  think  the  farmer 
would  be  satisfied  with  that  tax.     I  think  he  would  conclude  that  he 
was  pretty  thoroughly  taxed.     Now,  go  to  the  City  of  San  Francisco, 
and  there  he  will  be  taxed  on  the  corporate  stock  of  his  company — 
another  tax.    How  is  that  tax  to  be  ascertained  ?    By  the  value  of  his 
mining  property  held  by  the  company  in  another  county.     Is  that  the 
end  01  it?    Now,  there  is  where  the  trouble  comes  in.    You  tax  the 
property  at  its  full  value,  and  then  tax  the  corporate  stock,  which  is  the 
mere  representative  of  that  property.    Now,  he  is  taxed  again  upon  his 
corporate  franchise.     What  is  tnat  corporate  franchise?    It  involves  the 
sole  right  to  some  concern.    He  is  taxed  three  times.    Now,  are  gentle- 
men really  serious  in  attempting  to  load  the  mining  industry  of  this 
State  by  such  onerous  taxes  as  these?    There  are  certainly  three  taxes. 
The  franchise  has  no  value  in  itself;  it  represents  the  possessions  of  the 
company.     It  is  considered  but  as  a  representative  of  value.    Then  the 
capital   stock,  which  is  only   a  representative  of  value.     Then  the 
property  itself  can  be  taxed  again  in  the  county.    There  are  three  dis- 
tinct taxes  based  upon  one  and  the  same  property.     It  needs  no  further 
argument  to  show  that  this  blow  at  the  mining  industry  is  entirely 
unnecessary.     I  do  not  know  anything  about  this  question  which  has 
been  pending  here  for  some  time,  between  the  miners  and  the  farmers 
along  these  streams.     I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  it  has  any  influence 
here.     It  certainly  should  not  have  any  influence  with  the  mrmers,  for 
it  is  not  to  their  interest  to  strike  a  vital  blow  at  the  great  mining  indus- 
try of  the  State.    They  cannot  aflford  to  destmy  the  mines.    Certainly, 
such  a  course  as  has  been  pursued  here  is  not  suggested  by  reason.     If 
taxes  are  to  be  uniform,  this  action  is  certainly  not  the  result  of  reason. 
It  is  not  a  just  conclusion  to  arrive  at,  no  matter  how  you  look  at  it. 
There  are  three  distinct  taxes.     It  is  sheer  nonsense.     It  is  destructive 
of  the  great  interests  of  this  State.     If  gentlemen  mean  to  be  fair — and 
we  are  bound  to  presume  that  they  intend  to  be  so— then  this  proposi- 
tion is  indefensible  upon  any  ground  of  common  sense  or  reason,  for  it  is 
not  fair  to  anybody.    That  it  is  not  good  policy  seems  too  plain  for  argu- 
ment.    It  is  not  good  policy  for  any  class  of  persons  in  this  State  to 
attempt  to  destroy  as  valuable  an  industry  as  this  seems  to  be.    And  if 
it  is  unfair  and  impolitic,  I  do  not  see  why  it  is  to  be  done,  because  it  is 
nonsense  to  say  that  it  is  done  to  prevent  fraud.    It  will  not  affect  wild- 
cats, except  as  to  this  first  assessment,  and  that  will  be  avoided.    That 
a^essment  will  fall  only  upon  bona  fide  transactions.     The  wildcats 
have  nothing  to  tax,  nothing  that  jou  can  collect  on.    There  is  a  mis- 
apprehension in  regard  to  wildcats.    A  wildcat  is  one  that  is  incorpo- 
rated for  the  purpose  of  selling  stock,  when  there  is  no  property  of  which 
that  stock  is  the  representative.     I  appeal  to  the  sense  oi  fairness  and- 
iustice  of  this  Convention  to  defeat  these  measures  in  the  article  reported 
by  the  committee.     I  ask  you  to  look  at  the  iwlicy  of  the  thing.     If  it 


k 


Dec.  30, 1878. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


859 


[ 


be  desirable  to  have  this  Constitution  adopted  it  will  be  necessary  to 
strike  this  out,  for,  in  addition  to  the  people  who  are  opposed  to  this 
Constitution,  you  will  array  every  miner  in  this  State  against  it,  because 
the  miners  cannot  vote  for  an  instrument  which  is  aimed  at  their 
destruction.  They  are  not  simple-minded  enough  to  indorse  a  measure 
which  will  cut  their  own  throats.  And  when  the  proper  time  comes,  if 
these  amendments  are  voted  down,  and  the  opportunity  presents  itself, 
the  proper  amendment  will  be  offered. 

BIMARKS   OP   MR.    WHITIC: 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  say  one  word  in  expla- 
nation to  Mr.  Reddy.  I  donH  know  of  any  antagonism  between  the 
farmers  and  the  miners.  The  interests  of  the  farmer  are  just  the  same 
to  the  State  as  the  interests  of  the  miner.  They  are  two  great  interests 
upon  which  the  prosperity  of  the  State  rests,  and  I  am  certain  there  is 
no  iarmer  in  this  Convention  or  out  of  it,  who  wishes  to  do  anything  to 
cut  at  the  interest  of  mining,  or  prevent  the  working  of  the  minmg 
claims  of  the  State.  I  have  paid  no  attention  to  the  section  which 
relates  to  miners  and  that  interest,  because  I  hoped  such  gentlemen  as 
Mr.  Reddy  and  others,  who  are  well  acquainted  with  the  subject,  would 
get  up  and  speak  and  show  us  what  would  be  fair.  The  reason  I  rose 
was  to  assure  the  gentleman,  that  as  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  antag- 
onism between  the  farmers  and  the  miners.  They  both  well  know  that 
it  is  necessary  to  be  fairly  taxed,  and  that  the  prosperity  of  both  farmer 
and  miner  depends  upon  our  doing  so.  And  his  allusion  to  what  he 
thought  was  making  the  formers  feel  hard  towards  the  miners,  I  think 
is  a  mistake.  I  don't  think  there  will  be  any  measures  adopted  that 
will  injure  the  miners.  Never  such  a  thought  came  into  my  mind. 
They  are  only  anxious  to  be  taxed  equally  and  fairly,  like  every  other 
occupation  in  the  State.  I  say  there  is  the  same  reason  for  showing 
leniency  towards  the  miner  that  there  is  towards  the  farmer,  because 
the  miners'  prosperity  is  the  farmers'  prosperity,  and  the  prosperity  of 
these  two  great  interests  means  the  prosperity  of  every  other  interest  in 
the  State. 

REIIARKR   OF   MR.   STUART. 

Mr.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  know  what  they  are  dis- 
cussing here.  I  believe  it  is  the  taxation  article.  I  don't  know  of  any 
gentleman  either  who  understands  what  the^  are  discussing.  When  I 
was  elected  here,  I  was  elected  under  a  promise  to  tax  mortgages.  We 
were  all  elected  on  that  platform  from  my  county.  We  were  all  placed 
before  the  nominating  convention  and  catechised  about  it.  I  think  the 
only  thing  we  need  is  the  old  Constitution,  and  a  provision  in  it  that 
mortgages  must  be  taxed.  Then  let  the  Legislature  make  its  laws  gov- 
erning the  details.  As  far  as  the  farming  interest  is  concerned,  I  am 
»Mie  of  the  farmers  and  a  vine-grower.  We  are  taxed  largely.  We  first 
j>ay  one  hundred  dollars  to  the  government  for  a  license.  We  pay  so 
much  on  every  gallon  of  brandy  made.  We  pay  taxes  on  the  product 
every  year,  if  we  keep  it  over  more  than  one  year.  Then  we  pay  taxes 
on  the  property,  and  upon  the  soil.  Now»  I  would  like  some  gentleman 
to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  old  Constitution  taxing  mortgages.  That 
is  all  we  want. 

Mr.  ROLFE.     Would  you  not  tax  all  solvent  debts? 

Mr.  STUART.  Certainly;  tax  all  solvent  debts.  The  merchant  i# 
taxed  on  what  he  has  on  his  shelves.  He  gives  his  estimate  of  the 
value.  He  knows  about  what  his  stock  is.  The  farmer  is  taxed  on 
everything  that  is  seen.  As  well  described  by  Mr.  White,  the  Assessor 
takes  carpets  and  all.  We  don't  open  a  silver  box  when  we  answer  the 
questions.  Now,  I  would  just  add  one  line  to  the  old  Constitution,  and 
then  adopt  it.  One  line,  I  believe,  would  contain  all  we  want  to  add  to 
the  old  Constitution.  I  am  satisfied  that  I  pay  as  much  tax  as  any  man 
on  this  floor  who  is  engaged  in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  hence  I  speak 
knowingly  when  I  say  that  the  farmers  do  not  demand  the  complete 
destruction  of  the  old  (Constitution.  I  make  these  remarks  in  order  that 
we  may  get  down  to  work  and  amend  this  article  by  the  change  of  a  lino 
or  two. 

SPEECH   OP   MR.    BARTON. 

Mr.  BARTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  question  seems  to  be  pretty 
well  exhausted.  I  listened  yesterday  with  a  very  great  degree  of  pleas- 
ure, to  the  very  able  address  delivered  by  Judge  Belcher.  I  think  there 
was  more  in  his  language  than  in  that  of  any  other  gentleman  I  have 
heard.  As  has  been  remarked,  this  subject  is  perhaps  one  of  greater 
importance  than  any  other  which  will  have  to  be  handled  and  discussed 
by  this  Convention.  The  proposition  of  mv  colleague  from  Humboldt, 
in  my  humble  judgment,  not  only  meets  the  desires  of  the  gentleman 
from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Stuart,  but  it  goes  farther  and  shows  the  way  clearly 
how  the  difficulty  can  be  adjusted  between  the  borrower  and  the  lender. 
In  re^krd  to  this  subject  of  taxing  mortgages,  it  is  one  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  people  of  this  State.  We  find  to-day  the  whole  busi- 
ness system  of  the  State  demoralized.  For  instance,  two  gentlemen 
came  from  the  State  of  Iowa — which  is  a  case  in  point— came  into  this 
State  with  fifty  thousand  dollars  each.  One  of  them,  being  of  rather  a 
thrifty  turn  of  mind,  says  to  his  friend :  **  I  have  fifty  thousand  dollars, 
and  I  see  my  coin  will  bring  one  and  a  half  and  two  per  cent,  per 
month,  therefore  I  propose  to  loan  my  money  out  to  these  gentlemen 
who  are  engaged  in  agriculture,  and  take  a  mortgage,  and  I  can  then 
retire  to  my  home  and  sleep  in  perfect  security,  and  know  that  not  only 
my  interest  but  my  principal  is  secure  and  safe."  He  proceeds  accord- 
ingly. The  other  visits  the  country  and  sa^s  to  his  friend :  "  I  am  not 
much  of  a  Shylock,  and  I  prefer  to  en^ge  m  active,  energetic  business; 
I  will  engage  m  the  manufacturing  business."  When  the  Assessor  comes 
around,  he  has  no  trouble  in  assessing  the  man,  for  his  property  is  all 
visible,  and  he  assesses  it  to  the  full  extent.  Well,  the  other  individual 
who  holds  his  mortgages  drawins  interest,  pays  not  a  dollar  tax  to  the 
county  or  State.  That  is  the  condition  the  State  is  in  to-day,  especially 
the  lumber  interest  in  the  county  which  I  in  part  represent.    Every 


mill  in  that  county,  without  exception,  is  to-day  locked  up,  and  not  a 
wheel  is  being  turned.  Why  is  this?  Because  of  the  untold  millions 
that  men  have  locked  up  in  real  estate  under  mortgage,  where  they 
escape  taxation.  Now  the  people  demand  this  reform  at  bur  hands.  I 
do  not  believe  any  honorable  man  will  refuse  to  listen  to  that  demand. 
We  have  heard  gentlemen  talk  about  public  clamor,  but  this  demand 
comes  up  in  such  a  shape  that  we  cannot  disregard  it.  It  is  one  of  the 
clamors  that  you  must  listen  to.  In  regard  to  the  personal  plans  laid 
before  us,  I  do  not  understand  them.  They  are  either  too  deep  for  my 
comprehension,  or  so  mystified  that  I  cannot  ^pple  with  them.  I  do 
believe  that  the  system  now  before  this  body  is  an  intelligent  and  feasi- 
ble one.  I  had  ho|)ed  that  there  would  be  a  committee  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  drafting  a  plan  for  an  income  tax,  in  connection  with  the 
report  of  this  committee.  I  still  believe  that  the  only  way  out  of  this 
difficulty  is  the  creation  of  a  new  committee  to  investigate  and  act  upon 
the  subject.  The  plan  presented  by  Mr.  Huestis  is  clear  in  the  extreme 
to  my  mind;  much  more  so  than  anything  that  has  been  presented 
before  this  body,  and  I  hope  it  may  be  adopted. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.    BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  don't  expect  to  take  up  the  time  of 
this  Convention.  It  has  been  ably  discussed,  and  at  some  length.  Taking 
the  different  arguments,  and  the  different  speeches,  and  the  different 
views  expressed  upon  this  subject,  and  it  would  seem  that  we  had  almost 
enough  of  it.  I  have  heard  something  said  with  regard  to  double  taxa- 
tion, and  that  it  is  looked  for  by  the  people.  Now,  I  am  not  going  to 
argue  the  propriety  of  double  taxation  at  all.  In  a  constitutional  pro- 
vision), providing  for  raising  revenues  for  the  State,  the  great  object  is  to 
get  that  which  Is  just  to  the  State  and  to  the  people,  and  it  is  not  the 
part  of  a  Constitutional  Convention  to  go  oi^t  of  the  way  in  order  to 
regulate  matters  between  individuals.  That  may  be  done  by 'act  of  the 
Legislature,  or  otherwise.  The  subject  of  rebate  has  been  brought  up. 
It  looks  very  plausible  and  quite  feasible.  But  in  the  midst  of  all  this 
matter,  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  recollect  the  manner  in  which  the 
members  look  upon  this  subject,  when  they  were  almost  as  well 
informed  upon  it  as  now,  before  the  people  of  the  State,  who,  by  reason 
of  their  oppressions,  have  taken  the  matter  into  serious  consideration. 
There  is  hardly  any  portion  of  the  country  but  what  knows  men  who, 
owing  to  the  inequalities  in  this  respect,  that  were  worth  ten  thousand, 
or  hundreds  of  thousands,  who  escape  taxation.  Now,  I  am  satisfied 
and  convinced  that  many  members  of  this  body  came  here  pledged  to 
tax  mortgages  and  solvent  debts.  They  advocated  it  before  the  people. 
I  am  impressed  with  the  opinion  that  this  doctrine  should  be  carried  out 
by  constitutional  enactment.  Now,  I  am  fully  convinced  that  it  is 
wrong  to  make  any  man  pay  more  than  he  should,  on  account  of  the 
decisions  that  have  been  rendered  in  regard  to  notes  and  mortgages  not 
being  taxable.  By  reason  of  this  exemption  some  men  pay  more  than 
their  proper  amount.  This  has  been  one  of  the  great  causes  for  calling 
this  Convention.  We  should  be  careful  and  not  disappoint  the  people. 
We  should  carry  out  these  principles. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  house  is  too 
thin  to  come  to  a  vote  to-night,  and  I  move  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  SHOEMAKER.    I  move  to  adjourn. 

Carried.  And  at  three  o'clock  and  fifty  minutes  p.  m.  the  tk)nyention 
stood  adjourned  until  Monday. 


NINETY-FOURTH    DAY. 

Sacramento,  Monday,  December  30th,  1878. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Biggs, 

Blackmer, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

CapleSr 

Casserly, 

Chapman, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Cowden, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 


PRESENT. 

Dean, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin, 

Dudley,  of  Solan(^^ 

Dunlap, 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estey, 

Filcher, 

Finney, 

Freeman, 

Garvey, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Graves, 

Oregg> 

Hale, 

Hall. 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 


Hilbom, 

Hitchcock, 

Holmes, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Huestis, 

Hughey, 

Hunter, 

Inman, 

Jones, 

Joyce, 

Kelley, 

Kenny, 

Keyes, 

Kleine, 

Lampson, 

Larkm, 

Larue, 

Lavigne, 

Lindow, 

Mansfield, 
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Monday, 


Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

McCallum, 

McComaA, 

McConnell, 

McCoy, 

McFarland, 

Moffat, 

Moreland, 

Na«on, 

Nelson, 

Neunabor, 

O'Donncll, 

Oh  lever, 

Porter, 

Prouty, 

Pulliam, 

Reddy,     . 

Barnes, 

Beeratecher, 

Berry, 

Campbell, 

Davis, 

Estee, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Fawcett,- 

Freud, 

Glascock, 

Hager, 

Harrison, 


Reed, 

Reynolds, 

Rhodes, 

Ringgold, 

Rolfe, 

Schomp, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 


Smith,  of  SanU  Clara,  Weller, 
Smith,  of  4th  District,  Wellin, 
Smith,  of  San  Franei8co,West, 


Thompson, 

Tinnin, 

Townsend, 

Tully, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 


Soule, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Stuart, 

Swing, 

Terry, 

ABSRNT. 

Herold, 

Herri  ngton, 

Johnson, 

Laine, 

Lewis, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

McNut^, 

Miller, 

Mills, 

Morse, 

>i^rphy, 

Noel, 

O'Sullivan, 

LRAVK    OV    ABSKXCB. 


Wickcs, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President. 


Overton, 

Schell, 

Shafter, 

Stedman, 

Sweasey, 

Swenson, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Dyke, 

Walker,  of  Marin,* 

Waters, 

Webster, 

Winans. 


Leave  of  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  Mr.  Morse. 
Two  days'  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  Davis  and  Farrell. 
Three  days*  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Sweasey. 
Leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Stedman  until  January  sixth,  eight- 
een hundred  and  seventy-nine. 

THR   JOURNAL. 

Mr.  KEYES.     Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
be  dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

PAY   OF   ATTACHRS. 

Mr.  CROSS.     Mr.  President:  I  send  up  a  resolution. 
The  SECRETARY  read : 

Resolved,  That  scrip  bo  issued  to  Henry  Jones,  William  Gait,  Joseph  Von  Pragpie, 
Hiram  Cloclc,  Michael  Barnes,  and  Frank  Laiue,  for  their  regular  per  diem  for  the 
four  days  of  the  Thanksgiving  vacation. 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mileage  and  Contingent  Expenses. 

BRVRNUR    AND   TAXATIOX. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Revenue  and  Taxation. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  Section  two  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  and 
the  amendments  thereto,  are  before  the  committee. 

RIIIARKS   OF   MR.    RHODRS. 

Mr.  RHODES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion at  length,  but  with  the  indulgence  of  the  committee'  I  desire  to 
comment  upon  section  two  of  the  report  of  the  Coinmittee  on  Revenue 
and  Taxation.  At  the  outset  I  desire  to  say  that  I  cordially  indorse  that 
system  of  assessment  and  taxation,  which  contemplates  a  tax  upon  the 
net  value  of  the  taxpayer's  property;  or,  in  other  words,  I  propose  to 
allow  the  taxpayer  to  deduct  from  the  assessed  value  of  his  property  the 
entire  amount  of  his  indebtedness  to  bona  fide  residents  of  the  State.  I 
believe,  that  while  no  system  can  be  devised  which  is  absolutely  and 
positively  correct,  and  which  will  bear  equally  upon  all,  this  system 
approaches  nearer  a  correct  system  than  any  other  that  has  been  sug- 
gested. Under  this  system  the  taxpayer  pays  only  on  what  he  is  actually 
worth.  The  second  section  of  the  report  I  believe  recognizes  that  prin- 
ciple, and  to  that  extent  I  shall  heartily  support  the  section  as  reported 
by  the  committee ;  but  there  is  one  other  feature  in  that  section  wnich  I 
cannot  indorse,  and  when  anamendment  is  in  order,  if  an  amendment 
of  that  kind  is  not  offered ^^some  other  member  of  the  committee, 
I  shall  offer«an  amendmen^^ith  the  view  of  eliminating  that  portion 
which  relates  to  the  assessin^or  taxing  of  the  capital  stock  ofcorporations. 
I  believe  that  that  is  seekmg  to  tax  not  only  the  substance,  but  the 
siiadow  of  the  substance.  The  property  of  a  corporation  is  its  money, 
and  it;5  credits,'and  its  personal  property,  and  when  all  its  property  is 
taxed,  the  duty  of  the  Assessor  should  end  there,  and  he  should  not  pro- 
ceed to  assess  the  capital  stock  of  a  corporation,  which  is  simply  a  name. 
You  might  as  well  assess  a  building  during  the  daytime,  and  at  the  same 
time  assess  the  shadow  of  that  building.  The  object  is  to  reach  cer- 
tain corporations  who  have  offices  in  this  State,  who  are  doing  business 
here,  and  yet  whose  property  in  whole  or  in  part  is  beyond  the  bounda- 
ries of  the  State.  If  that  is  the  intent  of  that  section,  I  think  that  it  is 
in  the  nature  of  a  penalty  imposed  upon  the  members  of  the  corporations 
who  are  endeavoring  to  do  business  in  this  State,  and  I  think  there  is  a 
more  direct  and  more  equitable  way  of  reaching  it.  It  discriminates 
against  that  class  of  men  who  are  doing  business  here  as  against  our  own 


citizens,  and  to  be  consistent  with  ourselves  we  should  discountenance 
any  proposition  which  looks  to  a  discrimination,  either  between  our  own 
citizens,  whether  they  have  property  here  or  not,  and  those  who  have 
property  here.  I  therefore  oppose  that  feature  in  section  two.  With 
that  exception  I  am  prepared  to  sustain  that  section.  I  believe  it 
approaches  nearer  to  what  is  demanded  by  the  people  of  the  State  than 
anvthing  else  proposed. 

In  regard  to  the  amendments,  the  result  would  be  the  same.  I  think 
that  the  mode  prescribed  of  reaching  the  same  result  would  be  more  cir- 
cuitous, and  that  it  wouM  not  work  practically.  It  would  not  work 
without  a  good  deal  of  friction,  and  in  fact  in  less  than  twelve  months 
would  be  thoroughly  and  heartily  condemned  by  the  taxpayers  of  the 
State.  It  is  entirely  too  uncertain  in  its  operations,  and  involved  in  too 
many  intricacies.  It  might  work  well  in  some  few  instances,  where  the 
taxpayer  was  indebted  to  one  or  two  individuals,  but  it  is  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  Assessor  to  keep  accounts  between  men,  and  when  it  comes 
to  the  case  of  business  men,  whose  debts  are  multitudinous  and  in  various 
accounts,  I  apprehend  that  it  would  fail  entirely  to  work.  I  believe 
that  the  result  would  be  that  it  would  be  heartily  condemned  in  less 
than  twelve  months  from  the  time  it  came  into  operation.  For  that 
reason  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment,  and  in  favor  of  section  two  of 
that  report,  only  amended  so  as  to  eliminate  from  that  report  the  prop- 
osition to  tax  the  capital  stock  of  corporations. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    REYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  did  not  intend  to  say  a  word  upon 
this  subject,  but  there  seems  to  be  so  much  apparent  misunderstanding, 
not  to  say  bad  feeling  abroad  in  the  Convention — and  by  that  I  mean 
divided  upon  the  mortgage  question,  and  not  in  a  political  sense — that  I 
feel  obliged  to  offer  a  word  or  two.  The  gentleman  who  preceded  me  says 
he  is  op]K>sed  to  the  amendment  before  the  committee,  because  it  is 
involved  in  intricacies.  I  am  opposed  to  it  for  the  same  reason,  that  it 
involves  too  much  arithmetic.  I  am  likewise  opposed  to  the  first  amend- 
ment, for  the  same  reason.  I  am  opposed  to  the  report  of  the  committee 
for  the  same  reason — sections  two,  five,  and  eleven — they  involve  too 
much  calculation  and  arithmetic,  matters  that  ought  to  be  confined  to 
the  revenue  bill  to  be  enacted  by  the  Legislature.  There  is  no  doubt 
but  what  the  most  of  us  were  elected  with  the  understanding  that  the 
desire  of  our  constituents  was  that  mortgages  should  be  taxed.  Indeed, 
it  was  so  expressed  in  some  of  the  platforms,  but  by  that  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  tne  people  meant  that  a  man  should  be  taxed  for  all  the  prop- 
erty that  he  possessed,  and  then  taxed  again  if  he  happened  to  owe 
something  on  that  property.  That  is  the  proposition.  If  the  term '' taxing 
mortgages"  means  such  a  proposition  as  that,  it  seems  to  me  that  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  it  is  double  taxation  in  its  worst  sense  and  in  its 
worst  form.  It  is  certain  to  operate  against  the  debtor  class,  and*  in  favor 
of  the  creditor.  Now,  I  apprehend  that  the  true  doctrine,  which  will 
not  be  disputed  by  any  one,  is  that  the  State  seeks  to  tax  once,  and  only 
once,  all  the  property  in  the  State,  and  to  tax  no  fictitious  evidences  of 
indebtedness.  To  do  that,  I  apprehend  it  is  not.necessary  to  tax  mort- 
gages, and  it  is  not  necessary  to  go  into  the  intricate  system  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  or  even  that  proposed  by  the 
amendment  now  under  consideration.  Instead  of  that  scheme  I  would 
endeavor  to  adopt  something  like  this:  the  declaration  is  that  "all  prop- 
erty shall  be  taxed, except" — and  then  let  the  exceptions  follow.  First, 
that  belonging  to  the  United  States;  second,  that  belonging  to  the  State; 
third,  if  so  decided,  growing  crops,  or  anything  else  decided  to  be  an 
exception.  I  would  then  simply  declare,  in  three  lines,  "no  deduction 
shall  be  made  from  any  assessment  on  account  of  debts  of  the  person 
assessed."  I  would  then  declare  that  the  tax  assessed  to  and  paid  by 
any  debtor  shall  be,  at  the  time  of  such  assessment  or  payment,  an  offset 
to  the  debt  to  an  amount  in  proportion  to  the  whole  amount  so  assessed 
to  him.  There  is  an  end  to  the  whole  matter.  Upon  those  three  decla- 
rations I  apprehend  it  would  not  be  difficult  for  the  Legislature  to  build 
a  reveni^e  law  that  would  be  as  perfect  as  anything  human  can  be. 

Now  let  us  look  at  the  results  under  such  a  scheme  as  that.  There 
are  three  methods  now  under  the  present  system,  by  which  property 
escapes  taxation.  One  is  in  swearing  down  solvent  debts ;  another  is 
in  swearing  up  deductions  to  be  made  on  account  of  what  a  person 
owes;  and  the  third  is  in  hiding  money;  in  saying,"  I  have  got  nothing:** 
in  putting  it  away  somewhere,  so  as  to  ease  the  conscience,  and  say,  "  I 
have  not  got  any  money."  There  are  three  ways  in  which  the  bulk  of 
the  propertv  escapes  taxation.  Now,  I  claim  that  this  proposition  will 
eliminate  the  first  two  methods  entirely.  In  the  first  place,  there  will 
be  no  deduction.  All  the  property  a  man  has  will  be  taxed,  and  there 
will  be  no  deduction.  In  the  second  place,  there  will  be  nothing  taken 
into  account  for  what  is  owing  to  him.  He  will  be  simply  asseaw^  for 
what  he  owns;  and  then  if  he  owes  anybody,  the  tax  upon  that  debt, 
when  becomes  to  pay  it,  shall  be  an  offset  against  that  debt  for  just 
such  proportion  as  the  debt  bears  to  the  whole  amount  of  property 
assessed  to  him.  The  result  is  easy  to  ascertain.  The  tax  receipt  itself 
is  an  official  evidence  of  it,  because  it  is  just  as  good  as  the  receipt  of 
the  person  himself.  It  is  impossible  for  litigation  to  grow  out  of  it. 
The  gentleman  from  Marin  stated  that  it  would  make  plenty  of  work 
for  lawyers  if  the  amendment  was  adopted,  but  it  does  not  seem  to  me 
possible  that  any  litigation  could  grow  out  of  this  system,  any  more 
than  the  settlement  of  notes  with  accruing  interest.  A  single  decision 
to  point  out  the  law  on  that  question  would  set  at  rest  all  other  cases  of 
that  kind. 

As  to  the  assessment  and  taxation  of  the  franchises  and  capital  stock 
of  incorporated  companies,  there  is  no  doubt  but  a  better  scheme  ought 
to  be  devised  than  any  now  existing  for  that  purpose;  but  I  do  not 
understand  what  gentlemen  mean  when  they  say — and  I  find  it  in  the 
report  of  the  committee  and  both  of  the  amendments — that  all  property, 
including  the  franchises  and  capital  stock  of  corporations,  shall  be  taxed. 
It  seems  to  me  that  they  must  mean  double  taxation.     It  seems  to  me 
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that  it  muBt  mean  that  the  franchises  of  corporations  must  be  taxed, 
and  that  the  capital  stock  of  the  corporation  must  be  taxed.  I  am  not 
in  favor  of  sucn  a  proposition  as  that.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  to  tax 
a  corporation  more  than  any  person.  If  they  are  taxed  opce  that  is 
sufficient.  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  the  capital  stock  of  all  companies 
incorporated  and  doing  business  in  this  State,  in  the  principal  office  of 
the  corjjoration,  in  place  of  any  kind  of  property  that  they  may  own. 
It  seems  to  me  that  irthe  best  way  to  get  at  the  value  of  the  property. 
It  comprehends  everything.  It  comprehends  all  the  property,  the 
good  will,  and  everything.  It  is  all  expressed  in  tlie  market  value  of 
its  capital  stock.  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  all  domestic  corporations  in 
that  way.  Foreign  corporations  we  cannot,  and  must  go  for  their  prop 
erty  as  we  do  for  other  property.  Hence,  I  do  not  see  that  we  ougnt 
to  include  the  word  '' franchises,"  unless  we  say  that  this  shall  not  be 
construed  to  mean  double  taxation.  Then  I  do  not  know  but  that  it 
would  be  well  enough ;  but  I  do  not  see  ^ny  need  of  it. 

I  would  like  to  answer  one  objection  to  this  scheme  of  prohibiting  any 
deductions  from  the  assessment  and  of  making  the  debtor  pay  the  tax 
in  the  firat  place,  and  that  the  tax  be  a  receipt  to  him  in  full  for  so 
much  of  his  debt.  A  gentleman  spoke  to  me  of  the  case  of  a  merchant 
doing  business  in  the  interior  and  owing  money  in  San  Francisco,  for 
inst&Dce.  How  shall  that  be  arranged  ?  The  Assessor  comes  round  and 
taxes  the  stock  of  goods  he  has  in  his  store,  and  he  owes  money  to  dif- 
ferent persons  in  San  Francisco,  and  how  shall  we  arrange  this  matter  ? 
It  is  the  simplest*  thing  in  the  world.  On  the  day  on  which  the  mer- 
chant at  Auburn  is  assessed  for  the  stock  of  goods  in  his  store,  on  that 
day  he  writes  up  his  ledger  and  charges  to  the  account  of  his  creditor  in 
San  Francisco  such  proportion  of  the  tax  assessed  to  him,  as  the  debt 
that  he  owes  him  has  to  the  whole  amount  of  property  assessed  by  him. 
It  is  that  day  a  lien  against  the  debt.  It  is  on  that  day  made  a  receipt 
against  that  debt,  and  there  is  no  arithmetic  necessary  scarcely.  And  I 
will  say  that  this  is  a  thing  which  occurs  every  hour  of  the  day  in  every 
bank  in  the  State.  A  debtor  there  owes  the  bank.  He  fails  to  pay  the 
tax.  The  bank  ascertains  that  to  be  the  case,  pays  the  tax,  and  imme- 
diately charges  up  to  that  debtor  the  tax  paid  on  that  mortgaged  prop- 
erty. And  so  on.  A  single  instance  illustrates  the  whole  business.  I 
have  yet  failed  to  notice  a  single  illustration  where  there  is  any  ine- 
quality in  the  working  of  the  rule,  or  where  it  would  be  liable  to  work 
any  injustice.  Yes,  there  is  one,  and  that  is  the  case  of  a  merchant  at 
Auburn,  for  instance,  who  has  nothing  at  all  except  money  to  pay 
freight,  and  his  credit  in  San  Francisco  on  which  he  gets  goods  and  puts 
them  in  his  store  in  the  interior.  The  Assessor  comes  round  the  next 
day  and  he  does  not  assess  him  at  the  cash  value  of  the  goods,  but  he 
puts  it  below.  Even  if  the  freight  is  added  it  is  assessed  less  than 
the  invoice  value  of  the  goods.  That  is  said  to  be  the  general  rule  of 
asaessmeat  in  the  interior,  at  least  it  was  so  stated  to  me  by  an  ex- 
Assessor.  Supposing  that  to  be  the  case,  then  I  would  say  that  he 
would  collect  of  his  creditor  more  tax  than  he  has  paid  himself.  But 
then  there  could  not  be  a  very  great  difference.  If  such  did  happen  to 
be  the  case  it  would  be  so  small  that  it  would  amount  to  nothmg,  and 
is  one  of  those  imperfections  of  all  human  things  that  cannot  possibly 
be  avoided. 

Mr.  OHLEYER.  Do  you  argue  that  it  would  be  right  to  exempt 
that  man  from  taxation  although  he  did  business  on  ten  thousand 
dollars,  or  five  thousand  dollars? 

Mr.  KEYNOLDS.  I  exempt  him  from  nothing.  I  tax  the  goods. 
The  goods  are  taxed  in  the  store,  the  whole  of  them,  and  if  he  owes  for 
the  whole  of  them  the  whole  tax  is  set  off.  The  man  has  got  nothing. 
He  has  nothing  to  tax ;  then  why  tax  him  ? 

Mr.  OHLEYER.  It  seems  to  me  that  he  ought  to  pay  something  for 
the  protection  of  his  goods,  and  for  the  privilege  of  doing  business  in 
that  community. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  the  very  mistake  that  gentlemen  make 
here.  When  they  undertake  to  tax  evidences  of  indebtedness  and  tax 
protection  that  have  no  value  in  themselves.  The  mistake  is  made 
when  you  depart  from  the  fact  that  the  State  is  entitled  to  a  tax  upon 
property  alone  and  nothing  else. 

Ihb  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman's  time  has  expired  under  the 
rale. 

rCries  of  "  Leave  "  and  "  No."] 

Mr.  cross.    I  move  that  the  gentleman  have  leave  to  proceed. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  do  not  desire  any  further  time.  I  will  just  say 
one  thing,  that  it  seems  to  be  a  matter  of  no  concern  to  the  State  what- 
ever who  owes,  provided  all  the  property  in  the  State  is  once  taxed. 
That  is  sufficient,  and  if  we  can  arrive  at  a  scheme  of  that  kind  without 
involving  ourselves  in  intricacies,  even  though  it  is  a  departure  from 
the  ordinary  method  we  have  been  pursuing,  I  do  not  see  why  it  should 
not  be  adopted. 

RXMARKS   OF   MR.   STUART. 

Mr.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  think  that  I  will  change  any 
one's  ideas  by  speaking,  but  I  am  opposed  to  all  rebate  of  taxes.  I  am 
opposed  to  all  double  taxation.  I  think  that  the  only  thing  we  require  to 
perfect  our  work  is  to  place  a  few  lines  in  the  old  Constitution  defining 
what  property  is.  Mortgages  and  solvent  debts  are  property.  When 
you  commence  a  system  of  deductions  you  open  the  door  to  fraud.  All 
experiments  of  that  kind  in  other  States  have  shown  it  to  be  so,  and  I 
do  not  know  that  I  can  express  it  better  than  to  have  the  Secretary  read 
»  paragraph  from  the  report  of  the  Tax  Commissioners  of  New  York;  it 
is  on  page  sixty- two. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"And  yet,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  difficult  to  see  how  a  system  which 
proposes  to  tax  all  personal  property  uniformly  can  be  made  to  work 
witii  any  degree  of  success,  unless  the  right,  or  privilege  to  affect  or 
diminish  valuation  by  indebtedness,  is  strictly  and  explicitly  forbidden, 
inasmuch  as  it  is  this  very  right  or  privilege  which  furnishes  the  oppor- 
tunity whereby  personal  property  can  most  successfully  evade  taxation.  | 


Nothing  is  more  easy  than  to  create  debts  for  the  purpose  of  diminish- 
ing valuation,  which  no  investigation  on  the  part  of  Assessors  will  suf- 
fice to  prove  fictitious,  an^  yet  of  such  a  character  that  individuals  of 
easy  conscience  will  find  no  difficulty  in  making  oath  to  their  validity. 
In  the  debate  which  took  place  on  this  subject  in  the  Constitutional  Con- 
vention of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-seven  and  eighteen  hundred  and 
sixty-eight,  numerous  examples  were  given  by  delegates  of  expedients  of 
this  character  which  had  fallen  under  their  observation,  and  the  Chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee  declared :  '  that  in  the  county  and  the  towns 
and  cities  in  the  interior  of  the  State  the  rule  is  almost  universal  for 
persons  to  get  up  an  indebtedness  of  some  kind  or  other,  so  that  their 
property  may  escape  taxation.'  One  of  the  most  common  and  success- 
ful methods  now  i*esorted  to  is  the  taking  of  an  unfair  but  apparently 
strictly  legal  advantage  of  the  law  exempting  the  securities  of  the 
United  States  from  taxation.  Thus,  for  example,  an  individual  desiring 
to  evade  taxation  on  capital  invested  in  general  mercantile,  or  specu- 
lative business,  first  purchases  United  States  bonds,  we  may  suppose,  to 
the  amount  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars;  he  then  borrows  on  bis 
promissory  note,  using  the  bonds  as  collateral,  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  or  some  smaller  sum,  and  invests  the  money  so  obtained  in  the 
business  in  question.  When  the  day  of  assessment  comes  round,  a 
return  is  made  under  oath,  if  need  be,  one  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
business  capital;  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  just  debts  and  liabili- 
ties; no  personal  property  subject  to  taxation.  If  inquiry  is  made  fur- 
ther respecting  the  United  States  bonds  purchased,  the  answer  is  made 
legitimately,  that  in  respect  to  these  the  State  authorities  have  no  jurisdic- 
tion. Since  the  commencement  of  the  present  year,  moreover,  a  case 
involving  this  very  principle  of  exemption,  has  been  brought  before 
the  Supreme  Court  of  New  York  (general  term,  January  third,  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-one),  by  the  Tax  Commissioners  of  th'fe  City  of  New 
York,  and  a  decision  given  in  favor  of  its  legality,  thus  illustrating  how 
difficult  it  is,  holding  on  to  a  system  of  universal  taxation,  to  once 
exempt  any  description  of  intangible,  incorporeal  property  from  assess- 
ment, without  at  tne  same  time  opening  a  door  to  mnumerable  opportu- 
nities for  fraud  and  evasion.  And  it  should  be  further  borne  in  mind, 
that  this  door  has  been  most  effectually  opened,  both  by  National  and 
State  authorities,  and  that  it  is  i;iow  entirely  beyond  the  power  of  any 
individual  State  to  close  it." 

Mr.  STUART.  I  have  nothing  further  to  say.  I  think  we  are  ready 
for  a  vote. 

Mr.  BIGGS.    I  believe  that  only  relates  to  the  personal  property. 

Mr.  STUART.    No  deduction  whatever. 

4 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    KRTES. 

Mr.  KEYES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  Mr.  Huestis,  and  for  these  reasons : 
It  looks  to  me  as  if  opening  the  door  for  this  rebate  or  deduction  would 
do  away  with  all  our  taxes,  and  in  a  little  while  there  would  be  nothing 
paid.  If  you  allow  the  individual  to  deduct  his  liabilities,  I  do  not  see 
why  you  would  not  have  to  do  the  same  with  the  corporations,  as  they 
all  ought  to  be  treated  alike.  If  you  allow  the  deduction  in  the  case  of 
an  individual,  why  not  allow  it  in  the  case  of  a  corporation?  If  you 
allow  it  in  the  case  of  a  corporation,  it  would  be  exempt  entirely  from 
taxation.  To  my  mind,  the  only  thing  to  do  is  to  tax  all  the  property 
we  can  find.  I  believe  in  taxing  mortgages;  I  believe  there  is  property 
in  a  mortgage.  I  do  not  know  any  reason  why  a  man  should  not  pay  a 
tax  on  his  farm.  He  is  equally  protected  in  it  as  if  he  had  no  mort- 
gage on  his  farm.  He  borrows  nve  hundred  dollars,  or  one  thou.<umd 
dollars,  or  any  other  sum  upon  his  farm.  It  does  not  put  that  money 
out  of  existence.  He  pays  tne  tax  on  the  farm,  and  the  other  man  pays 
the  tax  on  the  mortgage.  I  cannot  see  any  double  taxation  in  that. 
They  both  have  an  interest  in  the  country ;  they  both  have  means  here. 
One  has  lands  and  the  other  money.  He  simply  exchanges  the  money 
for  the  mortgage.  The  money  is  all  there,  and  I  think  they  are  both 
subject  to  taxation. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  should  call  it  double  taxation.  For  instance  : 
two  men  own  a  farm  worth  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  each  having 
an  interest  of  fifty  thousand  dollars  in  it.  One  sells  to  the  other  his 
interest  in  the  farm,  and  takes  a  mortgage  for  fiflv  thousand  dollars  on 
the  whole  farm.  There  is  not  a  dollar  exchange,  but  they  have  created 
a  debt  of  fifty  thousand  dollars,  which,  under  your  system,  would  be  an 
increase  of  property  to  the  amount  of  fifty  thousand  dollars  without  a 
dollar  created  in  any  way  at  all. 

Mr.  KEYES.  Could  you  not  get  fifty  thousand  dollars  for  your  mort- 
gage? 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    No.    It  is  only  paper. 

Mr.  KEYES.  You  might  call  it  a  douhle  taxation,  but  I  cannot  see  it 
in  that  light.     I  see  a  commercial  value  which  you  have  created. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Have  you  increased  the  property? 

Mr.  KEYES.  Certainly  you  have.  You  have  created  a  commercial 
value. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.    Why  do  you  buy  a  mortgage? 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  There  is  nothing  exchang^  except  the  mortgage. 
There  is  nothing  tangible  created,  but,  in  fact,  there  is  fifty  thousand 
dollars  more  to  be  assessed,  according  to  his  theory.  It  is  to  be  assessed 
when,  in  fact,  it  does  not  exist. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.    Something  exists. 

Mr.  TULLY.    The  mortgage  is  worth  fifty  thousand  dollars. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   KVET. 

Mr.  EVEY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  no^  expect  to  enlighten  this  Con- 
vention upon  this  subject  much,  but  I  wisn  to  say  a  few  words.  This 
question  of  taxation  seems  to  be  a  mooted  question,  and  seems  to  be 
hard  for  the  Convention  to  understand.  It  has  always  been  considered 
a  very  difficult  question,  one  of  the  most  difficult  in  all  the  range  of 
political  economy.    So  long  6s  government  exists  so  long  will  taxes 
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have  to  be  collected  for  the  support  of  that  goyemment.  The  object 
ehould  be  to  collect  just  a  sufficient  amount  of  money  from  the  people  to 
support  an  economical  and  efficient  government.  Anything  above  that 
amount  would  be  robbing  the  people.  Now  this  amount  of  toxes  should 
be  levied  so  as  to  operate  equally  upon  all  the  people  of  the  State,  in 
proportion  to  what  they  possess.  That  is  to  say,  every  man  ought  to 
pay  taxes  for  what  he  is  worth  and  no  more.  I  believe  this  we  all  agree 
to.  The  manner  in  which  to  obtain  this  end  seems  to  be  the  difficult 
question.  Now  I  am  opposed  to  assessing  the  debts  and  then  making  an 
ofiset.  I  believe  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Boges,  as  presented  by  Judge 
Hale,  of  Placer,  would  attain  that  end  better  than  an^  other  proposition 
I  have  heard  proposed  yet  in  this  Convention,  and  it  seems  to  me  as  if 
it  was  easy  of  execution.  Under  that  proposition  it  seems  to  me  that 
every  person  in  this  State  would  pay  his  equal  proportion  of  the  taxes, 
and  there  is  no  other  way  that  I  can  see  that  we  can  arrive  at  it.  I  shall 
sustain  that  proposition  and  give  my  vote  for  it. 

BRMARKS   OV   MR.   TOWNSRKD. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood 
that  I  am  not  in  favor  of  taxing  mortgages  and  trust  deeds  and  evidences 
of  indebtedness.  I  am  in  favor  of  it,  but  I  believe  that  the  deductions 
should  be  made.  I  think  to  assess  both  the  property  and  the  mortgage 
upon  it  would  be  unouestionably  double  taxfitton,  consequently  I  am 
opposed  to  that.  But  I  am  in  favor,  where  these  are  a  matter  of  record, 
that  they  should  be  assessed,  and  that  the  person  owning  the  property 
should  pay  the  tax,  and  that  that  should  he  a  receipt  against  his  debt. 
His  Sheriff's  receipt  should  be  a  credit  upon  the  debt.  That  would 
obviate  all  the  difficulty.  If  the  debt  was  never  paid  he  certainly  could 
not  be  any  the  loser.  The  property  would  have  paid  the  tax,  so  that 
they  could  not  trump  up  any  case  to  escape  it. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  question — if  that  plan  will 
not  operate  in  making  a  distinction  between  debts  of  record  and  other 
debts,  between  mortgages  and  evidences  of  indebtedness  not  secured  by 
mortgage? 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    A  solvent  note  is  an  evidence  of  indebtedness. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  But  if  there  is  no  evidence  it  is  very  easy  for  a 
man  to  say  he  did  not  own  one. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  The  commercial  business  of  any  country  is  upon 
the  basis  of  security.  All  indebtedness  is  secured  in  some  way,  ana  is 
in  notes,  mortgages,  or  trust  deeds,  and  is  a  matter  of  record.  To  carry 
it  further  than  that  would  be  to  complicate  the  system  so  that  it  would 
be  entirely  impracticable. 

REMARKS  OP   MR.   BROWN. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  evident  that  all  property  should 
be  taxed,  and  it  seems  from  the  expressions  of  the  members  of  this  Con- 
vention that  the  intention  is  to  tax  all  property.  There  has  been  a 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  what  constitutes  property.  A  certain  kind  of 
paper  called  mortgages  has  been  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
our  State  not  to  be  property.  Now,  we  know  there  was  a  time  when 
such  were  regarded  as  property,  and  taxed  accordingly.  The  great 
question  comes  up,  should  all  men  pay  in  proportion  U>  what  they  are 
protected  in  ?  For  instance:  if  two  men  have  a  band  of  sheep;  one  has 
two  thousand,  and  the  other  has  one  thousand.  This  man  who  has  one 
thousand  pays  one  third  of  the  expanse  in  taking  care  of  that  three 
thousand.  The  same  in  cattle;  and  it  should  be  the  same  in  every 
description  of  property.  Say,  for  instance,  a  man  has  a  mortraM  on  a 
certain  amount  of  property.  There  may  be  three  thousand  dollars' 
worth  of  property,  and  the  mortgage  covers  one  thousand  dollars'  worth. 
Here  is  the  man  that  has  the  land.  The  land  is  under  his  supervision; 
he  has  it  still,  and  he  is  protected  in  it  by  law;  and  the  man  who  holds 
the  mortgage  to  the  amount  of  one  thousand  dollars  is  protected  in  it  by 
law.  The  law  sustains  him  in  that;  it  is  worth  that  amount  to  him; 
that  belongs  to  him;  and  the  laws  of  the  land,  which  require  him  to 

n  taxes,  protect  him  fully  and  effectually  in  that  mortgage  and  what 
emands;  it  is  a  worth  of  so  much,  and  he  is  protected  in  it.  As  to 
going  outside  of  the  assessment  to  show  how  this  worth  originated,  it  is 
out  of  the  bounds  of  a  constitutional  clause.  But  has  he  that  much  worth 
that  he  is  protected  in  7  We  all  know  he  has.  Then  let  the  property, 
whatever  it  be,  be  assessed  to  the  man  who  has  it  when  you  find  it. 
When  you  find  a  man  who  has  three  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  prop- 
erty under  his  supervision,  and  he  is  protected  in  it  by  the  laws  of  the 
State,  let  him  pav  his  taxes  on  that;  and  the  other  man,  who  has  his 
one  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  actual  property — for  it  is  worth  that  to 
him ;  it  is  good  for  that  amount,  and  the  laws  of  the  country  protect 
him  in  it — ^let  him  equally,  justly,  squarely,  and  fairly,  pay  upon  the 
worth  of  that.  We  must  come  down  to  this  main  principle,  that  every 
man  shall  pay  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  value  in  nis  possession. 
Then  we  have  got  the  main  principle  which  the  people  of  this 
State  have  demanded.  I  know  that  by  talking  upon  the  matter,  and 
arguing,  and  using  words,  we  come  to  believe  a  good  deal  like  the 
ancient  philosophers,  who  believed  that  there  is  no  truth  in  any- 
thing ;  but  if  a  man  has  in  his  possession  anvthing  from  which  he  can 
realize  so  much,  it  is  worth  that  to  him;  and  if  he  is  protected  in  it  by 
the  laws  of  the  land,  he  should  pay  his  taxes  accordingly. 

BBMARKS  OP    MR.  GRBOO. 

Mr.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  thing  of  taxing  solvent  debts  will 
not  do.  I  have  read  it,  and  I  believe  it,  that  the  debts  of  this  land  are 
about  five  times  greater  than  the  amount  of  property  in  it;  and  if  we 
tax  solvent  debts,  and  deduct  them  from  the  property,  it  will  come  about 
one  fifth  from  giving  any  taxes  from  any  source.  When  we  realife  that 
the  debts  are  so  much  greater  than  the  actual  property,  we  see  at  once 
that  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  get  any  taxes  whatever,  if  we  deduct  sol- 
vent debts.  Now,  tnere  is  over  one  tenth  of  the  business  of  the  land — 
Mr.  Edgerton  says  ninety-two  per  cent— that  is  carried  on  by  credits. 
Almost  all  of  the  business  goes  through  clearing  houses.    Everything  is 


a  system  of  credits.  Even  money  is  a  system  of  keeping  accounts;  that 
is  all.  Property  alone  is  subject  to  taxation,  and  the  right  to  transact 
business  is  not  property.  A  credit  is  simply  an  adjunct  to  the  right  to 
transact  business. 

RBMARKS   OP   MR.    MCPARLAND. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  understand  there  are  now 
before  this  committee  two  amendments,  one  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Placer,  Mr.  Hale,  for  Mr.  Bog^,  and  the  other  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Humboldt,  Mr.  Huestis.  I  am  opposed  to  both  of  those 
amendments.  Now,  sir,  it  has  been  stated  that  this  Convention  was 
called  for  the  express  purpose  of  reaching  this  Question  of  revenue  and 
taxation.  I  have  heard  more  reasons  assigned  for  the  calling  of  this 
Convention  than  the  college  students  five  for  the  downfall  of  Rome. 

I  believe  that  the  people  never  intended  to  call  this  Convention  at  all. 
It  was  only  called  through  skillful  manipulation  of  a  party  in  the  print- 
ing of  the  tickets.  One  party  paid  no  particular  attention  to  the  subject 
in  the  printing  of  their  tickets,  while  the  other  almost  universally  had 
printea  upon  their  tickets  **  For  a  Convention."  Men  in  voting  the 
tickets  paid  no  attention  to  that  part  of  it,  so  long  as  it  contained  the 
names  of  the  candidates  they  desired  to  vote  for.  Even  then  it  only 
carried  by  about  four  hundred  votes.  No  doubt  there  was  something 
said  among  the  people  upon  the  subject  of  taxation,  but  I  understand 
that  the  sreatevil  to  be  remedied,  and  the  object  to  be  attained,  was  to 
get  rid  of  that  provision  about  the  election  of  the  Assessors  and  Col- 
lectors, so  that  we  mi^ht  have  a  State  Board  of  Equalization.  There 
were  two  other  questions  discussed  to  some  extent :  whether  growing 
crops  should  be  taxed,  and  whether  debts  should  be  taxed.  I  am  opposed 
to  growing  crops  being  taxed.  Crops  are  a  part  of  the  land,  and  after 
you  have  assessed  the  land  you  might  as  well  assess  the  trees,  the  vines, 
or  anything  that  is  on  it,  as  to  assess  growing  crops.  They  make  the 
value  of  the  land  and  are  a  part  of  it  The  next  question  is,  whether 
solvent  debts  shall  be  taxed.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
gentlemen  to  my  left  here  who  are  farmers  to  a  provision  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale.  Now,  these 
farmers  say  that  they  want  these  solvent  debts  taxed,  because  it  will  add 
to  the  4axable  property  of  the  State,  and  thereby  reduce  the  general  rate 
of  taxation ;  but  I  would  like  to  call  their  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer  does  not  add  a  single 
dollar  to  the  taxable  property  of  the  State.  The  amendment  merelv 
provides  that  when  a  person  owning  land  which  is  mortgaged,  shall 
pay  the  tax  upon  that  land,  he  may  deduct  it  from  the  debt  owiujK  on 
the  mortage.  That  does  not  add  a  cent  to  the  taxable  property  of  the 
State.  The  fact  of  the  business  is,  that  amendment  is  not  germane  to 
the  subject  of  taxation  at  all,  because  it  only  attempts  to  regulate  the 
private  contracts  between  the  mort^affor  and  the  mortgagee.  That  you 
cannot  do.  It  is  beyond  your  jurisdiction.  If  the  lender  has  to  pay 
the  tax  he  will  put  it  into  the  interest.  That  is  as  plain  as  sunlight 
Therefore,  the  amendment  cannot  relieve  the  borrowing  class  an^, 
because  they  will  have  to  pay  the  amount  of  the  mortgage  tax  m 
increased  interest 

The  only  question  left  is  whether  debts  should  be  taxed.  Now,  gen- 
tlemen try  to  make  a  distinction  between  debts  secured  by  mortgage  and 
debts  not  secured.  There  is  no  distinction,  except,  perhaps,  the  one  may 
be  the  more  readily  found.  My  objection  to  an  attempt  to  tax  debts  is, 
that  you  cannot  make  the  system  uniform,  nor  approximate  uniformity. 
Oifb  of  the  best  evidences  is  that  it  shall  apply  to  all  classes  of  persons 
owning  the  property  referred  to.  You  cannot  do  that  exactly,  but  in 
other  classes  of  property  you  can  approximate  it  It  would  be  unjust  if 
one  man's  property  be  taxed  and  another  man's  escapes.  It  woula  per- 
haps be  unjust  to  exempt  the  whole  class  of  property;  but  still  that 
would  be  remedied  b^  the  general  business  of  tne  community,  and  the 
property  would  take  its  value  according  to  its  taxation.  But  if  one  man 
pays  taxes  on  his  land,  and  another  does  not,  that  is  unjust  all  around ; 
it  gives  one  man  an  advantage  over  another.  If  you  tax  one  man's 
mortgage,  and  do  not  tax  another's,  it  is  unfair.  Now,  when  you  come 
to  tax  debts  you  arrive  at  that  condition  of  things  inevitably.  It  is  utterly 
and  entirely  impossible  to  approximate  uniformity  or  justice  in  the  tax- 
ation of  debts.  Here  are  two  men,  each  having  ten  thousand  dollars 
owing  to  them,  possessing  about  the  same  degree  of  solvency.  One  man, 
being  particularly  conscientious,  gives  in  the  whole  ten  thousand  dollars. 
The  other,  not  being  troubled  that  way,  finds  objection  to  the  solvency 
of  his  debtor,  and  makes  up  his  mind  to  aive  in  to  the  Assessor,  four 
thousand  dollars.  There  one  man  escapes  the  taxes  upon  six  thousand 
dollars,  which  the  other  man  pays.  You  cannot  avoid  it  You  will 
lose  that  rule  of  uniformity  which  ought  to  be  applied.  You  may  say 
that  so  far  as  mortgages  are  concerned,  they  are  of  record,  and  can  l>e 
found ;  but  it  would  to  unjust  to  tax  money  secured  by  mortgage,  and 
not  tax  money  secured  by  good  security. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Can't  you  assess  a  note,  which  is  a  security? 

Mr.  MoFARLAND.    No.     In  the  first  place  you  have  got  to  find  it. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  If  you  mean  that  men  perjure  themselves,  that 
is  a  different  thine. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  do  assume  it  It  is  a  well  known  fact  to 
every  eentleman  on  this  floor  that  when  the  Federal  Government 
imposed  an  income  tax,  men  working  for  wages,  and  clerks  in -offices, 
paid  more  income  tax  than  their  employers,  because  it  was«well  known 
what  the  men  received.  But  in  the  case  of  the  others  there  was  no 
means  of  ascertaining  it  except  upon  their  own  statement.  The  richest 
men  paid  the  smallest  amount  in  proportion  to  their  iflcome. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  There  is  a  law  to  punish  it  Suppose  you  and  I 
start  out  in  life  with  fifty  thousand  dollars  each — it  is  not  likely,  but 
suppose  we  should.  I  invest  my  money  in  land,  I  build  houses,  and 
barns,  set  out  orchards,  and  help  improve  the  country.  You  loan  your 
money  upon  a  mortgage,  or  note,  and  you  receive  your  interest  Do 
you  propose  that  you  shall  escape  taxation  entirely  and  I  shall  pay  the 
taxes? 
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Mb.  McFARLAND.  Yes,  for  this  reason ;  that  it  is  impracticable  U> 
undertake  to  assess  it  with  any  degree  of  justice  or  uniformity  what- 
ever. And  I  say  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  do  it  in  the  case  of  debts. 
It  will  neyer  be  done,  and  when  you  undertake  to  require  men  to  put 
in  all  the  debts  that  are  owing  to  them,  and  make  them  swear  what  is 
solvent  and  what  is  not,  they  will  not  do  it. 

Me.  T0WN8END.    Are  they  not  a  matter  of  record  ? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Not  one  tenth  part  of  the  debts  are  secured  so 
that  you  can  see  them  on  the  record.  You  can  make  the  tax  on  mort- 
ga^  uniform,  because  there  is  record  evidence  of  it;  but  it  would  be 
unjust  to  tax  mortgages,  and  not  tax  money  on  other  securities.  In  the 
first  place,  that  rule  would  operate  as  a  hardship  upon  the  poorer  cla^  of 
citizens.  If  I  am  a  poor  man,  having  a  little  house  and  lot,  and  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  borrow  two  or  three  thousand  dollars,  I  have  got  to 
give  a  mortgage,  or  I  cannot  borrow  it  It  is  on  record,  and  I  have  got 
to  pay  the  tax  of  the  man  who  loaned  mo  the  money.  If  Michael 
Reese  was  alive  to-day,  he  could  do  it  on  his  note,  and  there  would  be 
no  possible  way  of  discovering  the  fact  that  he  had  borrowed  that  money. 
He  would  get  rid  of  the  increased  taxation,  while  the  poor  man,  who  is 
trying  to  get  a  homestecul,  and  who  has  to'give  a  mortgage,  cannot  escape 
it.  It  would  be  most  unjust  to  compel  a  man  who  can  only  borrow 
money  upon  mortgage,  to  pay  a  tax,  and  allow  men  of  personsd  wealth, 
who  can  oorrow  ten  or  twen^  thousand  dollars  at  any  time  on  their  own 
note,  to  escape  taxation.  There  is  no  justice  in  saying  that  you  will  tax 
debts  secur&d  by  a  mortgage,  and  not  tax  debts  secured  by  personal 
security,  and  the  whole  question  comes  back  to  whether  or  not  you  will 
tax  debts.  As  I  said  before,  the  main  objection  is  that  you  cannot  make 
it  uniform.  But  in  the  second  place,  who  will  it  benefit?  Why,  it  is 
the  clearest  proposition  in  the  world,  that  it  will  not  benefit  the  lyr- 
rowen  Now,  both  of  these  amendments  go  entirely  upon  the  theory  of 
compelling  the  lender  to  pay  part  of  the  tax.  I  cannot  understand  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  and  I  have  read  it  one, 
two,  or  three  times.  So  far  as  mortgages  are  concerned,  his  proposition 
is,  that  the  land  should  be  assessed  at  its  full  value  to  the  owner,  and 
that  he  shall  deduct  from  his  debt  the  amount  of  the  taxes.  Now,  that 
does  not  at  all  add  to  the  taxable  property  of  the  State,  and  it  does  not 
make  the  lender  pay  it,  because  it  is  as  clear  as  crystal  that  the  borrower 
pays  the  tax  in  increased  interest.  And  what  does  that  amount  to  in 
the  way  of  a  principle  of  taxation  ?  It  Bimplv  undertakes  to  make  the 
lender  pay  the  tax,  which  you  cannot  do.  When  you  take  both  these 
propositions  together,  they  do  not  add  anything  to  the  taxable  property 
of  the  State.  They  do  not  allow  the  farmer  to  get  off  with  any  less 
taxes.  You  cannot  deduct  it  from  the  debt,  because  that  is  a  part  of  the 
contract,  and  you  cannot  impair  the  obligations  of  a  contract.  Now,  the 
only  way  to  add  to  the  taxable  property  of  the  State  at  all,  is  to  tax  the 
debt,  whether  secured  by  mortgage  or  not,  and  make  no  deduction.  If 
a  man  owns  a  farm  worth  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  borrows  five  thou- 
sand dollars  on  a  mortgage,  tax  him  for  ten  thousand  dollars  on  the  farm, 
and  tax  the  mortgage  for  five  thousand  dollars,  and  then  you  have  added 
'something,  or,  rather,  you  have  five  thousand  dollars  of  moonshine  prop- 
erty. Then  you  have  got  to  tax  every  man  in  the  same  way,  and  you 
will  perhaps  add  to  the  taxable  property  in  the  State.  Where  it  comes 
from  God  only  knows.  I  do  not  understand  that  if  half  the  people  of  the 
State  should  give  their  note  to  the  other  half,  you  will  have  any  more 
property.  And  yet  that  is  the  theory.  Somebody  says,  for  instance, 
that  I  have  got  a  mortgage,  and  asks,  is  not  that  mortgage  worth  ten 
thousand  dollars?  Why  is  it?  Because  it  is  secured  by  the  land.  What 
is  your  land  worth,  then?  It  is  worth  nothing.  If  I  own  a  piece  of 
land  which  I  have  secured  by  giving  a  mortgage  for  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars, I  certainly  do  not  add  ten  thousand  dollars  to  the  property  of  the 
State.  If  the  mortgage,  which  covers  the  full  value  of  the  land,  is  worth 
ten  thousand  dollars,  the  land  is  not  worth  anything. 

Mb.  T0WNS£ND.  Does  not  the  man  own  the  land  that  has  the 
mortgage? 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  No,  sir;  he  does  not  own  the  land  at  all.  The 
title  of  the  lan4  is  in  the  man  that  gives  the  mortgae^e. 

Mb.  LARUE.    Si^pose  the  money  is  used  somewhere  else? 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  Wherever  the  money  goes  you  find  it  in  prop- 
erty. I  don't  know  where  your  ten  thousand  dollars  goes.  Wherever 
it  eoes  youget  it. 

Mb.  TOWNSEND.    You  say  that  you  do  not  create  anything? 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  No;  you  don't  create  ten  thousand  dollars  more 
property. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  time  has  expired  under  the  rule. 

[Cries  of  "  Leave  I"  "  Leave  I"] 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  I  believe  that  all  the  trouble  comes  from  the  fact 
that  in  every  community  some  gentlemen,  by  fortunate  circumstances, 
happen  to  get  hold  of  some  money  and  everybody  in  the  community 
wants  it.  All  the  business  of  this  country  is  done  upon  credit.  There 
is  not  a  gentleman  on  this  floor  who  is  worth  five  thousand  dollars  to-day 
who  has  not  been  in  debt.  It  is  a  verv  nice  thing  to  say, "  Pay  as  you 
go !"  It  is  good  as  to  the  luxuries  of  life,  but  it  is  not  good  in  regard  to 
the  business  of  life.  There  is  scarcely  a  man  who  does  not  oorrow 
money.  There  is  scarcely  a  farmer  that  has  enough  money  to  pay  for 
his  farm  when  he  commences.  He  sees  a  chance  to  buy  a  farm  worth 
five  thousand  dollara,  which  he  considers  cheap.  What  does  he  do? 
Why,  he  goes  to  one  of  these  money  lenders  and  he  lends  him  the 
money  at  tne  current  rate  of  interest.  The  man  says  he  can  make  more 
out  of  the  money  Mian  the  current  rate  of  interest.  Now,  the  money 
lender  is  really  a  public  benefactor.  The  man  goes  on,  and  in  the  course 
of  five  or  ten  years  he  has  got  a  farm.  It  is  for  the  interest  of  the  whole 
community  that  money  should  be  obtainable  as  low  as  possible.  '*  Money 
makes  the  mare  go,"  and  it  makes  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  It 
builds  up  your  little  homes  that  you  talk  about,  and  yet  you  want  to 
load  it  down  with  all  the  burdens  you  can  put  upon  it,  and  think  it  Is 
helping  somebody.     Who  is  it  helping?    If  you  want  to  help  the  bor- 


rower and  the  man  who  is  trying  to  get  a  home  for  himself,  you  certainlpr* 
do  not  help  him.  He  has  got  to  pay  whatever  interest  the  mon^  is 
worth.  He  cannot  get  out  of  it.  If  the  man  from  whom  he  borrows 
the  money  has  to  pay  the  tax  upon  it»  he  has  got  to  pay  the  tax  in 
interest.  Y^ou  help  nobody  in  the  world,  and  you  simply  undertake  to 
cripple  and  fetter  tnat  which  is  the  very  life  of  business  in  any  country. 

Now,  sir,  if  the  rule  could  be  enforced ;  if  it  was  practicable  at  all;  if 
you  could  find  out  how  much  solvent  debts  were  owing  to  every  man ; 
if  you  could  approximate  it  in  the  least,  there  might  be  some  reason  for 
attempting  it;  but  knowing  that  this  rule  would  give  unscrupulous  men 
an  advantage  over  their  neighbors,  and  looking  at  the  fact  tnat  it  does 
nobody  any  good,  I  am  opposed  to  it.  I  have  listened  to  the  other  gen- 
tlemen who  have  addressed  the  committee,  with  a  great  deal  of  atten- 
tion, but  I  have  not  been  convinced  that  this  system  of  taxing  these 
promises  to  pay  will  be  a  eood  one.  I  believe  that  the  true  policy  is  to 
tax  tangible  property.  I  believe  that  one  of  the  best  or  prayers  is 
''Lead  us  not  into  temptation,"  and  I  believe  that  any  system  like  this, 
that  goes  into  the  private  affairs  of  men,  tempts  men  to  corruption  and 
perjury. 

Mb.  TOWNSEND.  You  believe  then  that  money  lenders  are  more 
liable  to  perjure  themselves  for  the  purpose  of  escaping  taxation  than 
men  who  own  other  property? 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  No,  sir;  but  men  who  own  other  property  have 
not  the  opportunity. 

Mb.  TOWNSEND.  Other  men  have  the  same  chance  to  perjure  them- 
selves on  personal  property. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  I  admit  that  personal  property  of  many  kinds 
should  not  be  taxed  on  account  of  the  difficulty  oi  making  it  uniform. 
I  know  that  you  cannot  tax  all  the  personal  property.  Farmers  do  not 
always  ^ive  in  all  their  cattle,  although  they  are  generally  honest;  but 
now  and  then  you  will  find  a  fanner  that  will  not  give  in  all  he  has. 
I  say  this  system  is  impossible.  It  is  such  an  easy  matter  for  a  man  to 
say  **  John  Doe  owes  me  a  thousand  dollars ;  he  may  perhaps  be  able  to 
pay  me,  but  I  hacdly  think  I  ought  to  give  that  in,  because  he  may  not 
do  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  will  or  not."  If  you  undertake  to 
prosecute  that  man  for  perjury  you  cannot  convict  him.  There  never 
was  more  than  half  a  dozen  men  in  the  world  convicted  of  perjury. 

BKMABKS   OP    MB.    UOBBLAND. 

• 

Mb.  MORELAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  listened  patiently  to  the 
debate  of  the  past  two  days  on  the  subject  of  taxation.  I  am  sorry,  sir, 
that  I  cannot  say  that  I  have  listened  with  profit.  I  have  endeav- 
ored to  gather  from  the  many  diverse  ideas  and  arguments  that  have 
been  presented  for  our  consideration,  some  material  out  of  which  a 
theory  might  be  evolved  and  a  solution  reached  of  this  vexed  but  impor- 
tant question.  I  have  carefully  read  section  two  of  the  committee's 
report,  but  to  my  mind  it  is  such  a  meaningless  iumble,  such  a  wishy 
washy  notbinx,  such  an  aggregation  of  woiSs  full  of  sound  and  fury 
signifying  nothing,  that  I  would  be  loath  indeed  to  support  it.  I  have 
also  given  due  consideration  to  the  pending  amendments,  but  I  con- 
sider them  so  new  in  theory,  so  far  outside  of  ordinary  constitutional 
enactments,  so  involved  in  construction,  and  so  difficult  of  application 
that  I  would  have  to  be  hard  pressed  indeed  before  I  could  give  them 
my  support.  I  want  something  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  times, 
something  short,  crisp,  and  clear  cut,  something  which,  when  incorpo- 
rated in  a  Constitution,  will  have  some  binding  efficacy.  Something 
that  no  man  can  misunderstand  and  no  Supreme  Court  can  misconstrue. 
Now,  sir,  let  us  get  back  to  first  principles.  Why  are  we  here  ?  Why 
are  we  to-day  endeavoring  to  perfect  a  scheme  of  taxation?  Why  was 
this  Convention  called,  and  why  are  we  honored  with  seats  in  this  Con- 
vention ?  Let  us  hear  the  conclusion  of  the  whole  matter.  Because  the 
Supreme  Court  of  this  State  has  decided  that  bonds  and  notes  and  mort- 
gages are  not  property,  and  therefore  not  subject  to  taxation  under  our 
present  Constitution.  That  is  the  great,  the  moving  reason,  the  people 
of  this  State  had  in  mind  when  they  ordered  this  Convention.  Now, 
sir,  knowing  these  facts,  what  ought  to  be  the  course  of  fair  minded 
men  ?  Why,  simply  to  remedy  the  wrong  committed  on  the  people  of 
this  State  by  the  Supreme  Court  and  go  home.  But,  sir,  instead  of 
doing  that  what  are  we  now  doing?  Here  we  are  wading  through  a 
long  tedious  article  on  the  subject  of  taxation,  embracing  seventeen  sec- 
tions, containing  long,  tedious,  involved,  meaningless,  and  ungram- 
matical  sentences  that  will  give  rise  to  endless  litigation,  and  about  one 
hundred  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  absurd  as  the  last  one  it  deliv- 
ered on  that  subject.  My  venerable  colleague  from  Sonoma  struck  the 
keynote  of  (he  wholfe  matter  last  Saturday,  when  he  suggested  that  we 
had  better  stop  talking  and  fix  the  Constitution  by  defining  what  prop- 
erty is.  Now,  sir,  I  have  a  substitute  that  I  propose  to  offer  when  an 
opportunity  occurs.  It  is  in  accordance  with  my  views,  it  meets  the 
views  of  many  gentlemen  on  this  floor,  and  more  than  all  it  meets  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  squarely.    Here  it  is : 

"Sec.  2.  All  property  in  this  State  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its 
value,  to  be  ascertained  as  provided  by  law.  For  the  purposes  of  taxa- 
tion, bonds,  notes,  mortgages,  evidences  of  indebtedness,  solvent  debts, 
franchises,  and  everything  of  value  capable  of  transfer  or  ownership, 
shall  be  considered  property.  Growing  crops,  property  belonging  to  the 
United  States,  to  this  State,  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof,  shall  be 
exempt  from  taxation." 

As  1  have  already  said,  the  Supreme  Court  has  already  decided  that 
mortgages,  solvent  debts,  choses  in  action,  and  the  enumerated  items  are 
not  property.  Now,  sir,  it  does  not  become  me,  as  a  good  citizen,  and  a 
law  abiding  man,  to  impugn  the  motives  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  I  do  not  do  so.  But  I  have  the  right  to  say,  and  I  will  say,  that 
in  the  definition  of  the  word  "property,"  they  have  been  very  inconsis- 
tent, ^  say  the  least.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-six  they  decided 
that  bonds  were  property,  and  therefore  subject  to  taxation.  In  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-six  they  decided  that  notes  and  mortgages  were 
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m^  propntr,  and  therefore  not  subject  to  taxation.    I  contend,  sir,  that 
fim  decision  was  the  correct  one. 


HOWARD.  I  will  rearl  from  a  recent  decision  of  the  Supreme 
OMin  of  the  United  States,  in  the  case  of  State  Tax  on  Foreign-held  Bonds, 
liih  Wallace,  page  320: 

''To  call  debts  property  of  the  debtors,  is  simply  to  misuse  terms.  All 
t^  property  there  can  be,  in  the  nature  of  things,  in  debts  of  corpora- 
lioos,  belongs  to  the  creditors,  to  whom  they  are  payable,  and  follows 
thieir  domicile,  wherever  that  may  be.  Their  debts  can  have  no  locality 
separate  from  the  parties  to  whom  they  are  due.  This  principle  might 
be  sUied  in  many  different  ways,  and  supported  by  citations  from 
Bomeroos  adjudications;  but  no  number  of  authorities,  and  no  forms  of 
expression,  could  add  anything  to  its  obvious  truth,  which  is  recognized 
npoo  its  simple  statement.'' 

In  other  words,  the  Court  decided  that  bonds  issued  by  a  railroad 
•ompanv,  are  property,  and  are  properly  assessed  to  the  owners. 

MtL  EDGEKTON.  Was  not  the  case  thus:  that  thoy  attempted  to 
tax  the  interest  stipulated  in  bonds  held  by  non-residents  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  it  was  decided  that  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  could  not 
tax  it? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  That  was  the  main  question ;  but  they  also  consid- 
ered another,  and  the  Supreme  Court  hela  that  they  were  property,  and 
properly  assessed  to  the  owner. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    They  did  consider  another  question  which  was 
not  before  the  Court,  and  the  gentleman  knows  that  was  no  decision  at 
all. 
Mr.  HOWARD.    My  friend  cannot  befog  that  decision. 
Mr.  EDfiERTON.     J^or  you  cither. 
Mr.  HOWARD.     I  am  not  in  a  befogging  state. 
Mr.  EDGERTON.    You  are  always  in  a  fo^. 
Mr.  HOWARD.     I  always  find  you  there,  if  I  am. 
Mr.  MORELAND.    I  hope  this  side  show  will  come  to  an  end,  and 
that  I  will  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  my  remarks. 
Thr  chairman.    The  gentleman  must  not  give  up  the  floor,  then. 
Mr.  MORELAND.     I  contend  that  they  are  pro|>erty.    For  all  pur- 
T)08es,  except  taxation,  they  are  looked  upon  and  held  to  be  property. 
They  are  subject  to  attachment  and  garnishment,  as  other  property. 
When  a  man  dies  possessed  of  bonds,  notes,  or  mortgages,  they  are 
administered  upon  as  other  property.    They  are  subject  to  lareeny,  just 
as  other  property  is.    They  may  be  bought,  sold,  and  transferred,  as 
other  property.    The  men  who  own  them  receive  the  protection  of  the 
law,  just  as  other  men  do.    They  are  property.     I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
work  entitled  **  Introduction  to  Political  Economy,"  by  Perry,  published 
last  year,  and  I  will  read  a  sentence  or  two  from  it: 

**  It  is  very  clear,  in  the  first  place,  that  all  taxes  have  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  gains  of  exchanges.  Indeed,  there  is  no  other  possible  source  out 
of  which  they  can  be  paid.  Taxes  are  collected  in  money;  and  the 
only  way,  gilts  and  plunder  aside,  both  of  which  are  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, by  which  any  man  gets  money  to  pay  his  taxes  with,  is  through 
exchange  of  some  sort  or  other.  Everybody  must  .pay  his  taxes  out  of 
income;  the  sources  of  income  are  only  three,  namely:  wages,  profits, 
and  rents,  and  each  of  them  is  a  result  of  exchanges.  Even  the  retired 
merchant,  who  lives  on  the  interest  of  his  money,  and  pays  his  taxes 
out  of  interest,  must  at  least  loan  out  his  money  to  get  the  interest — 
which  is  an  exchange.  Laborers  pay  their  taxes  out  of  earnings, 
capitalists  theirs  out  of  profits,  real  estate  holders  theirs  out  of  rents — 
all  of  them  conseouently  out  of  exchanges." 

«  «  «  «  Besiaes,  as  all  taxes  must  come  from  the  gains  of  exchanges, 
it  would  seem  reasonable  that  each  man's  taxes  should  be  in  exact  pro- 
portion to  the  sum  of  his  gains  by  exchanges.  I  do  not  think  that 
there  can  be  any  other  just  rule  of  taxation.  It  is  sometimes  said  that 
each  man  should  be  taxed  accoiding  to  his  property;  but  when  we 
come  to  analyze  this  remark,  it  amounts  to  what  Jlas  just  now  been 
said.  What  is  property?  The  old  Roman  law  said,  and  said  rightly: 
Property  is  anything  which  can  be  bought  and  sold.  The  very  sub- 
stance of  property  is  the  power  and  right  tp  render  services  in  exchange; 
the  test  of  property  is  a  sale;  that  which  will  bring  nothing  when 
exposed  for  sale,  either  nevter  was,  or  at  least  is  not  now,  property ;  the 
right  of  the  government  to  tax  anybody,  consequently,  depends  on  the 
question  whether  he  has  something  to  sell,  or  has  actually  sold  sonie- 
Uiing;  and  the  amount  of  the  tax  would  seem  to  be  determined  by  the 
amount  of  the  sales,  just  as  the  ability  to  pay  the  tax  certainly  hinges 
on  the  fact  and  the  amount  of  the  sales." 

Now,  sir,  gentlemen  may  say  that  my  proposed  amendment,  if  adopted, 
will  produce  double  taxation.  I  admit,  m  a  certain  degree  and  to  a 
certain  extent,  it  will ;  but  the  same  person  will  not  be  twice  taxed  on 
the  same  property,  which  is  the  true  test  of  double  taxation.  But,  sir, 
it  will  materially  lessen  the  burdens  of  double  taxation,  and  it  will 
lessen  it  on  the  debtor  class  of  the  community.  We  have  now  the  very 
worst  form  of  double  taxation.  The  owners  of  visible,  tangible  property 
now  pay  all  the  taxes,  no  matter  how  much  it  may  be  incumbered. 
They  pay  for  themselves,  and  they  pay  for  their  creditors.  Consequently 
the  amount  of  assessable  property  is  small,  and  the  rate  of  taxation  is 
high;  so,  sir,  if  we  can  bring  into  the  list  of  taxable  property  some 
two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars'  worth  heretofore  untaxed,  the 
amount  will  be  large  and  the  rate  low.  And,  sir,  this  bugbear  of  double 
taxation  that  has  been  raised  does  not  come  so  much  from  those  who 
are  now  doubly  taxed  as  from  those  who  are  not  taxed  at  all.  What 
right  have  they  to  complain  if  we  only  ask  and  require  them  to  pay  on 
the  property  they  possess?  I  look  upon  the  systems  proposed  as  full  of 
interminable  dimcultics.  If  we  go  to  dabbling  in  on'sets,  and  rebates, 
and  credits,  and  divisions,  we  shall  complicate  our  system  of  taxation 
so  that  it  will  be  worth  just  nothing. 

I  hope,  sir,  that  the  pending  amendments  and  the  original  section 
will  be  rejected,  and  a  section  similar  to  the  one  I  propose  to  introduce 
will  be  adopted. 


The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  Mr.  Huestis. 

Mr.  KELLEY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  been  listening  for  the  last 
ten  years  to  these  fine-spun  theories  about  double  taxation,  and  I  find 
out  that  the  fact  of  it  is  simply  this :  that  the  poor  man  pays  the  taxes, 
while  the  rich  man  and  corporations  go  free.  I  am  opposed  to  the  reduc- 
tions proposed  by  this  Convention.  I  am  satisfied  that  it  will  only  open 
the  floodgates  of  fraud,  and  not  remedy  the  case  a  bit. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  Mr.  Huestis. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MORELAND.    Mr.  Chairman:   I  now  send  up  my  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Skc.  2.  All  property  in  this  State  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its 
value,  to  be  ascertained  as  provided  by  law.  For  the  purposes  of  taxa- 
tion, bonds,  notes,  mortgages,  evidences  of  indebtedness,  solvent  debts, 
franchises,  and  everything  of  value  capable  of  transfer  or  ownership, 
shall  be  considered  property.  Growinj^  crops,  property  belonging  to  the 
United  States,  to  this  State,  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof,  shall  be 
exempt  from  taxation." 

RKMAEKS  OP  MR.   WELLER. 

Mr.  WELLER.  Mr.  Chairman :  Taking  into  consideration  the  sub- 
ject of  taxation,  as  it  has  existed  heretofore  in  this  State,  and  the  subject 
of  taxation  as  it  has  existed  all  over  the  United  States,  and  throughout 
the  world,  there  is  no  equal  taxation.  There  is  no  taxation  that  a  per- 
son can  reduce  down  to  a  fine  point  and  call  it  just  to  all.  Governments 
are  instituted  for  the  benefit  of  the  governed,  and  it  is  the  governed 
that  are  interested  in  the  matter ;  not  only  the  property  owners  and  the 
inaividuals  that  have  an  interest  in  the  property,  but  all  persons  that 
are  among  tlie  governed  should  bear  their  proportion  of  the  burdens  of  the 
government  under  which  they  live.  Our  present  system  of  taxation  in 
the  Slate  of  California  has  thrown  the  buraen  of  the  government  of  this 
State  upon  one  class  of  persons  alone.  It  is  the  business  class,  the  peo- 
ple who  have  employed  the  labor,  that  have  taken  the  risks  of  all  the 
business  that  has  been  done  in  this  State,  that  have  borne  the  burden  of 
the  government — that  class  of  individuals  have  paid  the  taxes.  The 
other  class  that  have  been  employed  by  that  class  of  people,  and  the 
other  class  that  they  have  borrowed  from,  have  enjoyed  the  benefits  of 
the  government,  the  benefits  of  the  Courts,  and  all  the  benefits  that  the 
other  class  have,  and  at  the  same  time,  they  have  borne  no  proportion 
of  its  burdens.  Now,  take  this  matter  into  consideration ;  take  it  into 
consideration  so  far  as  deductions  are  concerned;  that  if  you  take  all 
the  property  in  the  State  perhaps  it  would  not  pay  its  debts.  Through 
the  extravagance  of  our  people,  and  through  their  great  desire  for  gain, 
a  great  many  of  them  have  overreached  themselves  perhaps,  emd  have 
involved  themselves  to  a  certain  extent,  and  the  State  in  general.  All 
business  men  and  corporations  are  involved  to  such  an  extent  that  if  the 
property  were  put  up  for  sale  to-day,  perhaps  it  would  not  pay  its 
indebtedness.  But  upon  that  indebtedness  that  has  been  incurred  it  is ' 
not  proposed  by  the  owners  of  the  franchises,  nor  the  property  owners,  that 
the  property  is  going  to  be  given  up  for  that  purpose.  Now,  the  capitalist 
is  interested,  and  has  the  benefit  of  the  government  of  this  State  just  as 
much  as  the  business  man  is  that  employs  the  capital,  and  that  class  of 
people  that  take  all  the  risks  of  business,  and  that  class  of  people  that 
emplov  labor,  develop  the  country,  and  bring  out  its  resources  and  make 
it  productive  for  capitalists  to  come  here,  and  men  that  have  got  money 
to  come  among  us — certainly  that  ought  not  to  be  the  class  that  the  whole 
bunlen  should  bo  placed  upon;  they  should  have  some  sympathy.  It 
should  not  be  a  clear  gain  to  the  individual  that  loans  his  money,  so  far 
as  the  burden  of  the  government  is  concerned,  because  business  must 
pay  for  the  margins  that  they  make  or  else  they  must  make  an  inroad 
upon  what  they  have,  and  it  would  be  no  more  than  right  that  capital- 
ists should  be  compelled  to  pay  something,  out  of  their  margin,  also,  for 
the  support  of  the  government.  At  the  same  time,  under  the  present 
circumstances,  they  take  no  risks  at  all  upon  their  capital,  while  the 
business  men  have  been  making  inroads  upon  their  actual  property  in 
bearing  the  burdens  of  the  government,  and  enriching  that  class  of  people 
who  have  no  burdens  to  bear — they  have  been  gaining  all  the  time. 
There  are  no  dry  years  with  them;  they  do  not  meet  with  any  losses; 
they  gain  all  the  time,  every  day  in  the  year.  But  those  that  are  in 
business  are  obliged  to  take  risks  and  incur  the  contingencies  of  the  sea- 
sons and  the  contingencies  of  business,  pay  for  the  labor  that  'they 
employ,  and  bear  the  burden  of  the  government  too. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  equal  taxation.  There 
is  not  wisdom  enough,  I  believe,  in  this  Convention,  to  arrive  at  it. 
From  the  reports  that  I  have  read  from  various  Commissions  that  have 
been  appointed  by  different  Legislatures  throughout  the  United  States, 
I  find  that  none  of  them  have  arrived  at  that  golden  rule  of  equal  taxa- 
tion. It  is  a  question  yet  and  a  matter  of  discussion  with  them.  We 
can  discuss  this  matter  for  a  month,  and  yet  arrive  at  no  better  oondu- 
siou  perhaps  than  they  have.  Now,  we  may  say  here,  I  have  a  mort- 
gage on  my  farm.  I  twrrow  money  to  the  amount  of  five  thousand 
aollars  and  place  upon  the  real  estate  a  mortgage.  I  give  the  mortgage 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  person  good  security.  It  is  called  the  best. 
I  get  my  money  on  better  terms  from  the  fact  that  I  five  the  real  estate. 
It  cannot  go  away.  I  get  more  leniency  from  him  by  giving  him  that 
security.  The  consequence  is  that  that  is  considered  the  Mst  security,  and 
I  get  my  money  at  a  better  rate.  Now,  it  does  not  follow  that  that  five 
thousand  dollars  that  I  give  this  security  for  is  incorporated  in  that 
piece  of  land.  I  may  take  the  money  and  go  to  Washington  Territory 
and  speculate,  or  buy  public  land  there.  I  may  take  it  and  invest  it  in 
other  business.  The  theory  that  the  gentleman  here  at  my  left  offered 
is  that  this  money  is  incorporated  in  the  property  upon  which  the  mort- 
gage rests,  and  he  says  it  is  double  taxation.  It  is  dtouble  taxation  now, 
because  the  debtor  pays  on  the  debts  and  pays  on  his  property.    He 
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pays  it  all  at  the  present  time.  These  individuals  that  have  these 
mortgages  do  not  pay  anything,  although  it  is  the  best  of  property.  If 
it  was  not  the  best  they  would  not  invest  their  money  m  that  way. 
They  would  risk  it  in  business  the  same  as  other  men  do.  No;  they 
consider  that  it  is  more  secure  and  safer  for  them,  and  if  they  can  loan 
their  money  on  good  security  and  receive  the  interest,  they  would  rather 
enjoy  life  that  way  and  not  take  the  risks  of  business.  The  conse- 
quence is  that  they  choose  to  employ  their  money  in  that  way,  and 
another  man  chooses  to  employ  his  in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  or 
any  other  business  that  he  chooses  to  embark  in.  Now,  for  the  last 
fifteen  years  we  have  been  taxing  the  real  estate.  We  tax  all  the  prop- 
erty, regardless  of  indebtedness;  regardless  of  this  other  property,  which 
is  the  best  kind  of  property,  and  which  is  in  the  hands  of  that  large 
class  of  people  in  this  State  who  are  making  their  living  and  making 
their  fortunes  by  loaning  money  to  this  class  of  business  men.  They 
are  enhancing  their  wealth  constantly,  while  the  other  class,  under  the 
contingencies  and  vicissitudes  of  business,  taking  the  risks,  some  of  them 
win  and  some  lose.  At  the  same  time  they  are  the  real  benefactors  of 
the  country.  The  great  benefactors  of  the  country  are  those  individuals 
who  develop  its  resources  and  carry  on  its  business.  They  are  the  indi- 
viduals that  open  up  and  develop  enterprises,  and  make  it  an  object  for 
capital  to  come  to  the  country ;  and  tney  make  it  an  object  for  immi- 
grants to  come  here. 

Now,  the  question  is  here,  if  we  take  the  proposition  introduced  by 
the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  we  are  now  making  the  business  men  of 
the  country  bear  the  full  burden  of  the  government,*  taxing  them  to  the 
full  extent  of  their  wealth,  and  also  their  indebtedness.  We  are  giving 
the  lender  the  advantage.  His  property  consists  of  promi^ory  notes 
secured  by  mortgage,  which  are  worth  their  full  value.  The  business 
man  is  taxed  to  the  full  value  of  his  property  in  cash,  and  also  his 
indebtedness.  He  pays  on  both.  The  consequence  is  that  he  pays  more 
than  the  individual  who  has  the  solvent  debts  in  his  hands;  and  that  is 
giving  the  individual  that  holds  these  ^ivent  debts  a  better  opportunity 
than  if  the  indebtedness  was  deducted,  from  the  fact  that  it  increases 
the  amount  of  assessment  and  the  amount  of  the  assessed  property,  in 
the  same  ratio  that  it  would  decrease  the  rate  of  taxation.  The  rate  of 
taxation  would  be  less  upon  his  margin  of  his  rate  df  interest  than 
it  would  be  if  the  matter  of  the  solvent  debt  was  deducted  from  the 
property  and  then  paid  upon  the  property  alone  and  the  debtor  was 
allowed  to  pay  upon  the  debt.  It  would  make  a  greater  tax  upon  the 
capital.  We  are  willing  to  give  capital  that  much  advantage  of  the 
business  men,  and  take  this  proposition.  The  argument  that  is  used  by 
our  political  economist  is  this:  that  if  we  tax  a  negotiable  note  that 
bears  a  certain  rate  of  interest  that  that  individual  cannot  get  his  amount 
of  interest  that  the  law  allows  him,  from  the  fact  that  the  taxes  will 
take  away  a  certain  portion  of  that  rate;  and  if  the  taxes  are  two  per 
cent,  and  he  was  gettmg  eight  or  ten,  why  his  rate  of  interest  would  be 
reduced  that  two  per  cent.,  and  l^e  would  only  get  six  or  eight ;  and  if  a 
usury  law  existed  it  would  be  taking  away  that  much  of  his  interest 
which  he  would  be  allowed  according  to  the  usury  law.  Now,  then,  if 
the  amount  of  property  is  increased,  and  the  indebtedness  paid  on  and 
the  obligation  also  paid  on,  why  then  the  margin  or  percentage  would  be 
less  upon  the  obligation,  and  it  would  be  in  his  favor;  and  it  would  result 
in  this,  that  he  would  be  taxed  for  his  privilege  of  living  under  the 
government,  at  a  less  rate  even  than  the  mdividuals  who  are  carrying 
on  the  business  of  the  country  and  taking  the  risks  of  business. 

It  is  certainly  a  fact,  that  in  one  county  in  this  State,  last  year,  which 
was  a  disastrous  year,  there  was  over  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  of 
taxes  raised  from  the  farming  community  and  the  business  men  of  that 
county,  and  their  margins  did  not  amount  to  that  five  hundred  thousand 
dollars.  They  paid  more  into  the  treasury  of  that  county  than  they 
made  out  of  their  farming  and  business.  Here  was  the  bankers  and 
money  lenders  who  held  the  Mortgages  and  notes  of  these  farmers  and 
business  men,  who  drew  their  interest  and  paid  no  tax.  It  all  came  in 
and  they  were  enriched,  and  the  others  were  impoverished  beyond  their 
ability  to  pay,  allowing  them  even  the  same  chance  that  the  capitalist 
has.  The  burden  of  our  government  at  the  present  time  is  and  has  been 
very  oppressive,  and  tx>  ailow  this  matter  to  pass  over  and  throw  the 
burden  where  it  is  at  the  present  time,  is  wrong;  it  is  oppressing  the 
class  of  people  that,  as  a  general  thing,  there  has  not  been  much  mercy 
shown  to;  but  it  is  doing  this,  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  they  get  any 
sympathy  or  not,  it  will  result  in  this  in  the  end,  that  it  will  kill  the 
goose  that  laid  the  goldeii  egg.  The  very  interest  that  keeps  up  the 
country,  the  very  interest  that  develops  its  resources,  the  very  interests 
that  employ  all  the  labor,  that  employ  the  capital,  that  develop  its 
enterprises,  will  be  crushed  and  crippled  to  that  extent  that  its  prosper- 
ity will  be  gone. 

REMARKS   or   MR.  STEELE. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  President :  I  believe  that  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Moreland,  and  also  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Hale,  for  Mr.  Boggs,  are 
now  before  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  Well,  sir,  I  am  in  favor  of 
direct  taxation.  I  believe  in  direct  methods,  and  for  that  reason  I  am 
in  favor  of  the  amendment  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma. 
I  believe  that  all  property  in  the  State  should  be  taxed,  and  taxed  directly 
in  the  hands  of  the  parties  that  own  it.  The  advantage  of  direct  taxation 
is,  that  it  brings  the  taxpayer  in  direct  connection  with  the  government 
and  gives  him  an  interest  m  the  government  Men  prize  that  for  which 
they  pay,  and  if  a  man  pays  taxes  for  the  support  of  the  government,  it 
ought  to  give  him  such  an  interest  in  the  government  as  that  he  would 
strive  to  look  after  the  affairs  of  government,  and  see  that  they  were 
justly  administered.  That  is  the  object  of  direct  taxation.  It  connects 
every  person  directly  with  the  government,  and  makes  him  personally 
responsible  for  the  government.  The  method  of  collecting  taxes 
directly  ought  to  be  more  simple  than  collecting  them  indirectly.  Gen- 
tlemen tell  us  that  vou  cannot  reach  solvent  debts,  and  all  this  sort  of 
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thing.  Now,  sir,  if  it  is  true  that  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  make  the 
parties  pay  taxes  who  own  property,  who  are  really  the  rich  parties^ 
and  who  are  the  parties  able  to  pay  taxes — if  they  are  to  escape  and  wip 
cannot  compel  them  to  pay  their  proportion  of  taxes — then  it  is  time  to 
surrender  the  government  into  the  hands  of  Kearney,  or  somebody  that 
can  collect  the  taxes.  I  believe  that  we  can,  through  proper  tax  laws, 
and  through  their  proper  execution,  reach  a  majority  of  the  property  in 
this  State,  and  I  believe  that  we  ought  to  do  it.  And  in  or^r  to  do  it, 
We  ought  to  initiate  this  principle  in  the  Constitution  and  make  it  man- 
datory upon  the  Legislature  to  enact  such  laws  that  they  will  list  all 
this  property,  and  then  clothe  the  Assessors  with  authority  to  list  it  in 
the  hands  of  the  men  who  own  it.  Having  done  that,  I  tJiink  that  this 
enigma  of  taxation  will,  in  a  great  degree,  have  been  solved. 

^me  gentlemen  say  that  we  ou^ht  to  tax  growing  crops.*  Now,  sir, 
the  difficulty  with  that  is  that  growing  crops  possess  no  definite  or  deter- 
minate value.  You  cannot  tell  anything  about  it.  It  depends  upon 
other  contingencies.  It  depends  upon  the  weather.  I  do  not  believe 
in  taxing  labor  directly,  but  taxing  the  products  of  labor.  •  When  labor 
has  resulted  in  something  tangible,  tax  it;  but  not  before.  That  is  the 
difficulty  with  taxing  a  growing  crop.  You  cannot  reach  it;  you  cannot 
estimate  it.  But  the  other Jkinds  of  property  enumerated  in  this  section 
suggested  and  presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma^  you  can  reach 
and  tax  through  a  proper  adjustment  of  the  tax  law. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   TULLT. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sonoma  will  pass.  I  do  not  wish  to  make  a  speech,  but  I 
simply  wish  to  say  that  I  am  opjwsed  to  making  any  deductions,  or 
rebate,  as  it  is  termed.  I  am  opposed  to  converting  the  State  into  a 
bookkeeper,  to  go  around  and  settle  up  all  the  business  of  the  citizens  of 
the  State.  I  think  that  the  State  should  tax  things — should  tax  prop- 
erty— and  if  the  word  property  is  not  sufficiently  comprehensive  to 
include  mortgages,  bonds,  promissory  notes,  and  evidences  of  indebted- 
ness, I  am  in  favor  of  enlarging  the  definition  so  as  to  include  them.  I 
am  utterly  af  a  loss  to  understand  how  my  friend.  Judge  McFarland,  of 
Sacramento,  reaches  his  inclusions.  How  any  man  can  stand  with  a 
promissory  note  in  his  hand,  say  for  ten  thousand  dollars^  which  is  per- 
fectly good,  and  tell  me  that  be  has  no  property,  passes  my  compijehen- 
sion.  If  the  gentleman  should  lose  his  note,  or  it  should  be  stolen  from 
him,  I  apprehend  that  he  would  arrest  some  person  perhaps,  charging 
him  with  stealing  a  certain  promissory  note,  and  perhaps  send  him  to 
the  penitentiary.  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to  see  how  any  gentleman  of  a 
sound  mind  can  say  that  a  mortgage  upon  a  piece  of  property  is  not 

f>roperty.  If  the  gentleman  has  a  mortgage,  say  for  ten  thousand  dol- 
ars,  he  can  take  that  mortgage  down  to  the  bank  and  get  ten  thousand 
dollars  for  it.  I  cannot  see  why  that  is  not  property.  I  know  that  there 
are  persons  in  the  county  where  I  live  that  are  worth  a  great  deal  of 
money.  I  know  gentlemen  there  who  loan  money,  from  one  to  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars — my  colleagues  here  know  the  same — who  do 
not  pay  taxes  on  over  one  thousand.  That  is  the  truth.  There  is  no 
getting  around  it.  There  is  no  justice  in  any  system  of  laws  which  makes 
these  distinctions.  Some  gentlemen  advocate  that  we  should  make 
deductions  on  corporations  and  not  on  persons.  I  am  in  favor  of  treat- 
ing all  alike.  I  believe  that  the  State  should  go  around  and  assess  the 
property  as  they  find  it,  and  leave  the  condition  of  indebtedness  for  the 
people  to  settle  themselves. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    RETNOLDS. 

Mr.  KEYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendm^t  will  be 
voted  down,  and  for  the  reason  that  has  been  stated  a  hundrea  times  on 
this  floor:  that  it  proposes  to  tax  fictitious  values.  It  recites,  ''for  the 
purposes  of  taxation,  bonds,  notes,  mortgages,  evidences  of  indebted- 
ness, solvent  debts,  franchises,  and  everything  of  value,  capable  of  trans- 
fer or  ownership,  shall  be  considered  property."  Now,  Mr.  Chairman, 
a  great  many  things  have  value  that  are  not  property.  It  is  the  thing 
of  value  for  me  to  own,  or  to  have  the  handwriting  of  the  gentleman 
from  Sacramento,  acknowledging  that  he  owes  me  money.  It  is  a  thing 
of  value  to  me ;  but  it  is  not  a  thing  of  value  to  the  State  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sacramento  owes  me,  or  that  A  owes  B.  The  good  will  of 
a  trading  firm,' while  it  is  a  thing  of  value  that  a  person  may  have,  it  is 
not  property  that  the  State  has  any  concern  about.  The  principle  should 
be  established  and  adhered  to,  that  the  State  desires  to  collect  taxes  upon 
the  land,  and  goods,  and  money,  belonging  to  its  citizens.  It  does  seem 
very  wonderful  to  me  that  the  debtor  class  who  favor  this  proposition  to 
tax  all  these  things,  are  the  very  ones  who  are  bound  to  pay  taxes  a 
second  time.  There  is  no  such  thing  as  avoiding  the  fact  that  when  you 
have  taxed  a  man  upon  all  his  property,  subject  to  no*  deduction,  and 
then  put  another  tax  upon  the  debt  that  he  happens  to  owe,  that  he  is 
going  to  pay  double  taxation. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.  You  say  a  thing  of  value.  What  do  you  mean 
by  a  thing  of  value? 

Mk.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  the  language  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  and  that  is  just  exactly  what  is  obscure 
about  it.  I  was  attempting  to  describe  that  what  might  be  a  thing  of 
value  to  me,  might  not  be  a  thing  of  value  to  the  State.  It  is  a  thing  of 
value  to  me  to  have  a  man's  signature  acknowledging  that  he  owes  me 
money,  but  it  is  no  concern  of  the  State  that  he  owes  me  money.  It  is 
the  concern  of  the  State  that  it  has  assessed  that  money  in  his  hands, 
and  it  ought  to  be  assessed  but  once.  It  is  unjust  that  it,  having  beeu 
assessed  U)  him,  they  should  assess  it  to  me.  It  is  a  fact  that  this  taxa- 
tion of  mortgages  is  bound  to  press  hard  upon  the  debtor  class.  And 
why?  Because  whc/h  men  make  contracts  to  loan  money,  it  will  be  at  a 
certain  rate  of  interest  free  of  taxation,  and  if  it  is  understood  at  the 
time  that  the  lender  will  have  to  pay  two  per  cent,  taxes,  the  rate  of 
interest  fixed  will  be  two  per  cent,  higher,  and  there  is  no  avoiding  it. 
And  when  you  have  taxed  the  debtor  for  all  the  property  he  has  got,  and 
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then  tax  what  he  owes,  you  are  as  sure  to  make  him  pay  the  additional  tax 
on  the  debt  as  you  are  to  put  the  machinery  of  law  into  operation.  And 
'that  is  why  I  say  that  this  amendment  should  be  voted  down,  and  that 
'we  should  adopt  that  simple  principle.  Its  simplicity  commends  it. 
To  tax  all  the  property,  the  lana,  the  goods,  and  the  money  of  the  State 
in  the  hands  of  the  person  wherever  found,  onqe,  and  only  once,  and 
there  stop.  Let  the  machinery  of  the  law  stop  there  and  not  go  into  the 
conditions  of  debtor  and  creditor  that  exist  in  the  community.  It  is  no 
concern  of  the  State  who  owes  who.  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  the  mort- 
gages in  this  way :  that  if  A  owesB — if  A  has  a  farm  and  is  owing  money 
to  B— that  all  his  property  and  money  should  be  taxed  to  him,  and  when 
he  comes  to  settle  with  B,  that  the  taxes  should  be  an  offset  to  that 
amount.  It^s  a  matter  of  not  the  slightest  consec^uence  whether  it  is 
secured  oi^unsecured;  but  if  you  go  into  this  principle  of  taxing  debts, 
and  do  not  allow  a  reduction,  you  are  making  a  distinction.  I  do  not 
propose  to  make  any  reduction  at  all — no  reduction  on  account  of  debts 
owmg  to  the  person  assessed. 

The  rebate  I  propose  is  to  have  the  tax  paid  by  the  debtor  offset  on 
the  debt  when  he  pays  it.  We  have  got  all  the  property  already.  The 
property  has  already  been  assessed  in  the  hands  of  the  debtor.  Accord- 
ing to  this  principle,  Mr.  Chairman,  of  t«xin^  everything  of  value, 
why,  the  more  mortgages  a  poor  man  has  upon  his  homestead  the  better 
he  would  be  off;  and  after  he  had  succeeded  in  borrowing  ail  the  money 
anybody  would  loan  him,  why,  he  ought  to  fill  his  pockets  with  mort- 
gages and  go  around  and  give  them  to  his  friends.  The  more  mortgages 
he  would  have  tite  better  he  would  be  off;  and  he  ought  to  build  a 
vault  and  fill  it  with  mortgages.  For  this  and  other  reasons  I  hope  this 
will  be  voted  down,  so  that  we  can  adopt  a  simpler  proposition.  First 
tax  all  property,  except  that  belonging  to  the  United  States,  to  this  State, 
and  so  on.  Then  when  the  Assessor  approaches  the  citizen  to  ascertain 
what  properCy  is  assessable  in  his  hands,  he  first  finds  out  all  the  real  estate 
and  all  the  personal  propertv,  and  then  all  the  money  he  has,  and  there 
stops.  No  deduction  sHall  Le  allowed  to  him  on  account  of  any  debts 
that  he  may  owe.  And  every  person  the  same  way.  But  if  that  citizen 
does  owe  anything,  when  he  comes  to  pay  that  money,  interest,  or  prin- 
cipal, the  tax  that  has  been  assessed  to  him,  or  paid  by  him,  shall  at  that 
time  be  set  off,  and  the  tax  receipt  shall  be  just  as  good  as  the'  creditor's 
receipt  exactly.  I  have  reduced  it  to  a  few  words,  and  if  I  can  get  an 
opportunity,  I  shall  offer  this  amendment : 

"All  property  shall  be  subject  to  taxation,  except  as  follows:  First, 
that  belonging  to  the  United  States;  second,  that  made  exempt  from 
taxation  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States;  third,  that  belonging  to  this 
State,  or  some  political  subdivision  thereof ;  fourth,  growing  crops.  No 
deduction  shall  be  made  from  any  assessment  on  account  of  debts  of  the 
person  assessed.  Taxes  assessed  to  or  paid  by  any  debtor  shall  be  at  the 
time  of  such  assessment  or  payment  a  set-off  against  the  debt  to  an 
amount  equal  to  such  proportion  as  the  debt  bears  to  the  whole  amount 
of  the  property  assessed  to  him." 

RIMABKS  OF   MB.   SMITH,  OP   FOURTH   DISTRICT. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  wish  to 
detain  the  committee  long.  I  only  rise  to  question  one  feature  of  the 
last  amendment  offered  by  th&  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Moreland. 
I  had  myself  an  amendment  written  out  very  much  like  the  one  he 
has  introduced,  and  am  therefore  in  favor  of  the  principle  involved  in 
the  amendment,  and,  so  far  as  I  understood  the  argument  of  the  last 
gentleman  who  spoke,  it  seemed  to  me  that  he  was  in  favor  of  the  same 

Srinciple,  for,  if  no  qualification  is  placed  in  the  Constitution,  it  is  a 
irect  taction  upon  all  property  in  the  State,  not  allowing  any  reduction. 
It  is  an  inflexible  rule  applied  to  all  property  in  the  State.  Now,  the 
question  is,  whether  we  wish  in  this  Convention  to  make  an  inflexible 
rule  of  direct  taxation  of  all  the  property  in  the  State.  As  I  understand 
,Mr.  Moreland,  his  idea  is  to  have  the  Legislature  unrestricted  in  regard 
to  the  taxation  of  property.  I  believe  it  is  the  understanding  of  this 
Convention  that  all  property  should  be  taxed,  and  that  there  should  be 
no  qualification  of  the  word  property.  Now,  in  order  to  prevent  a  qual- 
ification of  that  word,  there  must  be  a  broad  definition  of  property.  As 
long  as  a  single  word  is  placed  in  the  Constitution  by  a  certain  meaning 
of  that  word,  the  Legislature  is  restricted,  and  if  you  wish  to  prevent  a 
restriction  upon  the  Legislature,  you  have  got  to  have  the  broadest  defi- 
nition of  that  word.  Now,  we  have  used  here  the  word  property. 
There  is  a  restriction  upon  the  Legislature — by  the  definition  ot  that 
word,  and  in  order  to  prevent  that  restriction,  it  is  necessary  to  give  the 
broadest  and  fullest  definition  in  the  Constitution  of  the  word  property. 
But  in  doing  that  are  you  not  giving  another  qualification,  and  making 
a  rule  of  direct  taxation  of  all  property — of  every  conceivable  thing  that 
has  no  value  wh*atever?  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  there  should  beon'e  qual- 
ification in  this  amendment,  and  that  qualification  should  be  such  as  to 
give  the  Legislature  some  power  of  direct  taxation  upon  one  species  of 
property,  or  upon  another.  To  invent  a  scheme  that  may  be  suitable  to- 
day, and  may  not  be  suitable  to-morrow,  or  any  other  time,  suppose,  for 
instance,  that  includes  both  franchises  and  capital  stock.  Then,  without 
qualification,  the  Legislature  could  not  have  the  power  to  levy  a  tax 
upon  the  property  of  corporations  by  the  word  franchises  alone.  It 
would  have  to  levy  taxQs  upon  the  franchises  and  upon  the  capital  stock 
also,  which  would  be  double  taxation.  Now,  if  the  Legislature  had 
power  to  tax  the  corporation  in  one  way,  so  as  to  get  at  the  value  of  all 
•the  property  of  the  cx)rporation,  it  would  be  all  that  wx)uld  be  required. 
I  am  not  so  much  afraid  of  this  double  taxation.  I  think  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  get  double  taxation,  as  is  clearly  shown  by  the  report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  New  York.  I  had  in  the  amendment  which  I  had  drawn, 
the  words,  "under  the  direction  of  law,"  so  as  to  read  "all  property  in 
this  State  shall  be  taxed  under  direction  of  law,  in  proportion  to  its 
value,  to  be  ascertained  as  provided  by  law."  Now,  "under  the  direc- 
tion of  law,"  or  some  such  words  as  these,  would  give  the  Legislature 
the  power  to  fix  a  scheme  of  taxation.     Let  them  try  it.     If  it  fails,  let 


them  try  another  scheme,  as  an  experiment.    But  it  seems  to  me  that  it* 
is  necessary  to  give  the  Legislature  this  power  to  fix  the  scheme  of  tax- 
ation, because  a  scheme  which  would  be  good  for  one  time  would  not  be 
good  for  another,  and  we  should  give  the  Legislature  that  power. 

RRMABKS   OF   MR.   BLACKMKR. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  say  just  a  word  in 
regard  to  this  amendment  as  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma, 
Mr.  Moreland,  and  to  compare  it  with  the  amendment  which  is  pro- 
posed by  Judge  Hale,  because  there  is  a  point  upon  which  we  differ, 
perhaps,  in  both  amendments,  although  parties  who  are  advocating  the 
one  proposition  and  the  other  claim  that  they  wish  to  have  all  the 
property  in  this  State  taxed;  but  there  is  this  difference  between  the 
two:  one  party  claims  that  an  evidence  of  indebtedness  is  not  property. 
The  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  More- 
land,  distinctly  says:  "For  the  purposes  of  taxation,  bonds,  notes, 
mortgages,  evidences  of  indebtedness,  solvent  debts,  franchises,  and 
everything  of  value  capable  of  transfer,  or  ownership,  shall  be  consid- 
ered property."  Now,  if  we  believe  that  they  should  be  considered  as 
property,  we  should  support  that  amendment,  and  have  that  property 
included  in  the  assessment  roll,  because  if  it  is  property  it  should  be  so 
included,  and  thereby  increase  the  assessment  roll,  and  by  that  means 
reduce  the  rate  per  cent  of  the  taxation.  While,  upon  the  other  hand, 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Hale,  dis- 
tinctly says,  in  so  many  words:  "No  tax  shall  be  imposed  on  growing 
crops,  debts,  evidences  of  debt,  private  property  exempt  from  taxation 
by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  property  belonging  to  the  United 
States,  or  to  this  State,  or  any  municipality  thereof.  No  deduction 
shall  be  made  from  the  assessed  value,  on. account  of  any  debt  or 
debts,"  etc.  There  is  the  difference  between  the  two  propositions.  One 
party  claims  that  evidences  of  indebtedness  are  not  property,  and  con- 
sequently should  not  be  taxed ;  the  other  claims  that  they  are  property, 
and  if  so  should  be  included  in  the  assessment  roll,  and  thereby  reduce 
the  per  cent,  upon  the  dollar  for  taxable  property.  I  believe  that  evi- 
dences of  indebtedness,  for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  should  be  considered 
as  property,  and  I  think  the  dennition,  as  stated  in  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  is  concise  and  clear,  and  could 
be  perfectly  understood,  and  we  ought  to  divide  here  upon  that  one 
proposition,  whether  these  mortgages,  or  the  evidences  of  indebtedness 
which  they  secure,  are  to  be  considered  as  property  for  the  purposes  of 
taxation.  The  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale, 
does  not  consider  them  property  until  the  debtor  has  been  able  to  secure 
the  monev  with  which  to  pay  the  indebtedness,  and  then  be  allowed  to 
retain  in  his  possession  the  amount  of  taxes  paid.  But  excluding  them 
from  the  assessment  roll  increases  the  rate  of  taxation  upon  every 
dollar  of  the  property.  If  we  are  to  have  them  as  property  in  any 
sense,  they  should  go  into  the  assessment  roll  as  property,  thereby 
increasing  it  and  reducing  the  rate  per  cent. 

ESMARKS   OF   MR.   OREOO. 

Mr.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman  >  The  reason  why  I  shall  vote  against 
this  proposition  is  this:  it  recites  that  mortgages,  evidences  of  indebted- 
ness, solvent  debts,  franchises,  and  everything  of  value,  shall  be  taxed. 
A  mortgage  is  anf  abstract  thing;  a  note  covered  by  a  mortgage  is  an 
abstract  thing.  I  owe  a  man  five  hundred  dollars  and  it  is  a  solvent 
deht.  A  note  is  the  evidence  of  it.  Then  a  mortgage  secures  the  note, 
and  you  tax  a  man  for  the  mortgage  and  then  tax  him  for  the  evidence 
of  the  debt.  I  shall  vote  a^^inst  the  amendment,  because,  as  I  have 
stated,  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  property  once.  Here  is  a  note  secured 
by  mortgage  on  a  piece  of  property;  you  propose  to  tax  the  property, 
and  then  the  note,  and  then  the  mortgage. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Have  not  the  Courts  decided  that  a  note  is  a  mere 
incident  of  a  mortgage? 

Mr.  GREGG.  No.  The  mortgage  is  an  incident  to  the  debt.  Here 
you  have  got  triple  taxation.  The  mortgage  is  incident  to  the  debt,  it 
IS  true,  but  not  for  the  purposes  of  taxation,  because  your  Constitution 
says  that  mortgages  must  be  taxed,  the  evidence  of  your  debt  must  be 
taxed,  and  then  the  debt  itself  must  be  taxed.  If  you  don't  have  any 
note,  you  tax  the  debt,  and  then  you  tax  the  mortgage. 

I  am  opposed  to  taxing  franchises,  as  such,  as  I  said  the  other  day. 
You  incorporate  a  mine;  men  purchase  it  and  they  own  a  franchise 
there.  All  it  is  worth  is  the  property  in  it.  The  mine  is  worth  fifty 
thousand  dollars,  and  it  is  a  franchise  worth  fifty  thousand  dollars.  You 
go  to  Inyo,  where  the  mine  is  located,  and  tax  it  there  as  property.  If 
it  is  not  property  it  is  not  worth  anything.  Being  property,  it  is  taxed 
in  Inyo  County ;  then  the  franchise  is  taxed  in  San  Francisco,  where  the 
company's  principal  place  of  business  is  located.  If  it  is  true  that  a 
mortgage  includes  the  debt,  then  the  franchise  includes  the  property, 
and  your  mine  located  in  Inyo  is  taxed  in  San  Francisco. 

Growing  crops  are  an  improvement,  A  man  may  have  a  piece  of  land 
that  is  only  worth  two  dollars  an  acre,  as  it  lies  idle.  Nobody  will  give 
more  for  it.  But  there  is  forty  bushels  to  the  acre  of  wheat  growing 
upon  that  ground,  it  adds  to  the  value  of  the  property;  it  is  a  part  of 
the  realty  and  it  makes  the  property  more  valuable,  but  the  Constitu- 
tion says  it  is  a  growing  crop,  and  cannot  be  taxed.     It  is  a  false  quantity. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.  Is  not  the  production  reduced  by  raising  a  crop 
every  year? 

Mr.  GREGG.     If  a  farmer  is  a  farmer  he  sometimes  manures  his  land. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Can  a  man  determine  how  much  wheat  there  will  be 
when  it  is  gathered  ?    ^ 

Mr.  GREGG.  Can  you  determine  how  much  vour  house  will  be 
worth  next  June?  That  house  may  bum  down.  Personal  property  is 
an  uncertain  thing.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  taxing  a  growing  crop  as  a 
growing  crop,  but  it  is  a  part  of  the  realty.-  It  is  an  improvement.  It  is 
valuable  in  proportion  as  it  adds  value  to  the  land.  Separate  and  apart 
from  the  land  I  think  it  ought  not  to  be  taxed,  but  when  you  say  that 
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growing  crops  shall  not  be  taxed,  you  have  got  a  false  quantity.  A  man 
sows  on  the  first  of  March;  the  Assessor  comes  on  the  first  of  June 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.  The  report  provides  that  they  shall  be  assessed 
all  on  one  day.  * 

Mr.  GREGG.  That  is  another  false  quantity.  It  is  an  impossibility. 
I  say  that  the  system  of  taxation  in  California  has  been  bad.  The 
Boanl  of  Supervisors  really  had  not  the  power  to  put  a  value  upon 
property.  Tney  had  no  power  to  increase  it  or  decrease  it  without  the 
complamt  of  some  person.  One  neighbor  would  not  complain  of  another. 
The  Assessor  and  his  half-dozen  deputies  assessed  property  unequally. 
The  County  of  Kern  to-day  pays  more  taxes  on  stock  than  the  Counl^ 
of  Tulare,  because  of  the  want  of  the  power  of  equalization.  This 
thing  is  only  a  false  quantity.  After  long  struggles  in  the  Courts  they 
were  compelled  to  decide  simply  that  property  alone  should  be  taxed, 
and  that  when  a  thing  was  not  property  it  should  not  be  taxed.  For 
that  philosophy  they  have  been  condemned.  Why?  Because  politicians 
have  traveled  over  the  State  and  started  the  howl  that  the  rich  man  is 
'escaping  taxation,  and  the  poor  man  is  bearing  all  the  burdens  of  gov- 
ernment— ^it  is  an  ignis-faiuus.  I  say  there  is  not  a  man  in  the  State  of 
California  who  is  in  favor  of  taxing  but  property.  When  you  say  that 
these  debts  ^hall  be  taxed  you  are  doubling  and  tripling  taxation,  and 
the  poor  mi^n  and  |)roducer  must  always  pay. 

Mlr.  WILSON,  of  Tehama.  The  law  says  mortgages  shall  be  exempt. 
There  is  where  the  wrong  comes  in. 

Mr.  GREGG.     It  does  not  say  that  mortgages  shall  be  exempt. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  Tehama.    The  decision  says  so. 

Mr.  GREGG.  I  own  a  lot  and  borrow  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
to  build  a  house.  The  house  is  built  with  the  money  I  borrow.  Then 
you  propose  to  tax  the  house  and  the  thing  that  was  in  existence  before. 
I  object  to  this  amendment  because  it  uses  the  franchises.  It  is  a  false 
quantity  and  will  cause  taxes  to  be  levied  in  San  Francisco  which 
should  be  levied  in  Kern.  I  object  to  taxing  mortgages  and  evidences 
of  debt,  and  solvent  debts,  because  it  is  a  gain  of  false  quantity.  Three 
independent  transactions  that  you  must  tax  to  each  individual  separate. 
I  object  to  excluding  growing  crops  and  taking  property  away  from 
taxation.     I  shall  vo&  against  the  amendment. 


RRXARKS   OF 


HOWARD. 


Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  gentleman  says  that  a  loan  is 
a  mere  iTbstraction.  That  is,  if  I  have'  one  thousand  dollars  in  gold 
when  the  Assessor  comes,  he  says  that  is  property,  and  I  am  compelled 
to  pay  the  tax  upon  it.  But  if  I  loan  the  one  thousand  dollars  to  my 
friend  from  Kern,  and  have  not  only,  the  one  thousand  dollars,  but 
I'^ceive  interest  upon  it,  he  says  that  is  an  abstraction.  I  would  like  to 
have  a  good  many  of  those  abstractions.  The  trouble  with  me  is  I  have 
not  got  enough  of  them.  Now,  as  to  the  matter  of  franchises,  the  gen- 
tleman says  that  is  an  abstraction  also.  Well,  as  I  shall  show  presently, 
he  disagrees  with  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States;  and  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  unfortunately  does  not  happen  to 
be  eoual  in  metaphysics  to  some  gentlemen  on  this  floor.  What  is  a 
fran(»iise?  It  is  a  privilege  for  certain  persons  to  associate  and  by 
associating  make  money,  or  accumulate  property  in  a  particular  man- 
ner, and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  held  that  a  fran- 
chise is  property,  and  is  liable  to  assessment  for  tax<^.  I  refer  to  th.e 
late  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of 
The  Delaware  Railroad  Tax,  eighteenth  Wallace,  page  two  hundred  and 
thirty-one.    The  Court  says : 

"The  State  may  impose  taxes  upon  the  corporation  as  an  entity 
existing  under  its  laws,  as  well  as  upon  the  capital  stock  of  the  corpora- 
tion, or  its  separate  corporate  property.  And  the  manner  in  whicn  its 
value  shall  be  assessed,  and  the  rate  of  taxation,  however  arbitrary  or 
caprjcious,  are  mere  matters  of  legislative  discretion." 

Thus  it  is  perfectly  legitimate,  the  Courts  say,  to  tax  a  franchise  and 
also  to  tax  the  property  ;  and  there  is  no  injustice  in  it  because  both  are 
property.  The  franchises  of  mining  corporations  are  taxed  now.  The 
Court  goes  still  further,  and  says : 

"  A  tax  upon  a  corporation  may  be  proportioned  to  the  income 
received,  as  well  as  to  the  value  of  the  franchise  granted  or  the  property 


That  covers  the  whole  question.  Now,  gentlemen  get  up  here  and 
state  propositions  of  law  which  seem  to  me  most  absurd,  because  I  do 
not  find  any  books  supporting  them,  unless  it  may  be  a  contradicted 
decision  which  has  been  contrtidicted  four  or  five  times  by  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  The  way  the  advocates 
"^here  argue  matters  of  law  reminds  me  of  a  definition  once  given  of  law. 
It  was  said  that  law  was  that  which  was  boldly  asserted  and  plausibly 
maintained.     I  think  some  of  them  have  fallen  upon  that  definition. 

remarks   of    MR.   TERRT. 

Mr.  TERRY,  ^r.  Chairman :  The  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Moreland,  appears  to  me  to  be  a  simple  solu- 
tion of  the  difficulty  which  we  have  oeen  wrestling  with  for  several 
days  past.  The  object  is  to  have  all  the  property  of  the  State  taxed 
according  to  its  value;  and  because  of  contradictory  decisions  as  to  what 
is  property,  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  here  define  what  we  mean  by 
the  word  property.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  definition  given  here  is 
sufficient  to  cover  the  ground,  and  to  cover  every  species  of  property. 
Now,  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  as  I 
understand  it,  exempts  evidences  of  indebtedness  from  taxation.  What 
is  a  bond  issued  by  the  State  of  CaliTornia  but  an  evidence  of  debt? 
What  is  a  bond  issued  by  a  county  or  city  of  this  State  but  an  evidence 
of  debt?  The  owners  of  these  bonds,  according  to  the  amendment 
ofllered,  are  not  owners  of  property  at  all,  and  therefore  are  exempt  from 
taxation.  A  man  can  set  himself  down  with  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars  in  the  bonds  of  California,  and  draw  his  interest  annually  from 
the  taxpayers  of  the  State.     He  does  not  own  any  property,"  he  only 


owns  bonds,  issued  by  a  perfectly  solvent  debtor,  upon  which  he  regu- 
larly draws  his  interest.  It  seems  to  me  that  anything  which  can  be 
reduced  into  money,  anything  that  has  a  value  in  the  market,  anything 
which  can  pass  in  exchange  between  man  and  man,  is  property,  and 
ought  to  be  taxed. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  When  you  bought  these  bonds  and  understood 
you  were  to  pay  two  per  cent,  a  year  taxes  upon  those  bonds,  did  it  not 
mean,  and  did  you  not  compute  two  per  cent,  from  interest  on  those 
bonds  ? 

Mr.  terry.  When  I  bought  those  bonds  I  supposed  I  would  buy 
them  for  just  as  little  as  I  could.  If  I  thought  it  was  worth  more  than 
the  money  I  invested,  I  bought. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  And  if  you  knew  that  you  had  to  pay  two  per 
cent,  taxes  it  would  be  two  per  cent,  less  on  the  bonds  when  you  bought 
them. 

Mr.  terry.  I  do  not  know  what  it  would  mean.  I  know  that  if  I 
had  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  of  the  bonds  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, I  should  consider  myself  worth  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  in 
goo<l  proi>erty,  and  there  would  be  no  reason  why  I  should  not  be  taxed 
upon  them.  If  a  man  steals  one  of  them,  I  can  get  it  back;  and  for  the 
protection  of  this  property,  or  this  thing  which  is  not  property,  if  you 
please,  it  is  right  that  I  should  pay. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Will  a  bond  that  is  required  to  pay  two  per  cent, 
taxes  bring  as  much  as  one  that  does  not? 

Mr.  terry.  I  do  not  know,  and  I  dp  not  care.  An  acre  of  land 
does  not  bring  so  much  when  it  is  taxed  higher,  so  that  the  argument  is 
as  strong  in  favor  of  exempting  land  as  it  is  in  favor  of  exempting  a 
bond.     It  is  better  property* 

As  to  the  question  of  franchises,  a  gentleman  stated  that  a  franchise 
was  just  the  same  as  a  property  of  a  corporation.  Why,  in  hundreds  of 
instances  the  property  bears  no  relation  to  the  franchise.  Take  the 
case  where  a  man  has  got  a  ferry,  and  an  exclusive  right  to  ferry  people 
across.  His  ferryboat  is  worth  five  hundred  dollars,  and  his  franchise 
is  worth  ten  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  GREGG.  Don't  you  pay  a  license  upon  your  ferry?  Then  you 
are  taxed. 

Mr.  terry.  You  are  taxed  upon  the  property,  of  course.  The  real 
value  of  a  thing  is  so  much  money  as  it  will  Wing.  It  is  all  property. 
It  is  all  protected  by  the  law,  and  all  ought  to  be  taxed. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Would  not  the  franchise  be  valued  in  going  into  insol- 
vency? 

Mr.  terry.  Of  course  it  would.  Take  the  case  of  a  man  who  has 
an  exclusive  franchise  for  a  bridge.  If  it  was  burned  down  or  carried 
away  by  a  flood  he  could  replace  it  for  a  thousand  dollars;  yet  his  fran- 
chise might  be  worth  twenty  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.    There  is  the  Oakland  Ferry  franchise. 

Mr.  terry.  Do  your  steamboats  upon  that  ferry  bear  any  sort  of 
proportion  to  the  value  of  the  franchise?  I  suppose  that  money  enough 
IS  taken  in  there  every  week  to  build  any  one  of  those  boats;  probably 
a  half  dozen  of  them. 

Mr.  GREGG.  Take  for  instance  the  Call  and  Bulletin  establishment. 
The  property  may  be  worth  twenty  thousand  dollars,  and  the  good  will 
worth  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  terry.  It  is  income  derived  from  the  brain,  and  it  may  pro- 
duce a  great  many  thousand  dollars.     We  do  not  tax  that  income. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  If  you  own  a  farm  worth  twenty  thousand 
dollars,  and  it  is  mortgaged  for  five  thousand  dollars,  and  you  are 
assessed  for  twenty  thousand  dollars,  don't  you  pay  upon  all  the  prop- 
erty there  is  in  existence? 

Mr.  terry.  No,  sir,  I  pay  upon  what  I  have  got.  There  has  been 
a  thousand  millions  of  bonds  issued  by  the  United  States  Government, 
which  is  ^simply  evidence  of  debt,  and  backed  up  in  property  and  in 
mortgages,  and  still  it  isproperty. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Then  if  you  have  to  pay  for  that  property  and 
are  permitted  to  receive  a  credit  on  your  debt,  would  hot  that  be  emi- 
nently just  betiveen  the  parties? 

Mr.  terry.  There  is  no  justice  in  it.  Let  every  man  pay  upon 
what  he  has  got. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Does  not  the  Stete  receive  all  that  it  is  enti- 
tled to? 

Mr.  TERRY.  No.  Every  man  is  equally  protected,  and  the  State 
should  tax  every  man,  no  matter  in  what  shape  the  property  is. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     You  base  it  upon  protection. 

Mr.  terry.  Upon  what  else  is  it  based?  People  go  into  society 
for  the  purpose  of  protection.  Upon  what  other  principle  do  we  pay 
taxation  except  that  we  have  a  protection  f«)r  our  persons  and  property  ? 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Is  not  the  deed  as  much  value  as  a  mortgage? 

Mr.  TERRY.     No.    The  deed  represents  the  property. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    The  mortgage  takes  the  property. 

Mr.  terry.  The  mortgage  does  not  take  the  property.  It  gives 
you  a  right  to  have  the  property  sold,  and  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  to  pay  the  mortgage. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Then  a  man  who  holds  the  land  is  paying  on 
more  than  he  is  worth. 

Mr.  terry.  Call  it  double  taxation,  if  you  please.  You  reduce 
the  rate  of  taxation.  If  I  have  got  a  mortgage  for  ten  thousand  dollars 
on  a  place  that  is  worth  twenty  thousand  dollars,  I  have  got  ten  thou- 
sand dollars*  worth  of  property.  , 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    But  the  man  is  worth  ten  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  TE^RY.  I  don't  care  what  the  man  is  worth.  The  man  who 
owns  the  land  gets  the  whole  benefit  of  the  land.  He  has  the  use  of  it. 
What  is  the  difference,  now?  You,  gentlemen,  say,  notes  are  not  prop- 
erty, yet  it  is  a  promise  to  pay  money.  The  bonds  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia are  promises  to  pay  just  as  much  as  notes  are.  You  say  they  are 
not  property,  but  still  there  is  nobody  here  who  would  not  be  willing  to 
I  take  any  amount  of  them.     If  I  own  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  in 
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bonds  of  the  Citj  of  Sacramento,  I  can  go  into  the  Courts  and  force  my 
right,  and  I  am  protected  by  the  law.  fiay  that  is  the  basis  of  taxation. 
VfB  pay  for  the  protection  of  the  government  thrown  around  our  persons 
and  our  property;  that  is  the  only  reason  taxes  are  levied.  Men  have 
gone  into  society  for  that  purpose.  In  a  state  of  nature  every  man 
enforced  his  right  as  he  could,  but  when  he  went  into  society,  it  is  nec- 
essary that  society  should  be  supported.  All  we  get  from  society  is 
protection. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  question  more.  Supposing 
all  the  property  in  the  State  was  owned  by  the  citizens  thereof,  and 
each  in  his  own  right,  without  any  debts  or  credit  at  all  in  the  State, 
then  what  would  the  taxable  property  consist  of,  lands,  goods,  and 
money? 

Mb.  TERRY.    Yes. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.    And  there  would  be  no  evidences  of  debt? 

Mb.  TERRY.    Certainly.' 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  If,  on  the  following  day,  commercial  transactions 
should  commence,  and  debts  be  incurred,  and  credits  given,  would  there 
be  any  more  property  to  tax  ? 

Mb.  TERRY.  Yes;  there  would.  I  owe  a  man  five  thousand  dollars, 
and  he  has  got  a  mortgage.  His  remedy  is  not  entirely  against  that 
land.  He  has  got  his  lien  upon  my  work,  my  labor,  my  ability  to  earn 
money  for  the  years  afterwards. 

Mb.  TOWNSEND.    But  you  are  so  much  poorer. 

Mb.  terry.  No,  sir;  l\e  has  got  a  recora  of  that;  he  is  not  confined 
to  that  remedy.  He  has  got  everything  else  that  I  have  got,  or  that  I 
may  acquire  afterwards. 

Mb.  STEELE.  And  if  a  thief  should  steal  the  note,  oould  you  not 
punish  him? 

Mb.  TERRY.    Certainly. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thb  president.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
directed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Coitimittee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  hour  having  arrived,  the  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until 
two  o'clock  p.  X. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  x.    President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

bevbnuk  and  taxation. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Revenue  and  Taxation. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Trb  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  section 
two.    . 

SPBBCH   op   MB.    BOLFE. 

Mb.  ROLFE."*  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  last  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma  will  pass,  not  because  it  meets  my 
peculiar  views  individually,  because  if  I  had  an  exclusive  right  te  get 
up  a  system  of  taxation  I  am  inclined  to  think  I  would  tax  no  debts, 
solvent  or  otherwise ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  would  not  meet  the  views 
of  the^people,  or  a  large  part  of  the  people,  of  this  State.  Therefore  I 
am  willing  to  compromise  to  a  certain  extent,  and  yield  part  of  my 
views  for  tne  purpose  of  deciding  upon  some  general  system  of  taxation. 
But  I  am  opposed  unconditionally  to  this  thing  of  making  deductions, 
or  rebate.  I  look  upon  it  as  introducing  something  into  the  law  in 
which  the  State  has  no  concern  whatever.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman 
from  Sacramento,  Judge  McFarland,  when  he  said  such  a  provision  has 
no  place  in  the  taxation  law.  If  it  be  the  policy  of  this  State  to  compel 
my  creditor,  when  I  go  to  pay  my  debt,  to  deduct  from  the  debt  an 
amount  eaual  to  that  which  I  have  paid  for  taxes,  then,  I  say,  let  that 
provision  be  placed  in  some  other  part,  and  not  in  the  tax  law.  It  has 
nothing  to  do  with  taxation  whatever.  Let  it  be  placed  in  that  part 
which  regulates  the  rights  of  debtors  and  creditors. 

Now,  I  will  endeavor  to  illustrate,  in  my  poor  way,  why  I  think  it 
is  unjust  and  unfair  to  make  my  creditor  deduct  anything  from  my 
debt  that  I  owe  him,  in  consequence  of  the  tax  I  have  paid  for  him. 
For  instance :  I  am  a  lawyer  (though  a  very  poor  one).  But  I  go  into 
a  place  and  begin  to  make  a  living,  provided  I  can  get  a  little  start,  for 
I  have  no  capital,  except  my  efforts,  whatever  they  are  worth.  I  find 
some  one  willing  to  talce  the  chances,  and  loan  me  one  thousand  dol- 
lars. I  take  the  money,  and  with  it  purchase  a  law  library,  fit  up  an 
office,  and  go  to  work.  I  have  the  office  and  library.  I  have  control  of 
the  library.  It  is  mine.  That  property  is  mine.  If  my  enemies  come 
and  threaten  to  take  that  property  and  pile  it  into  the  street,  and  set  fire 
to  it,  I  can  appeal  to  the  law  to  protect  me.  1  can  bring  ray  complaint 
before  a  magietrate,  and  if  I  can  establish  the  fact  thatf  my  enemies 
have  threatened  to  destroy  my  property,  I  can  compel  them  to  give 
bonds  to  keep  the  peace  towards  me.  I  can  do  all  that  at  the  expense 
of  the  State.  The  State  is  bound  to  give  me  protection.  And  if  a  thief 
comes  and  steals  my  property,  and  carries  away  my  office  furniture,  I 
appeal  to  the  law  of  the  State,  and  no  matter  what  the  expense  may 
be,  the  State  follows  that  thief,  and  if  he  can  be  found,  he  is  tried,  con- 
victed, and  incarcerated  in  the  State  Prison,  at  an  expense,  it  may  be, 
often  times  the  value  of  the  property  which  he  stole.    The  State  pro- 


tects me  in  that  regard;  and  my  creditor  has  no  more  interest  in  the 
protection  of  that  property  than  any  other  citizen  at  lar^  has.  You 
may  say  he  is  interested  so  far  as  my  ability  to  pay  him  is  concerned, 
but  that  is  only  incidentally.    • 

Now,  I  say  I  have  had  the  use  of  that  property,  the  State  protects  me 
in  the  use  of  it,  and  I  can,  if  my  rights  are  interfered  with,  come  into 
Court  and  ask  the  State  to  vindicate  me  in  my  rights.  That  is  not  the 
rights  of  my  creditor,  but  my  rights.  If  a  man  comes  into  my  office 
and  interferes  with  my  property  there,  it  is  my  right  that  he  interferes 
with,  and  I  can  appeal  to  the  strong  arm  of  the  Sti^  to  protect  me,  and 
^e  State  is  bouna  to  do  it. 

Now,  then,  I  say  I  am  protected  just  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of 
property  I  own.  If  I  have  borrowed  ten  thousand  dollars  and  fitted  up 
my  office  with  it,  put  that  amount  of  property  in  it,  then,  I  say  the 
State  protects  me  iust  that  much  more.  Now,  when  I  come  to  pay  my 
creditor  at  the  end  of  the  ydfer,  or  at  the  end  of  three  years,  if  I  have 
made  enough  money  to  do  so,  I  say  what  justice  is  there  in  saying  that 
my  creditor  shall  deduct  from  the  amount  I  owe  him,  the  amount  <ft 
taxes  I  have  paid  on  that  property  for  the  support  of  the  government 
which  protects  me.  I  say  there  is  no  justice  in  it.  I  say  that  if  there 
is  any  justice  in  it  at  all,  it  is  in  not  taxing  the  debt  to  hi|n.  I  would 
much  prefer  to  see  the  debt  go  untaxed,  than  to  make  my  creditor  pay  it. 
To  illustrate  further,  suppose  a  man  owns  a  ferry  franchise.  He  owns  a 
ferry,  and  the  right  to  keep  that  ferry.  This  property  is  worth  some- 
thing; if  he  pays  a  license  it  is  worth  that  mucn  less,  but  he  owns  a 
ferry  franchise  and  is  going  to  do  business.  He  says,  here,  if  I  had  one 
thousand  dollars  I  could  make  money  running  that  ferry.  He  borrows 
the  money  of  his  neighbor — I  do  not  care  whether  it  is  secured  or  not, 
whether  he  gives  security  or  not,  makes  no  difference — he  finds  a  neigh- 
bor who  loans  him  one  thousand  dollars  to  build  a  boat  with,  after  a 
while  he  takes  that  thousand  dollars  and  builds  a  boat,  thereby  enabling 
him  to  go  into  business,  and  the  State  is  bound  to  protect  him  in  that 
property.  If  his  neighbor  comes  and  cuts  the  line  and  takes  off  that  boat 
in  the  night,  he  can  appeal  to  the  strong  arm  of  the  law,  and  the  Govern- 
ment willfoUow  the  trespasser  and  bring  the  property  back  to  him,  no  mat- 
ter what  the  expense  may  be.  If  any  trespasser  interferes  with  his  rights 
in  the  use  of  that  property,  in  any  way  whatever,  he  can  appeal  to  the 
Courts,  and  the  Courts  are  boun#,  if  it  is  proven  that  his  grievances  are 
well  founded,  to  punish  the  trespassers,  and  may  award  him  damages 
— he  may  collect  money  for  datnages  sustained.  Thetr  espass  fs  not  com- 
mitted upon  the  man  who  loans  him  the  money — he  is  entirelv  dis- 
interestea;  he  has  no  more  interest  than  any  other  man  at  large  m  the 
community.  Of  course  we  ar^all  more  or  less  interested  with  individ- 
ual rights,  but  this  is  only  as  part  of  the  community  at  large.  But  the 
man  who  is  directly  interested  in  the  protection  of  that  property  is  the 
man  who  borrowed  the  money  with  which  to  build  a  boat  for  his  own 
use.  Now,  he  runs  a  ferry  upon  borrowed  capital;  the  Assessor  comes 
along  and  assesses  that  boat  to  him  at  one  thousand  dollarSjiand  he  pays 
the  &x  on  it,  as  he  ought  to.  Now,  I  say,  what  justice  is  there,  what 
right  is  there,  when  he  comes  to  pay  his  creditor  who«has  loaned  him 
this  money,  what  justice  or  right  is  there  in  saying  that  the  creditor 
shall  deduct  from  the  debt,  with  interest  from  the  date  of  payment,  the 
amount  of  taxes  which  he  has  paid  on  that  thousana  dollars?  I 
am  unable  to  see  any  justice  in  it  at  all. 

A  farmer  may  have  a  tract  of  land  worth  five  thousand  dollars.  He 
has  nothing  else  in  the  world.  He  knows  if  he  had  some  capital  to 
carry  on  business  he  could  make  money.  He  knows  a  neighbor  who  is 
willmg  to  loan  him  the  money,  five  thousand,  or  two  thousand,  say.  I 
don't  care  whether  he  takes  a  mortgage  or  not,  because  it  makes  no  dif- 
ference in  the  principle.  His  neighbor  loans  him  two  thousand  dollars. 
With  that  money  he  buys  horses,  and  wagons,  and  plows,  and  other 
farming  tools.  He  has  the  use  of  that  property  on  the  farm,  and  is 
thereby  enabled  to  make  the  farm  pay.  Now,  if  his  rights  in  the  pos- 
session of  that  property — ownership  of  that  property — though  bought 
with  borrowed  money,  are  interfered  with;  if  one  of  his  neighbors  comes 
in  and  drives  off  his  stock,  and  takes  down  his  fences,  he  can  appeal  to 
the  Courts,  and  the  Courts  will  follow  that  neighbor  and  compel  nim  to 
pay  the  amount  of  the  damage.  It  is  not  his  creditor  who  loaned  him 
the  money  who  appeals  to  the  Court.  It  is  not  the  rights  of  the  creditor 
that  have  been  interfered  with;  it  is  his  rights.  Or,  if  an  incendiary 
comes  ajid  bums  up  his  stacks  of  wheat,  and  kills  his  horses  or  steals 
them,  ho  can  appeal  to  the  law,  and,  without  expense  to  himself, punish 
the  wrongdoers.  It  is  his  right.  The  State  is  bound  to  use  its  best 
endeavors  to  see  justice  done,  though  it  may  cost  ten  times  the  antount 
of  the  property  stolen.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  do  it;  she  is  bound 
to  do  it.  Therefore  I  say  that  a  man  should  pay  taxes  in  accordance  with 
the  amount  of  protection  he  receives  from  the  Government.  What  justice 
is  there  in  the  case  of  a  man  who  owns  a  five  thousand  dollar  farm,  and 
is  dning  business  on  borrowed  capital,  protected  fully  in  the  possession  of 
his  laud  and  improvements,  to  the  value  of  seven  thousand  dollars  in 
all — what  justice  is  there  in  saying  that  when  he  goe^o  pay  his  creditor 
the  creditor  shall  deduct  from  the  amount  that  is  due  him  the  amount 
of  taxes  which  have  been  paid  on  that  two  thousand  dollars?  I  say 
there  is  no  justice  in  it  at  all.  It  is  not  protection  to  the  creditor  which 
the  State  has  afforded  during  this  time;  it  is  the  debtor  who  has  had  the 
full  protection  of  the  law.  If  the  creditor  pays  taxes  on  the  debt,  which 
is  assessed  to  him  as  a  debt,  let  him  pay  it  directly,  because  there  is 
reason  in  that,  and  reasons  against  it,  too.  But  I  am  willing  to  tax 
every  debt  that  exists.  I  am  willing  to  compromise.  But  I  say  make 
no  deduction.  If  I  loan  a  man  two  thousand  dollars  and  he  refuses  to 
pay  me,  I  will  appeal  to  the  law  and  the  law  will  compel  him  to  pay 
me.  I  have  protection,  and  the  debtor  is  protected  in  the  use  of  his 
property.  Therefore,  I  say  in  this  view  I  can  see  no  justice  in  making 
these  deductions,  and  I  hope  this  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Sonoma  will  prevail,  and  assess  everything  that  has  value,  everything* 
that  is  property. 


Dec.  30, 1878. 
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SPEECH   OF   MR.   BELCHER. 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman:  We  haye  declared  that  taxation 
shall  be  equal  and  uniform.  I  suppose  we  all  desire  to  see  the  burden 
of  taxation  equal  and  uniform.  But  we  have  great  difficulty  in  devising 
a  scheme  that  will  effect  this  end.  In  comparing  views,  it  seems  that 
while  we  are  all  disposed  to  eflTect  the  end,  we  are  not  all  agreed  as  to 
how  that  end  can  best  be  effected.  I  suppose  there  is  no  gentleman  here 
who  does  not  wish  to  do  it,  because,  by  a  large  raaiority  here,  we  have 
declared  that  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  this  State. 
Now  what  is  that,  if  it  is  not  that  all  property  shall  be  ourdened  alike, 
and  that  every  man  shall  pay  in  proportion  to  his  ability  to  pay?  If  it 
be  that  every  man  must  pay  in  proportion  to  the  protection  he  receives 
from  the  Government,  as  suggested  oy  the  last  gentleman,  then  you  levy 
taxes  without  reference  to  property.  A  man  may  not  be  worth  a  dollar, 
and  yet  he  can  demand  protection  from  the  Government.  A  man  may 
have  no  property  in  reality — that  is,  he  may  be  in  debt  for  the  last  dol- 
lar he  has,  so  that  all  his  property  would  go  to  his  creditors,  he  simply 
managing  it  in  the  interest  of  his  creditors  for  the  time  being,  and  yet 
he  really  be  worth  nothing.  Now,  if  a  man  like  that  is  to  be  assessed  in 
proportion  to  the  protection  he  receives,  then  that  is  one  rule.  But  that 
IS  a  rule  that  goes  independent  of  property.  The  idea  is  that  all  property 
is  to  be  assessed,  and  that  taxation  is  to  rest  upon  property,  and  upon 
property  alone.  During  the  whole  history  of  this  State  wo  have  assessed 
men — with  the  simple  exception  now  and  then  of  a  poll  tax  and  succes- 
sion tax — for  property,  and  property  alone.  And  I  supposed  that  was 
what  we  were  trf  ing  to  do  here,  to  place  the  burden  eventually  upon 
property,  and  property  alone. 

Now,  sir,  the  proposition  here  is  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sonoma.  Several  gentlemen  have  expressed  the  wish  that 
the  proposition  might  be  adopted.  It  seems  to  me  there  are  serious 
objections  to  it.  It  does  not  effect  the  end  sought,  and  it  is  to  these 
objections  I  propo^  to  speak.  As  I  understand  it,  sir,  it  is  that  all 
property  of  every  kind — everything  capable  of  ownership,  or  sold,  shall 
be  subject  to  taxation.  And  then  gentlemen  say  there  shall  be  no 
deductions  from  this.  Whatever  a  man  has  that  he  can  sell,  shall  be 
assessed  at  its  cash  value.  Now,  that  is  not  according  to  the  history 
of  this  State  in  the  first  plac^  Go  back  over  the  history  of  this  State 
and  you  will  find  we  have  never  done  that.  I  have  just  looked  at  the 
revenue  law  passed  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty -one.  Under  that  law 
solvent  debts — all  solvent  debts— over  and  above  a  man's  indebtedness, 
were  assessed.  An(l  I  have  looked  at  the  law  passed  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty-one,  by  which  all  a  man's  solvent  debts,  over  and 
above  indebtedness,  were  to  be  assessed.  According  to  the  proposition 
here  by  the  committee,  the  indebtedness  is  to  be  deducted  from  the  sol-' 
vent  debts.  If  we  go  back  all  through  the  history  of  this  State,  there  is 
nothing  up  to  this  time— ^  have  just  now  looked  at  the  revenue  law 
of  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-one  and  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
one — and  I  say,  if  my  recollection  is  right,  all  through  the  history  of 
the  State,  from'  time  to  time,  that  when  solvent  debts  were  assessed  at 
all,  only  the  balance  over  and  above  a  man's  indebtednesss  was  assessed. 
Now,  why  should  this  not  be  so  ?  What  reason  is  there  against  it.  The 
gentleman  says  a  man  may  resort  to  the  Courts  for  protection.  That 
may  be  so  j  but  go  all  over  this  Stete,and  in  every  town  and  village  you 
will  find  men  engaged  in  trade  as  well  as  in  the  cities.  The  man  from 
the  country  goes  to  the  city  and  buys  a  bill  of  goods.  He  takes  along, 
perhaps,  money  enough  to  ^&y  for  half  the  goods,  the  balance  he  gets 
trusted  for.  He  tekes  these  things  and  sells  to  the  miners,  receiving 
some  cash,  and  charge  on  his  books  a  portion  of  the  goods.  Now,  he  is 
both  in  debt  and  has  debts  due  him.  Suppose  when  he  went  into  busi- 
ness he  had  ten  thousand  dollars  to  start  with.  That  money  he  invests 
in  goods  and  goes  in  debt  ten  thousand  dollars.  He  has  sold  goods  on 
trust  until  he  has  ten  thousand  dollars  due  him.  Now,  the  Assessor 
comes  along  and  finds,  say  ten  thousand  dollars  worth  of  goods  in  his 
store  and  assesses  him.  That  is  what  he  is  worth.  That  is  all  the  prop- 
erty he  has*  Why  should  he  be  assessed  for  what  is  due  him,  making  no 
deductions  for  what  he  owes  ?  Why  should  he  be  compelled  to  pay  on 
thirty  thousand  dollars,  when  he  is  only  worth  ten  thousand  dollars? 
Now,  I  say  why  do  it,  when  we  never  have  done  it  before  ?  All  along 
through  the  history  of  this  State  we  have  deducted  the  amount  of  his 
debts.  Why  not  do  it  now  ?  BUt  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman 
from  Sonoma  says,  he  shall  be  assessed  for  all  goods  he  has,  and  all  the 
credits  he  has,  with  no  deductions  whatever  for  what  he  owes.  I  say 
it  is  not  right.  There  is  no  justice  or  propriety  in  it.  It  is  not  sufficient 
answer  to  say  that  he  may  collect  these  debts  through  the  medium  of 
the  Courts.  He  may  do  it.  If  his  creditors  do  not  pay  him,  he  may 
have  occasion  to  resort  to  the  Courts.  But  you  are  going  to  assess  him 
upon  this  theory  upon  the  property  he  has — the  property  he  has  in 
goods — and  then  on  his  credits  without  paying  his  debts.  He  should  be 
asseised  on  his  goods  and  then  upon  his  credits  over  and  above  his 
debts.  That  is  aH  he  has,  and  all  he  ought  to  be  assessed  upon,  unless 
you  change  the  tneory  of  taxation,  and  say  that  a  man  shall  oe  assessed 
for  the  protection  the  law  gives  him,  and  not  for  the  property  he  has. 

Take  another  case.  All  that  a  man  has,  all  that  a  corporation  has,  all 
that  anybodv  has,  that  is  cap«ible  of  sale  and  delivery  for  value,  must  be 
assessed.  The  Hibernia  Savings  Bank  of  San  Francisco  is  a  corporation. 
It  has  deposits  to  the  amount  of  fourteen  million  dollars.  Those  deposits 
are  from  the  poor  men  of  San  Francisco,  mechanics,  laborers,  men  of 
small  means,  men  who  are  unable  to  use  their  money  profitably,  who 
are  unable  to  loan  it,  and  they  take  it  to  the  bank  to  be  loaned  out,  and 
they  receive  the  interest  at  the  end  of  six  months.  Now,  every  man 
who  goes  and  makes  a  deposit  there  receives  a  passbook.  As  between 
him  and  the  bank,  the  relation  of  debtor  and  creaitor  arises.  If  that  be 
true,  when  the  Assessor  comes  around  this  fourteen  million  dollars  must 
be  assessed  to  the  several  depositors  there,  because  it  is  something  of 
value,  and  a  great  deal  of  value.  There  is  something  that  can  be  sold 
and  transferred. 


Mr.  terry.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  money  has  always  been  taxed  from 
the  very  begi  n  n  i  ng  ? 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Tes,  sir.  If  you  take  the  savings  banks  of  San 
Francisco,  it  is  said  that  there  are  sixty  million  dollars  deposited  there, 
and  these  sixty  million  dollars  must  be  assessed  to  the  small  depositors. 
I  do  not  object  to  the  assessment  of  all  the  property  there  i6,  for  I  say 
that  is  the  end  we  all  want  to  effect.  But  what  k>11ows?  When  you 
have  assessed  these  sixty  million  dollars  to  the  small  depositors,  the 
Assessor  goes  to  the  bank  and  finds  that  the  bank  has  loanea  this  money 
out,  and  nas  mortgages  for  it.  The  banks  owe  it — the  banks  are  not 
worth  anything  themsebus — it  is  the  creditors  of  the  banks  who  own 
that  property,  but  the  biMcs  have  sixty  million  dollars  in  their  posses- 
sion, ana  it  must  be  assessed  to  them  again.  The  creditors  have  been 
assessed  once  for  this  same  money,  and  now  the  banks  must  be  assessed. 
Now,  the  bank  pays  the  depositors  the  surplus  inter^t  which  this  money 
loaned  out  on  mortgages  has  earned,  so  that  when  the  creditor  is  assessed 
once,  and  the  bank  is  assessed  again,  then  all  these  poor  people  have  to 
pay  the  second  tax  on  their  money,  which  they  cannot  afford.  You 
effect  just  this  end.  •     .  * 

Gentlemen  say  it  is  the  protection  they  receive  that  they  are  assessed 
for,  because  they  are  protected.  In  a  certain  sense  they  are.  They  have 
the  benefit  of  the  law.  If  you  have  a  deposit  in  a  savings  bank,  and 
the  bank  refuses  to  return  it  to  you,  the  law  will  compel  the  bank  to 
pay  you.  But  is  that  any  reason  why  this  money  should  be  assessed 
once  in  the  hands  of  the  depositors,  and  again  in  the  hands  of  the  hank, 
thus  taking  two  taxes  out  of  the  depositor?  That  is  precisely  the  end 
which  this  amendment  purposes  to  effect.  And  there  are  at  feast  sixty 
millions  of  dollars  that  will  be  reached  and  doubly  taxed  in  this  way 
if  ^ou  adopt  this  proposition.  I  say  it  is  simply  wrong.  It  is  unju^. 
It  IS  enough  if  men  are  assessed  once  for  what  they  are  worth,  for  what 
they  have.  I  do  believe,  sir,  in  making  deductions.  I  do  believe  that 
a  man  who  is  in  debt  should  be  assessed  for  only  what  he  is  worth,  and 
not  on  what  he  owes.  Property  must  be  assessed,  because  government 
must  have  revenue.  You  cannot  say,  if  I  am  a  farmer  worth  ten 
thousand  dollars,  that  you  may  assess  me  for  so  much  of  the  farm  as  I 
may  own,  over  and  above  the  mortgage,  because,  perhaps,  I  have  given 
the  mortgage  to  somebody  in  New  York,  or  somebody  m  Europe.  My 
property  must  be  assessed  at  what  it  is  worth,  because  the  government 
must  have  revenue.  It  is  a  right  you  have  to  assess  property.  But  it 
is  not  right,  after  you  have  assessed  my  property,  after  I  have  paid  taxes 
upon  all  the  property  I  have,  for  all  I  am  in  fact  worth  or  have  of  value, 
to  assess  me  on  anything  else. 

Now,  sir,  the  proposition  here  is  to  assess  my  farm  for  what  it  is 
worth.  And  if  I  owe  to  the  bank  half  or  three  quarters  of  its  value, 
you  are  going  to  assess  it  again  to  the  bank.  And  if  you  allow  business 
to  be  done  as  it  has  been  done,  you  allow  them  to  put  a  provision  in  the 
mortgage  that  I  shall  pay  that  tax  too.  What  right  have  you  to  assess 
me  once,  twice,  or  three  times  what  I  am  wortn.  It  is  wrong.  You 
have  a  right  to  make  me  pay  on  what  4  am  worth,  but  there  your  right 
ends.  It  is  idle  to  talk  about  the  increased  value  of  property  by  assess- 
ing these  things,  and  the  consequent  cutting  down  of^  the  tax  rate. 

The  ^ntleman  from  Sonoma  says  when  a  man  has  a  note,  he  has 
something  of  value.  So  he  has,  in  a  certain  sense;  but  because  he  has 
a  note'he  adds  no  property  to  the  property  of  the  State.  If  I  am  worth 
fifty  thousand  dollars  to-day,  and  give  a  note  for  twenty-five  thousand 
dollars — half  of  what  I  am  worth — it  does  not  add  any  property  to  the 
State.  It  does  not  increase  the  property  at  all.  Take  a  case  which  has 
been  cited  here  many  times:  Suppose  all  the  property  in  the  State  were 
owned  by  one  man,  to  the  value  of  one  million  dollars;  one  man  has 
the  whole  of  it.  Now,  sir,  suppose  he  sells  to  B,  and  takes  a  mortgage 
for  one  million  dollars.  When  it  was  assessed  to  A,  it  was  assessed  at 
one  million  dollars.  When  it  was  sold  to  B,  a  mortgage  was  given  for 
one  million  dollars.  Now,  we  haven't  two  million  dollars  w«rth  of 
property;  you  have  only  the  same  one  million  dollars  worth.  It  is  all 
the  property  there  was^fore  the  note  was  given ;  it  is  all  the  property 
there  is  after  the  transfer.    You  don't  make  property  by  giving  notes. 

Suppose,  as  suggested  here,  that  a  man  has  a  horse  worth  one  hundred 
dollars,  and  sells  it  and  takes  a  note  for  the  amount;  you  have  not 
increased  the  aggregate  value — there  is  one  horse  left,  and  that  is  all 
there  is.  If  the  second  man  sells  the  horse  to  a  third  party,  and  takes 
a  note,  you  haven't  got  three  hundred  dollars  worth  of^  property.  You 
don't  make  property  by  selling  it.  In  a  certain  sense  you  may  have 
the  right  to  tne  protection  of  the  law  in  the  possession  of  these  things. 
Each  man  who  nolds  a  note  may  resort  to  the  Courts  for  the  collection 
of  the  money,  but  there  is  no  more  property,  and  so  long  as  the  basis  of 
taxation  is  property  and  not  protection,  you  have  nothing  but  the  horse. 
You  have  the  single  item  of  the  horse  and  that  is  all. 

Now,  sir,  suppose  I  have  bought  Mr.  Wilson's  horse  for  one  hundred 
dollars;  I  give  him  my  note  for  it;  I  am  worth  nothing;  I  may  not 
have  a  dollar,  but^he  is  willing  to  trust  my  expectation  of  making  one 
hundred  dollars  to  pay  him.  The  horse  should  be  assessed  and  the 
horse  only.  There  may  be  a  question  whether  I  should  pay  the  taxes 
on  that  horse  or  whether  he  should  pay  it,  because  he  can  at  any  time 
reclaim  the  horse — but  there  is  not  two  hundred  dollars  worth  of*^  prop- 
erty. It  is  a  Question  between  him  and  me,  and  not  a  question  that  tne 
State  has  anytning  to  do  with.  I  say  when  you  carry  out  this  proposi- 
tion, you  are  working  a  wrong.  You  are  assessing  property  once,  twice, 
or  three  times.  You  are  assessing  where  there  is  no  property  to  be 
assessed.  You  are  putting  the  buraen  upon  the  poor.  Gentlemen  say 
here  that  the  rich  ought  to  be  made  to  pay;  so  I  say.  The  difficulty  is 
now  you  are  putting  the  burden  upon  the  poor  man ;  the  man  who  is 
least  able' to  stend  it.  Go  all  over  the  State  and  you  will  find  farmers 
in  debt,  mortgages  on  their  farms,  in  debt  with  mortgages  and  without 
mortgages.  Go  all  over  the  State  and  you  will  find  farmers  heavily  in 
debt,  and  they  are  made  to  pay  constantly  once,  twice,  and  three  times 
on  what  they  are  worth. 


DEBATES  AND  PEOOEEDINGS 


We  are  here  to  remedv  tbia  evil.  It  is  to  relieve  these  poorer  ctusseB 
if  we  can.  Troni  the  burdens  which  oppresa  them,  instead  of  making  the 
burden  to  bear  sLill  more  heavllj  uiwu  them.  Thora  are  loen  all  ovei 
the  State  who  are  payiag  taies  on  what  they  ilo  rot  own. 

Mk.  TERRV.  By  increeaing  the  aggregate  amount  or  property  on 
tlie  RsaeMmant  roll  you  decrease  the  tax  rale  accordingly. 

Ma.  BELCHEK.     Yea,  air;  the  mao  who  haa  no  debts,  eimply  ha: 

Sropertj,  geta  the  benefit  of  it.  Suppose  thf  -° — =° *  "■"  ■■■  ' 
tate  fnoU  up  one  million  dollars.  K  I  hav< 
dollars'  worth  of  property,  and  am  not  in  deb 
assessment  roll  to  one  million  five  hundred  tWisand  dollars,  yon  will 
reduce  the  par  pent.  I  have  to  p(iy,-and  thaWill  be  s  benefit  (o  me. 
But  the  man  who  is  in  debt,  and  has  to  pay  on  more  than  hi 
who  has  one  hundred  thouaaiid  dollars'  worth  of  property 
Ally  thousand  dollars^nd  has  to  pay  upon  one  hundred  thourand  dollar*, 
will  pay  on  more  than  he  is  worth.  I  am  benefited)  because  my  prop- 
crty  IS  clear,  and  I  pay  only  on  what  I  am  worth  ;  but  the  extra  burden 
falls  upon  the  man  who  is  in  debt;  ;ou  alill  make  him  pay  ou  all  hia 
property.  The  burden  is'atlll  upon  the  pBorer  classes.  It  I9  thetrealthy 
class  of  men  who  are  the  least  sufferers. 

I  objeot  to  another  proposition  in  (he  report  of  the  conimittce  as  well. 
Tbey  say,  and  1  auppose  this  body  will  agree  to  it,  that  growing  crops 
should  be  exempt.  Now,  sir,  I  think  not,  I  think  growing  cropj  should 
not  bejiiempt  by  a  constitutional  proviaion.  Suppose  they  $ 
exempt,  for  what  reaaon?  Why.  gentlemen  a»y  the  crop  may  i 
to  be  nothing.  That  may  be.  •  You  come  to  the  people  on  thi 
March  and  nnd  a  crop  growing,  see  the  field,  but  there  may  be 
harvested  from  it;  therefore,  gentlemen  say  it  should  be  enem 
that  you  should  not  consider  it  with  the  land,  but  arbitrdrily  ei 
by  constitutional  provision.     Why,  sir,  when  the  Aaeeseorcomei 


hece 


I  take  a 


,of  tt 


igrowi 


What  will  be  the  effect.     I  have  a  section  of  land  of 
certain  quality,  and  you  have  a  section  of  land  adjoining  of  the  sani 
quality,  and  the  land  that  you  have  and  the  land  that  I  have  should 
be  assessed  equally,  it  may  be  ten  dollars  an  acre.     Now  suppose    I 
have  planted  my  land  at  an  expense  of  three  dollars  an  acre.     Sup 
pose  I  have  put  in  a  crop  of  wheat,  expending  so  many  dollars  an  acre 
I  have  put  ttiKt  much  money  into  the  land,  sav  four  dollars  an  acre 
The  first  of  March  <»mea,  and  the  land  will  Bell  under  the  hammer  foi 
all  I  have  put  into  it.     I  can  find  a  purchaser  any  time  who  will  givi 
me  all  I  have  put  into  it.     It  is  a  growing  crop,     Now,  why  say  in  tht 
Constitution  that  I  shall  not  pay  on  this  three  or  four  dollars  an  acre  1 
have  put  into  the  land,  that  la  there  lo  be  seen,  that  mav  be  sold,  that 
anybody  will  take,  that  adds  lo  the  value  of  the  land.     Why  say  in  tb< 
Constitution  I  shall  not  pay  anything  for  that,  while  if  you  have  thi 
same  amount  of  money  mveated  in  any  other  industry  you  will  be  com 
pelled  lo  pay  taxes  on  it,    I  might  lease  a  piece  of  land  and  put  in  i 
crop  on  it.    I  own  no  land,  but  1  have  a  crop  growing.    The  Assessor 
comas  lo  me  and  finds  my  crop  grating,  which  is  woriu  money,  whi 
1  can  sell  or  mortgage,  and  I  say,  my  property  is  exempt  under  t 
Constitution.     It  is  exempt.     The  man   who  owns  the  land  and  I. 
money  borrowed  on  it,  pays  two  taxes,  or  on   twice  as  much  as  he 
worth,  while  I,  with  my  valuable  crop,  in  which  I  have  invested  n 
money,  am  exempt  from  taxation,     1  Bay  it  works  a  wrong,  because  y 
allow  me  to  have  my  money  invested  there  with  no  taxes  to  pay  on 

Take  the  caaa  of  Dr.  Glenn,  of  Cohiaa  County,  where  he  has  under 
cultivation  thousands  of  acres.  lie  has  tenants  cultivating  the  land 
and  he  takes  one  fourth  of  the  crop,  without  putting  in  a  crop.  Thi 
money  is  invested  in  the  crop  until  harvest.  The  Assessor  comes  along 
but  he  cannot  assess  anything  there,  though  it  may  be  worth  thousandi 
and  thousands  of  dollars,  sniT  the  land  must  be  asseaxed  as  if  It  was  no 
cultivated  land,  for  you  must  assess  the  land  without  reference  to  thi 
crop  that  is  on  it. 

Mr.  STEELE.    The  man  pays  taxes  on  his  seeil  wheat,  loois,  etc. 

Mr.  belcher.  The  assessment  comes  on  the  first  of  March.  1 
'  know  that  crops  sometimes  fail,  but  I  know,  too,  that  tht 
fail.  Id  this  great  country  we  have,  we  raise  good  croi 
time,  though  they  are  sometimes  short.  In  a  Winter  I 
oold  weather,  cattle  are  dying  upon  the  plains;  sheep  are  dying,  loo. 
Property  fails.  The  flood  comes  along  and  destroys  one  man's  property. 
We  have  big  fires.     A  lire  comes  and  bums  up  the  bam  or  the  house, 

hundred  and  filly  miles  of  Urritory,  with  farms  scattered  all  over  the 
valley,  are  you  to  say  there  shall  be  no  assessment  at  all,  no  reference 
whatever  lo  the  growing  crop  when  the  Assessor  comes  around  !  Will 
you  say  that  all  property  shall  be  taxed  except  that,  and  that  taxes  shall 
be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the  State  T 


a- 


of  Mar 


rop.    The  land  is 


acre.    I  have  the  crop  in 
expended  live  thousand  dollars  ii 


dollar?. 


shall  b 


dollar 


«thei 


orlh  te 


putting  ii 


ji  fifteen  thou 


it  day  of  March,  Now,  i 
say  that  the  Assessor  shall  asaesa  me  only  for  ten  thousand 
dollars,  because  I  put  my  money  in  that  crop  that  ia  growing;  because, 
perchance,  it  may  turn  out  no  harvest.  Why  say  soT  Why  say  there 
may  be  no  harvest,  and  therefore  this  five  thousand  dollars  which  I  have 
put  into  that  crop  shall  not  betaxedT  What  reason  is  there  for  it,  |[ 
e  going  to  say  that  everything  that  has  a  value,  everything  else, 

wed?     Why  say  that  this  growing  crop  shall  go  free, when 

as  cows  and  horses  and  sheep  can  be  sold?     I  can  go  (o  the 
ortgago  this  crop,  and  raise  money  on  it.     Why  exempt  it 


Now, 


t  beliei 


n  of  the 


.    .   .  ._  ig  growing  crops  in  vie 

harvest.    But  I  do  believe  if  I  have  put  five  thousand  dollars 

land,  in  putting  in  a  crop,  thai  it  adds  to  the  value  of  my  farm,  and  in 


that  form  should  be  considered  and  aaaeased. 
planted  my  laud,  and  put  one  thousand  or  tl 
sell  it  for  so  much  more  money.  If  I  am  wort 
more,  why  should  1  not  be  taxed  7  A  man  she 
is  worth,  and  not  on  what  he  boa  not  You  si 
free,  nor  should  you  demand  more  of  any  ma 
Let  us  make  the  burden  as  equal  as  we  can. 

Now,  I  prefer  tliis  second  progioaitlon,  repor 
the  proposition  submitted  by  the  gentleman  f 
believe  hia  will  work.     This  does  not  meet  n 

than  to  build  up.  There  is  great  difficulty  in  i 
tioD  satisfactory  to  ourselves. 

Ma.  ROLFE.  Could  not  the  Legislature,  un 
tion,  adopt  the  aame  syatem  which  you  advoca 
Constitution  at  allT 

Ma.  BELCHER.  The  Legislature  has  unii: 
restrict  them.  It  haa  been  legislating  in  this  3 
ia  true  that  the  Supreme  Court  haa  declared  tb 


going  to  take  the  system  proposed,  that  all  th 
that  all  things  that  have  any  value  are  propert; 
haa  that  is  valuable,  that  may  be  sold,  shall  be 

to  me  will  bear  heavily, upon  the  people.  It 
and  in  the  future.  We  want  a  system  (hat  wl 
sible  making  the  burdens  of  taxation  upon  ni 

sand  dollars  should  pay  ten  times  as  much  as  tl 
thou^nd  dollars,  and  the  man  who  is  won 
should  pay  ten  times  as  much  as  the  man  whi 
dollars,  I  say  that  the  proposition  reported  b 
than  those  which  are  offered  as  substitute^,  ant 
If  something  better  cannot  be  devised  I  am  fo 
may  follow  which  will  work  better,  A  prop 
everything  you  can  find  that  has  value,  credits 
ing  any  deductions,  can  work  only  mischief. 


SWING.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  fa 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  not  b 
putting  in  reatrictjoos  or  making  anydrclaratio 
of  offectinglhe  right  in  any  way  of  the  Legislati 
of  taxation.  1  believe  now.as  I  believed  when 
that  what  we  want  is  a  system  of  taxation  that 

taxation.  We  can  only  find  out  bv  trial.  Am 
system,  if  it  is  satisfactory;  if  it  ma^es  the  burd 
it  should  fall,  we  want  to  keep  it.  But  if  it  is  ] 
meet  the  end-  which  ia  sought  to  be  arrived  at, 
Hower  lo  change  it.  But  I  am  in  favor  of  thi) 
ihat  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform.  I^: 
leave  it  to  be  construed  hereatUr.     We  have  ha 

not,  which  has  decided  that  under  that  system 
taxed.      Under  that  system  1  believe  there  ha 
has  been 


property  in  this  State  which  ha 
Therefore,  1  am  in  favor  of  thia 


niforir 


nt,  b 


beiie' 


3nly  diff 


aether 


taking  the  property  _ 

•- —  -if  appropriating  ,,.  ^  ^..-s..  ^.^u  ««.  jiuu  j 
ence  between  taxation  and  robbery  than 

State  afiTorda  the  taxpayer.  Now,  If  that  is  tL 
.bat  they  should  be  given  themaelves  the  rig 
ihould  pay  in  proportion  lo  the  security  he  reC' 

0  the  amount  of  land  he  owns,  merely ;  not  in  j 
>f  horses  he  owns,  but  he  should  pay  in  propo 
■eceives.    Now,  taxation  should  be  equal  and  u 

Now,  there  have  been  some  illustrations  giv 

axing  notes  you  thereby  make  double  taxation. 

Suppose  1  own  a  horse.     1  sell  the  hor^e  to  Gen 

"     Kite  for  it.     He  sells  the  hone 

Those  notes  are  running  yet,  i 

isfield  has  the  right  toenforci 

back  the  horse.     I  have  a  right  to 

take  bock  the  horse.     During  thai  iime  i  nav 

and  General  Mansfield  haa  had  proleetii 

Reddy  has  been  protected  during  that  time  in  I: 

^ual  protection,  equal  security.    These  notes  h 

ave  each  bad  equal  security.     We  stand  in  th 

id  before.     Who  has  paid  for  that  security? 

General  Manstield  and  myself  have  not  db 

1  that  illustration  carried  to  its  legitimate  end. 
lid  uniform?  Now,  if  the  horse  was  worth  oi 
le  rate  is  three  dollars,  then  Mr.  Keddy  wou 
ould  have  paid  nothing.  If  you  bad  taxed 
ould  have  paid  one  dollar,  I  one  dollar,  and 

dollar.     Isn't  that  nearer  equality  and  uniforn 


lo  Mr,  Redd 

the  col  lectin 
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There  has  been  another  illustration  given  here:  Suppose  that  all  the 
property  in  the  S^te  is  worth  a  million  dollars.  That  is  all  the  property 
there  is.  Suppose  I  own  it  all.  (That  is  hardly  possible.)  Suppose  I 
sell  that  property  to  Mr.  Reddy,  and  take  a  mortgage  upon  the  property. 
The  property  has  got  to  pay,  and  we  two  are  the  only  taxpayers  in  the 
community.  Now,  I  require  protection  for  my  mortgage;  I  require  the 
right  to  enforce  the  collection  of  it  through  the  Courts.  I  can  enforce  it 
by  taking  back  the  property.  Now,  under  the  system  which  the  gentle- 
man advocates,  while  I  have  protection  for  my  mortgage,  and  can  take 
back  the  property,  he  has  to  pay  for  the  entire  amount  of  security,  and 
I  pay  nothing  for  the  protection  I  receive.  Is  that  justice?  Is  that  equal 
and  uniform  taxation  ?  On  the  contrary,  should  not  each  one  of  us  pay 
our  share,  because  we  each  one  had  equal  security  during  that  time? 

I  want  a  low  rate  of  taxation,  and  for  different  reasons.  I  would 
rather  incorporate  into  the  Constitution  a  clause  that  not  more  than  one 
cent  on  the  dollar  should  over  be  levied  in  this  State  than  to  incor}iorate 
any  other  kind  of  provision.  Find  more  property,  but  expend  less 
money.  I  want  a  low  rate  of  taxes,  because  a  low  rate  will  encourage 
property  to  come  to  this  State;  it  will  encourage  capital  to  come  to  the 
State.  A  business  man  in  the  East,  with  a  million  dollars,  is  desirous  of 
investing  in  some  mining  property  hei-e,  or  buying  a  ranch,  or  a  water 
ditch  in  this  State.  The  nrst  question  he  will  ask  is  in  regard  to  the 
rate  of  taxation.  If  he  finds  the  rate  is  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  he  says, 
at  once,  that  is  too  much.  He  prefers  to  invest  less,  and  pay  less  taxes, 
in  the  East.  He  finds  also  that  he  has  to  pay  taxes  on  the  enterprise  in 
•  which  he  invests,  that  the  burden  rests  upoi|  the  very  enterprise  in 
which  he  desires  to  invest.     He  don't  come  nere. 

Again,  if  you  tax  notes  and  mortgages  it  discourages  the  loaning  of 
money,  the  holding  of  money,  and  the  dealing  in  money,  notes,  bonds, 
etc.,  and  encourages  the  investment  of  capital  in  permanent  property. 
It  reduces  the  rate  of  taxation  upon  real  and  personal  property,  thereby 
encouraging  the  investment  in  that  direction.  Now  I  am  not  in  favor 
of  encouraging  enterprise  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  man,  or  for  the 
benefit  of  the  rich  man.  But  I  am  in  favor  of  doing  things  which  will 
give  employment  to  laborers  and  decrease  crime,  and  decrease  the 
expensesof  government,  and  which  will  bring  happiness  td  this  country, 
where  there  is  now  sorrow,  distress,  and  starvation.  I  am  in  favor  of  a 
provision  that  will  encourage  the  investment  of  capital  in  enterprises 
which  will  give  employment  to  those  who  need  employment. 

Again,  I  am  in  favor  of  exempting  growing  crops.  And  the  reason  is 
this,  that  you  cannot  properly  assess  growing  crops.  The  Assessor  starts 
out  on  his  mission  of  destruction  about  the  first  of  March,  and  he  goes  to 
A  and  assesses  him.  His  wheat  is  just  coming  out  of  the  ground  and  his 
com,  perhaps,  is  not  yet  planted.  He  assesses  the  wheat,  and  puts  the 
corn  at  the  same  figure  as  the  wheat,  for  a  small  amount.  He  goes  on 
his  round  and  reaches  B  along  about  the  last  of  June,  or  the  last  of  May, 
and  his  crop  by  that  time  is  matured.  It  is  in  good  condition.  It  is  no 
better  than  A's,  which  was  assessed  on  the  first  of  March,  but  he  pays 
ten  times  ^  much  taxes  on  it  as  A  pays  on  his. 

Again,  I  am  in  favor  of  exempting  growing  crops,  because  I  am  in 
favor  of  encouraging  that  kind  of  employment.  Not  because  I  want  to 
help  the  farmer,  because  I  dp  not  care  any  more  for  the  farmer  than  I 
do  for  the  lawyer,  or  the  doctor,  but  because  I  want  to  encourage  that 
kind  of  enterprise.  Why?  Because  it  gives  employment  to  more  men 
and  brings  happiness  to  more  households.  And  I  am  in  favor  of  it 
because,  if  growing  crops  are  exempt,  it  will  encourage  men  to  engage  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  and  discourage  the  holding  of  idle  land. 

SPF.ECH   OF   MR.   £DOERTON. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  A  gentleman  started  out  on  Sat- 
urday in  a  very  clear  and  forcible  speech  upon  this  subject,  basing  his 
opinion  that  solvent  debts  ought  to  oe  taxed,  upon  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection. To-day  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin  argues 
that  theory  before  the  committee.  Now,  sir,  I  deny  that  that  is  a  fair 
principle  upon  which  to  base  any  system.  To  carry  it  out  to  its  logical 
conclusion,  suppose  the  theory  of  protection  comes  up  in  this  way :  if 
the  maker  of  a  note  refuses  to  pay,  the  holder  of  the  note  can  enforce  his 
demand  through  the  Courts;  tnat  is,  he  can  enforce  his  right,  and  there 
the  theory  of  protection  ends.  If  it  is  stolen,  he  can  invoke  the  authority 
of  the  State  to  punish  the  thief.  Suppose  a  man  publishes  a  libel  on  my 
friend  from  San  Joaquin?  He  has  his  action  at  law;  he  has  his  remedy; 
he  invokes  the  judicial  and  executive  power  of  the  State  to  redress  the 
wrong.  The  cases  are  precisely  analogous.  He  can  resort  to  criminal 
prosecution,  the  same  as  he  can  if  a  man  steals  a  promissory  note. 
Now,  then,  why  not  tax  the  other  men  for  the  protection  they  receive 
against  criminals,  as  well  as  the  holder  of  a  solvent  debt?  It  is  no  more 
than  right,  if  it  be  true  that  protection  is  the  proper  basis  of  a  system  of 
taxation.     I  deny  it.     What  is  that  theory? 

Mb.  TERRY.    The  protection  you  receive  from  the  government. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  burden  of  government  should  be  placed  upon 
values — actual  wealth — and  not  upon  a  conclusion  of  law,  for  that  is  all 
under  heaven  that  a  promissory  note  is^a  mere  conclusion  of  law,  a 
mere  deduction  of  law,  thai  the  person  holding  it  has  the  right  to  recover 
whatever  property  is  mentioned  in  it.  Now,  a  good  deal  has  been  said 
here,  when  an  important  subject  is  under  discussion,  about  the  people, 
and  gentlemen  upon  every  occasion  invoke  the  people,  and  claim  that 
the  people  have  sent  them  here  from  some  obscure  comer  oiLthe  StAte — 
.Jackass  Gulch,  or  somewhere  else.  I  don't  mean  to  imply  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sonoma  came  from  there.  [Laughter.]  If  I  have  read 
the  opinion  of  the  people  aright,  from  what  I  can  gather  by  conversing 
wilh  them,  and  by  newspaper  reports,  it  is  that  the  constitutional  tinkers 
do  not  understand  their  trade.  I  say  there  is  no  reliable  evidence  at 
hand  as  to  what  the  desire  of  the  people  of  this  State  is,  as  regards  the 
taxation  of  solvent  debts,  mortgages,  notes,  and  bonds.  Now,  I  have  a 
right  to  assume  that  it  is  the  wish  of  the  people  that  thero  shall  be 
deductions  made  for  what  a  man  owes  from  what  is  owing  to  him. 


Mr.  HEISKELL.     I  never  heard  of  it  in  my  county. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Your  representatives  have  voted  upon  it.  Now, 
sir,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty,  the  Legislature — many  members  of 
which  were  members  of  the  Constitutional  Convention  which  framed 
this  provision  referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  who  thinks  the 
Supreme  Court  made  a  very  groat  mistake — the  men  who  made  the 
Constitution  under  which  this  decision  A^as  made,  put  a  provision  of  this 
kiml  in  themselves.  The  Act  of  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty  provides, 
in  defining  personal  property,  that  all  monevs  at  interest  owing  to  the 
person  to  be  taxed  more  than  they  pay  interrot  for,  or  other  debts  owing 
to  them  from  solvent  persons  more  than  they  are  indebted,  shall  be  taxed. 
That  was  the  very  first  Act  of  the  people  of  this  State,  through  their 
representatives,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty.  In  eighteen  hundred  and 
fifty-one,  another  Act  was  passed,  providing  that  all  money  at  interest 
owing  to  the  person  to  be  taxed,  more  than  ne  pays  interest  for,  shall  be 
taxed.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-two,  the  law  was,  that  monev  at 
interest,  solvent  debts,  deducting  indebtedness;  and  in  eighteen  hundred 
and  fifty-throe,  the  law  provided  that  all  money  loaned  on  interest 
should  be  taxed,  and  no  other  provision  as  to  taxing  the  indebtedness. 
Now,  there  is  one  insta.nce  where  the  people  reced^  from  the  position 
suggested  hero  now  :  that  solvent  debts  should  be  absolutely  taxed,  with- 
out any  deductions  whatever,  and  the  next  Legislature  in  the  following 
year  restored  the  old  provision.  The  representatives  had  gone  home, 
and  had  got  the  will  of  their  constituents;  and  they  sent  back  their 
representatives  the  next  Winter  to  restore  the  old  provision :  that  money 
at  interest,  exceeding  indebtedness,  should  be  tayed.  Then,  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  ^y-nve  and  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-six,  ana  way 
down  to  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-seven,  there  was  no  law  passed,  but 
that  general  enactment  covering  the  whole  time.  In  that  year  they 
provided  that  money  on  hand,  or  deposited,  or  invested,  or  money  at 
interest,  secured  by  mortgage  or  otherwise,  and  solvent  debts — no  deduc- 
tions were  made  that  year,  or  until  the  Legislature  again  met  in  eigh- 
teen hundred  and  sixty-sixty-one,  when  they  enacted  a  new  revenue 
law,  which  was  enforced  as  a  general  system  until  the  Codes  came  in. 
That  provided  for  taxing  solvent  debts  in  excess  of  indebtedness. 

Now,  I  undertake  to  say,  backed  by  indisputable  authority,  that  it  is 
the  will  of  the  people  of  this  State,  as  expressed  in  their  laws  over  and 
over  again,  that  solvent  debts  should  be  taxed,  but  that  there  should  be 
deducted  therefrom  the  indebtedness  owing  to  other  persons.  Now  that 
rule,  I  undertake  to  say,  never  would  have  been  changed  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  rule  laid  down  in  this  case  reported  in  the  thirty-fourth 
California,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-eight.  In  that  case  the  Court 
held  that  solvent  debts  were  property  within  the  meaning  of  the  Con- 
stitution, and  they  further  held  that  it  was  incompetent  for  the  Legisla- 
ture to  exempt  any  property  from  taxation,  thou^n  in  another  case  they 
held  directly  the  other  way,  and  made  the  Question  squarely  presented. 
Afterwards  the  people,  through  their  Legislature,  sought  to  elude  even 
that  stringent  iron  rule  of  law  laid  down  in  that  case,  and  the  Legisla- 
ture of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-nine  passed  a  law  in  express  terms 
to  prevent  double  taxation,  and  the  people  of  this  State  enacted  that  law 
for  the  express  purpose  of  exempting  mortgage^  from  taxation,  and  I 
think  my  iriend  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  was  one  of  the  counsel 
in  that  case — The  People  vs.  Eddy — in  the  Supreme  Court,  a  case  grow- 
ing out  of  the  statute.  Now,  sir,  that  is  the  history  of  the  legislation  on 
that  subject. 

Now  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  this  proposition  now  before  the 
Convention.  In  the  first  place  I  would  like  to  ask  the  author  what  he 
means  when  he  says  "  franchises  of  corporations." 

Mr.  morel  and.    The  privileges  they  exercise. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Well,  that  applies  to  mining  corporations,  incor- 
porated for  the  development  of  mines.  They  are  assessed  perhaps  two, 
three,  four,  or  ten  thousand  dollars,  to  try  an  experiment,  to  see  whether 
they  can  develop  and  bring  to  light  millions  of  dollars,  which  will  result 
in  adding  a  large  volume  of  taxable  property  to  the  tax  rolls.  They  are 
to  be  taxed,  under  this  provision,  for  that  privilege. 

Mr.  terry.    Taxed  according  to  their  value.  • 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    How  are  you  going  to  estimate  the  value? 

Mr.  ROLFE.     I  can  tell  you  what  a  franchise  is. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  didn't  ask  you.  Now,  sir,  this  provision  pro- 
vides that  notes,  evidences  of  indebtedness,  and  solvent  debts  shall  be 
subject  to  taxation.  Now,  take  that  class  of  savings  banks,  such  as  the 
Sacramento  Savings  Bank;  they  have  in  that  bank  five  or  six  million 
dollars ;  Mr.  Freeman,  the  attorney  of  that  bank,  is  here.  For  the  pur- 
poses of  illustration,  say  it  has  five  million  dollars.  I  believe  the  great 
bulk  of  that  money  belongs  to  poor  people — wash-women  and  men  who 
work  by  the  day— it  don't  belong  to  lawyers,  and  merohauts,  and  rich 
men,  sir.  Now,  if  I  understand  the  proposition — the  result  of  this  pro- 
position—one of  these  persons  goes  to  the  Sacramento  Bank  with  five 
nundred  dollars,  the  accumulation,  perhaps,  of  two^years'  labor,  and 
they  issue  to  him  a  passbook.  It  is  an  evidence  of  indebtedness  between 
the'depositor  and  the  bank.  The  bank  is  simply  organized  as  an  agent 
for  the  purpose  of  loaning  out  money,  the  accumulations  of  this  class  of 
depositors,  and  the  interest  is  turned  over  to  them  after  deducting  the 
expenses  of  the  bank.  Now,  the  bank  is  an  independent  person  before 
the  law.  It  is  a  person  just  as  much  as  a  depositor.  It  loans  out  this 
money  again,  secured  by  mortgage.  Now,  according  to  this  provision, 
as  I  understand!  it,  you  tax  the  person  with  the  passbook  for  the  five 
hundred  dollars,  and  then  tax  the  bank  on  the  mortgage  for  five  hun- 
dred dollars,  which  amounts  to  a  clear  case  of  double  taxation.  The 
party  who  owns  the  passbook  pays  one  tax  and  the  bank  pays  another 
tax  on  it.  Now  there  is  a  double  tax  on  all  the  money  deposited  in  that 
bank  in  the  same  way.  Somebody  ought  to  pay  the  tax,  but  this  is  a 
proposition  to  make  the  same  persons  pay  taxes  twice.  In  addition  to 
that  there  is  a  tax  upon  the  franchise  of  the  bank,  according  to  the 
phraseology  of  this  provision.     I  say  it  is  preposterous. 

Now,  as  to  this  question  of  growing  crops.     It  seems  to  be  a  very  ill 
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dsTiMd  ayitam  that  taxes  the  Iftuii,  and  then  the  house,  and  (hen  the 
fenoM,  and  then  the  barn,  and  then  taxes  the  growing  crops— all  in  sep- 
arate colunins.  But  I  nnderetand  Ihisajstem  grew  np  Trom  this  state  of 
things:  in  early  days  the  land  was  snppoaed  to  belung  lo  the  lovern- 
tnant,  and  this  Bjstetn  or  taxing  itnprovemcnte  has  grown  up  because 
of  that,  as  the  improrements  were  the  only  things  tliey  could  get  at. 
They  taxed  i  niproreinenla  on  possessory  claims.     That   waa  the  onlj? 


,  That   wj 

But  where  titles  are  settled,  it 
Gulous  to  multiply  subjects  in  th!s  way.    It  ougbt  to  go  on  as  real  estate. 

-         -   .._,     ,._j  :.  ,....•_.   : , J -T-^12  from  t". 


listeff-at 


It  is  listed  once,  and  tbat  list  rem 
upon  it.  In  some  of  the  States  i 
to  me  that  values  have  betome  permanent  and  settled  enough  now 
this  State  to  pennit  of  that  kind  of  taxation.  It  is  wrong  to  multiply 
these  subjects  in  Ibis  way.  Now,  sir,  I  am  opposed  in  Into  to  any  ta~ 
of  any  kind  on  any  crop.  I  am  not  opposed  to  it  for  the  benefit  of  t\: 
poorer  elassea,  but  for  the  benefit  of  that  portion  of  the  community  thi 
a«ielop  the  resouroes  of  the  country;  that  develop  farms;  that  develop 
manufactures;  tbat  makes  real,  substantial  property,  which  is  aubje*  '- 
taxation. 

Now,  sir,  my  friend  from  Iios  Angeles,  General  Iloward,  the  o 
day  read  the  case  of  The  People  vs.  The  Hibemia  Bonk,  and  he  c 
mented  ou  Judge  Wallace's  opinion  in  relation  to  the  feasibility  of 
ing  solvent  debts,  even  under  the  old  Constitution.  He  says  in 
caaa  that  a  tax  on  a  naortgage  must  be  paid  eventually,  not  by 
.  creditor,  but  by  the  debtor.  And,  sir,  I  undertake  to  say  (jiat  no  sy! 
of  taxing  these  conclusions  of  law  can  be  devised  which  will  not  cast 
burden  of  the  tax  upon  the  borrower,  the  ones  who  are  aiding  in  de 
oping  the  country. 

Ma.  MORELAND.     I  ask  the  gentleman  if  be  has  not  repoHed  a 


made,  by  which  a  debtor  is  obligated 
money  loaned,  or  on  any  mortgage,  deed  of 
to  any  interest  specified  therein,  — '  "-  '" 


pays 


it  propose  to  undertake  a  surgical  operatio 


. _,  ._ _j .  Lch  tax  or  aaseasmani 

lull  and  toid." 

Ma.  EI>GERTON.  The  gentleman  from  Sonoma  has  a  fund  of 
cum  in  bis  speech,  and  a  mnny  look  on  his  face,  and  I  suppose  h 
readj  to  criticise  the  grammar  for  my  benefit.  As  to  the  obscurity  of 
thia  report,  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado  complained  about  that  the 
other  day.  Hr.  Chairman,  this  Convention  imposed  upon  the  Commit- 
IM  OD  Bevenue  and  Taxation  a  vary  arduous  task,  to  present  something 
for  a  basis  of  action  for  this  Convention.  But  they  did  not  impose  upon 
the  oommittoe  the  impossible  task  of  furnishing  these  gentlemen  with 
oompreheusion  and  ideas.  As  a  gentleman  once  said  of  another,  vou 
oouid  not  get  a  joke  into  bis  head  without  perfoi 
tion  upon  oim.    Ki      '  "       '  '    " 

on  my  friend  Larkin. 

M>.  MORELAND.  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  did  not  admit  that  he 
did  not  understand  this  section,  and  ask  to  have'it  stricken  out. 

Ml.  EDGERTON.  No,  sir,  the  gentleman  has  gone  wrong  again.  It 
ia  very  difficult  to  make  the  gentleman  understand  anything.  Now,  as 
to  this  section  two,  I  expressly  stated  that  this  report  expressed  the  sense 
of  a  majority  of  the  committee.  It  is  not  my  report.  There  is  a  gnod 
deal  in  it  I  like,  and  a  great  many  things  1  do  not  indorse,  and  do  not 
want  to  go  into  the  Constitution. 

Mn.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angelea.     Which  member  of  the  committee  is 

I^.  EDQERTOIT  The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  and  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Corporations,  have  occupied  so  much  time 
here  on  the  question  of  corporations,  that  they  have  demoraliied  the 
whole  Convention  on  the  question  of  grammar. 

Ma.  HOWARD.  I  supposed  the  grammar  of  the  report  was  the 
grammar  of  the  Chairman. 

Ma.  ED6ERT0X.  I  have  no  doubt— I  would  be  willing  to  father  it. 
We  paid  no  special  attention  to  the  grammar,  but  I  challenge  any  gen- 
tleman to  point  out  any  difiicnlty  with  the  grammar. 

Now,  the  difficulty  encountered  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  this  Hibarnia 
bank  case,  was  that  it  was  found  to  be  utterly  impossible  to  make  a  cor- 
rect assessment  on  these  solvent  debts  that  would  be  equal  and  uniform 
on  other  kinds  of  property.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  unanswerable.  Now, 
as  to  the  ((uestion  of  policy.  Why,  there  are  men  in  San  Francisco  who 
own  millions  of  money  and  bonds, and  when  the  time  comes  round,  thev 
send  it  right  over  to  Virginia  Cily,  and  avoid  taxation.  Thev  would  be 
_...  .».!._  jurisdiction  of  this  Slate.    TherBiitlie  easscited  by  General 


Hoi 


e,that  the  ownership  fallowed 


Mr.  TERRY.    They  decided, 

esidence  of  the  owner. 

1.  EDC  KRTOlfc    Senator  Jones  lives  in  Nevada. 
Ma.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.     Suppose  a  man   in  this  Slate  owi 


bonds,  and  11 

Ma.  EDGERTON.     Here  is  a  thing  I  want  to  call  your  : 
I  say  this  provision  of  Mr.  Moreland's  will  have  a  tendenc 
raee  of  shifts,  a  race  of  hybrids.    That  has  always  been  I 
I  subject  this  kind  of  property  to  taxation,  am 
__   ._   .i._i.   ..   ,_   .,,   figiit  as  far  aa  the  taxal 


.     .    hink  it  i_  „... 

things  ore  concerned,  to  manufacture  del 
that  way,  or  to  send  money  out  of  the  St 
froiji  the  report  of  the  New  York  Comm 
tion.     They  say,  In  short,  that  under  such  a  system 


this  subject  of  tax n- 


nlftl 


>r  tell  I 


IS  the  fad 


lardly  s 


it  debts  were  declared  not  to  be  taxable 
The  best  way  to  reach  correct  conclusions,  it  seetna  to  me,  is  to  taki 
experience  as  our  guide  and  test.  Now,  the  Legislature  of  the  State  o 
New  York  passed  a  law  authorising  the  Governor  lo  appoint  a  comroia 
sion  to  investigate  this  whole  question,  and  present  some  plan  to  th( 


Legislature  of  the  State.  Among  the  mqn  on 
Wells,  t  man  of  very  large  experience,  and  f. 
with  the  revenue  department  of  the  govem 
everywhere  as  high  authority  upon  this  subj< 
read  a  few  extracts  from  this  report,  such  as  si 
did  they  not  go  further?  Why  didn't  they 
reported  against  the  taxation  of  personal  prop* 
sonal  property  whatever,    I  reod  from  It 


I  the 


last  few  yi 
tax  systems  of  several  of  the  States 
ay  special  enactments,  variations  of  I 
lessing  of  property,  or  a  diminished  r 


tion  of  its  legitimate  capital,  population,  a: 
example,  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Ne< 
eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-nine,  exempted,  i 
'    ''     of  that  State,  which  lie  coDtiguouitt 


.,bya 


show  that  the  State  ol 
strong  inducements  that  many  capitalista  wen 

New  York,  by  continuing  its  taxes  on  raortgaf 
obstructed  the  flow  of  capital  in  that  channel, 
to  say,  contributes  so  mucji  to  small  enterpris) 
homes  to  the  working  classes  of  our  popu 
amount  of  viuble  tangible  property  avaiiable 

One  gentleman  said  if  money  leaves  the  Stt 
in  and  take  it«  place.  Upon  what  process  he 
tiiat  if  you  tax  money  out  of  the  State,  the 
going  to  bring  it  in  again,  I  cannot  understand 
at  all.  sir;  not  one  cent     Now,  this  report  say 

"  In  forty-lhree  out  of  the  sixty-five  conn 
mortgages,  judgments,  recogniiances,or  mone 
agreement  for  the  sate  of  real  estate,  ore  exe nip 


for  Stale  purp 
St«to  upon  tn 

I  i^d  furth 


I  only  thn 


iper^,  in  coromi 


ave,  as  before 

shown. 

of  thei] 

territory. 

And  here  occur  points  to 

Tr^pre'^Tt^  to  lb 

hut  from  the 

cularlyth 

and. further. 

to  the  distri 

t«  affected  by 

' that  if 

versant  with 

the  question, 

t  were  pi 

w  of  the  whole  State,  the  o 
exempt  from  taxation  would  be  as  readi 
s  as  would  be  a  field  of  luxuriant  wheal  oi 

w.  sir,  what  is  the  oondition  of  things 
'  enterprises  that  would  never  be  started 
is  way.  I  Biiy  the  more  you  load  dow 
r  you  make  it  to  those  classes  who  nee 
■.y  is  the  instrumentality  under  which  th 
e  country  are  brought  out.     The  gentlen 

roll.     That  is  all 


relied   b 


leth'ing  out  of  which  taxes  can  tie  paid, 
ble  things.     1  do  nut  deny  that  a  solvent  de 


aytt 
is  proleJted.  A  p 
moment  and  see  whether  there  is  any  actu 
friend  from  San  Joaquin  loans  me  ten  thoui 
worth  twenty  thousand  dollars.  I  apply  to  . 
thousand  dollars  in  gold  notes.  By  some  aa 
destroyed  out  of  existence.  Now,  tbat  ia  a  ma 
Thr  '--'■- 


he  land  is  then 

worth  twenty  tl- 

ousand  dollt 

Mb.  terry. 

My  note   is  , 

•cured  bv  y 

^5*>'■^,^^^„.. 

1  the  Hibemia  Bank  case.  He  says; 
"  Independent  of  other  consLitutional  restncl 
jch  portions  of  the  wealth  within  its  bordei 
-ibuted  with  uniformity — as  the  legislative 
~  r  the  support  or  defense  of  the  gov 


iuld  benolin 


ons,  addre 

win 

g  themselves 

tot 

leconsc 

wb 

at  wo 

lid  thi 

ibe 

possibi 

govern m 

ty  in  the  Stat 

.It 

nlain 

bat 

the  Stat 

eaulti 


lapp 

..^  ._. .      te  — 

jvidences  of  debt  due  by  some  of  her  ci 
of  the  tangible  property  which  the  State  had  a 
ertv  in  possession  or  enjoyment,  and  not  mei 
ultimately  pay  every  tax." 

Now,  a  ranch,  if  it  has  value,  is  something 
(ax  can  be  collected,  but  a  solvent  debt  has  no 
property  which  it  represents.  That  note  wh 
worth  just  half  my  ranch.    The  note  tan  be 
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it  has  anj  value  of  itself,  but  because  it  is  backed  up  by  the  property 
out  of  wbich  it  can  be  paid.  Because  it  is  a«epresentative  of  vaUie,  and 
not  value  itself.  Now,  sir,  for  these  reasons  I  am  opposed  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma. 

Mr.  cross.  Is  land  valuable  in  itself,  or  because  it  is  capable  of 
producing  something? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Because  it  prixiuces  something. 

Mr.  cross.  Isn't  that  the  reason  a  note  is  valuable,  because  it  is 
capaWe  of  producing  something?  • 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  No,  sir;  because  you  may  destrov  the  note,  or  it 
may  be  lost,  or  burned  up,  but  the  property  is  there  always.  Destroy 
the  property  and  vour  note  is  not  worth  a  snap.  The  property  is  there 
always.  It  is  visiole,  tangible.  The  Assessor  can  see  it,  and  assess  it  in 
proportion  to  its  value. 

Now,  I  am  opposed  to  this.  I  do  not  believe  it  will  satisfy  the  people. 
I  think  gentlemen  are  in  error  when  they  strive  to  establish  their  own 
)X)pularity  by  voting  for  such  measures  as  this.  1  say  the  legislation  of 
this  State  shows  quite  the  reverse.  And  upon  the  grounds  of  policy  it 
is  wrong. 

Now,  so  far  as  the  taxing  of  capital  stock  of  coiporations  is  concerned, 
I  understand  that  can  be  done  now;  but  the  snares  cannot  be  taxed 
to  the  individual  shareholders  too,  because  that  would  be  double  taxation. 

Now,  a  great  deal  of  the  complaint  has  come  because  of  careless  or 
dishonest  Assessors,  and  because  we  have  not  had  a  State  Board  of  Equal- 
ization with  full  power  to  raise  and  lower  taxes.  I  think  if  this  Con- 
vention adopts  the  report  of  this  committee,  and  establishes  a  State 
Board  of  Equalization,  with  fiill  power  to  act,  there  will  be  no  more 
complaint  aoout  the  taxation  of  solvent  debts. 

8PEKCH   OF   MR.   TERRY. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat,  that  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  has  been  owin^  to. 
the  incompetency  and  dishonesty  of  Assessors  in  improperly  asseasrag 
the  value  of  property.  I  say  I  admit  that.  Now,  what  the  opinion  of 
a  majority  of  the^  people  of  this  State  may  be  I  do  not  know.  What 
the  people  demand  I  do  not  know.  I  have  never  received  any  instruc- 
tions in  regard  U>  what  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  this  State  may 
be  on  this  subject.  But  I  proposed  to  them  beiore  I  came  here,  an^ 
I  propose  now  to  do,  as  far  as  my  action  and  words  can  have  any 
influence,  what,  in  my  opinion,  will  be  for  the  best  interest  of  the  people 
of  the  whole  State.  When  I  have  done  that  I  shall  have  done  my  duty. 
Whether  the  people  shall  approve  of  the  Constitution  when  we  get 
through  with  it  is  their  business  and  not  mine.  I  do  not  propose  to  stop 
(o  inquire  whether  it  is  popular  or  not  popular.  I  propose  to  exercise 
my  best  judgment  as  to  what  is  right,  and  I  do  not  care  whether  it  is 
popular  or  not. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    I  do  not  propose  to  place  my  views  upon  that 

Mr.  TERRY.  You  spoke  of  some  genllemen  from  obscure  corners  of 
the  State. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     I  didn't  mean  you.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  propose  to  do  what  is  right.  It  is  for  the  people  to 
say  whether  they  approve  of  it  or  not.  Now,  the  propositions  of  these 
gentlemen  seem  to  be  two — I  allude  to  the  gentleman  from  Sacra- 
mento and  the  gentleman  from  Yuba — First,  that  evidences  of  indebt- 
edness are  not  property.  Second,  that  if  they  are  property,  it  is  impolitic 
to  tax  them.  A  ^reat  many  people  live  very  comfortable  on  this  kind 
of  property,  and  if  I  had  a  few  thousands  of  these  conclusions  of  law, 
I  could  quit  work  and  live  very  easy.  And  I  should  think  one  hundred 
thousana  dollars  worth  of  bonds  of  the  State  of  California,  or  of  any 
county  in  the  State  of  California  (except  the  county  from  whiA  Mr. 
Larkin  comes),  I  would  consider  it  very  tangible  property.  It  would 
furnish  me  with  food  and  lodging,  clothing  and  drink,  and  all  the 
neceasaHes  and  luxuries  of  life.  If  I  had  all  these  things  why  should  I 
not  pay  taxes  on  them?  I  could  change  it  into  real  estate  to-morrow. 
I  could  buy  land  and  houses,  and  all  kinds  of  property.  It  affords  me 
a  revenue  more  perhaps  than  the  land  would  afford.  Why  should  I 
not  pay  taxes  upon  that  property,  as  w^ell  as  my  neighbor,  who  pays 
upon  his  land  and  house?  Why  should  I  be  allowed  to  invest  one  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  in  bonds,  and  set  down  and  rent  a  house,  or  board 
at  a  hotel,  and  make  no  contribution  whatever  to  the  support  of  the 
government,  which  pi^tects  me  in  my  personal  property,  while  my 
neighbor  is  coinpelled  to  pay  taxes  on  everything  he  has.  There  is  no 
fairness,  or  justice,  or  honesty  in  such  a  proposition. 

Now,  the  gentleman  from  Yuba  contended  that  growing  crops  should 
be  taxed.  That  while  neither  bonds,  nor  notes,  nor  the  interest  which 
they  bear  should  be  taxed 

Mr.  belcher.     I  don't  want  them  exempted. 

Mr.  terry.  But  he  excepts  taxes  upon  bonds  which  produce 
Interest — the  notes  that  produce  interest.  Wh^  the  debt  grows  every 
day  by  interest.    The  growing  crop  is  but  the  interest  which  the  land 

{>roduces.  Why  should  he  insist  upon  taxing  the  interest  which  the 
and  produces,  and  refuse  to  tex  the  interest  which  the  note  produces? 
The  growing  crop  is  simply  the  interest  which  the  land  produces  by 
being  cultivated,  the  interest  of  the  labor  and  capital  expended  on  it.  I 
cannot  understand  it.  The  farmer  pays  taxes  upon  the  land,  tools, 
horses,  cows,  and  the  products  of  the  land  is  the  interest  on  the  labor 
and  capitel  expended  in  producing  the  crop.  There  is  no  more  iustice 
in  taxing  that  interest  than  there  is  in  texing  the  interest  on  bonds. 

Now,  ray  friend  from  Sacramento  says  that  to  attempt  to  tax  indebted- 
ness in  any  shape  is  to  manufacture  a  nation  of  liars;  that  men  are  not 
honest  enough  to  tell  the  truth  when  you  ask  them  how  much  they 
have  due,  and  when  the  Assessor  comes  around  he  will  meet  men  who 
will  perjure  themselves.  Now,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  State  will  perjure  themselves  for  the  purpose  of  escaping 
taxation.  I  don't  believe,  when  the  Assessor  goes  to  a  man  and  asks 
how  many  notes  he  has,  how  many  solvent  debU  he  has,  for  the  purpose 
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of  assessing  him,  that  he  is  going  to  commit  deliberate  perjury.  To  be 
sure,  men  will  sometimes  do  it,  but  I  think  it  will  be  found  to  be  the 
exception,  and  not  the  rule.  The  rule  will  be  that  true  stetements  will 
be  given,  and  the  roll  will  be  greatly  increased.  I  think  the  other  propo- 
sition, to  deduct  what  a  man  owns  from  what  is  owing  to  him,  would  be 
productive  of  much  greater  abuse,  and  open  a  wider  door  to  fraud  and 
perjury. 
Now,  I  think  fairness  and  justice  require  that  every  man  who  owns 

groperty  in  the  State,  whose  property  is  protected  by  the  laws  of  the 
tate,  should  pay  his  fair  proportion  of  taxes  upon  the  value  of  his 
property. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Suppose  that  is  so,  should  ho  pay  twice?  Would 
you  have  them  pay  twice,  as  the  savings  bank  depositors  would  have  to? 

Mr.  terry.  Certainly  not.  Under  the  law,  as  it  stands  now,  a 
person  who  has  money  must  pay  taxes  upon  it. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Is  it  not  double  taxation,  to  tax  the  passbooks 
and  then  the  money  ? 

Mr.  terry.    The  money  is  taxed  now. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  But  they  will  t^x  the  passbooks  and  then  go  to 
the  bank  and  tax  the  mortgage.  The  depositor  pays  two  texes  upon  the 
same  property. 

*  Mr.  terry.  Certeinly  not,  because  if  there  is  five  hundred  dollars 
loaned  on  mortgage  it  is  no  longer  in  the  bank.  It  is  taxed  as  indebted- 
ness. The  law  now  provides  that  you  shall  pay  taxes  on  money  in  your 
possession  ortleposited  in  bank.  A  mortgage  or  note  is  another  thing. 
If  his  five  hundred  dollars  has  been  loaned  on  mortgage  it  is  no  longer 
on  deposit.     It  is  not  double  taxation. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  gentleman  is  misteken.  In  the  case  of  the 
People  vs.  the  Hibernia  Bank  that  precise  thing  was  double  texation. 

Mr.  terry.  It  is  no  longer  deposited  if  it  is  loaned.  If  the  money 
has  been  loaned  on  mortgage  it  is  no  longer  on  deposit,  and  is  not  taxed 
as  a  deposit. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  passbooks  represent  the  entire  amount  of 
money  that  is  in 'the  bank.  Now,  you  tex  them.  Now,  when  you  come 
to  the'  bank  you  find  that  this  money  has  been  loaned  on  mortgages,  and 
you  tex  the  same  money  again,  or  the  mortgages,  which  is  the  same 
thing. 

Mr.  terry.  Certeinly  not.  You  tex  the  money  in  the  hands  of 
the  owner  of  the  passbook.  Then  you  tex  the  evidence  of  debt,  which 
the  bank  hds ;  you  tex  it  as  any  other  evidence  of  debt. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  money  belongs  to  the  depositors— the  Court 
has  said  so. 

Mr.  terry.  I  know  the  Supreme  Court  have  said  a  great  many 
things  at  different  times.  I  understend  that  every  dollar  of  money  that 
is  put  into  the  bank  as  a  general  deposit,  belongs  to  the  bank.  The  bank 
may  teke  and  loan  that  money — may  teke  it  and  use  it  for  anv  purpose. 
You  have  no  right  to  go  and  demand  it  back  as  you  would  a  spMecial 
depo^;  it  is  the  money  of  the  bank ;  the  bank  owes  the  depositor  that 
amount.  They  have  a  right  to  deal  with  it  as' their  own — loan  it  or  pay 
other  depositors  wi^h  it. 

Mr.  belcher.  The  Hibernia  Bank  has  fourteen  million  dollars. 
The  depositors  pay  texes  on  this  fourteen  million  dollars,  aixd  the  bank 
pays  texes  on  the  same  fourteen  million  dollars. 

Mr.  terry.  And  suppose  it  is  twice  taxed?  They  loan  it  out  and 
teke  the  evidence  of  indebtedness,  and  it  is  their  property.  The  bank 
makes  the  profit  on  it.  They  never  pay  to  the  depositor  the  whole 
amount  of  interest  they  receive.  I  don't  understend  tnat  any  bank  pays 
anything  of  the  kind.  They  allow  such  a  per  cent,  to  time  depositors. 
I  never  heard  of  a  bank  loaning  money  at  the  same  rate  of  interest  as 
they  pav  their  depositors.  Here  is  a  bank  with  one  million  dollars, and 
not  paying  a  cent  to  the  support  of  the  government.  They  draw  interest, 
and  don't  pay  one  cent  of  taxes.  That  is  sufficient  argument  for  my  side 
of  the  case.  Here  is  an  institution  with  one  million  of  dollars  that  don't 
pay  one  cent  of  texes  to  the  support  of  government— men  who  have 
occasion  at  every  term  of  Court  to  go  into  Court  and  invoke  the  aid  of 
the  Courte  to  foreclose  mortgages  and  collect  money. 

As  to  this  question  of  franchises,  gentlemen  don't  seem  to  discriminate 
between  a  franchise  that  is  worth  jK>mething,  and  one  that  is  worth 
nothing.  We  do  not  propose  to  tex  a  franchise  at  any  particular  amount, 
but  to  tex  each  franchise  in  proportion  to  ite  value.  There  are  many 
corporations  whose  franchises  are  worth  nothing.  There  are  others 
whose  franchises  are  worth  ten  times  the  amount  of  property  they  own. 
Take  a  bridge  company;  the  value  of  the  franchise  bears  no  proportion 
to  the  price  of  the  bridge.  Take  a  ferry,  the  same  way.  Take  the  case 
of  a  company  with  a  franchise  to  lay  down  city  gas,  with  the  exclusive 
privilege;  the  value  of  the  property  bears  no  proportion  to  the  value  of 
that  exclusive  privilege.  Take  street  railroads;  what  proportion  do  the 
cars  and  old  horses  and  track  bear  to  the  value  of  the  franchise  and  the 
privilege  of  collecting  tolls?  They  have  the  exclusive  right  to  lay  down 
tracks  in  certein  streete.  Now,  they  should  all  be  taxc^.  Every  man 
should  pav  a  fair  tex  on  what  he  is  worth.  It  may  be  that  there  will  be 
individual  instences  where  there  will  be  double  texation,  where  men  will 
have  to  pay  twice  on  the  same  property.  If  that  be  the  case,  when  you 
increase  the  volume  of  property  you  decrease  the  rate.  As  the  rule 
stends  now,  the  most  wealthy  men,  and  those  best  able  to  bear  texation. 
escape  altogether.  This  is  extreme  injustice.  It  is  neither  fair  nor 
honest.  I  hope  that  the  proposition  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Sonoma  will  carry,  and  that  every  person  in  the  State,  who  owns  prop- 
erty of  any  description,  shall  be  called  upon  to  contribute  to  the  support 
of  the  government. 

BPERCH   of   MR.   DUDLEY. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman  :  If  it  should  happen  that 
this  Convention  should  make  what  I  should  consider  a  great  misteke, 
and  continue  this  svstem  and  confine  texation  to  property^  values  alone, 
I  should  certeinly  bo  in  favor  of  the  principle  involved  in  the  proposi- 
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o  oSered  by  the  gcntlemui  from  Sonoma.  But  I  do  not  think  it  is 
'powribls  for  this  Convention  to  make  a  greater  mistake  tliaa  to  confine 
laxMion  to  properly  values.  Under  our  present  ayilem  it  is  often  tlie 
OUB  that  parties  are  eubject,  U)  a  certaio  extant,  to  doubla  taxation. 
How,  the  ■ystein  of  levying  taxes  it  a  Bjateni  groKn  up  and  confined  to 
■  Iha  United  States.  The  old  State  Boards  levied  their  taxes  on  a  differ- 
ent basis  entirely.  It  lias  grown  up  in  the  western  country  wheu  that 
country  was  thinly  settled.  It  was  made  at  a  time  when  there  wore  up 
corporations,  few  lenders,  and  few  banks.  When,  in  fact,  all  the  prop- 
erty there  was,  was  visible,  tangible  property.  The  idea  that  taxes 
should  be  based  on  this  basis  alone,  grows  out  of  that  scIidoI  of  political 
'  economy  which  ignnres  entirely  the  man  and  considers  wealth  only.  It 
does  not  rest  ujion  the  plane  of  Judicial  ur  political  science. 

It  is  assumed  here  that  the  passbooks  shall  be  subject  to  taxation.     I 

..* . — *.__   .!._,  *L^  passbook  itself,  which 

.  sum  of  inonay,  can  b« 

ry  hostile,  and  afraid  of  an 
:ry  eeneninsly,  after  discussing 
e  table.    Noir,  sir.  the  Assessor 


construct 

on  that 

is  only  a  certiflcate  that  tl 

i  bank  1 

The  gentleman  from  8 
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IS  very 

le  tax.    lie  rises  t^ 


yfan 


cultivator! 


He 


of  the  fur 


and- 


many  bogs,  and  o 


He  a»ki 
.  ;,  and  if  he  doubls  mj-  wonl  he 

proceeds  to  count  t)icni.  That  is  not  inquisitorial.  lher»  is  nothing 
rnqnisitorinl  about  that,  but  he  goes  to  the  lianking  house  in  town,  and 
asks  the  President  of  the  bank  what  his  income  is,  and  that  is  inquisi- 
torial in  the  extreme.  Now.  air,  I  cannot  see  wherein  it  is  inquisitorial 
to  ask  a  man  under  oalb  what  bis  income  is.  any  mare  than  to  ask  nie 
how  much  slock  and  furniture  1  have.  1  think  the  banks  should  be 
OODpelled  to  pay  taxes  on  their  income.  I  understand,  sir,  that  you 
can  make  out  a  caaa  in  theory,  but  when  you  come  to  put  that  theory 
idIo  practice,  it  does  not  always  prove  correct.  Gentlemen  say  here, 
that  if  you  Ux  money  that  it  wilt  be  simply  added  oti  as  interest,  and 
the  borrower  will  haTe  to  pay  the  tax  in  t^e  end.  Mow,  if  it  is  true 
that  the  rata  of  interest  will  be  raised  just  exactly  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  taxes  paid,  then  it  would  be  true  also  that  money  loaned 

1  under  the  rule  of  not  taxing  solvent  debts,  tliat  the  rate  of  interest  would 
decline.  Is  there  a  gentleman  here  who  will  tell  me  when  the  Sunreme 
Court  made  their  decision  exempting  tbat  class  of  proper!; 

interert  declined?     D'-' ' ~-'--  '---'  - 

reduce  tbe  rate  of  inti 

before?    Again,  sir,  it 

occsiaioa  to  borrow  money  that  the  rate  of  interest  declined  fasi 

moEe  in  the  six  years  pr«<«ding  that  decision  than  it  basin  the  six  years 

subsequent  to  it,  and  neither  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  nor  any 

other  gentleman,  can  make  it  plain,  that  ttiere  is  any  danger  of  capital 

•  fleeing  this  State  because  of  being  compelled  to  pay  its  just  share  o(i(ai- 
'  ation,  for  tbere  is  do  place  under  heaven  where  capital  can  earn  as  much 
as  it  can  here. 

When  taxation  is  levied  on  property  values  alon^,  it  works  a  veiy 
great  hardship  and  injustice.  Under  tbat  system  tbere  is  a  vast  amount 
of  property  that  pays  uo  taxes,  and  that  puts  an  undue  bunlen  on  prop- 
erty which  is  due  to  taxation.  I  am  iu  favor,  right  here  and  now,  of 
making  these  large  cspitalials  contribute  somelbing  for  the  support  of 
tbe  government,  somelbing  in  proportion  to  their  ability  to  pay.  Small 
property  holders  are  compelled  to  pay  in  eicessof  their  ability  by  reason 
of  the  exetnption  of  this  otker  class.  I  don't  know  of  any  way  of  com. 
ins  at  that  except  by  levying  an  income  tax  ujwn  the  incomes  of  these 
corporations.  It  you  loan  money  upon  the  income  of  borrowed  money, 
that  isalwaya  something  tangible.  There  is  no  more  difficulty  in  getting 
at  the  income  of  the  Sacramento  Bank,  than  there  is*in  getting  at  the 
number  of  cattle  and  sheep  a  man  bas.    There  is  no  difficulty  in  taxing 


who  had  ii 
y  at  any  ! 
very  gent 


e  proper 


}t  listed  hr  t 
is  no  double  taxation  about  it.     I  don't  want  the  Convention  to  forgt 
the  propoeition  I  introduced  the  other  day.     I  propose,  at  t' 
lime,  to  offer  that,  and  I  believe  it  is  the  only  solution  of  thii 
I  believe  it  is  tbe  only  possible  way  in  wbicb  you  can  get  tl 
property  to  contribute,  and  yet  avoid  tbe  semblance  of  doubli 
1  am  opposed  to  taxing  growing  crops.    It  is  a   " 
the  man  who  cultivates  his  land  and  invests  his 
crop,  and  in   favor  of  the  mau  whose  large  tra< 
uncultivated.    The  crop  is  tbe  prospective  inoo. 
investment  of  labor  and  capital.     No  product  she 
ia  matured.     You  might  as  well  Ui  the  wool  g 
back,  because  that  is  something  that  is  growit 
money.     There  would  be  just  as  much  sense  in  ^ 
and  assessing  the  young  fruit;  and   yet  the  horliculturi 
think  of  such  a  thing.     The  whole  thing  ie  abaurd  upon 
There  ought  to  be  no  aystem  adopted  looking  toward  the  assessmei 
any  immature  crop,  no  matter  witat  tbat  crop  may  be. 

Ie.  BAillty.     I  move  the  committee  now  rise,  report  progress, 


he  product  of  this 
be  assessed  until  it 
ax  on  the  sheep's 

would  not 
face  of  it. 


Carried. 


it  again. 


IN  COKVEKTION. 


Tnx  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  bad  under  consideration  the 
report  of  tbe  Committee  on  Kevenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress. 


Mr.  HUESTI3. 
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The  roll  was  called,  and  mem 


Howard 
Howard 

Hughey 
HuDler, 
Inr 


Cuples. 

Casserly, 

Chapman. 

Charles, 

Condon, 


Edgertoo, 
Estey, 


Johnson 

Joy"! 

Kelley, 


Kleii 

Lam, 
Larki 


Martin, 
McCallii 
McCumi 
MoConn 
McCoy, 


Martin, 

McXutt 

D,  Miller, 
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Leave  of  absence  was  granted 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  wi 
if  Alameda. 


Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  move  II 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  t 
pose  bf  further  considering  the  ! 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITT 


from  Sonoma,  ii 
not  been  slated  in  this  Couven 
class  of  people  who  complain  ai 
"■""  """[plain  of  the  present  syi 


amendment  does  not,  ii 

stitute  will  cause  an  increased 
Now,  I  don't  know  whether  I  u 
not— the  Chairman  of  the  comn 
members  claim  to  understand  tl 
stand  Ibis  question,  wbat  a  majoi 
somewhat  the  burden  of  taxati 
from  tbe  poorer  class.    Gentlem 
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enterprise  of  this  State  is  largely  in  the  debtor  class — the  class  of  men 
who  do  business  on  borrowed  money  are  perhaps  the  most  energetic 
class  of  people  in  the  State.  They  are  the  class  of  men  who  bring  labor 
and  capital  together,  and  make  both  productive,  and  that  is  certainly 
somethmg  to  be  desired  in  the  present  condition  of  the  State,  in  which 
there  is  so  much  capital  and  so  much  labor  unemployed.  Now,  any 
measure  that  will  sever  these  two  interests  would  be  a  most  unwise 
measure,  and  a  measure  certainly  which  increases  the  burden  of  the 
borrower  must  of  necessity  have  that  result.  Now,  we  have  heard  so 
much  about  farm  mortgages  from  men  who  never  owned  a  farm — in  fact 
a  farm  with  a  mortgage  on  it  has  become  a  nightmare  with  doctors,  and 
laboring  men,  and  men  who  never  owned  a  farm  or  a  mortgage.  These 
gentlemen  who  argue  so  learnedly  about  a  farm  with  a  mortgage  would 
do  well  to  recollect  one  fact.  Now,  for  instance,  Mr.  Dudley  has  a  farm 
worth  thirty  thousand  dollars  (I  believe  that  is  the  standard  price  of 
farms  in  this  Convention),  and  he  wants  to  borrow  ten  thousand  dollars 
on  it.  This  provision  requires  him  to  pay  taxes  on  what  his  farm  is 
worth — thirty  thousand  dollars.  When  the  Assessor  comes  to  him  he 
will  assess  it  at  thirty  thousand  dollars.  And  when  he  w^ants  to  borrow 
ten  thousand  dollars,  these  men  who  make  a  business  of  loaning  money, 
if  a  tax  is  imposed  on  solvent  debts,  will  say  to  him :  "  I  shall  have  to 
increase  the  rate  of  interest  so  as  to  include  the  tax  upon  the  mortgage.'' 
Now,  sir,  if  that  is  to  be  the  case,  if  the  proposition  of  these  gentlemen 
who  are  familiar  with  the  subjects  of  loans  be  true,  then  the  result  will 
be  this:  the  debtor  must  first  pay  taxes  upon  the  whole  value  of  his 
farm,  and  in  the  next  place  he  must,  indirectly,  pay  taxes  on  the  mort- 
gage, or  money  which  he  borrows,  and  the  result  will  be  that  this  debtor 
class,  instead  of  being  relieved,  will,  after  the  adoption  of  this  provision, 
be  burdened  with  double  taxation. 

Now,  sir,  another  matter  has  been  lost  sight  of.  All  these  taxes, 
whether  they  are  laid  upon  the  land  or  upon  the  mortgage,  must  come 
out  of  the  produce  of  the  land.  The  mortgage  itself  creates  nothing. 
Money  creates  nothing.  But  when  a  farm  has  a  mortgage  on  it,  the 
owner  of  the  farm  and  the  owner  of  the  mortgage  divide  the  profits 
of  the  farm.  The  farm  produces  but  one  profit*,-  but  if  a  man  has 
a  mortgage  on  that  farm,  he  gets  part  of  the  profits  of  the  farm,  and 
the  owner  of  the  farm  gets  what  is  left.  Now,  sir,  if  a  farm  produces 
twenty  thousand  dollars,  and  there  is  a  mortgage,  the  interest  oh 
which  is  ten  thousand  dollars  a  year,  the  mortgage  gets  half  the 
profits,  and  the  owner  gets  half.  The  farm  produces  it  all.  It  is  the 
only  thing  that  produces  or  can  produce  anything.  The  note  can 
produce  nothing.  Now,  sir,  since  the  two  receive  the  profits  of  that 
farm,  and  since  the  two  divide  the  profits  of  that  farm,  and  since 
the  two  have  to  be  taxed,  it  is  their  farm,  and  since  the  two  have  equal 
protection  from  the  government,  they  ought  to  share  the  burden  of 
expense  alike  between  them,  in  proportion  to  the  interest  that  they 
own.  3ut  this  provision  proposes  tnat  because  the  profits  of  that 
farm  are. divided  between  them,  that  therefore  they  shall  pay  double 
taxes  upon  it.  That  is  not  right,  sir.  Neither  has  any  method  been 
proposed  by  which  those  men  who  divide  the  profits  shall  divide  the 
expenses  of  government,  except  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Boggs.  It  is  the 
only  provision  which  will  accomplish  this  result.  And,  sir,  the  propo- 
sition of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma  will  have  the  effect,  instead  of 
relieving  these  poorer  classes,  of  increasing  their  burdens.  I  am  opposed 
to  the  proposition  for  that  reason,  and  I  hope  that  this  Convention  will 
vote  it  down  and  adopt  the  Boggs  proposition. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    ANDBBWS. 

Mb.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  don't  understand  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Nevada  is  correct  in  his  proposition,  that  all  the  complaint 
concerning  taxation  comes  from  the  debtor  classes.  I  understand  the 
complaint  comes  from  various  classes,  that  those  who  are  able  to  pay 
taxes  are  not  taxed.  I  am  in  hopes  the  amendment  will  pass,  because! 
believe  it  is  the  only  method  by  which  we  can  reach  and  tax  solvent 
debts.  I  do  not  understand  whether  the  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  has  defined  his  position,  whether  or  not  he  is  in  favor  of  taxing 
solvent  debts.        * 

Ms.  CROSS.     In  the  way  suggested  in  the  Hale  amendment,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Do  you  believe  that  credits,  notes,  mortgages, 
bonds,  etc,  are  property? 

Mr.  cross.  I  believe  that  class  of  indebtedness  should  be  treated 
as  an  interest  in  the  property.  If  you  owe  me  a  solvent  debt  of  two 
thousand  dollars  I  nave  an  interest  in  your  property,  and  when  the 
debt  is  due  I  can  take  out  an  attachment  and  taice  that  property: 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Should  you  not  pay  part  of  the  expenses  of  the 
Government?  Should  you  not  pay  for  the  protection  you  nave, and  the 
privilege  you  have  of  taking  out  an  attachment  and  collecting  that 
debt? 

Mr.  cross.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  The  gentlemen  have  ignored  in  this  argument  a 
very  important  class  in  the  State  of  California,  I  iiiean  the  frugal  class, 
that  class  who  pay  as  they  go.  That  is  a  class  who  are  neither  debtors 
nor  creditors;  that  is  a  class  who  are  no  expense  to  the  Government. 
That  is  the  class  who  will  be  directly  benefited,  and  should,  be  benefited, 
by  the  taxation  of  solvent  debts. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Is  an  evidence  that  some  man  owns  an  interest  in 
some  other  roan's  land,  property? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  say  it  is  property,  and  has  been  so  decided  by 
the  highest  Courts  in  the  land. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  If  I  have  a  mortgage  on  your  land,  is  that  evi- 
dence property,  or  is  it  merely  an  evidence  that  I  have  an  interest  in 
your  property  ? 

Mb.  ANDREWS.  It  is  property.  The  party  in  possession  of  the 
farm  owns  it  and  has  the  title. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Does  he  own  the  whole  of  it,  or  merely  an  inter- 
est in  it? 


Mb.  ANDREWS.  He  owns  it,  has  th*  right  to  sell  it,  subiect  to  the 
lien  upon  it.  The  only  right  the  mortgagee  has  is  to  collect  his  money 
when  it  is  due.  The  gentleman  from  Nevada,  and  other  gentlemen 
here,  have  failed  to  come  squarely  up  to  the  proposition.  Are  they  in 
favor  of  taxing  solvent  debts?  Are  you  in  favor  of  taxing  State  bonds? 
Are  you  in  favor  of  taxing  county  bonds  and  county  warrants?  The 
gentleman  from  Nevada  says  yes,  by  a^ake  of  the  head.  Then,  I  say 
he  would  not  accomplish  it  through  the  Boggs  amendment — that  would 
exempt  them  from  taxation,  if  I  understand  the  amendment.  •  It 
exempts  all  debts  and  evidences  of  indebtedness.  Are  not;  these  war- 
rants money ;  are  they  not  worth  the  amount  for  which  they  call?  Are 
they  not  the  best  class  of  investments  that  can  be  had  in  the  State  ?  I 
say  if  you  are  going  to  attempt  to  assess  mortgages  and  ^olvent  debts, 
that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma  is  the  only  method 
by  which  they  can  be  reached. 

Mb.  BIGGS.    Will  not  the  amendment  be  double  taxation? 

Mb.  ANDREWS.  No,  sirj  not  really  double  taxation.  The  notes 
are  property.  The  gentleman  might  as  well  say  that  the  taxation  ot 
State  and  county  bonds  and  county  warrants  is  double  taxation.  The 
history  of  legislation  in  this  Stat«,  as  cited  by  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, is  in  favor  of  taxing  solvent  debts.  The  only  exceptional 
instance  was  the  Legislature  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-nine  and 
seventy,  and  the  gentleman  says  that  Legislature  represented  the  will 
of  the  people.  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  that  Legislature  was  not  called  a 
recreant  Legislature,  which  did  not  represent  the  will  of  the  people. 
Let  him  look  into  the  history  of  that  Legislature  in  relation  to  trie  tax- 
ation of  mortgages.  The  gentleman  knows  the  history  of  that  Legisla- 
ture on  that  question  full  well,  and  I  need  not  rehearse  it.  It  will  be 
remembered  tnat  the  Bank  of  California  withheld  from  their  depositors 
their  proportion  of  the  money  that  it  cost  to  get  that  legislation  through. 
If  there  is  any  Legislature  that  has  ever  been  marked,  and  derided,  it* 
is  that  very  Legislature  in  its  action  on  the  mortgage  tax  question,  and 
the  gentleman  knows  too  that  afterwards  in  the  Courts  the  banks  failed 
to  recover  the  money  from  their  depositors,  which  it  had  cost  to  get  that 
legislation  through.  Then  I  say,  sir,  that  it  is  only  through  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma  that  we  can  reach  this 
desirable  result.  That  is  the  only  way  we  can  reach  solvent  debts.  Now, 
in  relation  to  the  assessment  of  banks.  Under  the  present  plan  we  assess 
the  amount  of  money  by  the  statements  of  the  banks,  made  out  at  the 
time  of  the  assessment.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  in  the  case  of  some 
of  the  banks  in  this  State,  that  mode  of  procedure  does  not  reach  more 
than  twenty  per  cent,  of  the  money  actually  in  those  banks,  as  shown 
by  their  semi-annual  statement.  It  is  only  through  the  assessment  of 
solvent  debts  that  we  c^n  get  at  the  actual  amount  of  money*  in  these 
banks.  If  the  gentleman  from  Nevada  proposes  to  tax  county  and 
State  bonds,  and  county  warrants,  the  only  way  he  can  reach  them  is 
through  this  Moreland  amendment.  As  I  said,  I  believe  in  the  assess- 
ment of  Solvent  debts.  I  believe  they  are  property.  I  believe  it  is  the 
very  kind  of  property  that  should  bear  a  part  of*  the  expenses  of  gov- 
ernment. I  say  that  class  of  our  population  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Eagon 
is  a  very  important  class.  It  is  composed  of  saving,  careful  men,  who 
pay  as  they  go,  and  are  neither  debtors  nor  creditors.  They  always 
pay  their  taxes. 

BKMABKS   OF   MB.    BEDDY. 

Mb.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Sonoma  some  questions  in  relation  to  this  amendment. 

Mb.  moreland.    Certainly. 

Mb.  REDDY.  It  reads,  "everything  of  value  capable  of  transfer," 
etc.,  shall  be  considered  property.  I  want  to  know  it  it  is  the  intention 
to  tax  corporate  stock  under  that  clause. 

Mb.  m6rELAND.  I  think  it  is  the  intention  to  provide  for  it  under 
another  section. 

Mb.  REDDY.  I  will  ask  you  whether  it  would  not  be  taxed  under 
this  provision. 

Mb.  moreland.    Not  if  we  make  no  exception. 

Mb.  REDDY.  Then  you  intend  to  tax  the  property,  and  afterwards 
the  representative  of  that  property — ^the  corporate  stock. 

Mb.  moreland.  No,  sir ;  we  have  another  section — section  seven- 
teen, of  the  re^rt  of  the  committee — which  covers  that  ground. 

Mb.  REDDY.     Has  that  been  adopted. 

Mb.  moreland.    We  propose  to  adopt  it. 

Mb.  REDDY.  Why  not  reach  the  matter  through  this  section.  This 
provides  for  taxing  the  corporate  stock  of  the  corporations,  and  aI%o  the 
capital  stock. 

Mb.  moreland.    Not  if  we  provide  otherwise. 

Mb.  REDDY.  We  certainly  don't  intend  to  adopt  another  section 
that  will  be  in  conflict  with  this. 

Mb.  moreland.    No,  sir;  it  is  a  very  simple  exception. 

Mb.  REDDY.  It  would  be  very  short.  Why  not  add  it  to  this 
section ;  put  an  exception  in  here  before  we  pass  this  section  ?  Have 
you  any  objections  to  that? 

Mb.  moreland.  Yes,  sir;  I  don't  want  it  too  long.  I  want  it  so 
it  can  be  understood.  You  can  provide  for  that  in  another  section.  Read 
section  seventeen,  and  you  will  understand  it. 

Mb.  REDDY.  I  don't  see  that  it  belongs  there  at  all.  It  will  onlv 
make  this  section  stronger.  It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  there  is 
a  determination  on  the  part  of  many  delegates  here  to  impose  a  tax  of 
this  kind  on  these  corporations.  The  injustice  of  such  a  measure  has 
been  pointed  out,  and  I  hope  that  any  gentleman  having  such  a  tax  in 
view  will  come  out  squarely,  and  not  put  it  in  the  shape  of  a  little  joker 
like  this.  If  it  is  desired  by  this  Convention  to  tax  corporate  property, 
and  then  tax  it  again,  I  hope  they  will  say  so  plainly,  all  the  way 
through.  Here  is  the  proper  place  to  deal  with  this  question.  If  such 
a  tax  is  not  to  be  imposed^then  this  is  the  proper  place  to  make  the 
exception,  and  unless  it  is  made  here  I  shall  oppose  the  measure. 
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RKMARK»>  OF   MB.    LABUK. 

Mr.  LARIJE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  not  intended  to  say  anything 
on  this  question,  but  I  have  listened  to  the  theories  expressed  by  these 
theoretical  farmers,  and  they  remind  me  of  the  theoretical  farming  in 
newspapers— all  very  nice  on  paper,  but  not  practical.  In  thinking  this 
matter  over,  I  have  had  occasion  to  refer  to  some  old  books  and  receipts. 
In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-seven  I  bought  a  tract  of  land,  eight 
hundred  and  forty  acres,  for  ten  dollars  an  acre.  The  following  year  it 
wacC assessed  at  six  dollars  an  acre,  which  was  a  fair  valuation.  All 
property  guarantees  and  indebtedness  were  assessed  at  that  time.  The 
tax  on  the  land  was  one  hundred  and  twenty-three  dollars  and  forty 
cents.  Subsequent  to  that  time,  so  much  property  had  been  exempted 
that  the  land  was  assessed  at  twenty-seven  uirilars  and  fifty  cents  an  acre. 
The  rate  was  one  dollar  and  sixty-seven  cents  on  the  one  hundred  dol- 
lars, and  the  assessment  was  four  and  a  half  times  as  much  as  it  was 
before.  The  rate  of  taxation  has  increased  steadily,  and  the  valuation 
of  our  land  has  increased  until  now  the  tax  is  nearly  three  times  as  much 
M  it  was  then,  and  I  can  account  for  it  no  other  way  than  that  so  much 
property  escapes  taxation.  It  costs  less  to  run  the  government  now  than 
it  did  ten  years  ago.  Our  taxes  are  now  about  fifty  cents  more  on  the 
acre.  Ten  years  ago  it  was  only  assessed  at  six  dollars  an  acre.  I  hope 
the  Convention  will  adopt  this  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Sonoma.  When  we  have  done  that  we  have  done  all  the  Convention 
was  called  for.  The  amendment  of  Mr.  Boggs  leaves  it  as  it  is  now,  and 
I  l(now  the  people  desire  a  change  in  that  respect. 

SPKKCH   OP   MR.   JONKS. 

Mb.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  During  the.course  of  this  amendment 
I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  whether  the  friends  of  the  Moreland 
amendment  support  it  because  it  is  politic  to  impose  a  double  tax  upon 
the  borrower,  or  on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  double  taxation  to  tax  sol- 
vent debts.  Now,  we  do  not  want  to  have  any  uncertainty  upon  that 
point.  It  is  desirable  that  we  shall  proceed  upon  some  distinct  princi- 
ple, either  to  have  one  assessment  upon  property  pro  rata — applying  to 
property  in  its  true  sense — or  else  we  should  distinctly  and  intelligently 
proceed  upon  this  baais:  that  it  is  best  to  tax  some  species  of  right, 
under  the  name  of  property,  whereby  we  claim  right  to  a  thing,  the  tax 
rp7  ^  .  upon  each  being  double  taxation. 
^-■-  '  Now,  it  seems  to  me  there  is  an  extensive  idea  here — somewhat 

extensive — how  prevalent  I  do  not  know,  because  the  language  of  the 
gentlemen  will  not  enable  me  to  determine,  that  solvent  debts — in  what- 
*  ever  form,  whether  they  be  secured  by  mortgage  or  not,  or  whether  by 
any  other  instrument  or  not,  that  to  tax  those  debts  is  not  double  taxa- 
tion. It  seems  to  me  that  there  are  many  whq  seem  to  have  an  idea 
that  debts  are  property,  in  the  same  sense  as  the  property  which  was 
taxed  last  year  is  property.  I  hold  that  nothing  is  more  certain  than 
that  this  is  a  fallacy,  and  if  the  gentlemen  will  consider  the  very  sec- 
tion which  the  gentleman  has  introduced  here,  it  will  be  eviden^that  he 
recognizes  the  fact  in  his  own  mind  that  solvent  debts  are  not  property, 
in  the  same  sense  as  the  present  property,  for  if  they  were,  it  would  not 
require  a  constitutional  enactment  of  this  Convention  to  make  them 
property,  and  that  is  Just  the  office  which  this  amendment  proposes,  to 
declare  that  certain  things  shall  be  property  for  the  purpose  of  taxation. 

Mr.  moreland.  That  is  not  because  I  did  not  consider  them  prop- 
erty, but  because  the  Supreme  Court  did  not  so  consider  them,  and  I 
wanted  to  define  it. 

Mr.  JONES.  Then  the  gentleman  disagrees  with  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  announces  clearly  that  in  his  opinion  solvent  debts  are  property,  in 
the  same  sense  that  cattle  and  horses  and  land  are  property.  Then  all 
we  have  to  do  to  make  ourselves  rich  is  to  execute  notes  enough,  and 
'  the  State  will  be  immensely  wealthy.  The  more  we  owe  to  each  other 
the  richer  we  will  be.  If  any  one  can  explain  in  what  manner  any  new 
value  is  created,  it  will  remove  a  great  doubt  from  my  mind.  I  would 
like  to  know  how  to  create  something  out  of  nothing.  You  are  creating 
wealth  by  getting  another  man's  goods  and  not  paying  for  them. 

Mr.  moreland.  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  considers  State  bonds 
property  ? 

Mr.  JONES.  In  the  sense  in  which  the  word  has  been  used  for  the 
purposes  of  taxation,  they  are  not  property.  They  are  a  confession  upon 
the  part  of  the  State  that  the  State  has  got  so  much  property  which 
belongs  to  somebody  else. 

Mr.  moreland.     Is  the  gentleman  in  favor  of  taxing  State  bonds? 

Mr.  JONES.  That  is  another  question.  It  does  not  change  the  ques- 
tion as*  to  the  word  property.  For  myself  I  distinctly  declare  that  in 
the  scientific  sense  in  which  the  words  are  used,  no  credit  is  property  at 
all,  except  the  mere  value  of  the  paper  it  is  written  upon.  They  are  no 
more  property  than  the  expectation  which  I  may  have  of  acquiring 
some  property  hereafter,  whether' by  industry  or  donation. 

Mr.  terry.  Suppose  a  man  steals  a  note,  does  not  he  commit  grand 
larceny  ? 

Mr.  JONES.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  terry.  If  it  is  not  property,  then  he  has  not  stolen  anything. 
If  the  value  is  over  fifty  dollars  he  is  guilty  of  grand  larceny. 

Mr.  JONES.  Yes,  sir;  but  this  does  not  meet  the  question.  The 
gentleman  may  go  round  it,  but  I  am  going  to  meet  the  matter  squarely. 
Now,  what  is  a  promissory  note?  What  does  it  mean?  It  means  that, 
whereas,  I,  Mr.  Jones,  have  received  one  thousand  dollars  cash  from 
Mr.  Wyatt,  and  am  not  able  now  to  pay  him,  I  promise  to  pay  him 
when  I  can,  and  will  pay  interest  in  addition.  That  is  a  strict  and  cor- 
rect definition  of  a  note,  though  not  as  perfect  as  it  might  be.  It  is  a 
certificate  that  so  much  money  is  owing  by  the  maker  of  the  note  to  the 
holder.  That  is  what  it  signifies.  If  there  is  any  value  created  by  it,  I 
would  like  to  have  some  gentleman  point  it  out,  for  no  political  econ- 
omist has  ever  yet  succeeded  in  creating  values  in  that  way.  It  is  a 
generally  recognized  idea,  and  a  sound  idea,  that  the  property  of  this 
world  ccmsists  of  the  earth,  its  fruits,  and  the  production  of  labor.    What 


else?  What  else  is  there?  What  else  are  you  going  to  call  wealth?  If 
these  evidences  of  debt  are  property,  they  are  not  tlie  product  of  labor, 
nor  the  product  of  nature.  They  are  the  product  of  the  pen,  and  there 
is  no  limit  to  the  amount  of  them  which  can  be  created.  The  conse- 
quence of  such  a  doctrine  as  that,  that  they  are  property  and  part  of  the 
wealth  of  the  State,  is  to  say  that  the  wealth  of  the  State  depends  upon 
the  indebtedness  of  its  citizens.  The  more  they  owe,  the  more  wealth 
the  State  has.  According  to  that  doctrine  the  more  the  people  of  the 
State  are  oppressed,  the  more  prosperous  the  State  will  be,  and  the  larger 
will  be  the  assessment  roll,  and  the  larger  the  amount' that  can  be  col- 
lected for  taxes.  I  say  such  a  doctrine  as  that  is  not  tenable,  and  you 
cannot  evade  it  when  you  adopt  the  idea.  You  are  trying  to  create 
value  out  of  nothing,  and  if  you  can  succeed  in  doing  that  you  will  have 
certainly  found  the  philosopher's  stone.  We  do  not  need  any  phil- 
osophers stone  in  this  State  when,  by  simply  signing  our  names  we  can 
get  a  million  dollars  where  there  was  not  a  cent  before. 

As  soon  as  I  borrow  one  thousand  dollars  of  my  neighbor,  as  soon  as 
it  is  delivered  it  is  mine,  not  his.  As  soon  as  I  receive  it  and  give  him 
my  promise  that  I  will  return  it  at  the  end  of  two  months,  or  two 
years,  I  am  the  owner  of  it,  and  he  ceases  to  be  the  owner.  He  does  not 
own  one  cent  of  it.  He  could  not  do  it.  He  has  my  written  promise 
that  I  will  pay  it,  and  that  is  no  better  in  law  than  my  verbal  promise, 
and  my  verbal  promise  is  no  better  than  my  impli^  promise.  Then 
you  propose  to  tax  it  in  his  hands  when  it  is  in  my  hands.  He  could 
not  get  it  until  it  becomes  due  under  the  agreement.  Then  he  is  entitled 
to  receive  it  again,  and  then  he  has  it  again,  and  I  have  it  not.  But  we 
cannot  both  have  the  one  thousand  dollars  at  the  same  time,  and  it  is 
impossible  to  tax  it  in  the  hands  of  each  one  of  us  without  imposing 
double  taxation,  unless  you  can  create  wealth  by  mere  fiat  power,  and 
that  is  what  the  thing  leads  to.  If  it  is  good  policy  for  an  individual 
State  it  ought  to  be  good  policy  for  the  national  government,  and  the 
idea  of  basing  the  national  credit  upon  national  wealth  is  a  fallacy. 
Better  base  it  upon  manuscript  and  pen  and  ink.  That  is  all  you  need  to 
create  wealth.  After  a  little  start  you  get  a  debt  created,  and  soon  you 
are  wealthy. 

We  want  to  proceed  upon  some  principle  or  other.  Either  that  we 
can  tax  actual  wealfli,  the  actual  property  of  the  State,  once  and  no 
more,  or  twice  and  no  more,  br  else  that  we  will  tax  a  certain  portion  of 
it  twice,  and  another  portion  once.  It  follows,  of  course,  that  whenever 
the  credits  of  the  State  are  taxed  to  the  creditors,  and  whenever  the 
property  upon  which  these  credits  are  based  are  taxed  to  the  debtors, 
then  there  Is  double  taxation.  The  same  value  is  twice  taxed,  and  twice 
one  is  two.  That  is  certainly  a  very  simple  mathematical  statement, 
that  the  property  is  twice  taxed.  All  I  ask  is  that  this  Convention  shall 
understand  clearly  what  they  are  doing.  I  don't  mean  to  imply  that 
any  gentleman  does  not  clearly  understand  it,  but  they  should  have 
some  harmony  of  views,  and  not  proceed  to  do  what  would  be  propriety 
under  one  theory  and  not  upon  another.  It  is  competent  for  the  people 
of  this  State  to  declare  that  anything  shall  be  property.  That  Jnight  be 
extended  to  the  expectations  of  people  who  have  wealthy  relatives  in 
critical  health.  All  these  things  might  be  taxed.  It  would  not  be 
desirable  to  propose  it,  but  I  sav  if  you  can  declare  that  these  other 
things  are  property,  you  can,  with  equal  proprietv,  declare  anything  to 
be  property.  It  is  in  the  power  of  the  people -of  the  State  to  declare  that 
these  debts  shall  be  taxed.  They  may  declare  that  they  shall  be  taxe4 
once  or  twice,  or  three  times,  if  they  see  fit. 

If  this  Convention  should  declare  that  a  credit  shall  be  taxed,  and 
the  property  upon  which  it  is  based,  which  it  represents,  shall  also  be 
taxed,  then  that  is  clearly  double  taxation  upon  that  class  of  property  ; 
then  that  principle  is  established ;  then  it  will  become  a  matter  of  policy, 
and  as  to  the  matter  of  policy,  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  wise  policy  to  d[o 
that,  because  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  idea  of  justice,  or  fairness,  or 
equality.  I  think  all  property  should  pay  alike,  as  far  as  possible,  an  ad 
valorem  pro  rata  tax,  for  the  support  of  the  Government.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  just  to  those  who  are  the  better  class;  thev  are,  already,  too 
greatly  oppressed,  and  instead  of  giving  them  any  relief  by  the  amend- 
ment of  tne  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  both  taxes  shull  be  laid  upon 
their  shoulders;  they  will  find  the  tax  from  both  the  money  they  bor- 
row, and  the  note  which  is  held  by  their  creditor,  will  be  laid' upon 
them.  The  tax  upon  the  note,  in  the  shape  of  increased  interest,  will 
be  greater,  in  my  judgment,  than  the  actual  tax  itself.  Money  will  be 
less  easy  to  borrow;  the  annoyance  of  the  creditor  will  make  him  less 
desirous  of  loaning  money,  and  he  will  charge  a  little  more  interest,  and 
be  a  little  more  slow  in  loaning.  Even  if  he  imposes  half,  or  two  thirds, 
or  three  quarters  upon  the  debtor,  it  becomes  a  heavy  burden  upon  the 
borrowing  class  of  this  State,  from  which  they  cannot  escape.  1  think 
there  will  be  a  very  great  demand  for  the  renewal  of  notes,  and  I  do  not 
think  they  will  be  renewed.  I  know,  from  observation,  that  the  rate 
of  interest  dropped  down  more  than  one  half  percent,  after  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  "  The  People  vs.  the  Hibemia 
Bank,"  it  dropped  down  and  stayed  down.  I  know  there  were  thou- 
sands of  dollars  loaned  at  one  per  cent,  upon  the  express  condition  that 
if  the  man  who  loaned  had  to  pay  the  taxes  it  would  be  one  and  a 
quarter  per  cent.  I  do  not  doubt  that  it  will  be  the  case  again.  There 
is  no  injustice  in  it;  everybody  deals  in  that  wav.  Everybody  charges 
for  his  goods  according  to  the  expense  attached  to  their  disposal.  If 
you  tax  credits  the  whole  tax  will  undoubtedly  fall  upon  the  oorrower. 
I  do  not  know,  but  I  believe  tbat  under  any  system  which  this  Con- 
vention may  devise,  it  will  fall  upon  the  debtor  eventually,  to  a  very 
great  extent. 

The  proposition  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer  is  lees 
objectionable,  because  there  is  no  double  taxation  imposed.  It  taxes 
the  mortgage  in  the  hands  of  the  creditor,  by  allowing  the  debtor  to 
deduct  the  amount.  As  to  the  strict  fairness  or  justness  of  it,  I  don't 
propose  to  speak;  but  at  any  rate  there  is  but  one  tax  levied,  and  that 
one  the  debtor  is  allowed  to  retain  out  of  his  debt  when  he  pays  it.    I 
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say,  in  point  of  fact,  it  is  far  more  iust  than  this  proposition,  which  pro- 
poses to  tax  the  property  itself  and  then  tax  the  representative  of  that 
property.  I  do  not  consider  the  Boggs  proposition  philosophically  cor- 
rect, but  I  would  assent  to  it  if  it  seemed  to  meet  the  views  of  this  Om- 
vention;  but  I  will  never  consent  to  a  proposition  which  proposes  to 
-  impose  two  taxes  upon  one  portion  of  the  community  and  only  one  tax 
upon  another.  I  know  it  is  a  desirable  thing  to  reach  the  ric|^  man ;  it 
is  desirable  to  make  him  contribute  his  portion  of  the  taxes  to  the  State. 
But  we  will  never  be  able  to  do  it  if  we  continue  to  grope  in  the  dark  as 
we  have  l)een  doing.  I  do  not  profess  to  be  a  political  economist,  but  I 
can  see  no  way  out  of  the  dilemma  bpti)y  adopting  an  income  tax — net 
incomes.  That  is  the  only  way  by  which  the  rich  can  be  reached.  Their 
money  will  do  thenr  no  good  unless  they  invest  it  or  let  somebody  else 
use  it.  If  he  retains  it  he  will  have  to  pay  the  taxes  upon  it.  I  say  it 
is  desirable  to  reach  this  class,  and  I  know  of  no  method  by  which  it  can 
be  done  effectually  except  by  an  income  tax.  I  would  levy  a  tax  upon 
net  incomes.  In  the  case  of  money  loaned  on  a  note  it  is  all  net  except 
attorneys'  fees.  The  revenues  of  farmers,  merchants,  and  others  are  not 
net.  Oftentimes  there  is  a  loss,  hence  it  would  not  be  just  to  tax  gross 
incomes.  At  something  I  think  it  would  be  desirable,  and  I  would  be 
\  in  favor  of  exempting  a  certain  amount  of  income.  I  don't  propose  to 
enlarge  upon  that,  dentlemen  know  just  as  much  as  I  do  about  it.  I 
believe  that  to  be  the  only  way  by  which  you  can  n^ch  these  large  accu- 
mulations of  capital.  The  objection  is  made  that  there  would  be  a  great 
deal  of  Iving.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  lying  anyway  about  taxes,  and 
the  smaller  we  can  make  it  the  more  we  can  commend  our  system  to  the 
consideration  of  the  people.  But  if  this  Convention  undertakes  to  levy 
double  taxation,  they  may  be  sure  that  men  will  lie  about  their  property. 
It  is  human  nature,  and  always  was  and  always  will  be. 

One  other  objection  is  made  to  an  income  tax,  and  that  is  that  it  is  an 
inquisitorial  tax.  Well^sir,  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  so.  The  only 
income  tax  with  which  we  have  had  any  experience,  was  that  levied 
during  the  war,  and  to  some  extent  that  was  inquisitorial.  But  I  ask 
you  ifit  is  any  more  inquisitorial  than  the  assessment  will  be  under  the 
section  offered'by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma?  I  say  it  is  not,  for  this 
reason :  the  Assessor  has  his  book  upon  which  he  must  put  down  every 
species  of  property  he  can  imagine.  I  don't  understand  whether  the 
eentleman  means  to  include  a  contract  to  build  a  bridge,  and  which  may 
be  sold  for  five  hundred  dollars.  I  don't  know  whether  he  means  to 
include  contracts  to  survey  and  dig  canals,  or  something  of  that  kind. 
I  don't  know,  by  the  terms  of  his  amendment,  whether  he  means  to 
include  those  contracts  or  not.  He  might  include  a  contract  to  build  a 
Court  House,  as  such  contracts  are  transferable,  and  have  value.  Such 
rights  have  value,  and  are  often  transferred  for  large  consideration^ 
The  Assessor  comes  round  with  a  book  upon  which  everything  that  can 
be  called  property  in  the  sense  of  the  amendment,  everything  that  can 
be  transferred,  everything  that  has  value,  must  be  entered.  Have  you 
got  an^^land ?  Yes,  sir.  How  much?  So  many  acres.  What  is  it 
worth  fWot  to  multiply  words,  he  goes  through  the  entire  list,  and  gets 
everything  you  have.  How  much  money,  how  much  scrip,  how  many" 
State  bonds,  and  what  the  face  value  of  them  is.  He  wants  to  know 
who  owes  you  any  money,  and  hovv  much  they  owe  you ;  how  many 
notes;  how  many  chickens  you  have;  how  many  watches.  If  you  have 
a  family,  how  many  stoves;  how  many  dishes;  how  much  mrniture, 
and  how  much  it  is  all  worth.  I  don't  object  to  it,  for  it  is  the  only  way 
to  get  at  it;  but  how  much  less  inouisitorial  is  it  than  an  income  tax? 
Not  materially  less,  certainly.    All  lie  has  got  to  ask  is,  what  were  your 

fross  receipts  during  the  past  year,  and  what  is  your  total  expenses? 
deduct  one  from  the  other.  I  believe  it  will  not  be  any  more  inquisito- 
rial, and  certainly  it  is  the  most  just  system  that  can  be  adopted.  It 
will  not  hurt  the  poor  man,  the  producer,  but  will  reach  the  rich,  and 
make  them  contribute  their  share  of  the  burdens  of  government. 

THB   PRRVIOUS   QUESTION. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  feel  that  this  question  has  been  dis- 
cu&sed  enouzh  and  I  therefore  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  oy  Messrs.  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara,  Lampson,  and  McComas. 

Tmb  CHAIRMAN:  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Division  was  called  for;  the  committee  divided,  and  the  main  question 
refused,  by  a  vote  of  42  ayes  to  57  noes. 

Thb  chairman.  The  committee  refuses  to  order  the  main  ques- 
tion, and  the  Secretary  will  read  section  three. 

'  TAXING   LANDS.     • 

Thb  secretary  read  section  three  as  follows: 

Skc.  3.  Land  and  the  iniprov^euts  thereon  shall  be  separately 
assi^ssed.  Cultivated  and  uncultivated  land,  of  the  same  quality  and 
similarly  situated,  shall  be  assessed  at  the  same  value. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leaver  to  sit  again. 

Camed. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thb  president.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to*  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ON   ADJOURNING   OVBB. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  move  we  do  now  adjourn  until  Thursday,  at  ten 
o'clock. 

Mr.  hale.  Will  the  gentleman  withdraw  that  motion  for  a 
moment. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Certainly. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  {'resident:  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  offer  an 
amendment  that  has  been  agreed  upon  by  the  friends  of  the  Boggs 


amendment  which  makes  some  modifications.  I  desire  to  have  it  read 
as  a  substitute,  and  printed  in  the  Journal.  * 

Thb  PRESIDEN'T.    There  being  no  objection  it  will  be  printed. 

Following  is  the  substitute : 

"  Sec.  2.  All  property  within  this  State,  including  the  excess  in  value, 
if  any,  of  the  capital  stock  of  all  corporations  and  joint  stock  associa- 
tions, over  the  value  of  their  property,  including  franchises,  subject  to 
taxation  within  this  State,  shall .W taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value; 
providedf  always,  that  no  tax  shall  be  imposed  on  growing  crops,  debts, 
and  evidences  of  debt  due  or  to  grow  due  in  this  State,  except  State, 
county,  or  municipal  bonds,  and  evidences  of  State,  county,  or  muni- 
cipal indebtedness;  on  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  by  the 
laws  of  the  United  States;  property  belonging  to  the  United  States; 
property  belonging  to  this  State,  or  any  municipality  thereof,  or  public 
school  property.  No  deduction  shall  be  made  from  the  assessed  value 
of  property  on  account  of  any  debt  or  debts  owing  by  the  owner  or 
owners  of  such  property,  but  such  debtor  or  debtors  shall,  upon  payment 
of  such  indebtedness,  be  entitled  to  retain  therefrom  a  sum  with  interest 
thereon  at  the  same  rate  borne  by  such  indebtedness,  to  be  computed 
from  the  time  or  times  of  the  tax  payments,  which  shall  equal  the 
amount  of  taxes  paid  by  such  de\)tor  or  debtors,  during  the  existence  of 
such  indebtedness,  upon  property  of  like  amount  in  value  of  said 
indebtedness ;  provided  further,  that  if  any  such  indebtedness  shall  be 

f)aid  bv  any  such  debtor  or  debtors,  after  assessment  and  before  th^  tax 
evy,  the  amount  of  such  levy  may  likewise  be  retained  by  such  debtor 
or  debtors,  and  shall  be  computed  according  to  the  tax  levy  for  the  pre- 
ceding year." 

Mr.  HaLE.  I  now  renew  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  to  adjourn 
until  Thursday,  at  ten  o'clock. 

The  ayes  and  noes  were  demanded,  on  the  motion  to  adjourn,  by 
Messrs.  Smith  of  Santa  Clara,  Larue,  Brown,  White,  and  Larkin. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  the  motion  lost  by  the  following  vote: 

ATES. 


Barbour, 

Herri  ngtou, 

Reddy, 

Belcher, 

^Hilborn, 

Reynolds, 

Bell, 

'Hughey, 

Ringgold, 

Casserly, 

Larue, 

Schomp, 

Condon, 

Lavigne, 

Swing, 

Doyle, 

Mansfield, 

Tully, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz^ 

Turner, 

Eagon, 

McFarlandy 

Van  Voorhies, 

Edgerton, 

O'Donnell, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Gregg, 

Porter, 

Wilson,  of  Ist  District, 

Hale, 

Pulliam, 

Mr.  President — 34. 

Hall, 

NOBS. 

Andrews, 

Hitchcock, 

Prouty, 

Ayers, 

Holmes, 

Reed, 

Barry, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,Rhodes, 

Barton, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Rolfe, 

Biggs, 

Hunter, 

Shurtleff, 

Blackmer, 

Inman, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Boggs, 

Johnson, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Boucher, 

Jones, 

Smith,  of  San  Franciscc 

Brown, 

Joyce, 

Soule, 

Burt, 

Kelley, 

Steele, 

Caples, 

Kenny, 

Stevenson, 

Chapman, 

Keyes, 

Stuart, 

Charles, 

Kleine, 

Swenson, 

Cross, 

Lampson, 

Terry, 

Crouch, 

Tiarkin, 

Thompson, 

Dunlap, 

Lindow, 

Tinnin, 

E«tey, 

McCallum, 

Tuttle, 

Evey, 
Filcher, 

McComas, 

Vihquerel, 

McConnell, 

Webster, 

Finney, 

McCoy, 

Weller, 

Freeman, 

Moffat, 

Wellin, 

Garvey, 

Moreland, 

West, 

Gorman, 

Nason, 

Wickes. 

Grace, 

Neunaber, 

White,        • 

Harvey, 

Noel, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Heiskell, 

Ohleyer, 

Wyatt— 79. 

Herold, 

Mr.  ayers.  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to  consider  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Harbors,  Tide  Waters,  and  Navigable  Streams.  It 
won't  take  over  twenty  minutes. 

Lost. 

Mr.  BARRY.    I  move  to  substitute  revenue  and  taxation. 

Mr.  EDGERTON,  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to  consider  the 
article  on  right  of  suffrage. 

The  president.  The  motion  is  to  go  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  take  up  the  article  on  revenue  and  taxation. 

Adopted. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  section  three  of  the  report  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  caples.    I  move  to  strike  out  the  section. 

Lost. 

Mr.  larkin.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  amend  section  three  by 
striking  out  the  word  "quality"  and  inserting  "agricultural  capacity." 
Instead  of  the  word  "quality"  add  the  words  "agricultural  capacity." 
Land  might  be  of  tiie  same  quality,  and  yet  not  be  fit  for  cultivation. 
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The  oualitj  of  the  soil  might  bo  the  same,  and  yet  the  agricultural 
capacity  be  entirely  different.  **  Similarly  situated  "  means  in  the  same 
locality.  • 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    RDGERTOK. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  gentleman  draws  a  very  fine  distinction. 
That  term  was  thoroughly  considered  in  the  committee,  and  it  was 
thought  it  would  express  it.  **  Lapd  of  the  same  quality,  and  similarly 
situated."  The  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine,  had  a  section 
in  which  he  uaed  the  word  **  located,"  but  we  found  that  the  word 
"  situated  "  was  broader  and  more  comprehensive.  The  section  is  right 
as  it  stands.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  would  limit  it  to  the 
agricultural  capacity  of  the  land.  Now,  why  should  not  grazing  land 
be  assessed  upon  the  same  principle?  I  can  see  no  reason  for  the  dis- 
tinction. 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.   CAPLRS. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  first  clause  in  this  section  three  is 
all  well  enough :  "  Land,  and  the  improvements  thereon,  shall  be  sepa- 
rately assessed.'*  I  have  no  objections  to  that,  but  the  last  clause  is 
simply  nonsense,  and  if  adopted  will  operate  to  defeat  the  equality  and 
unirormity  of  taxation  that  we  have  declared  for  here.  Take  the  river 
lands  on  the  Sacramento,  or  any  of  our  rivers  here,  if  they  were  cleared 
out  they  would  be  worth  say  from  fifty  dollars  to  one  hundred  and  fifty 
dolllkrs  an  acre;  but  suppose  it  is  not  cultivated,  or  that  it  is  covered  with 
brush,  it  would  cost  fifty  dollars  an  acre  to  clear  it  un ;  now,are  vou  going 
/to  assess  that  land  as  much  as  the  other?  Such  a  theory  is  in  direct  con- 
flict with  the  principle  whieh  lays  at  the  basis  of  the  system  proposed 
to  be  established,  and  that  is,  to  assess  property  in  proportion  to  its  actual 
value.  Now,  when  you  undertake  to  say  arbitrarily  where  this  divid- 
ing line  shall  be  you  at  once  destroy  uniformity.  Take  any  class  of 
lands.  The  gentlemen  who  are  advocating  this  amendment  say  that 
uncultivated  land  ought  to  be  assessed  as  much  as  cultivated  land.  But 
there  is  another  side  to  that  question.  Here  is  a  piece  of  land  that  has 
been  under  cultivation  for  twenty  years,  it  was  thin  soil  in  the  first 
place,  and  is  about  worn  out  now ;  and  that  land  close  alongside  of  it, 
that  this  committee  make  pay  as  much  taxes,  is  worth  double  as  much. 
How  are  you  going  to  get  at  it?  Under  this  rule  you  are  binding  the 
Assessor  to  assess  all  kinds  of  land  at  the  same  price.  Now,  is  that  not 
a  clear  conflict  with  the  theory  of  equality  ?  There  are  one  hundred 
thousand  acres  of  this  laud  about  worn  out ;  been  cropped  year  after  year 
until  it  is  not  worth  half  as  much  as  the  land  right  alongside  of  it; 
now,  I  cannot  see  the  justice  of  assessing  that  land  under  an  arbitrary 
rule  for  the  same  price  as  the  land  right  alongside  of  it,  which  is  worth 
twice  as  much.  It  takes  awa^  from  the  Assessor  all  discretion  with 
which  he  ought  to  be  invested  m  order  to  discharge  the  duties  of  his 
office — in  order  to  do  justice.  It  is  a  blind  discrimination  which  ought 
not  to  be  allowed.  Now,  sir,  if  it  be  in  order  to  move  as  an  amendment 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Larkin,to  strike  out  all  after  the  word 
"assessed,"  in  the  second  line,  "cultivated  and  uncultivated  lands,  etc., 
shall  be  assessed  at  the  same  value,"  and  leave  the  section  stand  that 
"  lands  and  the  improvements  thereon  shall  be  separately  assessed,"  I  am 
utterly  at  a  loss  to  comprehend  any  good  end  that  is  to  be  secured  by 
retaining  the  latter  clause ;  it  certainly  can  operate  only  in  the  one  way, 
to  absolutely  force  the  Assessor  to  assess  property  without  reference  to 
its  value,  and  under  an  arbitrary  rule.  I  protest  against  it,  and  I  hope 
the  last  clause  will  be  stricken  out. 

No  second. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  VA  Dorado. 

RKMARKS   OF    MR.    BARRY. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  pre- 
vail. I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  necessity  for  the  amendment.  It 
seems  to  me  it  is  a  distinction  without  a  difference.  I  believe  the  com- 
mittee carefully  caMPi'assed  this  matter,  and  I  think  they  use  a  word 
about  which  there  can  be  no  doubt.  If  there  was  anvthing  to  gain  by 
the  ame;idment  I  should  be  glad  to  favor  it,  but  there  is  nothing  to  gain. 
As  I  understand  the  section,  the  object  is  to  reach  tlmt  class  of  land  in 
this  State  which  is  now  almost  exempt  from  taxation.  There  are  thou- 
sands of  acres  of  land  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  State,  very  valuable 
land,  that  i^  not  assessed,  in  many  cases,  for  more  than  one  quarter  or 
one  sixtecntli  of  its  value,  and  we  want  those  who  own  that  land  to  pay 
for  what  it  is  worth — on  its  actual  producing  capacity.  That  this  land, 
and  laud  similarly  situated  and  under  cultivation,  shall  be  assessed  alike. 
Now,  I  believe  I  recognize  the  necessity  for  such  an  amendment  as  this. 
It  is  for  the  purpose  of  compelling  the  large  landholders  to  pay  their 
share.  If  this  is  done — if  this  section  is  incorporated  into  the  Constitu- 
tion, together  with  the  taxation  of  solvent  debts,  and  other  evidences  of 
indebtedness,  theifc,sir,we  will  have  equal  and  uniform  taxation.  Then 
the  wealthy  will  help  bear  the  burdens  of  government,  and  the  poor 
and  middle  classes  will  not  have  to  pay  more  than  they  ought  to  pay.  I 
tlo  not  see  the  necessity  fur  the  gentleman's  amendment.  I  believe  this 
fully  covers  the  whole  matter.  That  it  is  intended  that  agricultural  land 
of  the  same  producing  capacity  shall  be  taxed  the  same,  when  similarly 
located.  In  other  wor<ls,  it  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  what  it  is 
worth.     That  is  all  we  desire  in  this  Convention. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  Would  you  have  uncultivated  land  assessed  the  same 
when  it  is  only  worth  half  as  much  as  land  that  is  cultivated? 

Mr.  B.\RRY.  I  don't  understand  that  this  section  says  any  such 
thing. 

Mr.  CAPLES.    Suppose  the  cultivated  land  is  worn  out. 

Mr.  BARRY.  If  it  is  worn  out  it  is  not  of  the  same  quality  as  land 
which  is  capable  of  producing.  But  the  idea  is  that  land  of  equal  pro- 
ducing capacity  shall  be  assessed  alike  when  they  are  similarly  situated. 
If  land  is  capable  of  producing,  and  does  not  produce,  we  propose  to  tax 
it  the  same  as  land  that  does  produce. 


Mr.  LARKIN.  Yon  understand  the  section  to  mean  the  producing 
capacitv  of  the  land  ? 

Mr. 'BARRY.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  LARKIN.     Why  not  put  in  the  words  "producing  capacity?" 

Mr.  BARRY.     If  it  is  the  same  quality  it  will  produce  the  same. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    Suppose  the  land  is  covered  with  brush? 

Mr.  QARRY.  I  don't  care.  I  say  this:  if  it  is  of  the  same  produc- 
ing capacity,  then  it  ought  to  be  taxed  the  same  as  that  immediately 
joining  which  is  cultivated.     I  propose  to  stand  by  the  section. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Who  is  to  be  the  jud^e?  Who  is  to  determine  that 
the  land  is  of  the  same  produq^g  capacity? 

Mr.  BARRY.  I  believe  this:  that  as  far  as  the  Board  of  Equalization 
is  concerned,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  or  Assesson,  are  fully  capable  of 
determining. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Suppose,  now,  that  the  latter  part  of  the  section  is 
stricken  out,  and  allow  the  Assessor  to  assess  the  land  according  to  its 
value,  wouldn't  it  amount  to  the  same  thing? 

Mr.  BARRY.    No,  sir;  I  don't  think  it  would.     I  hold  that  this  is* 
only  carrying  out  the  desires  of  the  people,  that  cultivated  and  unculti- 
vated land  of  the  same  quality  shall  Be  assessed  at  the  same  price,  so 
that  there  shall  be  no  discretion.    There  will  t>e  no  judgment  about  it. 

RKMARKS    OF   MR.   CAPLRS. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  there  are  good  rea- 
sons why  this  part  of  the  section  should  be  stricken  out.  I  am  utterly 
at  a  loss  to  unaerstand  where  the  good  comes  in,  because  there  must  be 
some  power,  some  authority  to  determine  whether  the  land  is  of  the 
same  producing  capacity.  Who  is  to  determine?  Is  it  the  Assessor  or 
is  it  the  Board  ?  Very  well,  suppose  it  is  stricken  out,  the  Assessor  and 
the  Board  will  be  guided  primarily  in  their  action  by  the  rule  of  valua- 
tion. Is  not  the  same  object  accomplished,  and  through  the  same 
agency,  by  striking  out  this  clause?  If  we  adbpt  thfs  clause  it  ties  the 
hands  of  that  discretionary  power,  and  forces  the  Assessor  to  asess  land 
that  is  worth  only  fifty  dollars  an  acre  for  as  much  as  land  that  is  worth 
one  hundred  dollars  an  acre.  Now,  such  a  rule  is  unjust  upon  the  face 
of  it.  There  is  but  one  rule  that  is  just,  and  that  is  to  assess  anything 
and  everything  by  that  broad  universal  rule  of  actual  values.  Why  is 
it  proposed  to  make  an  exception  in  this  case?  It  is  not  certainly  in  the 
interests  of  justice. 

Mr.  in  man.  What  is  it  that  places  value  upon  agricultural  lands, 
except  their  power  to  produce  something? 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  will  answer  the  gentleman.  Again  I  say  that  land 
is  worth  iust  what  it  will  sell  for,  and  its  value  must  be  determined  by 
some  authoritv. 

*   Mr.  in  man.    In  determining  the  value  of  agricultural  land,  is  it 
not  by  what  it  will  produce,  what  it  is  capable  of  producing? 

Mr.  CAPLES.    Let  me  illustrate 

Mr.  INMAN.    That  is  not  answ^ering  the  question. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Here  is  a  tract  of  land  on  the  American  Ri^er,  half 
of  it  under  cultivation,  which  is  worth  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  an 
acre.  The  other  half,  covered  with  brush  and  drift,  would  not  sell  for 
more  than  fifty  dollars  an  acre.  Now,  the  Assessor,  if  he  be  a  man  of 
information,  acting  honestly,  with  such  a  knowledge  as  he  should  have 
in  determining  the  value  of  that  land,  will  assess  it  at  what  it  is  worth, 
one  part  at  fifty  dollars,  and  tha  other  at  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars 
an  acre.  That  is  the  rule  of  equality  and  justice.  I  deny  utterly  that 
it  would  be  in  conformity  with  equality  and  justice,  to  assess  the  two 
parts  of  that  tract  at  the  same  figure.  That  is  my  answer  to  the  gen- 
tleman. It  is  utterly  impossible  to  attempt  by  statute,  whether  it  be  by 
organic  statute  or  legislative  law,  to  fix  the  value  that  is  to  determine 
the  action  of  the  Assessor  or  Board  of  Equalization.  It  would  be  quite 
as  possible  to  attempt  the  most  impossible  thing.  You  have  but  one 
way,  and  that  is  to  elect  an  Assessor  who  is  an  honest  and  intelligent 
man,  if  you  can  find  such.  Elect  an  Assessor  who  will  assess  all  prop- 
erty at  what  it  is  worth,  no  more,  no  less.  But  if  you  attempt  to  tie  him 
up  by  restrictions,  how  can  he  exercise  that  discretion  that  will  do  jus- 
tice. He  cannot  do  it.  By  this  rule  we  bind^ini  to  assess  laud  that  is 
worth  fifty  dollars  an  acre,  and  land  that  is  worth  one  hundred  and  fitly 
dollars  an  acre,  at  the  same  price.  If  any  gentleman  can  see  justice,  or 
e<^uality,  or  uniformity  in  taxation  of  that  kind,  I  would  like  to  have 
him  explain  it.     I  cannot  see  it.     There  is  no  justice  in  it.     It  is  wrong. 

The  people  will  not  thank  you  for  it.  Where  is  the  equality?  Where 
is  the  uniformity?  I  say  again  it  is  not  right,  and  there  is*  no  justice 
in  it.  c 

RKMARKS    OF    MR.    RKRD. 

Mr.  reed.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  desire  to  state  a  case  that  has  come 
under  my  own  observation,  which^will  show  the  necessity  for  a  section 
like  this.  I  own  a  tract  of  land  which  has  been  under  cultivation  for 
many  years.  On  two  sides  of  my  land  are  two  large  tracts,  entirely 
uncultivated.  I  have  been  assessed  two  or  three  times  as  much  as  these 
other  parties  are  assessed  at.  I  have  complained  to  the  Assessor,  and 
have  been  before  the  Board  and  asked  for  a  reduction.  I  have  been  met 
with  the  answer  that  my  cultivated  land  is  worth  more.  I  am,  in 
reality,  taxed  for  my  energy  and  enterprise.  This  is  true  of  my  neigh- 
bors, also.  I  have  tried  to  buy  this  land  I  speak  df,  and  the  owners 
refuse  to  sell  it.  I  have  offered  to  rent  it,  and  they  refuse  to  rent.  They 
will  neither  rent  nor  sell,  nor  yet  pay  taxes.  They  put  a  higher  value 
on  my  land  because  I  cultivate  it  and  make  it  produce  something. 

SPERCH   OF   MR.    FILCH ER. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  question  now  before  us  I  regard 
as  of  vital  importance.  Members  on  this  floor  do  not  need  to  be 
reminded  of  the  continuous  cry  raised  against  land  monopoly.  Owing 
to  the  system  of  Spanish  grants,  a  few  men  hold  large  tracts  of  land. 
There  is  no  country  on  the  face  of  the  globe  that  could  stand  it,  and  the 
only  reason  that  it  has  not  entirely  destroyed  our  prosperity  is,  that  we 
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hftvo  been  bo  favored  by  Providence.  This  great  evil  should  not  be  per-, 
mitted  to  continue.  The  evils  of  land  monopoly,  the  concentratjpn  of 
great  bodies  of  land  inthe  hands  of  the  few  people,  is  one  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  which  the  people  of  this  State  complain.  To  meet  this  evil 
measures  of  the  strongest  kind  have  been  constantly  advocated,  and 
even  communistic  doctrines  have  been  favored  by  some.  Sir,  as  one 
who  has  continually  and  honestly  opposed  this  evil,  in  its  present  form, 
I  have  every  belief  that  a  just  ana  equitable  system  of  taxation  will 
remedy  it  to  a  great  extent,  and  this  section  I  consider  of  the  highest 
importance  in  that  view.  We  know  it  is  the  case  to-day,  thief  parties 
own  lar^e  tracts  of  land  and  escape  their  due  proportion  of  the  burdens 
of  taxatioh.  We  have  examples  right  here  next  door  to  Sacramento,  in 
the  Korris  grant,  and  other  gr^ts.  We  have  large  tracts  of  land  in  the 
western  portion  of  my  county^  that  is  better  land,  on  an  average,  than 
land  right  west  of  it,  which  is  assessed  at  from  eight  dollars  to  fifteen 
dollars  an  acre ;  and  under  the  present  system  there  is  no  justice,  there 
is  no  equality  ;  it  is  pernicious  in  its  character,  and  it  becomes  the  duty 
of  this  Convention  to  remedy  it.  I  can  see  no  injustice  in  this  system 
proposed.  Certainly,  if  land  will  produce  as  much,  and  is  of  equal 
capacity  to  other  land  in  the  same  vicinity,  which  is  cultivated  and 
made  to  produce  something,  it  ought  to  be  taxed  the  same.  It  is  worth 
just  as  much,  and  oftentimes  more.  Why  should  it  not  be  assessed  for 
as  much?  Why  is  it  not  worth  as  much?  It  is  a  well-known  fact  that 
new  land  will  produce  more  than  land  that  has  been  used  for  along  time. 
I  know  of  men  who  have  recently  paid  more  for  new  land  than  they 
would  have  paid  for  land  that  has  been  under  cultivation,  because  they 
were  certain  of  getting  a  better  crop.  I  say  the  Quality  of  the  land 
includes  its  productive  capacity.  If  cultivated  land  is  assessed  at  ten 
dollars  an  acre,  and  there  is  land  adjoining  which  is  not  cultivated,  and 
which  will  produce  the  same  crop,  it  should  be  assessed  at  the  same 
price.  If  I  have  a  small  piece  of  land  fenced,  the  Assessor  comes  and 
finds  it  worth  ten  dollars  an  acre — he  will  put  it  down  at  that — whether 
it  is  cultivated  or  not,  merely  looking  at  the  quality  of  the  land — its  pro- 
ductive capacity.  When  he  climbs  over  the  fence  on  to  the  next  one 
hundred  and  iixty  acres,  he  does  not  intjuire  whether  it  belongs  to  a  land 
monopolist  or  not,  or  whether  it  is  cultivated  or  not;  if  it  is  capable  of 
producing  the  same  crop  as  mine,  he  assesses  it  at  ten  dollars  an  acre. 
If  he  finds  it  belongs  to  the  same  man  as  the  last  one  hundred  and  sixtv 
acres,  or  if  he  finds  a  thousand  acres  belonging  to  the  same  man,  it  is 
no  concern  of  his.  I  want  it  so  that  the  man  who  can  afford  to  own  ten 
thousand  acres,  or  one  hundred  thousand  acres,  shall  pay  the  same  tax 
that  I  pay  on  my  small  tract.  I  am  willing  he  should  own  it,  but  I 
want  him  to  pay  taxes  on  it,  and  if  he  dftes  that,  perhaps  he  will  not  be 
so  anxious  to  hold  it  in  idleness.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  could  not  afford 
to  hold  it  unless  some  use  is  made  of  it;  and  it  was  for  this  purpose  that 
this  section  was  framed,  in  part.  It  is  to  break  up  land  monopoly. 
There  is  General  Bidwell,  and  other  landholders,  who  own  large  tracts 
of  land,  but  they  cultivate  it  and  make  use  of  it.  If  men  who  own 
large  tradp  of  land  can  afford  to  let  them  remain  idle,  let  them  pay  taxes 
for  the  support  of  the  government.  The  man  who  cultivates  his  land 
produces  something  which  adds  to  the  wealth  of  the  State,  and  gives 
employment  to  labor.  The  land'that  is  not  in  cultivation  produces 
nothing,  but  is  capable  of  producing  as  much  as  the  other.  I  do  not 
believe  there  are  any  two  sections  in  this  report  that  will  secure  to  the 
people  so  much  good  as  sections  three  and  four.  For  my  part,  though  I 
bad  a  proposition  differing  somewhat  from  section  three,  I  am  satisfied 
with  the  section  as  it  stands,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted.  It  might  be 
improved,  perhaps,  but  I  shall  vote  for  it  as  it  is. 

THB   PRKVIOUS   QUESTION. 

Me.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Steele,  West,  Evey,  and  Brown. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried,  and  the  main  question  ordered. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  £1  Dorado. 

Lost. 

Mr.  brown.    I  move  an  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"Strike  out  the  word  'and,'  in  line  two,  and  insert  after  the  word 
'  situated,'  the  words  'and  possessing  the  same  advantages  of  location.'  '* 

Lost. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  move  to  amend  section  three  by  striking  out  all  after 
the  word  "assessed,"  in  the  second  line. 

Lost.  , 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  I  move  to  amend  by  adding,  "pro- 
vided that  lands  belonging  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  to 
which  homestead  or  preemption  rights  have  not  been  perfected,  shall 
not  be  assessed."  ^' 

Lost. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  are  no  further  amendments  the  Secretary 
will  read  section  four. 

BUBDIVIDINO   LAND.    • 

Thb  secretary  read : 

Sec.  4.  Every  tract  of  land  containing,  within  its  boundaries,  more 
than  one  government  section,  shall  be  assessed,  for  the  purposes  of 
tajcation,  by  sections  or  fractional  sections;  and  where  the  section  lines 
have  not  been  established  by  authority  of  the  United  States,  the  Assessor 
and  County  Surveyor  shall  establish  the  section  lines,  in  conformity  with 
the  government  system  of  surveys,  as  nearly  as  practicable.  Each  sec- 
tion, or  fractional  section,  shall  be  valued  and  assessed  separately;  and 
for  the  purpose  of  subdividing  and  assessing,  the  Assessor  and  Surveyor, 
and  their  assistants,  may  enter  upon  any  land  within  their  respective 
counties. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  move  the  committee  rise,  rfeport 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 


Lost. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 
Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  after  the  word  '  lines,'  in  the  fifth  line,  the  words  '  at  the 
expense  of  the  owner.' " 
The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

RBMARKS   of   MR.   BLACKMER. 

» 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  see  in  this  section,  as  it  now 
stands,  an  opportunity  for  the  Assessor  and  County  Surveyor  to  run  up 
a  very  large  bill  against  the  county,  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  these 
section  lines.  The  County  Surveyor  will  say  to  the  Assessor,  "  Why,  the 
Constitution  requires  you  to  have  these  section  lines  established.  You 
cannot  assess  the  land  properly  unless  they  are  established."  And  he 
will  have  a  pretty  good  leverage  upon  the  Assessor  to  induce  him  to  set 
him  at  work  on  these  lines,  so  that  the  land  can  be  assessed  by  sections. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  policy  to  give  an  opportunity  for  an  officer  to  run  up 
such  a  bill  aeainst  ev^y  county  in  this  State.  If  this  is  to  be  done  it 
ought  to  be  done  at  the  expense  of  the  owuer  of  the  tract,  if  it  has  not 
yet  been  sectionized.  For  that  purpose  I  offer  this  amendment.  I  do 
not  wish  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  committee  any  longer. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   STEELE. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  pre- 
vail. If  this  section  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  State,  to  enable  the  State 
to  derive  a  larger  revenue  from  this  land,  Jhe  State  ought  to  pay  the 
expense  of  it.  There  are  very  many  large  ranch  owners  in  this  State 
who  are  subdividing  their  lands  for  the  purpose  of  selling  them  off,  and 
you  now  propose  to  tax  them  for  a  resurvey  of  it.  It  ie  not  for  their 
benefit,  but  fur  the  benefit  of  the  State. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Does  not  the  section  already  provide  that,  where 
the  section  lines  have  been  established? 

Mr.  STEELE,  They  are  not  surveyed  according  to  sections.  The 
tracts  they  wish  to  sell  off  are  surveyed  without  reference  to  the  section 
lines.  Now,  to  put  this  additional  tax  on  them  is  an  injustice.  Where 
they  have  had  their  lands  surveyed  it  would  be  a  manifest  injustice  to 
compel  them  to  go  to  the  additional  expense  of  surveying  it  by  sections. 
It  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  State;  let  the  State  bear  the  expense.  The 
State  would  derive  a,  much  larger  revenue  by  having  it  done,  and  she 
ought  to  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  move  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  by  adding  'and  the  expense  of  said  survey  shall  be  asseaseil 
to  the  land  so  surveyed,  and  collected  with  other  taxes.' " 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    REYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  reason  I  desire  to  make  the 
expense  of  these  surveys  part  of  the  assessment  is  to  make  it  definite. 
That  is  the  objection  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
San  Diego.  I  do  not  suppose  that  this  Convention  desires  that  the  State 
shall  go  into  the  business  of  surveying  private  property  for  the  benefit 
of  private  property.  Even  for  the  purpose  of  taxation  we  do  not  pro- 
pose to  survey  other  people's  lands,  and  under  the  provisions  of  section 
four  it  will  only  be  a  cheap  method  of  getting  large  tracts  of  land  sur- 
veyed at  the  public  expense.  And  if  it  is  desirable  that  the  State  should 
have  these  tracts  of  land  surveyed,  I  wish  to  have  it  done  at  the  expense 
of  the  owner  of  the  land,  and  collected  as  other  taxes  are  collected. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   EDOERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  theory  of  this  section  is,  that 
the  exact  value  of  a  large  tract  of  land,  owned  and  held  in  one  body  by 
one  person,  shall  be  approximated  as  near  as  possible  for  the  purposes  of 
taxation.  Now,  sir,  tne  mode  suggested  by  this  section  is  simply  to 
arrive  at  the  value  of  a  particular  tract  of  land.  It  is  in  aid  of  the 
assessment  of  certain  kinds  of  property,  and  I  ask  the  gentleman  from 
San  Diego  why  it  would  not  be  just  as  proper  to  charge  the  owners  of 
other  kinds  of  property  with  the  expense  of  assessing  it?  It  is  of  no 
benefit  at  all  to  the  owner.  It  is  not  for  his  benefit  to  have  the  property 
subdivided.  He  has  ten  or  fifteen  thousand  acres  of  land  which  tie  nolds 
for  the  purpose  of  grazing.  Now,  I  am  informed  by  the  Surveyor- 
General  that  the  expeuse  will  be  abV)lulely  nothing,  except  the  time  it 
takes  with  a  pen  and  ruler  to  make  the  maps.  It  can  all  be  done  in 
the  Surveyor-General's  office. 

Mr.  terry.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  all  the  land  is  divided  into  sec- 
tions— ^all  the  land  disposed  of  by  the  United  States? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  This  only  applies  to  the  grants  made  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Mexico.     I  think  they  nave  all  been  surveyed. 

Mr.  HOWARD.     They  have  not  been  sectionized. 

Mr.  terry.  I  propose  to  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  to 
insert  after  the  words,  "  United  States,"  the  words,  "  or  the  State." 
Swamp  lands  are  sunreyed  by  the  State. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  What  I  object  to  is  making  the  owner  of  the 
property  pay  the  expense.    There  is  no  reason  in  it. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  If  the  Assessor  goes  to  the  merchant,  would  it  be 
necessary  for  him  to  hire  an  expert. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  Assessor  is  paid  by  the  county.  But  when 
you  come  to  assess  a  specific  piece  of  property,  and  you  make  the 
owner  of  that  proi>erty  pay  for  the  expense,  I  say  there  is  lust  as 
much  justice  in  making  a  merchant  pay  the  expense  of  assessing  his 
property.     It  is  a  mere  mode  of  ascertaining  its  value. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  move  to  amend  section  four,  by  inserting  after  the 
words  "  United  States,"  in  the  fourth  line,  the  words,  "  or  the  State." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  think  that  is  a  very  proper  amendment  and 
should  be  adopted.  I  would  inquire  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego, 
if  he  withdraws  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.     No,  sir. 
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BKUARKS   OF   MR.   CAPLKS. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  This  section  is  very  objectionable  as  it  comes  from  the 
committee,  and  the  amendments  make  it  worse  confounded.  They  are 
improvements  over  the  other  way.  Now,  sir,  permit  this  section  to 
stand,  and  you  will  roll  up  an  expense  that  will  be  enormous,  and  will 
extend  over  a  period  of  years.  As  a  matter  of  public  policy  it  is  unwise, 
and  I  very  much  desire  that  the  section  shall  be  stricken  out,  and  I  shall 
.move  to  that  effect.  And,  How,  sir,  in  regard  to  the  amendments  here 
offered,  let  us  see  what  they  amount  to.  I  would  like  to  inquire  of  the 
leeal  gentlemen,  if  there  be  any  such  advocating  these  amendments, 
where  they  find  any  law,  or  logic,  or  right,  or  justice,  in  forcing  a  man 
to  pay  such  an  expense  as  that.  I  call  your  attention  to  a  celebrated 
case  just  decided  by  the  Supreme  Ck>urt  of  the  United  States,  a  case 
which  was  taken  up  from  the  State  of  Kentucky.  The  Legislature  of 
that  State  by  statute  required  that  all  owners  of  unsurveyed  and  unoc- 
cupied lands  should  do  certain  surveying  within  a  given  period  of  time. 
The  land  owners  appealed,  and  the  Court  held  that  it  was  unconstitu- 
tional, as  it  was.  And  it  stands  substantially  and  precisely  upon  the 
same  basis.  If  that  was  unconstitutional  this  would  be.  I  deny  that 
there  is  any  necessity  for  this  expense.  What  is  your  Assessor  for  but 
to  go  and  work  at  the  land  and  value  it.  How  will  his  labor  be  facili- 
tated by  surveys  ?  He  might  survey  it  till  doomsday,  and  yet  get  no 
more  information  about  the  value  of  it  than  he  would  by  riding  over  it 
without  a  compass.  It  requires  no  great  amount  of  knowledge  if  a  man 
rides  over  a  piece  of  land  to  tell  its  value.  He  can  do  it  just  as  well  as 
if  he  had  a  whole  corps  6t  surveyors  there.  What  I  object  to  is  this 
attempt  to  interfere  with  private  rights.  It  is  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  inquisition,  because  that  is  what  it  amounts  to. 

Mr.  Swing.  I  call  your  attention  to  section  three  thousand  six  hun- 
dred and  thirty-four  of  the  Political  Code.  That  is  law  enough.  This 
is  no  new  principle.    It  is  the  statute  law  already. 

RBMARKS   OF  MR.  MCFARLAND. 

Mr.  McFAHLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to  this  section, 
and  opposed  to  the  amendment,  and  when  opportunity  offers  I  will  offer 
a  substitute.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  right  lor  the  State  to  go  into  the 
business  of  assessing  these  tracts  of  land  at  public  expense,  neither  do  I 
believe  it  is  right  to  compel  the  owners  to  have  it  surveyed  at  their  own 
expense.  I  will  offer  a  substitute  that  where  the  section  lines  have  been 
run  it  shall  be  surveyed  by  sections. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  For  the  purpose  of 
preventing  land  monopoly  this  is. the  most  important  section  in  this 
whole  report.  And  as  we  are  not  in  a  condition  to  dispose  of  it  to-day, 
I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  Itave  made  progress 
therein,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

PRESKMTATION. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  was  about  to  make  a  motion  to 
adjourn,  but  some  of  my  young  friends  have  some  business  on  hand,  and 
I  will  defer  it. 

At  this  point  Master  Henry  Durner,  one  of  the  Pages,  stepped  in  front 
of  the  desK  and  addressed  President  Hoge  as  follows : 

Mr.  President :  I  have  been  chosen  from  among  the  Pages  to  present  yon  with 
U^Is  testimonial.  The  time  has  arrived  when  the  Pages  of  this  ConTention — J.  D. 
Ricks,  August  Rose,  M.  Shepley,  E.  U.  Morris,  Carey  Goods^  J.  Doali,  Willie  Camp- 
bell, and  myself— desire  to  show  our  gratitude  towards  you  for  appointing  us  to  the 
position.  We  thanlc  you  most  heartily  for  the  many  kindnesses  you  have  shown  to 
us  during  the  ression  of  this  Convention.  We  have  not  chosen  anything  costly,  but 
something  which  will,  we  believe,  be  appreciated  by  you.  Many  were  the  aspirants 
for  positions  in  the  Convention,  but  you  have  seen  fit  to  choose  from  among  them 
the  eight  who  are  now  assembled  around  you.  Through  our  appointment  many  a 
heart  has  been  made  glad  and  many  a  home  rendered  happy.  We  have  tried  hard 
to  do  our  duty,  but  in  our  efforts  if  we,  percliance,  have  made  mistakes,  xve  hope 
that  you  and  the  Convention  will  overlook  them.  We  hope  that  with  this,  our  t«8ti- 
monial,  our  names  will  remain  in  your  memory.  We  know  that  you  are  growing 
old,  that  by  and  by  we  will  be  taking  ydbr  place,  but,  nevertheless.  I  hope  you  may 
have  many,  many  years  to  live,  and  that  this  simple  testimonial  will  often  bring  our 
names  back  to  your  memory.  [Applause.]  The  Convention,  I  have  no  donbt,  feel 
proud  of  you,  in  guiding  them  in  tnis,  a  great  era  in  the  history  of  the  State  of  Cal- 
ifornia. This  Convention  is,  perhaps,  the  last  that  will  be  called  during  your  life,  or 
even  during  ours.  This  Convention,  we  hope,  will  not  only  be  remembered  by  our 
people  hft're,  but  throughout  the  United  States  and  throughout  the  world.  I  desire 
now  to  present  yon  this  testimonial,  in  the  name  of  the  Pages,  who  Join  in  wishing 
you  a  happy  New  Tear,  and  may  your  life  be  all  sunshine  and  no  shadow. 
[Applause.  J 

The  cane  was  carried  up  and  handed  to  the  President  by  little  Willie 
Campbell,  one  of  the  Pages,  amid  great  applause. 

ADJOURNKKMT. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  move  that  the  Convention -do  now  adjourn  until 
Thursday,  at  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

Carriwl. 

And  at  twelve  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes  p.  m.,  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  Thursday,  January  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  sev- 
enty-nine, at  two  o'clock  p.  M. 


NINETY-SEVENTH    DAY. 

Sacramknto,  Thursday,  January  2d,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  pursuant  to  adjournment,  at  two  o'clock  p.  m., 
President  pro  tem.  Belcher  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 


Andrews, 
Ayers, 
Barbour, 
Barry, 
Barton, 
Belcher, 
Bell, 
'Biggs,  . 
Blackmer, 
Boggs, 
Boucher, 
Brown, 
Burt, 
Caples, 
Chapman, 
Charles, 
Condon, 
Cross, 
Crouch, 
Dowling, 
Doyle, 
Eagon, 
Edgerton, 
Estee, 
Estey, 
Evev, 
Fi  Ichor, 
Finney, 
Freeman, 
Freud, 
Garvey, 
Gorman, 
Grace, 
Gregg, 
Hale, 
Hall, 
Harrison, 
Harvey, 
Heiskell, 

Barnes, 

Beerstecher, 

Berry, 

Campbell, 

Casserly, 

Cowden, 

Davis, 

Dean, 


PBESIKT. 

Herold,  Prouty, 

Herrington,  Pulliam, 

Hitchcock,  Reddy, 

Holmes,  Reed, 
Howard, of  Los  Angeles,Reynolds, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa,  Rhodes, 


Huestis, 

Hughey, 

Hunter, 

Inraan, 

Johnson, 

Jones, 

Joyce, 

Kelley, 

Kenny, 

Kleine, 

Larapson 

Larkm, 

Larue, 

Lewis, 

Lindow, 

Mansfield, 


Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Thompson, 
McCallum,  Tinnin. 


Ringgold, 

Rolle, 

Schell, 

Schomp, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Stuart, 

Swenson, 

Swing, 

Terry, 


McComas, 

McConnell, 

McCoy, 

McFarland, 

McNutt, 

Mills, 

Moffat, 

Moreland, 

Morse, 

Nason, 

Neunaber, 

Noel, 

Ohleyer, 

Overton, 

Porter, 


ABSENT. 


TawcM, 

Glascock, 

Graves, 

Hager, 

Hilbom, 

Kepres, 

Lame, 

Lavi^e, 


Dudley,  of  Ban  Joaquin,Martm,  of  Alameda, 
Dudley,  of  Solano,  Miller,         • 

Dunlap,  Murphy, 

Farrell,  Nelson, 


Townsend, 

Tully, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 

West,      • 

Wickes, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Wyatt. 

O'Donnell, 

O'Sullivan, 

Shatter, 

Stedman, 

Sweasey, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Dyke, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Waters, 

Winans, 

Mr.  President. 


LKAVK  OP   ABSBNCR. 


Leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr.  Dudley,  of  Solano,  for  one  day ; 
to  Mr.  Keyes,  for  two  days;  to  Mr.  Waters,  for  one  week,  and  to  Mr. 
Laine,  for  one  week,  on  account  of  sickness. 

THB   JOURNAL. 

Mr.  lindow.    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Journal  be  dispensed 
with. 
So  ordered. 

NOTICK   OF   MOTION  TO   ADJOURN  SINK   DIB. 

Mr.  FINNEY.  Mr.  President:  I  give  notice  that  I  will,  on  Saturday 
morning,  introduce  the  following  resolution  in  regard  to  adjournment : 

Whereas,  This  Constitutional  Convention  was  ordered  by  a  small  m^ority  of  the 
people  of  the  State,  showing  that  they  were  unprepared  for  any  radical  change  in, 
the  urganic  law  *  and  whereas,  this  Convention  was  called  by  a  hostile  Legislature, 
which  so  framed  the  calling  Act  as  to  render  impossible  the  completion  of  its  work 
in  any  snch  thoughtful  and  finished  manner  as  to  make  it  acceptable  to  the  people, 
or  a  credit  to  the  State ;  and  whereas,  the  time  fixed  by  the  Legislature  for  the 
session  of  this  Convention  has  now  expired,  and  tlie  State  authorities  seem  disposed 
to  construe  against  it  every  technicality  of  the  law ;  and  whereas,  it  is  now  evident 
tliat  only  a  doubtful  quorum  can  be  kept  together,  which  will  not  fully  represent  the 
various  interests  of  the  ScatSK  and  whereas,  it  seems  to  us  desirable  to  resubmit  the 
whole  matter  to  the  people  of  the  State,  that  they  may  take  such  action  therein  as 
may  to  them  appear  best ;  therefore. 

Resolved,  That.tho  President  appoint  a  committee  of  five,  whose  duty  it  shall  be 
to  prepare  an  address  to  the  people  of  the  State,  setting  forth  btiefly  the  varlons 
causes  and  circnmstances  which  have  prevented  the  Convention  from  completing  its 
labors,  and  requesting  them  to  elect  a  Legislature  which  shall  make  the  necessary 
appropriations  for  the  completion  of  the  work  of  the  Convention,  if,  on  full  conrider- 
ation,  they  desire  it  to  be  completed;  the  address  to  be  reported  on  or  before  the 
sixth  day  of  January, Instant. 

Resolved,  That  when  this  Convention  adjourns  on  the  sixth  day  of  January,  it 
stands  adjourned  to  the  first  Monday  in  September,  A.  D.  eighteen  hundred  and 
eighty,  at  which  time  it  shall  convene  and  proceed  with  its  work,  provided  the  Legis- 
lature shall  have  made  the  appropriations  necessary  for  the  expenses  of  the  Con- 
vention. 

Mr.  caples.     I  move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 

Mr.  white.     Ayes  and  noes.     I  want  to  know  who  the  traitors  are. 

Mr.  FINNEY.  The  resolution  is  not  offered  yet.  I  simply  read  it 
for  information.    I  ask  leave  to  have  it  printed  in  the  Journal. 

Thk  president  pro  tem.  The  gentleman  has  not  offered  the  reso- 
lution yet.     He  asks  leave  to  have  it  printed  in  the  Journal. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  That  is  a  motion,  and  I  move  to 
lay  it  on  the  table,  upon  which  I  call  the  ayes  and  noes. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.    Mr.  President :   I  do  not  understand  that  the 
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resolution  is  before  the  Conventioa  at  all.  The  gentleman  merely  gave 
notice  that  he  would  introduce  it. 

Mb.  white.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  allowed  to  go  on  the  Journal,  for 
I  think  it  is  disgraceful,  and  I  think  it  should  not  go  on  the  Journal. 

Thb  president.    The  motion  is  to  print  it  in  the  Journal. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Ho  simply  gives  notice  that  he  will  introduce 
that  resolution  on  Saturday. 

Mr.  CAPLES.    He  asks  to  l^ve  it  printed  in  the  Journal. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.     I  believe  the  motion  was  to  print 

Thb  PRESIDENT  pro  tem.  I  understood  the  gentleman  asked  leave 
to  have  it  printed  in  the  Journal. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  That  is  a  motion^  and  a  motion  to 
lay  it  on  the  table  is  in  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tem.    There  is  no  second. 

Mr.  AYERS.    Fire  it  out 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    I  move  the  Convention  resolve  itself 

KEW   BULB. 

Mb.  cross.    Before  that  motion  is  put,  I  wish  to  send  up  a  notice. 
The  SECRETARY  read : 

I  hereby  give  notice  thnt  at  the  next  session  of  the  Convention  I  will  move  to 
adopt  an  additional  standing  rule,  as  fullows: 

When  the  Convention  shall  have  refused,  by  vote,  to  have  the  previous  question 
put,  the  Convention  shall  proceed  in  all  respects  as  tkough  no  such  vote  had  been 
taken. 

Laid  over  for  one  day. 

PBOPOSBD   AMENDMENT. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  Mr.  President:  I  ask  leave  to  read  a  proposed  sec- 
tion in  relation  to  fire  and  marine  insurance  companies.  I  ask  leave  to 
have  it  printed  in  the  Journal  and  referred  to  tne  Committee  on  Mis- 
cellaneous Subjects. ' 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

''Section  1.  The  amount  named  in  either  a  fire  or  marine  insurance 
policy  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  true  value  of  the  property  insured. 

''  Skg.  2.  Fire  and  marine  insurance  companies  shall  not  Aoaibine  for 
the  purpose  of  regulating  the  rates  of  insurance,  under  peMrty  of  for- 
feiture of  charter,  or  the  right  to  do  business  in  this  State.'' 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Miscellaneous  Subjects. 

BBVEKUE   AND   TAXATION. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into 
Committtee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  pro  tem.  in  the  Chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and 
Taxation. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.    The  second  section  and  amendments  are  before 
the  committee. 
[Mb.  EAGON  in  the  chair.] 

SPEECH  OF  MB.  JOHNSON. 

Mb.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  not  monopolized  any  of 
the  time  of  this  Convention  in  the  discussion  of  this  subject,  and  I  shall 
endeavor  now  to  be  brief  in  what  I  have  to  say.  I  wish  to  call  your 
attention  to  such  points  as  I  deem  worthy  of  consideration.  There  are 
certain  well  established  and  conceded  principles  in  regard  to  taxation,  to 
which  it  will  be  well  enough  to  advert,  and  which  we  should  bear  in 
mind,  that  we  may  not  be  1^  astray  by  false  lights. 

Mr.  Coolev  says,  in  his  Constitutional  Limitations:  "Taxation  is  the 
equivalent  for  the  protection  which  the  government  affords  to  the  persons 
and  property  of  its  citizens;  and  as  all  are  alike  protected,  so  all  alike 
should  bear  the  burden,  in  proportion  to  the  interests  secured."  Again : 
"  When  taxation  takes  money  for  the  public  use,  the  taxpayer  receives, 
or  is  supposed  to  receive,  his  just  compensation  in  the  protection  which 
government  affords  to  his  life,  liberty,  and  propertv,  and  in  the  increase 
in  the  value  of  his  possessions,  by  the  use  to  which  the  government 
applies  the  money  raised  by  the  tax;  and  either  of  these  benefits  will 
support  the  burden." 

Again,  he  cites  the  case  of  The  People  vs.  The  Mayor  of  Brooklyn, 
4  N.  Y.  419,  with  approval,  in  which  the  Court  say:  "A  rich  man 
derives  more  benefit  from  taxation  in  the  protection  and  improvement 
of  bis  property  than  a  poor  man,  and  ought  therefore  to  pay  more." 

The  very  able  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation 
in  the  Ohio  Constitutional  Convention  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
three  and  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy -lour,  in  speaking  of  the  pro- 
vision in  the  Ohio  Constitution  of  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-one,  in 
respect  to  taxation,  says:  '*  It  is,  in  fact,  and  should  ever  be  recognized 
as  the  true  mode  of  distributing  the  public  burdens,  for  it  measures  everv 
man's  contribution  to  the  government  by  the  amount  of  protection  which 
the  government  sives  to  him  and  his  property.  The  principle  of  taxa- 
tion should  be, and  must  be,  in  all  well  regulated  governments  where  there 
are  no  privileged  classes  of  property,  that  all  the  property  should  pay  its 
distributive  share  to  the  support  of  the  government,  and  to  the  discharge 
of  the  public  burdens,  just  m  proportion  to  the  amount  of  the  value  of 
the  property  protected  by  the  government  and  its  laws." 

I  cite  these  authorities  because  some  gentlemen  are  very  sensitive 
about  double  taxation,  and  in  order  that  we  may  go  back  to  the  true 
theory  of  taxation,  the  basis  upon  which  this  sovereign  power  rests, 
which  is  the  protection  which  the  citizen  derives  from  the  Government. 
If,  therefore,  the  citizen  transfers  his  property,  and  receives  in  lieu 
thereof  something  else,  which  has  a  money  value,  be  it  a  mortgage,  a 
note,  or  simply  a  parol  promise  to  pay,  and  government  protects  him 
and  his  legal  rights  in  this  line  of  business,  opens  the  doors  of  its  forums 
of  justice  to  vindicate  his  claim  for  redress,  when  his  debtor  fails  to 
respond  to  his  obligation,  on  what  principle  can  it  be  insisted  that  he 
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should  not  pay  for  this  protection  in  the  form  of  taxation,  when  taxa- 
tion is  basedf  upon  the  protection  which  the  government  gives  to  the 
citizen. 

One  man  sells  his  land  and  gets  in  lieu  thereof  mortgage  notes.  Gov- 
ernment protects  the  vendor  in  his  mortgage  notes,  and  the  vendee  in 
his  land.  There  is  no  increase  in  property,  but  there  is  a  change  of 
properties,  which  the  government  recognizes  and  upholds,  and  it  is  this 
protection  which  the  government  extends  over  a  man's  property,  and  all 
the  changes  and  shapes  which  it  assumes  in  the  business  affairs  of  life, 
which  underlies  the  sovereign  right  of  taxation. 

Passing  from  this  point,  as  to  what  constitutes  the  basis  of  taxation,  I 
come  to  another  proposition,  and  to  sustain  this  I  also  cite  from  Cooley. 
He  says :  ''Absolute  eouality  and  strict  justice  are  unattainable  in  tax 
proceedings.  It  must  happen,  under  any  tax  law,  that  some  property 
will  be  taxed  twice,  while  other  property  will  escape  taxation  altogether. 
Instances  will  occur  where  persons  will  be  taxed  as  owners  of  property 
which  has  ceased  to  exist."  It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  therefore,  that, 
so  far  as  the  equality  or  justice  of  taxation  is  concerned,  it  is  only  approx- 
imative, and  lon^  after  this  Convention  shall  have  ended  its  labors,  the 
Sisyphean  toil  will  remain  for  other  Constitutional  Conventions  to  grap- 
ple with,  how  nearly  can  the  approach  be  made  to  the  ideal  standard  of 
equality  and  justice  in  taxation.  My  proposition  is,  that  perfect  equal- 
ity in  taxation  is  a  chimera,  an  eidolon  of  the  brain. 

They  who  claim  that  only  tangible  and  visible  property  should  be 
taxed,  dannot  fail  to  see  that  this  is  not  entirely  practicable.  The  retail 
merchant  often  buys  his  goods  of  the  wholesale  merchant  who  has  paid 
the  taxes  on  the  goods,  and  then  takes  them  to  another  jurisdiction,  to  a 
different  locus,  where  he  is  assessed  for  the  same  goods,  and  is  compelled 
to  submit  to  double  taxation.  In  formulating  any  system  of  taxation, 
we  must  take  human  nature  just  as  we  find  it,  with  its  disposition  to 
shirk  the  demands  of  the  State,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  imperious 
exigencies  of  the  State  itself,  its  duty  to  extend  protection  to  all  its  citi- 
zens and  property  of  every  kind,  and  maintain  its  dignity  and  power; 
and  from  these  postulata  we  must  systematize  our  tax  laws  so  as  to 
make  them  as  nearly  as  may  be  practical,  effectual,  equal,  and  uniform. 
Abandoning  Utopian  theories  and  aspirations  after  p^ect  equality  and 
ideal  perfection,  we  must  come  down  to  practical  details.  The  armor  of 
constitutional  provisions  is  generally  iron-clad,  and  we  are  not  in  favor 
of  inaugurating  any  ^meriments  in  it,  especially  on  this  all-important 
subject  of  taxation.  We  want  to  wait  no  long  efflux  of  years  for  some 
slow  problem  to  work  its  own  solution,  such  as  David  A.  Wells,  the  dis- 
tinguished financier,  has  proposed.  He  says, ''  that  all  taxes  equate  and 
dinuse  themselves,  and  that  if  levied  with  certainty  and  uniformity 
upon  tangible  property,  and  fixed  signs  of  propertv,  they  will,  by  a  dif- 
fusion and  repercussion,  reach  and  burden  all  visible  and  also  all  invisi- 
ble and  intangible  property  with  unerring  certainty  and  equality."  His 
doctrine  is  to  ''  tax  out  a  few  things,  and  then  have  those  taxes  diffuse, 
adiust,  and  apportion  themselves  oy  the  inflexible  laws  of  trade  and 
political  economy." 

The  people  of  California  have  been  waiting  ever  since  the  decision  of 
our  Supreme  Court,  in  the  case  of  The  People  vs.  Hibemia  Bank,  for 
these  taxes  on  tangible  property  to  equate  and  diffuse  themselves,  so 
that  by  some  system  of  diffusion  and  reperciission  they  would  reach  and 
burden  all  visible  property.  But  the  process  is  too  slow ;  the  Fabian 
tactics  of  delay,  the  Micawber  expectancy  of  something's  turning  up, 
must  be  abandoned  for  a  system  of  taxatfon,  which  shall  be  general, 
vigorous,  and  operative.  We  have  had  enoueh  of  this  diffusive,  reper- 
cussive  taxation.  By  way  of  further  elucidation  of  our  pspposition 
that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  perfect  equality  in  taxation,  Ve  may 
instance  the  fact  that  the  shapes  which  taxation  practically  assumes  are 
protean.  It  may  be  in  the  form  of  duties,  imports,  and  excise.  It  may 
DC  in  the  form  of  license  fees.  It  may  be  specific,  as  on  corporations,  in 
reference  to  amount  of  capital  stock,  busiiiess  done,  or  profits  earned. 
It  may  be  direct  on  propertv  according  to  value,  as  on  real  estate  and 
tangible  personal  property ;  but  there  is  one  great  underlying  principle 
which  should  govern  all  taxation,  and  that  is,  uniformity  in  the  tax 
levy.    This  requirement  is  universal. 

If  all  men  were  honest;  if  the  laws  would  not  be  evaded;  if  no 
encouragement  to  deception,  lies,  and  perjury  was  given  thereby,  so  as 
to  make  it  against  public  policy,  it  would  seem  that  for  the  purposes  of 
taxation  debts  should  be  deducted  from  credits;  in  other  words,  that 
intangible  indebtedness  should  be  deducted  from  intangible  credits,  and 
that  the  residuum  and  all  visible  property  should  be  taxed  ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  if  this  cannot  be  done  successfully,  all  visible  property  should  be 
subject  to  the  burden,  because  it  hks  a  situs  and  can  always  be  reached, 
and  mortgages  and  solvent  credits  should  also  be  ti^ed,  because, 
though  they  have  not  a  situs  as  visible  or  tangible  property,  they  are 
equally  protected  by  the  government  and  represent  a  money  value,  and 
for  all  purposes  of  transfer  and  exchange  are  property.  They  have  all 
the  inaicia  of  property.  Lands,  houses,  and  all  other  visible  property 
may  be  purchased  with  them,  and  no  other  values  be  passed  oetween 
the  contracting  parties.  The  coffers  of  any  bank  will  respond  to  their 
presentation,  and  in  the  business  ramifications  of  life,  they  are  not  only 
valuable,  and  universally  regarded  as  such,  but  they  also  subserve  the 
purposes  of  mutual  convenience.  They  are  the  subjects  of  the  law's 
protection,  as  much  as  any  other  kind  of  wealth.  They  are  equally 
protected  by  the  civil  and  criminal  laws.  Larceny  may  be  committed 
of  them,  and  many  a  felon  has  experience  to  his  sorrow,  that  as  between 
them  and  other  kinds  of  property,  *'  their  partitions  do  their  bounds 
divide."  The  difference  is  a  good  deal  like  the  difference  between  a 
Jew  and  a  Christian,  in  the  language  of  Shylock  : 

''Hath  not  a  Jew  eyes;  hath  not  a  Jew  hands,  organs,  dimensions, 
senses,  affections,  passions?  fed  with  the  same  food,  hurt  with  the  same 
weapons,  subject  to  the  same  diseases,  healed  by  the  same  means, 
warmed  and  cooled  by  the  same  Winter  and  Summer,  as  a  Christian  is? 
If  you  prick  us,  do  we  not  bleed?  if  you  tickle  us,  do  we  not  laugh? 
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But  it  is  said  that  our  Supreme  Court,  in  the  case  o!  Tho  People  v«. 
HibemJB  Bank,  have  decided  that  credits  are  not  propertv.     That  decis- 

thirleen,  article  eleven,  requiring  that  taxslton  eLall  be  equal  and  uni- 
form throughout  the  State.  It  is  very  apparent  that  thig  idea  of  equality 
and  Qi]ifi>rmity*wa9  predominant  in  that  decision,  for  theyeay:  "Tiiat 
causes  of  action  are  dependent  on  (oo  many  continEencies  to  be  rspable 
'  of  appraisement  which  shall  accord  trith  any  rule  of  equity  or  uniform- 
ity of  Yalue,^H  loo  plain  for  argument."  Again,  they  aay  ;  "The  Con- 
atitation  provides  that  no  property,  aa  property,  shall  be  taxed  except 
■uch  as  ia  capable  of  valuation  by  the  .Assessor,  which  ahall  be  relatively 

Sual  and  uniform  with  that  affixed  to  all  other  property."  In  the  case 
^vinn  and  Loan  Society  vs.  Austin  et  al.,  in  fortj-aiith  of  California 
Reports.  1  nntice,  in  the  ailment  of  a  distingutehed  gentleman  of  this 
Convention,  that  he  givn  it  as  the  result  of  his  investijtations,  that  credits 
ore  taxed  in  Florida,  Indiana,  Kansaa,  MinneeoCa,  Michigan.  Oregon, 
Ohio,  Weat  Virginia,  Louisiana,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Iowa,  Connecticut, 
Maagachnaetls,  New  York,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  Hampshire. 
Wiscoosia,  Geoi^a,  Alabama,  and  Missouri,  either  under  direct  and 
explicit  constitutional  provisions,  or  legislative  enactments  in  pursuance 
of  the  reserved  sovereisn  powers  of  the  Legislature. 

amendment  proposed  by  my  colleague,  but  they  are  not  af  such  a  char- 
acter as  will  prevent  my  voting  for  it.  I  will  state  concisely  vhat  my 
preferenee  would  be.  I  find  in  the  Constitutions  of  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Arkansas,  and  MinneBota,  the  following  provision  ; 

"  Laws  shall  be  passed  taxing,  by  »  uniform  rule,  all  moneys,  credit*, 
invettments  in  bunds,  stocks,  joint  stock  companies,  or  otherwise,  and 
also  all  real  and  personal  property  according  to  its  true  value  in  money." 

"  ~"    '"  1-     ^     ^    r         ..  ■    .  .,  g(Q^.i(g^  joint  stock  com] 

e  bonds,  raoitgages,  and  franchises,  tbe 
provision  will  read  llius: 

"  Laws  shall  be  passed  taxing  all  moneys,  credits,  mortgages,  invest- 
menta  in  bonds,  franchises,  and  all  real  and  personal  property  accord- 
ing to  its  true  value  in  money." 

Of  course  this  would  be  Tollowed  by  subsequent  sections  as  to  faxing 
stocks,  and  deducting  debts  from  credits,  if  this  latter  should  be  deemed 
advisable.  I  believe  such  a  provision,  besides  substantially  complving 
with  Uie  constitutional  provisions  in  four  or  five  of  the  SUtes  of  the 
Union,  would  be  a  clearer  and  more  potent  provision  than  that  contained 
in  tbe  proposed  amendment.  The  word  "credits"  is  shorter,  and  will 
include  "  notes,  evidences  of  indebtedness,  and  solvent  debts,"  in  (he 
Moreland  amendment;  besides,  the  words  "  solvent  debla,"  is  a  misno- 
mer when  applied  (o  choses  in  action  held  by  the  creditor—tbey  are  not 
""'"    '  ""    '    '  bis  credits.     Again,  the  word  "solvent"  ii  misapplied, 


limiting  only  debts,  and  not  applying  to  bonds,  notes,  mortgages,  .. 

evidences  ol^  indebtedness.    This  misapplication   would  occasion  tin 

nme  animadversion  whicb  the  Supreme  Court  gave  utterance  to  in  tht 


casaof  The  People  vs.  Hibernia  Bank.  Referring  to  the  provision  in 
Political  Code,  to  the  effect  that  personal  properly  includes  money,  goods, 
chattels,  evidences  of  debt,  and  things  in  action,  (hey  aay  that  under 
that  provision,  "unleaa  the_  provision  in  the  Constitution  limits  or 
restrains  the  power  of  the  Legislature,  it  is  the  du(y  of  AsEcsaore  (o  assess, 
not  only  mortgages,  but  all  debts,  solvent  or  not  solvent,  and  also  all 

UiiS  beoBilse  I  think  the  word  solvent  misplaced.  But.  in  the  provision 
which  1  have  euggested,  (he  word  solvent  is  not  necessary,  because 
everything  is  to  be  assessed  according  to  its  true  value  in  money.  It  is 
my  judgment  that  a  provision  of  this  kind  would  be  more  satisfaclflry, 
and  a  clearer  expression  of  thesubjectaof  taxation, and,  allbough  I  shall 
vote  for  my  colleague's  amendment,  yet  !  wish  lo  say  that  in  the  event 
it  does  uot  prevail  i  shall  offer  the  following  : 

"  Laws  siiall  be  passed  taxing  all  moneys,  credits,  mortgages,  invest- 
ment in  bonds,  franchises,  and  all  real  and  ]«rsona1  property,  according 
to  its  true  value  in  money. except  aa  hereinafter  provided;  and  no  prop- 
erty shell  be  exempt  from  taxation  except  growing  crops  and  such  as 
may  be  used  exclusively  for  public  schools,  or  places  of  burial  not  used 
for  private  or  corporate  profit,  and  such  as  may  belong  to  the  United 
Btates,  this  State.any  county  or  municipal  corporation  within  this  State, 
and  institutions  of  purely  public  charity." 

I  use  the  words  "  investment  in  bonds,"  instead  of  simply  "  bonds," 
•1  in  the  Moreland  amendment,  which  includes  tao  much.  There  are 
many  different  kinds  of  bonds,  and  some  of  them  do  not  prove 
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peciGc  taxes  sought  to  be  laid  on  corpo- 

of  the  comniitlce's  report,  I  think  it 

would  be  advisable  to  qualify  the  words  that  "  laws  shall  be  passed  tax- 


ing all  real  and  personal  property  according  to  its  true  value  in  mont 
by  the  additional  words.  "  except  as  hereinafter  provided." 

It  will  be  noticed,  also,  that  the  words  in  the  clause  excepting  certnin 
property  from  taxation,  aa  I  have  suggested,  leave  less  room  for  doubt, 
and  they  are  substantially  the  same  as  in  the  Constitution  of  Missouri 
of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- five.  The  power  to  exempt  from  taxation 
iroperty  for  charitable  purposes  is  left  with  tho  Legislature  in  the  fol- 

'^institutions:  Pennsylvania.  Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas, 

1,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oregon.  South  Carolina,  Viiginia,  and 
West  Virginia.  And  in  most  of  these  Constitutions  the  same  power  is 
left  with  the  Legislature  in  respect  l«  exempting  cemeteries.  In  many 
of  the  other  Constitutions  there  is  very  little  said  about  taxation,  leaving 
the  whole  subject  with  the  Legislature;  and  of  course,  under  the  general 
grant  of  legislative  authority  over  the  subject  of  taxation,  as  well  aa 
where  nothing  is  provided  on  tbe  subject,  the  Legislature  possesses  the 
power  of  exemption,  but  I  have  not  had  time  to  examine  the  laws  of 
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hose  States  and  ascertain  (ij  what  extent  th 
ied  in  respect  (o  chari(able  ins(i(utioiis. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  thia  t 
a  which  the  people  of  my  county  are  more  i 
ion  of  mortgages  and  solvent  credits,  and 
upport  any  amendment  which  bas  a  proj 
ccomplish  this  most  desirable  result,  althc 
id  the  phraseology  to  b*  11! 


iperty  mortgages  and  st 


Ma.  WILSON,  of  First  DietricL    Mr.  Cba 
that  I  was  not  able  to  be  present  in  the  Co 
this  discusGion.     A  great  many  gentlemen  hi 
lubject  under  consideration 

people,  and  being  ready  now  lo  be  cf 


ge  to  anybody,  i 
^     ,ile,  and  being  r(     . 

may  be  presenled,  I  regret  that  I  did  not  hea 
have  spoken, as  I  might  have  obtained  some 
as  to  the  right  rouise  fo  pursue  here.  I  have 
years  past,  considerable  thought.  1  have  . 
upon  the  subject — notions  which  have  been 
study,  and  which  are  more  and  more  confii 
and  liear  the  matter  discussed.  Not  (bat  I  a 
viction,  for  I  hope  never  to  be.  but  as  far  ai 
as  far  as  my  studies  go,  my  preconceived  no 
I  am  ready  to  give  way  whenever  any  genth 
the  contrary  which  are  well  founded  and  dei 


inced  aa  to  what  is  right,  H 


that 

This  subject  is  a  difficult  one.  That  it  hai 
is  no  doubt.  It  is  a  subject  that  baa  occupied 
great  politic  economists,  and  great  slatesm 
who  was  the  first  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury 
"  There  ia  no  part  of  tbe  administration  of  f 
such  extensive  information  and  a  thorough  ku 
political  economy  so  much  as  the  business  of 

subject,  and  therefore,  in  approaching  tbe  s 
views  in  no  dogmatic  manner,  but  with  the 

Now.  I  agree  with  the  last  gentleman  wt 
the  authorities  which  he  cited,  showing  tb 
equality  is  D0(  to  be  obtained.  But  it  should 
aa  possible.  I  do  not  suppose  any  member  n 
osition.  It  is  a  principle  to  be  followed  as  a  1 
we  cannot  absolutely  obtain  equality  is  no 
approximate  to  it.  Therefore,  looking  at  it 
chat  equality  and  uniformity  must  he  sough 
discuss  any  great  question  of  government,  o 
we  agree  upon  some  general  and  common  pr 
■y  principles  and  attempt  lo  oit 

which 


le  questions  h 


ing  fundamental  principles.     So  agreeing,  w( 

I  wit)  not  debate  the  question  now  before  t 
will  not  agree  to  that  proposition.  He  is  b* 
taxation  should  not  be  equal  and  uniform, 
provision  in  Amerieau  Constitutions.  There 
be  found  in  which  it  is  not  expressed  in  prec 

with  this  proposilioij  as  something  not  to  be  i 
What  is  the  next  proposition  ?  Tliat  (bere 
That  is  another  elementary  principle  that  we 
think  any  gentleman  will  b«  found  who  wi 
favor  of  double  taxation.  Of  courae,  there  m 
taxation  under  any  system,  but  it  will  be  ' 


:ax  the  homestead  over  and  o 
.to  raise  the 
1 1«  be  laid 
:ial  principli 

ent  capitation  lax,  except  to  a  vi 
.  poll  tax.     We  have  had  a  poll  tax  fo 


for  a' 


hardly  worth  mentioning,  except  lo  d 
upon   property.      So,  (hat  ia  ou(  of  view. 
County  observed,  it  is  a  false  quantity— a  ^ 

mathematics,  a  false  quantity  is  to  be  rejected,  so  here  we  reject  tl 
lementary  principle,  abd  that  ia  that  taxes  are 


>per(y  to  be  faxed,  and  the  mode  i  ^ 

11.  Tiow,  wnai  IS  taxation  T  It  has  been  defined  bere  by  several  gen- 
tlemen iu  different  ways.  The  last  gentleman  who  spoke,  the  gende- 
- --  ' " gave  Cooley's  definition.     Cool ey  is — ' — "■ 
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[Mr.  "Wilson  here  gave  definitions  of  taxation  according  to  several 
authors  which  he  cited.] 

The  power  of  taxation  is  one  of  the  greatest  attributes  of  sovereignty ; 
it  is  a  necessary  power.  It  may  be  regarded  as  an  exaction  which  the 
highest  power — the  sovereign — makes  of  the  subject,  to  pay  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  government.  The  question  of  protection,  as  a  consideration 
for  taxation,  amounts  to  nothing,  for  the  humblest  citizen — the  tramp, 
who  has  not  a  dollar  in  the  world,  or  reputation,  or  home,  or  place  to 
lay  his  head — is  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  law,  Government  is  a 
complex  piece  of  machinery,  and  only  runs  at  great  expense.  The  true 
question,  then,  is  this:  What  is  the  best  system  of  taxation  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  government?  In  every  State  in  the  Union,  with  the  exception 
of  the  instances  mentioned  by  gentlemen  here,  the  matter  of  taxation  is 
left  to  legislative  discretion,  with  only  certain  broad  principles  on  the 
subject  laid  down  in  the  Constitution.  In  some  few  States  the  Consti- 
tution fixe«  the  objects  and  subjects  of  taxation,  and  makes  it  mandatory 
upon  the  Legislature.  In  most  cases  it  is  left  with  the  Legislature  to 
select  the  objects  and  subjects  on  which  taxes  should  be  levied  consistent 
with  the  general  principles  of  equality  and  uniformity — the  tax  being 
upon  property,  and  not  upon  persons.  The  Legislature  should  have  this 
discretionary  power.  My  individual  opinion  is  that  the  Constitution 
should  only  prescribe  that  all  real  estate  and  all  tangible  property  shall 
be  taxed,  and  that  such  taxation  shall  be  according  to  value,  and  that 
the  Legislature  should  have,  beyond  that,  the  power  and  discretion  of 
imposing  any  other  tax  that  it  might  see  fit,  except  a  capitation  tax. 
Then  the  Legislature,  in  its  di^retion,  could  enact  a  stamp  act,  a  tax 
upon  incomes,  or  a  tax  upon  anything  else,  according  to  the  necessities 
or  the  State  at  the  time. 

That  would  be  justice  to  all,  and  would  leave  it  more  elastic — in  a 
better  condition,  and  more  in  accordance  with  the  general  principles 
prevailing  in  all  the  States  of  the  Union.  That  would  tax  everything 
that  should  be  taxed,  except  in  some  particular  crisis,  when  it  might 
become  necessary  to  pass  a  stamp  Act,  or  enforce  an  income  tax,  or  tax 
on  something  else.  The  question  here  is,  what  shall  we  prescribe  in  the 
Constitution?  What  should  be  put  into  it  in  the  shape  of  mandatory 
provisions,  compelling  the  Legislature  to  act?  Shall  the  tax  be  upon 
real  estate?  Everybody  agrees  to  the  proposition  that  real  estate  should 
be  taxed.  Everybody,  I  believe,  agrees  that  tangible  personal  property 
should  be  taxed.  When  we  have  gone  beyond  that,  we  have  entered 
upon  a  very  disputable  domain.  Now,  in  its  true  and  proper  sense, 
when  we  have  taken  real  estate  and  tangible  [)er3onal  projjerty,  we  have 
all  there  is  that  is  property.  When  you  go  beyond  that,  you  are  getting 
into  deep  water.  l>ebts  are  incorporeal ;  they  are  simply  creations  of  the 
mind,  and  exist  only  in  contemplation.  A  right  of  way  across  a  man's 
laud  would  be  incorporeal.  It  is  not  real  prof>erty ;  it  is  not  perstmal 
property.  It  mav  be  of  great  value,  and  yet  not  be  property.  He  does 
not  own  the  landf;  he  does  not  own  a  stick  grown  on  the  land;  and  yet 
therighttopassacrossit  is  a  valuable  right.  It  is  incorporeal.  And  there 
are  vast  numbers  of  things  which  are  valuable,  and  which  are  taken 
cognizance  of  by  the  law,  and  yet  which  nobody  ever  thought  of  putting  on 
the  assessment  roll  and  taxing,  because  they  are  purely  creations  of  the 
mind.  We  find  far  back  in  very  early  times  that  this  doctrine  was  laid 
down  very  plainly.  I  will  read  now  a  few  brief  extracts  from  an 
authority  which  mv  friend  from  Sonoma  will  recognize: 

Sir  William  Blackstone  says  (Blk.  2  Com.,  p.  17),  in  defining  heredita- 
ments, that  they  are  of  two  kinds — corporeal  and  incorporeal.  *'  Cor- 
poreal consist  of  such  as  affect  the  senses;  such  as  may  be  seen  and 
nandled  by  the  body.  Incorporeal  are  not  the  object  of  sensation ;  can 
neither  be  seen  nor  handled;  are  creatures  of  the  mind,  and  exist  only 
in  contemplation.  An  incorporeal  hereditament  is  a  right  issuing 
out  of  a  thing  corporate  (whether  real  or  personal),  or  concerning,  or 
annexed  to,  or  exercisable  within  the  same.  It  is  not  the  thing  corporate 
itself,  which  may  consist  in  lands,  houses,  jewels,  or  the  like,  but  some- 
thing collateral  thereto,  as  a  rent  issuing  out  of  those^  lands,  or  houses, 
or  an  office  relating  to  those  jewels.  In  short,  as  the  logicians  speak, 
corporeal  hereditaments  are  the  substance,  which  may  be  always  seen, 
always  handled.  Incorporeal  hereditaments  are  but  a  sort  of  accidents 
which  inhere  in  and  are  supported  by  that  substance,  and  may  belong, 
or  not  belong,  to  it,  without  any  visible  alteration  therein.  Their  exist- 
ence is  merely  in  idea  and  abstracted  contemplation,  though  their  effects 
and  profits  may  be  frequently  objects  of  our  bodilv  senses.  And,  indeed, 
if  we  would  fix  a  clear  notion  of  an  incorporeal  hereditament,  we  must 
be  careful  not  to  confound  together  the  profits  produced,  and  the  thing, 
or  hereditament,  which  produces  them.  An  annuity,  for  instance,  is  an 
incorporeal  hereditament,  for  though  the  money,  which  is  the  fruit  or 
product  of  this  annuity,  is  doubtless  of  a  corporeal  nature,  yet  the 
annuity  itself,  which  produces  that  money,  is  a  tning  invisible,  has  only 
a  mental  existence,  and  cannot  be  delivered  over  from  hand  to  hand." 

A  laborer's  lien,  for  instance,  exists  purely  in  contemplation.  There- 
fore, it  is  called  in  law  an  incorporeal  right.  It  cannot,  like  corporeal 
property,  be  seen  and  handled.  It  exists  merely  in  contemplation; 
there  is  nothing  corporeal,  and  there  is  therefore  no  property.  He  can- 
not take  it  and  handle  it,  and  yet  it  is  of  value  to  him.  Choses  in  action 
are  thines  which  you  cannot  recover  without  a  lawsuit,  unless  volun- 
tarily paid.  The  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin  says,  a  man  can  be  put 
in  jail  for  stealing  a  promissory  note.  I  say  at  common  law  it  could 
not  be  done,  because  it  was  held  not  to  be  property.  It  is  only  by  virtue 
of  a  California  statute  that  stealing  a  promissory  note  is  made  a  larceny. 
But  the  English  law,  from  which  we  derive  the  great  bulk  of  our  laws, 
did  not  regard  a  promissory  note  as  property,  and  it  was  no  larceny  to 
steal  it.  Nor  was  a  debt,  as  a  debt,  assignable;  negotiable  paper,  which 
depended  upon  great  mercantile  principles,  was  assignable,  out  a  debt 
itself  was  not,  as  such,  assignable  at  law,  because  it  was  not  a  thing  cor- 
poreal. Debts  were  simply  incorporeal  things,  and  not  assignable. 
There  are  many  things  which  may  te  mentioned  of  the' same  character 
which  have  value,  but  which  could  not  be  taxed.    Let  us  take  some 


instances.  A  man  rides  upon  the  railroad,  and  through  some  negligence 
of  the  railroad  employes  nas  his  leg  broken.  He  has  a  cause  of  action 
against  the  railroad  company.  He  has  a  chose  in  action.  He  has  a 
claim  for  damages  for  a  broken  leg.  Are  you  going  to  tax  that  claim? 
When  the  Assessor  comes  around  to  the  hospital  where  the  man  is  lying 
with  his  broken  leg,  and  learns  that  he  has  a  claim  against  the  railroad 
company  because  of  his  broken  leg  and  injured  feelings,  is  he  to  tax  that 
claim?  Is  it  property?  It  has  value.  He  has  a  claim  at  law  and  he 
may  assign  it,  oecause  we  have  changed  the  common  law  with  regard  to 
the  assignability  of  choses  in  action. 

We  next  find  a  man  with  a  patent  right.  It  may  be  most  valuable. 
Some  of  the  most  valuable  thing^i  owned  are  in  the  shape  of  patent 
rights.  So,  also,  I  may  own  a  patent  almost  indispensable  to  a  railroad 
company,  and  I  may  charge  a  large  royalty  for  the  use  of  it.  It  is 
mine;  it  is  the  result  of  my  ingenuity,  and  they  cannot  use  it  without 
paying  me  a  royalty.  The  Government  has  given  me  the  exclusive 
right  (or  the  purpose  of  encouraging  invention.  Yet,  whoever  thought 
of  taxing  that  kind  of  property?  Take,  also,  a  copyright.  I  have 
written  a  book.  No  man  can  print  it  except  by  my  consent.  It  is 
valuable;  but  whoever  thought  of  taxing  it?  Take  a  newspaper  with 
an  immense  circulation,  and  the  value  of  the  actual  property  employed 
bears  no  relation  to  the  real  value  of  the  concern;  yet  whoever  heard 
of  the  good  will  of  a  newspaper  being  taxed?  You  may  tax  the  type 
and  the  press:  but  the  ^reat  value  of  a  newsjmper  is  its  popularity  with 
the  public.  Its  value  lies  in  the  good  will ;  but  whoever  neard  of  tax- 
ing the  good  will  of  a  newspaper  ?  It  is  an  intangible,  incorporeal  thin^ 
which  depends  upon  enterprise,  energy,  tact,  talent,  management,  and 
popularity  with  the  people.  We  had  an  instance  of  it  in  the  City  of  San 
Francisco,  where  a  newspaper  with  a  very  wide  circulation  and  great  suc- 
cess and  prosperity  wentsuddenly  down, and  was  worth  only  what  its  type 
and  presses  would  sell  for.  Take  the  San  Francisco  Herald  at  the  time 
the  Vigilance  Committee  elPisted.  It  had  a  very  wide  circulation  and  a 
large  patronage.    It  took  a  position  against  the  committee  and  lost  its 

Eatronage.  Before  that,  the  institution  could  have  been  sold  for  two 
undred  thousand  dollars.  The  next  day  there  was  simply  a  lot  of  old 
type  and  presses.  Whoever  thought  of  taxing  the  good  will  of  a  news- 
paper? 

Take  a  policy  of  insurance,  the  option  to  purchase  property,  etc.;  they 
are  valuable,  but  who  ever  thought  of  taxing  them?  Take' the  right  I 
have  to  the  earnings  of  my  son  until  he  is  twenty-one  years  old.  He 
must  work  upon  my  farm,  or  in  my  shop,  or  in  my  office,  until  he  is  of 
age.  His  labor  is  mine,  and  it  is  valuable  to  me ;  yet  who  ever  heard  of 
taxing  it?  All  these  things  it  is  impossible  to  tax,  and  therefore  no  one 
has  ever  thought  of  ta^ig  them.  Therefore  the  idea  of  universal  taxa-^ 
tion  must  be  abandoneo.  It  is  not  necessary  to  equal  and  uniform  taxa-* 
tion  that  it  should  be  universal.  Those  things  occupy  the  same  position 
precisely  as  a  debt.  A  debt  is  incorporeal,  exists  in  the  mind,  in  contem- 
plation, and  it  is  no  answer  to  say  that  you  can  get  something  for  that  debt. 
So  you  can  for  a  copyright ;  so  you  can  for  a  claim  for  a  broken  leg  which 
has  been  caused  by  the  negligence  of  a  railroad  employ^.  Now,  I  say 
that  all  modem  political  economists  insist  that  taxation  should  be  limited 
to  visible,  tangible  property,  with  a  very  few  exceptions,  and  the  leading 
minds  of  the  age  contend  that  the  best  mode  of  taxation  is  to  tax  that 
which  is  visible  and  tangible  only— real  property  and  personal  property 
.that  ^ou  can  see  and  handle.  Men*who  have  studied  taxation — all  great 
publicists — say  so.  It  is  curious  that  there  is  such  uniformity  of  opinion 
amons  learned  and  able  men,  who  have  studied  the  philosophy  of  taxa- 
tion, if  they  are  not  right  in  those  views.  Alexander  Hamilton  says  that 
taxation  ought  to  be  based  upon  tangible,  visible  property,  and  a  mind 
greater  than  his  never  existed  in  the  United  States.  These  New  York 
Commissioners,  who  have  been  referred  to,  proceed  ujpon  the  same  basis, 
and,  in  an  article  in  the  Atlantic  Monthly,  Charles  Francis  Adams  lays 
down  the  same  proposition  exactly,  and  denounces  the  system  of  taxing 
mortgages  as  an  absurd  system. 

Now,  suppose  some  gentleman  starts  to  go  through  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, in  order  to  ascertain  the  material  wealth  of  the  State.  Let  him 
start  with  the  land  and  assess  it  at  its  value.  Let  him  take  the  cattle 
and  other  personal  property  upon  the  land.  Let  him  find  all  the  things 
that  are  to  be  seen  and  handled — dry  goods,  produce,  and  stock  of  all 
kinds.  When  he  shall  be  through  and  shall  have  added  the  figures,  will 
we  not  have,  beyond  all  question,  the  material  wealth  of  tne  State? 
Now,  if  we  should  ascertain  that  half  the  citizens  of  the  State  have, 
borrowed  from  the  others  an  amount  equal  to  one  half  that  material 
wealth,  have  we  added  anything  to  the  material  wealth  of  the  State  by 
that  debt?  Now,  is  it  a  debatable  proposition  in  political  economy  that 
he  should  stop  when  he  has  assessed  all  the  visible  and  tangible  prop- 
erty? But  in  despite  of  all  this,  it  is  said  here  that  we  must  tax  mort- 
§ages,  which  are  evidences  of  the  debts  of  the  people.  The  farmer  who 
esires  to  improve  his  place  has  borrowed  ten  or  filteen  thousand  dollars 
for  that  purpose,  and  insists  that  the  nK>rtgage  should  be  taxed.  It  is 
one  of  the  most  curious  features  of  this  thing  that  the  farmer  who  has 
to  borrow  money  should  want  mortgages  taxed.  I  do  not  understand 
why  he  insists  on  this,  for  he  wants  to  use  the  land  for  the  purpose  of 
negotiating  a  loan  upon  it.  I  don't  care  if  he  is  perfectly  independent 
and  free  from  debt  to-dav;  independent  of  everybody  and  everything; 
still  he  does  not  know  what  misfortune  may  happen  to  him.  He  may 
want  to  enter  upon  some  new  enterprise,  some  new  developments,  ancl 
he  may  want  to  borrow  some  money  upon  the  farm.  If  mortgages  be 
taxed  it  is  the  borrower  who  must  pay  the  tax  bv  a  great  law  of  trade. 
He  cannot  escape;  he  must  pay  the  tax  upon  the  land  and  upon  the 
mortgage  too.  He  may  struggle  as  he  pleases,  he  will  never  get  the 
money  except  by  paying  it.  We  may  provide  that  there  shall  be  no 
contract  between  tne  mortgagor  and  the  mortgagee ;  that  the  mortgagee 
shall  pay  the  tax.  We  nOay  pass  a  usury  law  to  prevent  high  rates  of 
interest,  and  when  we  get  through  we  will  find,  as  a  result,  that  the 
farmer  cannot  borrow  ten  cents  upon  his  land.     He  is  merely  rendering 
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it  unayailable  as  a  Becurity.  His  land  may  be  very  productive;  situated 
in  a  fine  portion  of  the  country;  accessible  to  market;  but  when  he 
offers  it  to  a  business  man  as  security  for  a  loan,  he  will  be  laughed  at 
if  such  restrictions  as  these  are  prescribed. 

If  you  tax  land  and  then  tax  mortgages,  you,  in  the  first  place,  raise 
the  price  of  interest  which  the  land  owner  pays.  If,  to  prevent  that, 
you  pass  a  usury  law,  you  render  land  unavailable  as  a  security.  The 
borrower  inevitably  pays  the  tax  in  all  cases,  upon  the  mortgage,  and  the 
borrower  should  cry  aloud  against  a  mortgage  tax.  As  a  friend  to  the 
farmer,  I  am  opposed  to  a  tax  upon  mortgages.  The  money  lender  will 
take  care  of  himself.  He  has  the  money,  and  he  can  command  the 
terms  upon  which  he  will  loan  it,  and  the  farmer  who  wants  to  borrow 
must  accede  to  those  terms  or  he  wil^not  get  the  money.  When  he  has 
paid  taxes  upon  the  land,  for  God's  sak^  don't  tax  him  upon  the  mort- 
,  gage  too,  when  he  seeks  to  raise  money  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
the  resources  of  the  State.  What  else  will  this  tax  effect?  It  will  drive 
sway  capital  from  loans  upon  farms.  This  New  York  Commissioners' 
report  which  has  been  referred  to,  expresses  the  idea,  when  it  says  that 
if  you  want  capital  to  develop  your  land  do  not  raise  the  price,  cheapen 
it.  You  will  then  bring  money  down  where  the  farmer  can  reach  it  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  the  land.  They  say  the  State  of  New  York 
has  been  set  back  and  retarded  ten  years  in  its  growth  by  not  having 
correct  ideas  of  taxation,  and  by  the  taxation  of  mortgages.  It  is  against 
the  interest  of  the  country,  and  particularly  against  the  interest  6i  that 
class  who  develop  the  resources  of  the  country  on  borrowed  capital.  It 
is  against  the  interest  of  the  land  owner.  It  does  not  cheapen  money, 
and  the  tax  must  fall  upon  the  borrowing  class.  You  cannot  make  a 
man  lend  you  money  according  to  your  wishes.  He  will  loan  it  accord- 
ing to  the  principles  and  rules  of  trade  and  business,  and  he  will  send 
his  money,  to  subserve  his  own  interest,  from  one  city  to  another,  as 
shown  by  the  New  York  Commissioners.  Wherever  it  is  paid  best,  there 
will  it  go.  Sopietimes  it  comes  here,  someiimes  it  goes  away.  It  is 
plenty  here  now,  because  it  pays  here.  It  is  scarce  at  another  time, 
oecause  it  doesn't  pay  here.  The  laws  of  trade  will  control,  and  we  can- 
not control  the  laws  of  trade  by  constitutional  enactment.  We  must 
conform  to  them,  abide  by  them,  and  act  upon  them;  and  the  man  who 
does  not  act  upon  the  great  laws  of  trade  is  as  foolish  as  the  man  who 
expects  the  tide  to  obey  his  wishes. 

X  do  not  propose  to  go  into  any  further  details  in  this' matter  in  show- 
ing how  it  IS  aouble  toxaiion,  because  it  is  manifestly  double  taxation. 
There  is  no  property  but  that  which  we  see  and  handle,  except  in  mere 
contemplation.    The  gentleman  from  Sacramento  read  you  authorities 
and  precedents  from  other  States,  which  show  that  the  people,  desiring 
to  arrive  at  what  is  right  and  best  for  the  State,  exempted  mortgages 
from  taxation,  and  under  circumstances,  too,  where  there  was  no  ques- 
tion as  to  the  power  of  the  State  to  tax  mortgages.    They  found  from 
experience  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  tax  mortgages,  and  resolved  on  a 
different  course,  to  their  great  benefit.     Now,  as  I  said,  there  is  no  prop- 
erty in  these  incorporeal  things.    They  are  simply  the  representatives 
of  property.     I  do  not  intend  to  introduce  the  same  old  horse  which  has 
been  trotting  around  this  Convention  in  my  absence,  as  an  illustration. 
But  there  are  many  things  that  illustrate  the  falsity  of  the  idea  that  these 
ideal  and  incorporeal  things  are  property  in  the  true  sense.    The  very 
moment  we  tax  a  debt,  we  are  taxing  property  doubly.    I  have  seen  illus- 
strations  of  these  mortage  tax  matter*  in  my  professional  experience, one 
of  which  I  will  mention  here,  which  demonstrates  the  workings  of  the 
mortgage  tax  law.    A  number  of  years  ago,  and  before  the  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Hibemia  Bank  cases,  a  firm  in  San  Francisco 
had  loaned  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  and  taken  a  mortgage  upon 
land  near  Marysville.    The  Assessor  came  along  and  viewed  the  land, 
and  assessed  it  to  the  owner  at  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.    Then  he 
went  to  the  records,  found  the  mortgage,  and  assessed  it  to  the  mort- 
gagee at  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.    Now,  there  was  the  land  taxed, 
and  the  money  loaned  upon  it  taxed,  and  then  the  mortgage  taxed. 
The  borrowers  failed  in  the   enterprise  for  which  they  borrowed  the 
money,  and  became  unable  to  repay  the  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
secured  by  the  mortgaj^.    They  went  to  the  mortgagee  and  said :  "  We 
cannot  redeem,  ana  will  convey  you  the  land  in  payment  of  our  mort- 
gage debt."    The  arrangement  was  made  and  the  land  was  conveyed  to 
the  mortgagee  before  the  tax  was  payable.     Now,  after  the  mortgagee 
had  become  the  owner  of  the  land,  along  came  the  Tax  Collector;  the 
mortgagee  had  only  the  land;  he  had   loaned  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars  on  the  land,  and  had  taken  the  land  in  payment.    And  yet  the 
Tax  Collector  said :  "I  have  a  claim  against  you  on  the  assessment  of 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  the  value  of  the  land,  and  on  the  assess- 
ment of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  on  the  mortgage.     The  land  was 
assessed  and  you  have  now  the  land  and  must  pay  the  tax.     The  mort- 
gage is  gone,  but  the  assessment  was  made  ana  cannot  be  ohanged;  so 
you  must  pay  the  tax  on  the  land  and  the  tax  on  the  mortgage; "  that 
ideal  thing,  which  did  not  exist  even  at  the  time,  except  in  contempla- 
tion, and  now  even  that  is  gone.    That  one  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
treated  as  property,  was  annihilated;  it  had  been  absolutely  destroyed 
by  the  transaction  of  taking  the  land  for  debt.     Was  the  material  wealth 
of  the  State  lessened  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  by  that  transaction? 
I  submit  it  to  you  as  political  economists.     In  my  judgment,  not  at  all. 
It  is  simply  absurd.     There  was  no  destruction  of  property  because  there 
was  no  property  to  destroy.     Therefore,  when  this  citizen  oame  to  pay, 
he  was  compelled  to  pay  a  double  tax  upon  the  value  of  that  land.     You 
cannot  escape  from  the  logical  result  oi  the  transaction.     The  land  was 
worth  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  only,  and  yet  he  was  compelled  to 
pay  on   two   hundred  thousand   dollars.     Now,  the  gentleman   from 
Sonoma  earnestly  desires  to  tax  mortgages.     I  hold  he  cannot  do   it 
unless  he  taxes  an  ideal  thing  or  a  mere  piece  of  paper.     I  desire  to  call 

his  attention 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.    Suppose  the  mortgage  was  upon  a  house  for  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  the  house  burned  up? 


Mr.  WILSON.  I  cited  this  illustration  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  there  was  no  loss  of  material  wealth.'  If  the  house  is  burned  down 
there  is  a  loss  of  material  wealth.  The  State  has  lost  property  worth  so 
much  money.  That  is  the  proposition  I  have  present^.  When  the 
mortgage  is  lost  or  canceled,  there  is  no  loss  of  material  wealth.  There 
is  no  wealth  destroyed.  When  the  house  burns  down,  there  is  a  loss  of 
material  wealth.  You  are  speaking  of  one  thing  and  I  am  speaking  of 
another.  Next  in  order  I  would  ask,  are  you  going  to  tax  debts?  I 
will  assume  that  I  owe  Mr.  Gregg  a  debt.  He  is  taxed  upon  it.  He 
owes  me  a  debt  and,  under  the  law,  they  are  both  satisfied  and  annihi- 
lated, because  one  offsets  the  other.  Here  is  no  loss  of  property.  When 
there  is  only  one  debt  owing,  it  is  asserted  that  there  is  property  to  be 
taxed,  but  when  a  counter  debt  is  owing,  then  the  first  aebt  is  met  by 
the  offset,  and  there  is  no  property  whatever. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Suppose  you  owe  Mr.  Gregg  one  thousand  dol- 
lars, and  he  owes  you  one  thousand  dollars,  is  there  any  debt  existing 
in  that  case  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  Yes,  sir;  there  are  two  debts.  He  owes  me  and  I 
owe  him.  Suppose  he  sues  me  and  I  do  not  plead  my  debt  as  an  offset. 
Then  he  gets  judgment  fo>  the  full  amount. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    There  is  an  action  in  each. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Of  course,  I  was  showing  you  the  nature  of  these 
things  which  are  to  be  called  property,  and  the  absurdity  connected 
with  their  taxation.  You  may  say  such  and  such  things  are  property, 
but  they  are  not  real,  tangible  property,  and  ought  not  to  be  taken  cog- 
nizance of  by^he  Assessor  for  the  purposes  of  taxation. 

Now,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fii^t  proposition  in  this  Moreland 
amendment,  as  it  is  called,  and  if  the  Convention  can  adopt  this  as  a 
whole,  they  can  stand  a  good  deal.  "  All  property  shall  be  taxed  in 
proportion  to  its  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  provided  by  law."  So  far, 
so  good.  There  is  hardly  anything  so  bad  but  that  you  can  find  a  little 
good  in  it.  But  that  is  about  the  provision  of  the  old  Constitution. 
"  For  purposes  of  taxation,  bonds,  notes,  mortgages,  evidences  of  indebt- 
edne^,  solvent  debts,  franchises,  everything  of  value  capable  of  transfer 
or  ownership,  shall  be  considered  property,"  etc,  excepting  growing 
crops.  This  is  double  taxation  and  you  cannot  escape  it.  Take  the 
elementary  principles  which  I  laid  down  in  the  beginning,  and  you 
cannot  avoid  the  conclusion.  Now,  the  first  error  is  that  the  terms  "sol- 
vent debta"  ought  to  be  "credits"  instead  of  "debts."  We  have  been 
using  the  term  "debts"  here  in  this  debate  when  we  really  have  meant 
"  credits."  However,  we  understand  what  is  meant  The  term  "  solvent 
debts"  either  embraces  bonds,  notes,  mortgages,  and  other  evidences 
of  debt,  or  it  does  not  embrace  them.  If  it  does  embrace  them,  then 
they  ought  to  be  stricken  out,  because  when  you  have  one  comprehen- 
sive word  which  embraces  everything  which  you  desire  to  enumerate, 
that  is  the  word  to  use.  But,  if  there  is  the  least  obscurity,  or  doubt, 
or  confusion,  then,  of  course,  it  is  better  to  make  it  plain.  Therefore,  if 
you  mean  that  bonds,  and  notes,  and  mortgages  are  solvent  debts,  you 
ought  to  say  so. 

If  this  proposed  amendment  should  be  adopted  as  it  now  is  written, 
and  comes  to  be  judicially  considered,  this  charitable  view  will  not  be 
taken  of  it,  because  it  is  the  universal  legal  rule  that  every  word  and 
sentence,  or  portion  of  a  sentence,  is  to  be  considered  as  having  some 
force  or  meaning.  Legislative  or  constitutional  bodies  are  supposed  to 
have  used  particular  words  because  they  convey  particular  ideas.  There- 
fore the  Court  construing  it  will  say,  "solvent  aebt"  occupies  one  posi- 
tion, performs  one  oflSce,  and  the  mortgage  is  a  different  tiling  entirely. 
What  is  the  result  then?  The  judicial  interpretation  will  be  this — that 
when  you  have  taxed  "  solvent  debts,"  you  have  taxed  only  one  of  the 
things  which  are  mentioned.  Y'ou  have  not  finished;  you  must  go 
farther.  Here  is  the  note;  you  must  tax  that;  you  must  tax  the  evi- 
dence of  indebtedness,  independent  of  the  debt,  or  else  there  is  no  sense 
in  this  provision.  You  propose  to  tax  mortgages.  What  is  a  mortgage? 
It  is  a  mere  instruiuent  in  writing  by  whicn  a  debt  is  written.  It  is  a 
contract.  All  these  paper  writings,  and  evidences  of  contract,  would 
have  to  be  taxed,  independent  of  the  debt.  It  proposes,  also,  to  tax  a 
bond,  or  a  note,  irrespective  of  solvency.     By  this  amendment  it  is  pro- 

Cosed  to  tax  bonds.  What  kind  of  bonds?  Why,  all  bonds.  Official 
onds  are  literally  embraced  in  the  term,  and  are  you  going  to  tax  them? 
Officers  give  ofi^cial  bonds  for  good  conduct  and  the  faithful  per- 
formance of  official  duty,  such  as  Sheriffs,  County  Clerk,  etc  Are 
you  going  to  tax  siich  bonds — attachment  bonds,  appeal  bonds,  indem- 
nifying bonds,  and  the  thousands  of  bonds  of  various  kinds  known 
to  the  ordinary  business  affairs  of  life — are  you  going  to  tax  them? 
Now,  mortgages  may  be  given  for  something  else  besides  money.  They 
are  given  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  collateral  engagements.  I  may 
become  surety  for  a  man,  and  he  may  give  me  a  mortgage  to  indemnify 
me  for  any  losses  which  may  arise.  Now,  should  it  be  taxed?  There  is 
no  money  due  upon  it.  These  are  only  a  few  of  the  difficulties  which 
may  arise  if  this  loosely  drawn  provision  is  inserted  into  the  Constitu- 
tion. Evidences  of  debt  are  to  be  taxed,  not  the  debts  themselves. 
What  docs  that  mean?  Why,  if  you  are  a  merchant  and  keep  books  of 
account,  they  are  evidences  of  debt,  under  the  law.  You  may  intro- 
duce these  books  of  account  in  evidence  against  a  man  to  whom  you 
have  given  credit,  and  they  are  considered  as  very  potent  evidence.  A 
man  might  write  a  letter  in  which  he  admits  that  a  certain  debt  is  due, 
and  that  is  one  evidence  of  debt.  There  are  many  evidences  of  debt 
which  are  not  negotiable.  They  are  not  money.  Shall  the  State  tax 
them  ?  It  is  not  the  debt,  because  you  have  already  once  taxed  the  debt 
under  the-first  head,  "  solvent  debts."  Why;  then,  do  you  hunt  for  the 
evidence  of  that  debt,  and  tax  it  also?  Besides,  it  would  seem  that  the 
evidence  of  debt  is  to  be  taxed  whether  the  debt  itself  is  solvent  or  not. 
The  proposed  amendment  provides  that  everything  of  value,  capable  of 
being  transferred  or  owned,  shall  be  considered  property.  Now,  that  is 
very  broad  language — very  sweeping.  Let  us  see  what  it  leads  to.  Let 
us  see  what  is  capable  of  being  owned.    A  man's  deed  to  his  land  is 
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raluable  to  hfm.  It  ia  avned  by  him— be  cad  trunsler  iL  Are  you 
going  (c  t«i  his  deed?  A  claim  tor  unliquidated  damages  le  owned  by 
n  man.  He  may  have  a  libel  Bult.  and  may  araign  big  cauu  ot  action. 
There  are  nl>o  copyrights,  the  good  vill  or  a  newBpaper,  and  buitdreds 
of  things  which  are  capable  of  twing  ovned  and  transferred,  whir-'- 
ought  not  Ui  be,  and  never  have  been,  regarded  as  proper  subjects 
iBiation. 
Ma.  MOBELAKD.    Did  you 

Mk.WILSON.     Ineverdid;  it  was  always  the  money  at  ititei 
was  taied,  and  there  never  wag  any  attempt  to  tax  bonds  or  anything 

else  of  that  kind.    It  was  heretofore  expreisiy  

money  at  interest  that  was  to  be  taxed.     It  a  mai 

mortgai  .         . 

^ mlylanabh 


r  hear  of  a  mortgage  oi 
irdid;  it  was  always  the  i 


n  sold  a  farm  and  took 


•e  taxed, 
rtgage  without  i: 
aied  at  all  undi 
interest.  It  never  was  sought  to  tax  it  in  any  other  way.  It 
proposed  in  this  amendment  to  tax  the  property  of  corporations,  aud 
then  tax  the  capital  stock.  That  i>  one  of  the  remarkable  features  of 
[his  amendment.  Now,  to  tax  the  property  of  a  corporation,  and  then 
tax  iU  capital  stock,  is  double  taxation  under  all  the  authorities.  It  has 
been  decided  in  six  or  eight  Slates  that  it  is  double  taxation,  and  is  not, 
therefore,  in  accordance  with  true  principles  of  political  economy.  When 
you  tax  the  property  and  money  of  a  corporation,  you  have  taxed  every 
piece  of  property  it  has.  If,  after  that,  you  tax  Ibe  capiul  stock,  you 
are  (axing  that  corporation  twice  on  the  same  property.  So  it  has  been 
held  by  all  the  Courts  of  the  Union. 

Again,  this  enemptlon  of  growing  crops  la  one  which,  in  my  opinion, 
miKht  not  lo  be  made.  The  views  presented  by  the  gentleman  from 
Yuba,  Judge  Belcher,  exhausted  the  whole  subject.  Instead  of  taxing 
ihem  as  growing  crops,  the  Assessor  should  go  upon  the  land,  and  what- 
ever he  finds  be  should  assess  for  what  it  is  worth,  whether  it  is  growing 
crops  or  anytbinp  else.  He  siionld  assess  the  land  of  my  friend  Colonel 
Bi^  for  what  it  is  worth.  We  want  (o  arrive  at  the  value.  Let  the 
Aueanr  use  his  best  judgment  in  arriving  at  the  value.  I  would  take 
into  consideration  everything  regarding  the  land,  just  as  if  1  were  buy- 
ing it.  If  I  were  buying  the  land  I  would  take  the  crop  into  considera- 
tion. I  would  not  estimate  separately  at  all,  but  would  assess  the  land 
viith  the  growing  crop  ou  it;  looking  at  the  land  in  such  or  such  a  con- 
dition.  I  would  say  it  is  worth  so  much.  If  I  found  a  good  crop  on  it,  I 
would  consider  it  more  valuable  than  if  it  were  lying  uncultivated.  I 
would  not  tax  it  as  a  growing  crop,  but  part  of  tbe  value  of  the  laud. 

With  regard  to  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge 
Hale,  I  will  say  one  word.  It  comes  nearer  to  my  idea  of  fair  and  just 
taxation  than  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma.  It  comes 
nearer  to  a  just  and  correct  mode  of  taxation.  There  are  some  objec- 
tions to  it  in  its  present  shape;  there  are  some  things  which  should  be 
corrected  to  make  it  altogctber  fair  and  just.  Certainly  it  comes  nearer 
to  the  true  principles  than  the  Moreland  amendment.  I  should  like, 
however,  to  see  it  amended  in  some  respect?,  and  then  adopted,  if  it  is 
the  best  we  can  do.    It  certainly  does  nut  permit  double  taxation  in  its 


this  State,  0 


iniformity  j  there- 
tod  of  some  objec- 
iientsry  usages,  at 

3  to  read  something 


lender,  and  altogether  comes  nearer  to  equality  am 
fore,  1  would  lite  to  see  the  Hale  amendment  dii 
tionable  features.  If  it  shall  be  permitted  by  parii 
some  time  to  ofler  an  amendment,  which  I  am  i 
xhall  propose  (o  reform  the  Hale  amendment 
like  this: 

"All  property  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value,  to  be  ascer- 
tained as  prescribed  by  law.  No  tax  shall  be  imposed  upon  debts  or 
evidences  of  debt,  upon  private  property  exempt  from  taxation  by  the 
laws  of  the  llnila.i  Stales,  or  properly  belonging  to  the  United  States, 
icipality  thereof.  No  deduction  shall  be  made 
e  of  property  on  account  of  any  debt  or  debts, 
owing  by  the  owners  of  such  properly." 

Tlie  other  portion  of  the  amendment  to  stand  as  it  is.  I  would  not 
allow  deductions  to  be  made  for  ordinary  little  debts  like  butcher,  and 
baker,  and  grocer's  bills;  I  would  avoid  all  of  these  objections.  There 
ought  to  bo  an  amendment,  ton,  of  Ibis  kind,  that  the  debtor,  in  making 
these  deductions,  should  hove  paid  the  taxes  upon  the  property  ;  that  be 
hbould  not  CEuape  his  taxes  and  then  deduct  from  others;  and,  also,  that 
this  should  not  apply  to.  the  bonded  debts  of  corporations.  With  these 
exceptions  I  shall  sustain  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer 
in  preference  to  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Smoma.  The  latter  is 
utterly  wrong,  and  contrary  to  all  principles  of  political  science,  justice, 

Another  word  in  relation  to  lionds,  spoken  of  here.  If  you  tax  State 
or  municipal  bonds,  it  is  taking  money  out  of  one  pocket  and  putting  it 
into  another,  because  if  you  tax  them  it  will  alfect  their  market  value, 
and  thus  be  n  losa  to  the  State  or  municipnlity  issuing  them.  Tliat  is 
the  reason  why  the  United  States  provided  that  their  bonds  should  not 
be  taxed,  for  if  thoy  might  be  taxed  at  all  they  might  be  taxed  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  ruin  their  value.  These  things  are  all  governed  by  tbe 
laws  of  trade.  There  is  no  use  in  running  one's  head  against  a  stone 
wall.  Tax  these  bonds  and  the  State  will  not  get  as  much  for  them  as 
she  would  without  the  tax.  The  market  value  of  the  bonds  will  drop 
down  just  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  the  tax  upon  them.  Leave  off 
the  lax  and  they  are  a  more  desirable  investment,  and  the  State  gets 
more  for  them.  No  government  ever  taxes  its  own  bonds.  My  own 
idea  ia  that  all  we  should  require  of  the  Legislature  is  that  real  estate 
and  tangible  property  should  be  taxed,  and  beyond  that,  leave  it  to  legis- 
lative discretion  as  to  whether  they  will  tax  anything  else.  I  shall 
favor  the  Hale  amendment  Willi  tbe  alterations  I  have  suggested.  Fail- 
ing in  that,  I  cannot  conceive  of  anything  more  objectionable  than  this 
Moreland  amendment,  not  even  a  deluge.  [Laughter.]  I  would  rather 
tike  this  report  of  the  committee,  including  all  of  its  objectionable  fen- 
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icrt}-  of  such  corporatiun  ahail  be  Mseased  id 
rely  id  which  the  Bame  is  aituale.  The  value 
'e  the  segregate  value  uf  such  real  and  other 
{  to  9ucli  Hsaesaineat,  shall  be  Uxed  in  the 
pal  place  of  buainesa  or  euch  corporalion  i> 
ch  real  and  other  peraonal  propertv  shall  be 
es  respectively  iu  which  the  eaioe  is  situate, 
ing  U>  the  stockholders  in  such  corporation 
od;  proBidtd,  that  the  prorisio^g  of  this  eec- 
oad  corporations." 

he  section  provides  that  the  corporale  prop- 
shall  be  assessed.  It  provides  (hat  only  the 
all  be  exempt,  while  that  held  by  the  corpa- 
K,  the  reaaoa  why  that  held  bv  individuals 
t  held  by  the  corporation  laied,  1  cannot 
i  it  should  make  no  difference  who  holds  the 
lanca  with  this  principle  laid  down  here.  It 
ad  no  man  ran  eaiosar  it.     Now,  I  hom  the 


13  you  h 


lat.  but  n 


bbIw 


:ps  the  facUiries  and  machine  shops  of  San 
nishes  employment  to  thousands  of  people, 
ch  can  only  be  carried  on  by  corporations,  it 
seek  to  heap  any  more  burdens  upon  them, 
make  one  general  rule,  that  shall  bear  alike 
irmer.  If  you  choose  to  do  otherwise  and 
inera  will  swamp  your  Constitution.    They 

tered,  as  well  as  the  farming  interest. 


nan  :  Section  first  of  this  article,  as  adopted 
that  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform 
e  section  proposed  by  the  gentleznaa  from 
Tith  this  proposition.  I  am  opposed  to  it  for 
nk  it  is  open  to  the  very  grave  and  just  crit- 
sntleiDRn  from  San  Frsucieco,  Mr.  Wilson, 
mguage  used  by  the  gentleman  in  his  pro- 
convey  the  idea  which  lie  himself  seems  to 
■eason  I  am  persuaded  that  when  the  Courts 
construe  this  section,  they  may,  and  proba- 
l^f  different  meaning  from   that  which  the 

>ther  things,  provides  that ;  "  Everything  of 
ihall  bs  taxed."  A  warehouse  receipt  is  a 
ansfer.  Then  whv  cannot  it  be  taledT  I 
armers;  they  need  no  defense,  but  f  submit 
hat  the  evidence  that'  they  have  a  certain 
:bouse,  like  a  irarehouse  receipt,  for  instance, 

warshouse  receipt — be  subject  to  taxation 
nentT 

form  an  or^nic  law  fur  the  whole  people  of 
r  anj*  particular  class.  Yet  the  illuslration 
y  stnke  home  to  all  that  class  of  people  who 
like  the  farming  community, 
floor  that  a  caucus  was  held  by  a  portion  of 
Jopiion  or  rejection  of  the  proposed  amend- 
JB  it  was  agreed  that  this  amendment  should 
im  led  to  believe  that  there  is  very  little  use 
]  open  Convention  if  that  be  true.  Because 
titutlonal  law  can  be  settled  outside  of  the 
if  a  portion  of  the  Convention,  without  the 
on  of  the  Convention,  then  discussion  here 
erly  useless  and  unneceafary.  But  I  cannot 
people  of  this  State  will  indorse  our  action  if 
idnient  so  earnestly  asked  for  by  the  gentle- 
e  of  transfer  that  has  value  "  shall  be  taxed 
t.  You  can  hardly  imagine  a  written  instru- 
.t  can't  be  transferred,  and  yet  under  this 
.  This  will  nece'ssariiy  lead  la  double  taia- 
necesaarily  wrong. 

>vernment  is  to  tax  every  dollar  in  the  Slate, 
;  alike.  All  property  should  be  taxed  once, 
fas  stated  on  this  floor  the  other  day  by  one 
oositinn  now  under  discussion  that  this  sec- 
xation.  The  admission  of  the  proposition  is 
itself  is  dangerous  to  civil  govemmcDt.  If 
3  and  other  property  is  taxed  but  once,  why 
be  taxed  on  their  property,  and  other  people 
lationT  The  enforcement  of  a  rule  of  this 
I  to  tyranny.  It  could  not  be  juat.  It  is 
ecessary  in  order  to  remedy  the  evils  of  the 
ers  for  the  future.  Because  in  the  past  some 
d  and  other  property  has  been  taxed,  gives 
nn  provision  in  the  organic  law  of  the  State 

ant  to  every  fair-minded  roan.  It  is  uncer- 
of  taxation  is  necessarily  a  dangerous  rule, 
said  therg  are  over  forty  millions  of  dollars 
Bcollect  the<XBct  amount,  but  I  think  this 
lepositors.  Most  of  these  banks  have  a  rule 
■■■■■»  shall  be  received  by  the 


■rally  poopl 


of  s 


Stale.    Kev  only  know  thai 
"    alw, 
I  be 
shall  be  taxed,  and  th 


ethal 


taxed.     For  instance,  A  haa  one  thousand  d< 
ings  bank.     You  go  to  him  and  he  gives  in  the 
one  thousand  dollars.    The  bank  is  then  called 
money  that  they  hold  in  trust  for  A,  they  givt 
they  go  througli  the  bookb  of  the  bank,  and  tl 
mottp^s,  that  is  the  amount  of  money  held  by 
that  IS  loaned  on  mortgage,  and  these  are  taxed. 
This  must  necessarily  amount  to  an  oppressti 
are  best  able  to  stand  it,  but  upon  those  who  b 
invariably  pay  their  taxes.     Shall  they  pay  thi 
than  once?     It  is  not  the  poor  people  of  the 
limited  means,  that  evade  taxation.    They  b1wb;3  ucip  iv  supjiun 
Government  by  paying  their  full  c|U0ta  of  the  tuxes.     In  time  of 
they  are  Ihe  first  to  euFist,  and  in  time  of  peace  they  are  the  firat  to 
tribute  their  quota  towards  making  up  a  sum  nei>esaary  to  sustain 
Government.     It  is  those  only  who  possess  very  large  means,  and 

have  both  the  ahilitv  and  the  Dot  .     -  . 

that  don't  pay 


'er  of  evading  the  payment  of  taxes, 

,    _  property.     You  are,  then,  punishing 

e  small  property  o*ner«  for  the  benefit,  in  my  judgment,  of  the  large 

Mr.  JONES  (interrupting).    I  will  ask  the  gentleman,  if  in  addi- 

savings  hank  wherever  it  Is,  and  also  assesses  it  wherever 


Mndt 


it;  it  is  frequently  done;  indeed,  it  woi 
lis  amendment.  It  would  appear  to  i 
litement  and  dissatisfaction  that  now  f 
o  the  roode  of  taxation,  some  gentlen 


ESTEE.  He  can  d. 
his  duty  to  do  it  under 
that  by  reason  of  the  e 
Is  iu  this  State  relative 
ired  to  go  bevond  wha 
ledv  an  admitted  evil,  1  fear  there  is  a  class  o?  people  who  would 

recogniied  fact  that  there  are  certain  largo  capi- 
talists, individuals,  as  well  as  banks  engaged  in  loaning  rooney,  and 
that  they  have  never  paid  their  proportion  of  taxes  upon  the  amount  of 
money  owned  by  them.  In  other  vrords,  all  the  money  in  the  Slate 
owned  bv  the  citizens  of  the  State,  has  not  hitherto  been  taxed.  Now. 
in  order  to.reach  that  evil,  Ihe  gentleman  from  Bonoma  baa  presented 
this  very  broail  amendment,  providing  that  these  documents,  in  wUat- 
ever  shape  or  form  they  may  present  themselves,  shall  be  termed  prop 
erty,  and  shall  be  taxed  to  the  person  whose  name  is  written  upon  iL 
""'  may  have  been  correct;  the  result  will  be  a  lailure.     There 

s  provided  for  the  people  to  evade  a  clearly  unjust 


bring  dowi 


is  Stale  t 


I  n 


niforn 


it  property 


propose  to  say  by  this  amendment  that  everything  that  nas  value  ana  is 
capable  of  transfer  shall  be  deemed  to  be  property ;  that  solvent  debts 
shall  be  property;  that  a  note  shall  be  assessed  as  property,  and  that  a 
mortgage  shall  be  proierty.  Now,  a  note  is  not  a  mortgage ;  nor  is  a 
mortgage  a  note.  The  mortgage  is  assessed  in  the  county  where  it  is 
recorded  ;  the  note  is  assessed  where  you  find  it.  They  are  two  separate 
things;  they  both  represent  a  value.  One,  it  is  true,  made  to  secure 
the  payment  of  the  other,  yet  under  this  amendment  both  would  have 
to  be  assessed.  And  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  froni  San 
Joaquin  whether  he  does  not  think  that  the  proposed  amendment  will  in 


to  double  tAXatioi 


»the 


le  of  tl 


i  SUte  that  that 


shall  be  taxed,  Ifcre  has  been  the  great  evil.  All"  the  propeKy  has  not 
tieen  taxed.  But  Ihe  people  do  not  demand — common  honesty  does  not 
require  that  any  particular  or  specific  propertv  shall  be  twice  taxed.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale,  Js 
definite — points  out  exactly  now  property  shall  be  taxed,  and  will 
■.rj  species  of  property  in  the  Slate  to  be  taxed  O! 


nd  I  a 


•able  U 


Ma.  WELLER.     Would 
not  assignable 

Mo     V«TPF 


lionid 


6  one  propos" 
a  warehouse 


1  by  the  gentleman  from 
»:eipt  escape  because  it  is 


_.TEE.     No.sir;  a  warehouse  receipt  isassignable;  ithasvalue. 

And  if  it  is  assignable,  and  if  it  has  value,  under  the  Moreland  proposed 
amendment  it  must  be  taxed.  Take  a  bill  of  laaing;  that  is  assignable. 
It  is  a  thing  of  value  lo  the  party  to  whom  it  belongs.  Why  can  it  not 
bo  taxed?  The  gnoils,  it  is  true,  may  not  have  arrived  in  the  Stale;  but 
the  consignee  of  the  gix^ts  haa  the  bill  of  lading.  It  is  a  thing  of  value, 
and  under  any  reasouable  construction  of  this  section  it  must  also  be 
subject  to  taxation. 

All  the  evils  which  will  arise  if  this  Moreland  amendment  be  adopted 
cannot  now  be  anticipated.  One  of  the  most  serious  of  those  evils  ia, 
that  it  will  place  it  in  the  power  of  the  Courts,  and  almoat  make  it  a 
necessity,  for  the  Courts  to  legislate  in  order  to  protect  the  people  from 
the  great  wrong.  This  has  had  to  be  done  in  the  past;  it  will  certainly 
be  done  in  the  future,  and  it  is  the  part  of  wise  legislation  to  separate 
the  various  departineuta  of  thia  government,  so  that  the  judiciary  will 
bo  confined  entirely  to  the  duties  imjiosed  upon  them  by  the  Constitu- 
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lion,  and  that  tbey  will  not  be  caDed  upon  to  protect  the  people  from  a 
great  and  unbearable  wrong  by  adding  to  the  organic  law  what  the 
makers  of  that  law  failed  to  do  themselves.  For  the  people  of  this  State 
will  not,  for  any  period  of  time,  endure  double  taxation.  It  is  tyranny 
in  its  worst  form;  it  is  uncertain;  it  leaves  to  Assessors  the  power  to 
oppress  the  people;  it  places  the  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Legislature 
to  enact  such  a  revenue  law  as  will  imperil  some  of  the  most  important 
financial  interests  of  the  State. 

Again,  you^  propose  to  tax  the  property  of  a  corporation,  then  to  tax 
its  stock,  eaeh  for  its  full  value.  What  does  the  stock  represent  but  ihe 
value  of  the  property?  I  make  this  illustration,  not  in  the  interests  of 
corporations,  out  in  the  interest  of  common  fairness.  Money  will  never 
secK  investments  where  one  man's  dollar  is  not  the  equal  of  another  - 
man's  dollar  before  the  law.  I  confess  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  the 
franchises  of  corporations  for  what  they  are  worth — it  has  a  value;  if  it 
had  not  a  value  they  would  not  possess  it  Without  the  franchise  the 
corporation  itself  would  be  of  no  value ;  it  gives  them  the  right  to  call  into 
exercise  the  full  power  of  the  State.  In  condemning  property  it  gives 
them  the  privilege,  as  in  the  instance  of  railroads,  to  cross  private  lands, 
public  highways,  and  the  like.  It  certainly  has  a  value,  but  this  prop- 
erty, like  all  other  property,  should  be  assessed  at  what  it  is  worth  m 
the  market.  This  question  of  taxation  is  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  that  can  come  before  this  Convention.  It  ought  to  be  treated 
with  the  greatest  care  and  the  utmost  candor,  and  in  the  interest  of  all 
the  material  rights  of  the  State.  A  Constitution  should  not  be  made  to 
punish  even  the  strongest  man  in  the  State,  or  to  reward  even  the  hum- 
blest. It  is  intended  to  survive  through  a  long  period  of  time,  and  be 
the  charter  by  which  the  people  of  this  State  are  to  direct  the  course  of 
the  Ship  of  State.  For  tnese  and  other  reasons,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  MTorelaud. 

SPEECH   OF   MB.   TINNIN. 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  not  expected  to  say  anything 
upon  this  question,  but  as  only  one  side  has  been  alluded  to  in  this  body 
this  afternoon,  I  deem  it  due  to  myself  to  state  the  reasons  why  I  shall 
support  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr. 
Moreland.  Not  that  I  concur  in  all  the  provisions  of  t^at  amendment, 
fully,  but  I  believe  it  conies  nearer  to  what  is  right  than  any  other  propo- 
sition now  before  this  body,  and  I  shall  support  it.  I  do  not  concur  in 
$w^)ine  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  the  amendment,  but  I  hope  that  our 
country  friends,  before  we  are  through  with  this  subject,  will  reconsider 
this  matter,  and  allow  themselves  to  be  taxed  as  all  other  persons  are 
taxed  in  this  State.  I  hope,  sir,  that  in  the  end  they  will  concur  with 
us  by  placing  themselves  upon  an  equality,  and  not  resolve  themselves 
into  eleemosynary  institutions,  asking  that  their  property  be  exempted. 
I  hope  they  will  place  themselves  on  a  level  with  the  miners  of  Siskiyou 
and  Inyo,  and  not  insist  on  any  special  privileges.  But  now  as  to  the 
question.  I  concur  with  the  distinguishea  gentleman  who  has  preceded 
me  on  the  other  side,  in  saying  that  the  suoject  of  taxation  is  the  most 
difficult  problem  which  will  come  before  this  liody.  When  this  Conven- 
tirm  was  called,  the  principal  object  of  the  people  was  to  have  it  deal  with 
this  question.  It  is  a  fact  that  the  laboring  and  producing  classes  have 
contributed  more  than  their  quota  of  the  taxes.  Any  system  that  can  be 
devised  which  will  more  evenly  distribute  this  burden  ought  to  receive 
the  support  of  this  body.  I  propose  to  support  the  Moreland  amend- 
ment. I  am  willing  to  admit,  in  fact  I  know,  that  in  some  instances 
it  will  work  double  taxation  on  certain  kinds  of  property,  and  that  this 
tax  will  fall  to  a  great  extent  upon  the  laboring  and  producing  classes. 

Mb.  ESTEE.     Will  that  be  honest? 

Mb.  TINNIN.  I  propose  to  explain.  During  the  past  ten  years  two 
or  three  hundred  millions  of  property  in  San  Francisco  has  escaped  tax- 
ation. Under  this  proposed  amendment  this  property  will  be  placed 
upon  the  assessment  roll,  and  this  will  more  tlian  compensate  for  the 
double  taxation  which  it  causes,  by  decreasing  the  rate.  It  will  bring 
these  parties  up  and  compel  them  to  pay  their  taxes. 

SPEECH   OP   MB.    BABBOUB. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  propose  to  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  because  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
take  the  best  that  is  offered.  I  can  do  this  consistently,  because  I  did 
not  support  the  clause  in  section  one,  that  taxation  shall  be  eaual  and 
uniform.  And  I  still  insist  that  to  be  consistent,  if  this  amenament  is 
adopted,  that  part  of  section  one  must  be  stricken  out.  The  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco  insists  that  this  provision  is  found  in  a  majority  of 
the  Constitutions.  I  deny  the  proposition,  sir.  In  an  examination  I 
find  that  only  eleven  of  the  States  retain  in  their  Constitutions  the  prin- 
ciple of  equal  taxation,  while  all  the  modern  Constitutions  have  dropped 
the  word  "  ecjual,"  and  substituted  the  word  "  uniform." 

Now,  my  idea  briefly  stated  is  this:  that  taxation  should  be  laid 
upon  all  pri»perty  in  the  State.  As  to  debts,  assess  the  amount  which 
the  individual  has  coming  to  him  in  excess  of  what  he  owes.  I  am 
content  to  niaice  the  offset  in  that  way,  but  I  am  not  willing  to  offset  a 
debt  against  property.  There  may  be  some  inequalities  in  this  mode, 
but  we  must  place  the  Assessors  of  this  State  in  a  different  attitude 
from  what  they  have  been,  otherwise  by  changes  between  individuals, 
shoving  pro}>erty  back  and  forth,  it  would  escape  taxation.  I  am  in 
favor  of  this  system  of  taxation  because  it  meets  the  demands  of  the 
people.  The  people  have  expressed  themselves  upon  the  question,  and 
the  poor  depositors  in  the  lavings  banks  in  San  Francisco,  who  are  to  be 
so  cruelly  taxed,  according  to  these  gentlemen,  have  spoken  in  favor  of 
it.  The  people  have  been  oppressed  by  the  escape  of  millions  of  prop- 
erty from  taxation,  and  while  the  gentlemen  upon  the  other  side  are 
deprecating  double  fixation  so  loudly,  they  might  profitably  consider 
the  fact  that  these  poor  people  have  subjnitted  to  double  taxation  for 
years,  by  reason  of^  the  escape  of  all  this  property.  These  mortgages 
'must  be  taxed.     We  want  to  declare  here  fairly  an(i  squarely  that  they 


are  property,  so  that  the  Supreme  Court  cannot  get  around  it.  We  want 
to  settle  that  (][uestion  by  declaring  that  they  are  property  and  subject  to 
taxation.  This  also  declares  in  favor  of  exempting  growing  crops.  I 
accept  that  because  t]^e  people  demand  it.  If  I  cannot  get  exactly  what 
I  want  I  will  accept  the  best  that  is  offered,  and  I  believe  that  to  be 
contained  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma. 

I  am  somewhat  astonished  i\t  the  hypercriticisms  of  some  of  the  gen- 
tlemen. One  savs  that  "bonds"  may  inj^Iude official  bonds.  Why, sir, 
an  official  bond  has  no  value.  If  it  has,  it  should  be  taxed.  That  is  a 
term  that  is  well  understood.  It  is  contioiined  in  n^ny  of  the  Constitu- 
tions which  tax  bonds  and  shares  of  capital  stock.  What  we  want  is  to 
establish  a  system  of  taxation  that  will  be  fair  and  just,  and  tax  all 
property  in  the  State.  It  is  an  indisputable  fact  that  millions  of  dollars 
which  have  been  produced  in  this  State,  and  which  have  gone  into  these 
securities,  escape  taxation  continually.  Gentlemen  sav  they  are  but 
bits  of  paper.  Call  them  bits  of  paper,  or  what  you  please,  but  they 
are  powerful  enough  to  draw  the  money  of  the  people  into  the  vaults 
of  the  moneyed  institutions  of  the  country.  Forty  or  fifty  millions  of 
the  money  of  the  peonle  have  been  gathered  in  and  put  into  this  class  of 
securities.  This  ConviiBntion  will  remember  the  a^essing  of  mining 
stocks  in  San  Francisco.  The  mining  stock  was  not  more  than  half  the 
amount  of  church  property.  Nine  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  the 
total  amount  assessed,  and  not  more  than  one  fourth  of  that  was  col- 
lected; and  yet,  sir,  twice  that  amount  changed  hands  in  a  single  hour 
oftentimes.  Is  that  fair  and  just?  I  say  we  can  reach  that  property, 
and  it  is  the  duty  of  this  Convention  to  reach  it,  and  tax  it  for  what 'it 
is  worth. 

Mb.  GREGG.  How  much  mining  property  have  you  in  San  Fran- 
cisco? 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  I  do  not  know  how  much  there  is.  There  are  mil- 
lions. It  is  not  all  in  the  hands  of  the  companies,  it  is  in  the  hands  of 
thousands  of  mSn. 

Mk.  REDDY.  Are  you  in  favor  of  taxing  corporate  property,  and 
then  taxing  the  capital  stock  too? 

Mb.  BARBOUR.    Na,  sir;  tax  the  stock  at  its  market  value. 

Mb.  REDDY.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  do  that,  but  I  say  you  should 
not  tax  both. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  I  do  not  suppose  we  will  tax  the  value  and  the 
representative  of  that  value  in  the  same  hands,  but  when  it  is  in  different 
hands 

Mb.  CROSS.     Will  you  allow  me  to  ask  you  a  question  ? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  No,  sif ;  not  you  [laughter].  As  I  said,  I  want  to  lay 
this  burden  of  taxation  where  it  belongs.  If  the  rich  pay  their  taxes  as 
they  should  do,  there  will  be  no  cry  of  oppression  from  the  producing 
classes,  for  all  will  be  taxed  alike,  and  the  Durden  will  be  light. 

SPEECH   OF   MB.    WYATT. 

Mb.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  like 'most  of  the  gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  on  this  subject — the  amendment  does  not  quite  come  up  to 
my  idea  of  what  it  should  be,  but,  sir,  I  am  in  favor  now  of  what  is 
known  as  the  Moreland  amendment,  as  against  all  others  that  have  been 
presented  before  the  Convention.  I  am  instructed,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, to  vote  for  the  taxation  of  mortgages,  as  they  were  taxed  before 
the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  ij^nder^  their  taxation  a  nullity; 
and  the  constituency  wnich  I  represent  are  intelligent  enough  to  com- 
prehend that  money  loaned  out  at  a  high  rate  of  interest  on  mortgage 
security,  upon  the  real  estate  of  the  State,  so  that  the  money  cannot  be 
lost  or  thieved ;  so  that  it  cannot  be  wiped  out  by  fire  or  flood ;  so  that  it 
will  stand  when  other  property  ceases  to  have  value,  is  property  that 
should  be  taxed.  And  I  &ii\  here,  in  obedience  to  that  opinion,  to  see 
that  such  property  should  be  taxed.  I  believe  it  is  property  of  the  best 
kind,  and  ought  to  be  taxed.  As  I  understand  it,  property  is  that  which 
has  value,  not  that  which  is  of  utility — horses,  cattle,  hogs,  land,  and 
everything  else — is  property  by  reason  of  being  valuable,  not  by  reason 
of  anything  else.  It  is  that  which  has  value,  and  it  makes  no  difference 
whetner  it  is  a  horse  or  a  piece  of  paper,  if  you  can  go  into  the  market 
and  sell  it,  the  thing  is  of  value.  They  are  all  equally  protected  by  the 
laws  of  the  country.  I  want  this  Convention  to  rebuke  the  Supreme 
Court  of  this  State  and  declare  that  this  is  property,  and  as  such  must 
be  taxed.  It  belongs  to  the  legislative  department  of  the  government  to 
declare  what  shall  be  taxed,  and  not  to  the  Supreme  Court.  I  want  a 
provision  in  there  that  will  stop  the  mouth  of  the  Supreme  Court,  for 
that  Court  has  become  too  uncertain  upon  that  subject,  starting  with  the 
twenty-second  volume  with  one  decision  and  winding  up  with  the 
thirty-fourth  with  another  and  different  decision.  When  it  comes  to  a 
test  case  between  money  bags  and  the  people,  we  have  seen  to  our  sor- 
row which  way  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  go.  A  mortgage, 
which  has  been  described  as  only  a  piece  of  paper,  is  better  than  money, 
for  money  can  be  stolen  from  you  or  destroyed,  but  a  mortgage  never 
dies  and  cannot  be  stolen.  Money  can  be  sunk  in  the  river  or  in  the 
middle  of  the  ocean,  but  a  mortgage  never.  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
be  adopted. 

Mb.  HUESTIS.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried.  , 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress 
therein,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOUBNMEXT. 

Mb.  E]>GERT0N.    Mr.  President:  I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  fivd-  o'clock  and  ten  minutes  p1  m.  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes  a.  m. 
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NINETY-EIGHTH     DAY. 

Bacbamento,  Friday,  January,  3d,  1879. 

The  ConveDtion  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


t'-'  '.,, 

PBESBNT. 
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Herri  ngton, 

Reddy, 

1  _ 

Ayers, 

Hitchcock, 

Reed, 

Barbour, 

Holmes, 

Reynolds, 
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Barry, 

Howard,of  Los  Angeles,  Rhodes, 

^y  '  . 

Barton, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

RmMold, 
Rolfe; 
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Beerstecher, 

Huestis, 

»  1  I   - 

Bell, 

Hughey, 

Schell, 

BiKgs, 

Hunter, 

Schomp, 

r-  ■ 

Blackmer, 

Inman, 

Shoemaker,  - 

Boggs, 

Johnson, 

Shurtleff, 

Boucher, 

Jones, 
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Brown, 

Joyce, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

fe  , 

**•;. 

^     Burt, 

Kelley, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Caples, 

Kenny, 

Soule, 

^^■^^\ 

Chapman, 

Kleine, 

Steele, 

Charles, 

Lampeon, 

Stevenson, 
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Condon, 

Larkm, 

Stuart, 

r^--  , 

Cross, 

Larue, 

Sweasey, 
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Crouch, 

Lavi^ne, 

Swenson, 

J- 

Dowling, 

Lewis, 

Swing, 

ifc:r/ 

Doyle, 

Lindow, 

Terry, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Mansfield, 

Thompson, 

Dunlap, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz 

,  Tinnin,^ 

Eagon, 

McCallum, 

Townsend, 

Edgerton, 

McComas, 

TuUy, 

1.  .^.- 

Estee, 

McConnell, 

Turner, 

■*.  .   .    V 

Estey, 

McCoy, 

Tuttle, 
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Filcher, 

McFarland, 

Vacquerel, 

•  < 

McNutt, 

Van  Voorhies, 

^-  ■  ■ 

Finney, 

Mills, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

G;  ■ 

Freeman, 

Moffat, 

Webster, 

Freud, 

Moreland, 

Welier,     • 

KV.'- 

Garvey, 

M6rse, 

Wellin, 

Gorman, 

Nason, 

West, 
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Grace, 

Nelson, 

Wickes, 

' .  - 

Graves, 

Neunaber, 

White,                         , 
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Gregg, 

Noel, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Li    - 

Hale, 

O'Donnell, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

•vVf 

HaU, 

Ohleyer, 

Winans, 

»          , 

Harrison, 

Overton, 

Wyatt, 

■-;,„;'" 

Harvey, 

Porter, 

Mr.  President. 

A 

Heiskell, 

Prouty, 

« 

Herold, 

Pulliam, 

, 

ABSENT. 

.   - 

Barnes, 

Farrell, 

Miller, 

ft 

Belcher, 

•  Fawcett, 

Murphy, 
O'Sullivan, 

Berry, 

Glascock, 

Campbell, 

Haeer, 
Hilborn, 

Shafter, 

Casserly, 

Stedman, 

Gowden, 

Keyes, 

Van  Dyke, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin 

1,  Laine, 

Walkel",  of  Marin, 

'^ 

Davis, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Waters. 

Dean, 

THE  JODBNAL. 

Mb.  caples.    Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal be  dispensed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

BEVENUE   AND  TAXATION. 

Mb.  edgerton.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Revenue  and  Taxation.  '     • 

Carried. 

IN   COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  Section  two,  and  amendments,  are  before  the 
committee. 

SPEECH   OF   MB.    HOWABD. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  agree  with  one  proposition  which 
was  advanced  in  argument  yesterday,  that  the  taxation  must  be  upon 
property.  Now,  the  question  is,  what  is  property?  And  here  let  me 
sav,  sir,  what  I  observed  the  other  day,  that  I  regard  this  report,  on  the 
whole,  as  presenting  very  good  provisions  on  the  subject.  The  only 
objection  that  I  find  to  it  is  this  principle  of  rebate  which  it  contains, 
and  which  I  think,  under  all  the  authorities,  is  objectionable,  because  it 
leads  to  fraud  and  a  less  of  revenue,  and  I  think  the  amendment  which 
is  accepted  to  the  first  section  has  not  improved  it  at  all.  I  think  that 
the  original  section,  as  it  stood,  was  better  than  it  is  now  with  the  amend- 
ment. 

But  as  to  property.  Gentlemen  deny  that  credits  are  property.  Upon 
what  principle  they  make  that  denial,  or  upon  what  authority,  I  do 
not  know.  No  well  considered  work  on  political  economy  has  been 
produced  which  is  not  directly  to  the  contrary.  No  work  upon  the  com- 
mon law,  in  relation  to  this  subject,  since  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  has 
failed  to  say  that  commercial  paper  is  property.  No  adjudication  of  any 
Court,  English  or  American,  from  that  day  to  this,  upon  this  subject,  has 


failed  to  announce  the  principle  that  choses  in  action  are  property,  and 
I  challenge  the  production  of  any  such  proof.  Now,  sir,  it  is  a  little 
extraordinary  that  we  forget  our  horn-book  here  so  quickly,  and  the 
gentlemen  rise  here  gravely,  and,  because  we  insist  upon  the  doctrines 
of  the  common  law  and  the  decisions  of  the  Courts,  they  charge  us  with 
ignorance,  with  stupidity,  and  with  barbarism.  Now,  sir,  it  is  a  question 
of  authority,  and  let  us  see  how  it  stands.  I  refer,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  Williams  on  Personal  Property,  page  four: 

''Choses  in  action,  though  valuable  rights,  had  not  in  early  times  the 
ordinary  incident  of  property,  namely :  the  capability  of  being  trans- 
ferred ;  for,  to  permit  a  transfer  of  such  a  right  was,  in  the  simplicity  of 
the  times,  thought  to  be  too  great  an  encouraeement  to  litigation,  and 
the  attempt  to  make  such  a  transfer  involved  the  guilt  of  maintenance, 
or  the  maintaining  of  another  person  in  his  suit.  It  was  impossible, 
however,  that  this  simple  state  of  things  should  long  continue.  Within 
the  class  of  chos(>s  in  action  was  composed  a  right  of  growing  importance, 
namely:  that  of  suing  for  money  due,  which  right  is  all  that  constitutes 
a  debt.  That  a  debt  should  be  incapable  of  transfer,  was  obviously  highly 
inconvenient  in  commercial  transactions;  and  in  early  times  the  custom 
of  merchants  rendered  debts  secured  by  bills  of  exchange  assignable  by 
indorsement  and  delivery  of  the  bills.  But  choses  in  action,  not  so 
secured,  could  only  be  sued  for  by  the  original  creditor,  or  the  person 
who  first  bad  the  right  of  action.  In  process  of  time,  however,  an  indi- 
rect method  of  assignment  was  discovered,  the  assignee  being  empowered 
to  sue  in  the  name  of  the  assignor;  and,  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VII,  it 
was  determined  that  a  'chose  in  action  may  be  assigned  over  for  lawful 
cause  as  a  just  debt,  but  not  for  maintenance,  and  that  where  a  man  is 
indebted  to  me  in  twenty  pounds,  and  another  owes  him  twenty  pounds 
by  bond,  he  may  assign* this  bond  and  debt  to  me  in  satisfaction,  and  I 
may  justify  for  suing  it  in  the  name  of  the  other  at  my  own  costs.' 
Choses  in  action,  having  now  become  assignable,  became  an  important 
kind  of  personal  property;  and  their  importance  was  increased  by  an 
Act  of  tne  foUowmg  reign,  whereby  the  taking  of  interest  for  money, 
which  had  previoudy  been  unlawful,  was  rendered  legal  to  a  limited 
extent." 

Mb.  van  voorhies.    What  are  you  reading  from? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Williamson  Personal  Property.  Then,  sir,  the  book 
goes  on  to  state  that  by  the  statute  of  Anne  choses  in  action  were  made 
assignable,  and  from  that  time  to  this  they  have  been  recognized  as 
property  in  all  treaties  and  all  decisions  in  relation  to  the  common  law. 
Mr.  Walker,  in  his  work  on  American  law,  at  page  sixty-two  says : 

"The  term  of  *  property'  includes  every  valuable  thing  which  can  be 
made  the  subject  of  exclusive  owner8hip,'and  the  laws  which  regtilate 
the  acquisition,  enjoyment,  and  disposition  of  it,  form  a  large  part  of 
the  laws  of  every  society.*' 

Chancellor  Kent  announces  the  same  doctrine,  that  choses  in  action 
are  property ;  and  by  the  Courts  everywhere  they  are  treated  as  prop- 
erty, and  it  would  be  most  extraordinary  if  that  was  not  the  case,  for 
the  largest  part  of  the  transactions  of  the  country  are  evidenced  by  cred- 
its, or  in  other  words, i)y  choses  in  action,  and  I  supposed  that  our  State 
had  set  that  question  at  rest,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned.  The  fourteenth 
section  of  the  sixth  subdivision  of  the  Political  Code  declares: 

"  The  words  *  personal  property '  include  money,  goods,  chattels,  things 
in  action,  and  evidences  of  aebt." 

So  that  it  seems  that  Mr.  Moreland,  in  using  the  term  "evidences  of 
debt,"  has  only  used  the  language  of  the  Political  Code.  And  yet  gen- 
tlemen get  up  here  and  tell  us  that  choses  in  action,  credits,  are  not  prop- 
erty, and  they  denounce  our  assertion  that  they  are  property,  as  stupid 
and  as  ignorant,  in  short.  A  celebrated  Englishman  said  tliat  his  objec- 
tion to  Maeauley  was  that  he  was  always  too  cock-sure.  I  regret  that  I 
do  not  see  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  in  his  seat.  If  he  were 
here  I  should  say  that  in  his  argument  upon  this  subject  he  had  been 
somewhat  too  cock-sure,  and  the  books  do  not  bear  him  out.  It  is  in 
violation  of  all  the  principles  of  law,  and  all  commercial  principles,  in 
relation  to  this  subject. 

Now,  sir,  the  gentleman  says  that  certain  things  cannot  be  levied 
upon ;  certain  things  cannot  be  taxed.  That  is  true.  For  instance,  you 
cannot  tax  the  genius  of  Bulwer  or  Dickens,  but  the  English  Govern- 
ment reaches  it  by  levying  an  income  tax  upon  the  works,  and  each  and 
every  year's  income.  After  the  reenactment  of  the  income  tax  of 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-two,  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  they  were  com- 
pelled to  return  the  amount  of  the  profits  which  they  had  reaped  from 
their  books  and  their  genius;  so  that  there  are  things  that  can  be 
reached.  For,  although  the  genius  of  the  author  cannot  be  reached  or 
taxed,  yet  an  income  tax  is  levied  in  England  upon  his  works,  because 
he  is  bound  to  render  a  faithful  account,  under  oath,  of  all  his  income. 
Therefore  it  is  certain  that  it  is  a  mistake  to  say  that  everything  which 
results  in  property  cannot  be  taxed.  It  is  taxed  undei  a  proper  system 
of  taxation.  The  gentleman  instanced  a  variety  of  things  which  could 
not  be  reached  by  taxation.  Those  instances  that  he  put  are  true 
enough,  but  they  do  not  illustrate  the  principle.  I  will  state  one  myself 
which  I  think  illustrates  it  much  better:  A  distinguished  heaxl  of 
the  New  Orleans  bar,  whom  Judge  Story  pronounced  the  greatest  advo- 
cate in  America,  and  whose  income  was  large — but  it  was  always 
scratched  out  of  his  pockets  by  the  tiger — [laughter],  owed  everybody, 
and  never  paid  anybody  except  at  the  end  of  an  execution.  On  one 
occasion  he  won  a  large  suit,  and  his  clients  sent  him  a  present  of  a  fine 
span  of  horses  and  a  barouche.  The  advoc%tewas  in  great  difficulty, 
but  he  got  into  the  barouche,  invited  a  friend  to  drive  with  him,  drove 
down  the  shell  road,  and  at  last  up  to  the  St.  Louis  Exchange  for  a 
drink.  As  the  gentleman  got  out  of  his  barouche,  the  Sheriff  stepped 
up  and  levied  on  the  horses  for  a  debt.  The  advocate  simply  remarked  : 
"Well,  I  have  had  one  glorious  ride  and  you  can  levy  on  them  and  be 
damned  to  you  ! "  [Laughter.]  But  one  thing  was  undisputed  :  this 
credit,  this  chose  in  action,  brought  the  blood,  and  it  takes  Grimes'  horse 
and  carriage.    So  it  is  not  so  harmless  a  thing  as  the  gentleman  seems 
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to  suppose.  It  is  a  real,  tangible  thing.  The  gentleman  says  you  can 
tax  only  tangible  property,  but  here  is  tangible  property. 

Suppose,  under  the  present  law,  you  go  to  the  United  States  treasury 
aud  you  deposit  your  coin,  and  you  talce  a  certificate  of  deposit;  it  passes 
in  the  Custom  House,  it  passes  in  commerce.  You  can  eo  back  to  the 
treasury  and  get  your  money.  Is  not  that  tangible?  Is  ne  not  able  to 
touch  the  property  which  that  instrument  evidences?  What  is  more 
tangible  than  that?  Isn't  it  the  same  thing,  only  more  convenient  than 
it  would  be  if  you  had  the  money  in  your  hand  ?  The  gentleman  says 
it:  is  n«t  property;  it  is  a  mere  imagination,  a  sort  of  coloring  in  the 
mind ;  or,  to  use  his  own  language,  an  anticipation.  Well,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  tolerably  lively  anticipation  if  a  man  had  one  of  those 
treasury  certificates.  It  would  not  be  so  remote  as  the  gentleman  seems 
to  suppose.  Suppose  a  party  brings  a  suit  in  an  English  Court  in  rela- 
tion to  money,  and  the  adverse  party  come.s  in  and  says:  "You  have  a 
twenty  pound  bank  note  of  the  Bank  of  £ngland,  which  is  a  legal  ten- 
der, and  is  to  you  so  much  gold."  The  party  replies:  "But  it  is  not 
property;  it  is  merely  imagination;  it  is  an  anticipation."  What 
answer  would  an  English  Court  make  to  an  advocate  who  rose  upon  the 
floor  and  made  such  a  plea?  Why,  sir,  they  would  pooh-pooh  him  out 
of  Court.  That  is  what  would  happen  to  him.  He  would  be  either 
considered  a  lunatic,  or  so  far  gone  in  stupidity  as  to  be  unworthy  of  his 
position.  So  of  an  exchequer  bond  and  of  an  exchequer  bill.  Now,  sir, 
IS  not  a  greenback  propertv  ?  It  was  not  very  much  ^t  one  time,  but  lat- 
terly it  IS  an  equivalent  of  gold.  Suppose  I  take  my  friend's  greenback 
ofiT  his  table,  and  he  brings  a  suit  against  me  for  recovery  of  it,  would  I 
be  heard  to  say,  that  is  not  property;  that  cannot  be  sued  for.  Why,  it 
is  a  legal  tender,  it  is  the  eauivalent  of  so  much  gold.  It  is  not  only  so 
much  property,  but  so  mucn  property  in  gold.  Under  our  statute  it  has 
been  decided,  in  the  case  of  L/azard  vs.  Wheeler,  that  detinue  lies  for  a 
warrant  issued  by  a  County  Treasurer,  which  his  deputy  got  into  his 
possession  and  transferred  wrongfully.  Although  transferred  and  not 
m  existence,  they  ^ve  a  judgment  in  detinue  for  the  specific  recovery 
of  the  warrant,  or  its  equivalent  in  cash.  The  gentleman  cannot  look 
into  a  new  book  on  the  subject  that  does  not  tell  him  that  detinue  lies 
for  a  debt. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  gentleman's  time  has  expired  under  the  rule. 

[Cries  of  "  Leave !"    "  Leave  I"] 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Now,  sir,  I  say  there  is  no  book  of  respectability 
but  what  says  that  choses  in  action  are  property.  It  is  so  said  by  Adam 
Smith;  it  is  so  said  by  Mr.  Mill;  it  is  so  said  by  Walker;  it  is  so  said  by 
every  book  on  the  subject,  and  there  is  no  authority  to  the  contrary.  It 
is  true,  sir,  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  this  State  have  said,  or  decided — 
that  I  believe  n  the  last  turn  of  the  slate — in  the  case  of  the  Hibernia 
Bank,  that  it  was  not  property  taxable  under  the  peculiar  language  and 
phraseology  of  th^  Constitution  of  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine. 
But  the  Court  admitted  in  the  argument — in  the  opinion — that  in  ordi- 
«aiary  language,  and  in  vulgar  terms,  it  was  property. 

Now,  sir,  here  we  propose  to  remove  all  doubt  upon  the  subject,  by 
saying  that  it  is  property,  and  is  to  be  taxed.  We  propose,  then,  by  our 
action,  if  it  is  vulg&r,  to  make  it  polite  literature,  in  the  immortal  juris- 
prudence of  this  country.  We  propose  to  make  it  so  plain  that  no 
Supreme  Court  that  comes  hereafter  can  dodge  out  of  it.  And,  with  all 
due  respect  to  my  friend  from  San  Francisco,  however  ignorant  he  may 
esteem  us,  I  think  we  have  the  better  case,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  so  make 
the  law  in  this  Convention. 

The  next  idea  advanced  in  opposition  to  the  amendment  is  that 
property  must  be  taxed  uniformly.  The  language  is,  that  taxation  shall 
be  equal  and  uniform.  It  means  that  all  mortgages  shall  be  taxed  alike, 
and  that  all  other  property  in  the  same  class  shall  be  taxed  alike.  It 
was  a  provision  of  the  section,  and  a  good  provision,  as  it  originally 
stood,  and  it  means  nothing  else.  It  means  that  there  shall  be  no 
favoritism;  no  discrimination;  no  letting  off  of  a  party,  merelj^  because 
his  property  is  in  money,  or  in  credits.  That  is  the  true  meaning  of  it, 
because  we  have  had  abundance  of  instances  of  parties  going  untaxed. 
The  gentleman  from  Solano,  the  other  day,  in  his  able  speech,  stated, 
and  stated  correctly,  that  one  half  of  the  property  in  this  State  goes 
untaxed.  The  principle  is  that  all  who  receive  the  protection  of  the 
government,  and  all  who  enjoy  the  advantages  of  the  government, 
should  contribute  to  ita  support.  Now,  then,  the  gentleman  from  Solano 
instanced  the  insurance  companies,  which  pay  only  one  half  of  one  per 
cent.,  as  he  estimates,  and  wnich  therefore  escape  taxation  nearly  alto- 
gether. Now,  sir,  I  wish  to  refer  the  Convention  to  an  English  work 
upon  this  subject,  to  show  the  duties  on  fire  and  marine  insurance.  It 
is  a  work  by  Mr.  Levi,  on  taxation  : 

"The  first  duty  upon  insurance  was  a  sixpenny  stamp  charged  on  the 
policy,  without  distinction  between  fire,  life,  and  marine  insurance,  but 
the  rate  for  fire  insurance  was  afterwards  increased  at  different  times. 
In  seventeen  hundred  and  seventy-five  the  duty  was  six  shillings  on 
policies  of  all  amounts  below  one  thousand  pounds  sterling,  and  five 
shillings  more  on  insurances  of  sums  of  one  thousand  pounds  sterling 
and  upwards.  In  seventeen  hundred  and  seventy-two  a  percentage  duty 
at  the  rate  of  one  shilling  and  sixpence  per  one  hundred  pounds  ster- 
ling was  first  imposed.  This  was  afterwards  increased,  in  seventeen 
hundred  and  ninety-eight,  to  two  shillings  per  cent.,  and  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  four,  whilst  the  policy  duty  was  reduced  to  one  shilling, 
the  percentage  duty  increased  to  two  shillings  and  sixpence  per  one  hun- 
dred pounds  sterling.  The  duty  was  further  raised  to  three  shillings 
per  cent.,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifteen,  and  at  this  rate  it  has  con- 
tinued to  this  day." 

And  he  goes  on  to  say  that  the  taxes  collected  by  the  British  govern- 
ment from  this  source  alone  was  between  eight  and  nine  million  dollars. 
Now,  sir,  they  tax  credits.  They  tax  profits.  They  make  everything 
pay,  either  by  a  direct  tax  upon  property  or  an  income  tax.  I  remem- 
ber some  months  ago — and  I  have  been  trying  to  find  the  article — there 
was  published   in  a  San  Francisco  newspaj>er,  during  the  excitement 
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about  the  deposit  banks,  a  statement  of  one  of  the  savings  banks,  in 
which  it  was  stated,  if  my  memory  serves  me,  that  the  capital  stock  was 
two  hundred  and  thirty-seven  thousand  dollars,  and  the  bank  had 
received  as  de^iosit^  and  loaned  on  mortgage  seven  million  dollars  cap- 
ital. Now,  sir,  without  seeking  to  comment  upon  the  safety  of  that 
system  of  banking,  let  me  ask,  does  not  that  statement  show  that  this 
bank  must  be  making  large  profits  from  the  reception  and  loaning  of 
this  money  ?  And  is  it  not  right  that  by  an  income  tax,  or  by  some 
other  method,  their  profits  should  be  reached?  Is  it  not  honest?  Is  it 
not  fair?  And,  although  the  taxes  upon  the  deposfts,  or  rather  upon 
the  loans  made,  fall  ultimately  upon  the  depositor,  primarily  the  bank 
pays  them;  and  at  all  events  the  bank  is  liable  to  an  assessment  upon 
the  profits  which  they  make,  which  must  be  charged  out  of  the  reception 
and  loaning  of  this  money. 

Why  should  a  party  be  allowed  to  change  his  real  estate  in  the  State 
into  Stat«  or  municipal  bonds  and  escape  taxation?  It  is  contrary  to 
public  policy;  for  the  public  policy  of  the  country  is  that  the  funds  of 
the  country  and  money  of  the  country  should  be  kept  in  active  product- 
ive business,  as  a  matter  of  business  interest  and  as  a  matter  of  justice 
on  the  subject  of  taxation.  Now,  there  is  not  a  piece  of  real  estate  in 
San  Francisco  that  pays  as  much  profits  as  the  interest  on  State  and 
municipal  bonds.  There  is  not  a  farm  in  the  whole  country  that  pays 
as  much  profits  as  the  interest  of  these  State  and  municipal  bonds — not 
one.  Why,  then,  should  these  parties  be  allowed  to  convert  their  prop- 
erty into  State  and  municipal  bonds  to  escape  the  burdens  of  government 
and  their  just  contributions  for  its  support?     ^ 

Now,  sir,  take  by  way  of  illustration  an  anecdote  that  was  told  me  the 
other  day  by  a  gentleman  in  Stockton.  The  Assessor  went  to  him  to  get 
an  assessment  of  his  property.  He  says:  "Well,  I  live  here  in  this 
rented  house.  My  furniture  is  worth  about  a  thousand  dollars;  you 
may  have  it  for  a  thousand  dollars."  So  the  Assessor  puts  it  down  for  a 
thousand  dollars.    "  Well,"  says  the  Assessor,  "your  money."    "  I  have 

Sot  a  twenty-dollar  piece."  So  the  Assessor  puts  down  the  one  thousand 
ollars  for  the  furniture  and  twenty  dollars  money.  The  Assessor  says : 
"Is  this  all  the  money  you  have?  You  have  money  at  interest?" 
"True,  I  have  ninety  thousand  dollars  at  interest,  but  that  is  not  tax- 
able, under  the  late  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  I  do  not  put  it 
in."  Therefore  he  escapes  taxation  onprelty  near  all  his  property,  and 
makes  no  contribution  to  the  support  of  the  government  which  protects 
him,  and  whose  Judges,  and  whose  Sheriffs,  and  whose  officers  he  must 
have  in  order  to  enable  him  to  collect  the  interest  on  the  money  and  the 
money  itself  which  he  has  loaned  out.  It  strikes  me,  sir,  that  such  a 
system  of  taxation  is  monstrous,  and  there  is  no  defense  for  it. 

Now,  sir,  we  propose  here  to  make  a  law  that  will  remedy  this.  I  do 
not  criticise  the  decision  in  the  case  of  the  Hibernia  Bank.  It  may  be 
good  law,  perhaps,  under  the  old  Constitution.  I  do  not  find  it  neces- 
sary to  discuss  that  question;  but  I  say  we  propose  to  make  a  different 
law,  which  will  be  just  and  honest,  and  we  propose  to  so  make  it  that 
we  can  hold  the  Courts  to  its  execution. 

But  it  is  said  here  that  the  taxation  of  mortgages  is  double  taxation. 
I  deny  it,  sir.  The  money,  if  taxed  to  the  creditor,  is  a  single  taxation, 
and  the  land,  less  the  face  of  the  mortgage,  if  taxed  to  the  owner  of  the 
land,  is  single  taxation.  I  read  the  otncr  day,  and  I  will  re^d  again,  a 
pamgraph  from  Professor  Walker  on  that  subject.  It  is  headed  "  Taxa- 
tion of  Credits:" 

"  It  has  sometimes  been  maintained  that  credits  ought  not  to  bo  taxed, 
but  all  assessments  be  made  upon  values,  or  property,  personal  and  real. 
Taxes,  it  has  been  argued,  ought  not  to  be  laid  upon  persons,  but  upon 
that  out  of  which  they  can  alone  be  paid,  viz. :  property. 

"But  credits  are  taxed  as  well  as  values.  A  holds  a  farm  worth  ten 
thousand  dollars,  mortgaged  to  B  for  five  thousand  dollars.  A  pays 
taxes  upon  the  whole  valuation,  and  B  upon  five  thousand  dollars,  as 
money  at  interest.  A,  it  is  said,  is  doubly  taxed.  This  is  a  practical 
question  that  has  puzzled  legislators  in  every  age  and  country.  Let  us, 
therefore,  carefully  examine  it. 

"  Suppose  A  and  B  aforesaid  form  an  entire  community,  and  that  the 
whole  tax  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  is  imposed  on  property.  The 
whole  valuation  will  then  be  ten  thousand  dollars  (A's  fariii),  and  the 
rate  one  and  a  half  per  cent.,  which  A  pays,  and  B  goes  untaxed.  We 
will  now  change  the  principle,  and  have  both  property  and  credits  taxed. 
The  valuation  will  th#h  be :  A's  farm,  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  B's 
money  at  interest,  five  thousand  dollars;  total,  fifteen  thousand  dollars: 
-and,  with  the  same  amount  to  be  assessed  (one  hundred  and  fifty  dol- 
lars), the  rate  will  be  one  })er  cent.,  of  which  A  pays  one  hundred 
dollars,  and  B  fifty  dollars.  So,  then,  we  discover  that  A  is  not  doubly 
taxed,  as  assumed,  but  at  the  worst  pays  only  twenty-five  dollars,  or  one 
third,  more  than  his  share.  Such  must,  in  principle,  be  the  result  of 
this  kind  of  taxation,  taking  a  whole  community  together.  All  the 
amount  taxed  upon  credit  is  so  much  relief  to  taxation  upon  proiwrty. 
This  seems  to  be  clear;  and  the  justice  of  the  thing  is  established  by  the 
fact  that  A  bought  his  farm  knowing  that  it  would  be  subject  to  a  full 
^xation,  and  bought  it  cheaper,  as  we  have  shown  in  another  place,  on 
tliat  account.  B,  on  the  other  hand,  accepted  his  mortgage  on  the  same 
ground,  knowing  that  it  would  be  subject  to  tax  on  the  common  valua- 
tion.    Is  either  party,  then,  wronged? 

"  But  perhaps  another  reason  may  be  given  why  A  should  pay  taxes 
upon  the  whole  value  <>f  his  farm,  viz. :  that,  having  the  usufruct  of 
the  whole,  he  is  entitled  to  all  the  profits  on  the  farm.  *  But  he  don't 
own  the  whole  of  the  farm.*  True,  that  is  his  misfortune;  if  he  did, 
he  would  obtain  a  larger  amount  of  net  profits;  but  his  obligation  to 
pay  tax  on  the  whole  is  not  impaired,  because  he  has  the  use  of  a  part 
of  B's  capital.  As  the  owner  of  the  farm,  A  has  a  chance  for  all  the 
profits  that  can  be  made  from  the  whole,  while,  by  the  taxation  of  B 
on  the  mortgage,  the  former  saves  a  part  of  what  he  would  otherwise 
pay  in  taxes.  One  pays  taxes  for  the  profits  of  business;  the  other  for 
the  income  on  his  capital. 
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!i  property  would  eaope 


"  In  the  absence  of  tb«  inoame  tax  principle,  what  can  be  more  equit- 
able and  JuM  than  the  practice  or  taxing  both  iDortgagnr  and  niort- 
gageeT     If  the  former  were  allowed  to  deduct  from  bia  invenlorj  the 

amount  he  owed  the  latter,  it  would  oflen  happen  that  ■'■ ' 

not  living  in  the  eame  town  or  State,  u  much  property 
taxation  altogi 

And  that  is  the  objection  I  have  to  the  rebate  prmciple  in  the  report 
of  the  m^oritv  of  the  committee. 

"  Thia  in  eoine  communities,  especiallj  our  Western  States,  would  be 
a  great  evil.  That  much  bardship  may  often  result  from  taxing;  credits 
as  well  as  propertjr  is  undoubtedly  true ;  but  that  only  afTorda  additional 
BVidence  that  the  income  tax  principle  is  the  only  correct  one." 

Now,  it  is  a  mistake— it  is   an  entire  mWke— and   it  cannot  be 
latati 

amount  of  the  money, 
I  deny  it  altogether. 
11  IB  not  true.     But  il  true,  it  is  just. 

It  is  argued  also  that  the  tax  must  be  equal — mudt  be  uniform,  and 
must  be  equal.  Now,  sir,  abeolule  uuifurniity  and  absolute  equality  in 
taxation  has  been  proved  to  be  an  impossibility.  All  that  you  can  do  is 
to  approximate  to  il.  It  is  a  good  general  principle,  but  when  you 
come  to  the  practical  working  of  (he  tiling  it  is  nut  tioaaible,  to  an  abso- 
lute mnthematioal  demonstration.     John  Stuart  Milt  says  : 

"  The  proper  sense  to  be  put  upon  it.  as  we  have  seen  in  the  preced- 
ing example,  is,  that  |ieople  should  lie  taxed,  not  in  proportion  to  what 
they  have,  but  (o  what  they  can  alFnrd  to  spend.  It  is  no  objection  to 
this  principle  that  we  cannot  apply  it  consistently  to  all  cases.  A  person 
with  a  life  income  and  precarious  health,  or  who  has  many  psnions 
dopending  on  his  exertions,  must  if  he  wishes  to  provide  for  them  alter 
his  death,  be  more  rigidly  economical  than  one  who  has  a  life  incorne  of 
equal  amount,  with  a  strong  constitution,  and  few  claims  upon  bim; 
and  if  it  be  conceded  that  taxation  canuot  accommodate  itself  to  these 
distinctions,  it  is  areued  that  there  is  no  use  in  attending  to  any  dislinc- 
tions,  where  the  absolute  amount  of  income  is  the  same.  But  the 
difficulty  of  doing  perfect  justice,  is  no  reason  against  doing  as  much  as 
we  can.  Though  it  may  be  a  hardship  to  an  annuitant  whose  life  is 
only  worth  five  years*  purchase,  to  be  allowed  no  greater  abatement 
than  is  granted  to  one  whose'lifc  is  worth  tweuty,  it  is  belter  for  him 
even  so,  than  if  neither  of  them  were  allowed  any  abatement  st  all. 

"  Before  leaving  the  subject  nf  e([unlity.  nf  taxation,  1  must  remark 
that  there  are  cases  iu  which  exceptions  may  be  made  to  it.  consistently 
with  that  equal  justice  which  is  the  groundwork  of  the  rule.'' 

That  is  the  true  principle.    If  we  cannot  arrive  at  absolute  equality 

ISow,  sir,  another  objection  is  raised  to  the  report  aud  a1i<o  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  3onoma,  Mr.  Moreland,  that 
it  taxes  franchises.  Now,  sir,  under  all  the  authorities,  franchises  are 
held  to  be  properly.  They  are  iiropcrty  separate  and  apart  fioiii  the 
business  itself.  A  franchise,  the  Supreme  Court  says, "  is  the  privilege 
or  right  of  asspoiation  in  a  particular  manner  to  accumulate  property 
and  make  money.  The  grant  of  a  corporate  existence  is  the  grout  of 
special  privileges  to  the  corporators  enabling  tbem  to  accumulate  prop- 
erty, free  from  individual  liability."  That  is  a  franchise.  It  is  a  sep- 
arate thing]  separate  from  the  properly  of  the  corporation;  separate 
from  the  slock  of  the  corporation ;  and  under  ail  the  authorities  it  is 
rightfully  taxed,  and  properly  taxed.  And,  as  was  said  here  yesterday, 
in  argument,  a  man  may  have  a  ferry  franchise.  Ills  boat  may  not  be 
worth  a  thousand  dollars,  but  his  franchise  may  be  worth  a  thousand 
dollars  a  day.  Therefore  it  is  that  by  adnplinf;  the  principle  of  the  gen- 
tlemen upon  the  other  side,  you  do  not  reach  him  at  all  if  you  tax 
nothing  but  his  boat. 

Again,  sir,  it  is  said  that  we  ought  not  to  tax  both  the  franchise  and 
the  corporation.  Well,  sir,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has 
,  held  that  it  Is  legitimate  to  lax  the  franchise;  it  is  legitimate  to  tax  the 
corporation  as  an  entity;  it  is  legitimate  to  tax  the  slock:  it  is  legiti- 
mate to  tax  the  net  proceeds;  It  is  lei;itimate  to  tax  the  profits.  1  read 
from  the  Delaware  Railroad  Cose,  18  Wallace,  SOB,  anil  shall  read  only 
the  head  notes: 

"  The  State  may  impose  taxes  upon  the  corporation  as  an  entity  exist- 
ing under  its  laws,  ss  well  as  upon  the  capital  stock  of  the  corporation 
or  its  separate  corporate  property.  And  the  manner  in  which  its  value 
shall  be  assessed  and  the  rate  of  laxalion.  however  arbitrary  or  capri- 
cious, are  mere  matters  of  legislative  discretion. 

received,  as  well  as  to 
possessed. 

"  The  fact  that  taxation  increases  the  expenses  attendant  upon  the  use 
or  possession  of  the  thing  taxed,  of  itself,  constitutes  no  objection  to  its 
ci>Dstltutioiiality. 

"  The  exercise  of  the  authority  which  every  State  possesses  to  tax  its 
corporations  and  all  their  property,  real  and  jiereonal,  and  their  fran- 
chises, and  to  graduate  the  tax  upon  the  corporations  according  to  their 
business  or  income,  or  the  value  of  their  property,  when  this  is  not 
done  by  discriminating  against  rights  held  in  other  Slates,  and  the  tax 
is  not  on  imports,  or  tonnage,  or  transportation  lo  other  Stales,  cannot  be 
reganled  as  conflicting  with  any  constitutional  power  of  Congress." 

Is  there  not  sense  in  that  decision  T  The  franchise  is  one  thing,  the 
capital  stock  is  another  thing,  and  unless  the  corporation  is  a  humbug 
the  books  show  the  amount  of  money  paid  with  which  to  commence 
business.  The  property  of  a  corporation  may  be  an  entirely  difTerent 
thing,  and  is,  in  ibis  State,  because  it  consists  mainlv,  or  to  a  large 
extent,  of  lands  outaide  of  the  corporaled  towns,  granted  by  the  Federal 
and  State  Governments  lo  the  railroads,  in  order  to  euable  them  to  build 
them.  It  is  therefore  right  that  there  should  be  a  separate  tax  u|H>n  the 
franchise,  a  separate  lax  upon  the  capital  stock,  and  a  separate  tax  upon 
the  prT>perty  owned  by  the  oirporalion,  just  as  much  as  there  should  be 


i  separate  tax  upon  the 


praperty  ownei 
all  sophistry. 
The  gentlema 


nnuciamento  is  fierce,  but  the  fight  dot 
thy,  there  is  no  relation  between  the  It 
seems  to  suggest,  that  a  man's  opiniont 
the  atmosphere  in  which  he  moves,  thi 
Btituents  whom  he  represents.  Those  c 
of  the  country  districts  are  disposed  I 
all  men  taxed  alike  upon  their  properl 
inunity  of  Irnders,  where  tbe^most  inf 
have  Ibeir  views  very  much  clouded, 
money  changers,  and  belong  lo  that  t 
out  of  the  temple,  he  may  nave  very 
come  from  the  countrv. 

Ma.  WlLSOS.of  First  District.  As 
lenders,  there  is  no  point  lo  the  argum. 

Ma.  HOWARD.  The  borrowera  ai:o 
thev  were,  is  that  any  reason  whv  the 

M«.  WILSON,  of  First  District,    fl 

Ml.  HOWARD.     The  gentleman  mi 
there  is  between  chalk  and  cheese. 
Mb.  WILSON.    I  would  if  you  wou 

Mr.  HOWARD.    You  try  lo  make 

Mb.  WILSON.  No.  You  are  dodf 
live  in  a  community  of  money  leuden 
are  more  borrowers  in  the  community  i 

Mb.  HOWARD.     What  of  il! 

Mb.  WILSON.     That  answers  your 

Mr.  HOWARD.  It  is  no  answer  at 
prove  that  the  lenders  ought  to  rob  the 

Mb.  WILSON.  No.  But  it  proves 
in  a  community  of  lenders  when  there 
there  are  lender*. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  was  only  speakit 
of  vour  surroundings.    1  do  not  say  tl 

surrounding  me. 

Mb.  WILSON.    I  do  not  think  Iha 

Mb.  HOWARD. 


IS  of  oi 


surroundings.  It  is  a  t 
made  to  regulate  and  control 
say  you  cannot  do  it  because  i( 
lo  tax  them  for  the  purpose  of  forcing 
towords  the  expenses  of  the  Uovernme 
property,  and  you  cannot  tax  it.  it  is  a. 
'      '^    "■'"    happens  day  after  ' 


We  a 


it  all  mei 
should  contrib 


ir  property, 
'.othe  r- 


Redd y,  yesterday.    I  am  inclined  t« 
tice  in  the  manner  in  which  mining  i 
are  taxed.     My  idea  of  a  proper  lax  u; 
tax,  because,  unless  a  mine  prnducea.oi 
in  bonanza,  it  is  not'properly  at  all. 

Mb.  REDDY.    How  do  you  like  the 
the  proceeds  of  the  mine? 

HOWARD.     That  is   " 


For 


■e  the  expens 
has  property,  it  has 
stock,  its  roadbed,  its  depots,  ai 


Ma,  HOWARD.     Not 


1  San  F 


lh< 


the  stock  of  the  mine.  '  They  are  not  i 
under  any  enlightened  system  of  laxa 
that  a  friend  of  mine  put  up  eitensiv 
chinery  wasof  the  most  expensive  cliai 
and  found  he  bad  no  mine ;  therefore  1 
franchise  was  nothing;  his  stock  was  n 


n  the 


y  that  he  bad 


thH'sial 


Therefore  it  is,  f  say.  that 
,  and  then  il  should  be  taxed  by  i 
iner  ought  not  lo  oliject.and  will 
—    ■■-  sr  reasonable  tax  which 
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to  be  encouraged ;  that  is,  a  mine  where  parties  combine  and  extract  the 
bullion  from  the  earth  and  bring  it  into  commerce.  But  that  is  not  the 
historjr  of  a  large  portion  of  the  mining  in  San  Francisco.  I  read  some 
years  ago,  in  Blackwood's  Magazine,  that  a  clerk  in  London  hired  a 
room,  bought  and  sold,  put  a  pen  behind  his  ear,  and  levied  contribu- 
tions upon  the  world.  But  we  have  got  ahead  of  John  Bull,  particularly 
in  San  Francisco.  They  find  a  fellow — we  will  will  him  Snooks — who 
tells  somebody  that  he  has  seen  some  nice  signs  up  in  the  mountains 
somewhere.  They  buy  him  some  grub  and  a  pick,  and  they  send  him 
up.  He  digs  a  hole  in  the  ground,  and  reports  that  the  thing  looks  rich. 
A  company  is  incorporated,  and  stock  is  offered  in  the  exchange  for  sale, 
although  nothing  has  been  discovered,  actually,  as  yet,  and  nothing  has 
been  sent  to  market.  Sharon  and  Jones  patronize  the  hole  in  the  ground, 
and  presently  the  papers  come  out  and  say  that  Snooks  1^  struck  a 
]>erfect  mountain  of  gold.  The  stock  goes  up.  The  drayman,  the  farmer, 
the  milliners,  the  seamstresses,  are  running  with  all  their  little  cash  to 
put  into  this  hole  in  the  ground.  It  is  worked  on  awhile,  and  there 
comes  a  report  that  the  mine  is  filled  with  water;  because,  they  say,  good 
mines  always  do  fill  with  water.  Then  it  is  necessary  to  have  an  a^ess- 
ment  to  pump  out  that  water.  Then  it  is  stated  that  it  is  frozen  up,  but 
it  will  thaw  out  in  the  Spring,  and  it  will  be  all  right.  But  the  Spring 
never  comes,  and  in  a  few  months  the  hole  in  the  ground  sinks  into 
oblivion,  and  gives  way  to  the  next  new  swindle.  Now,  it  would  be  no 
use  to  tax  the  capital  stock,  because  it  is  nothing  but  lies,  and  a  lien 
upon  it  would  not  be  worth  having.  The  stock  probably  has  been  sold 
upon  a  margin,  at  large  prices  giough  to  break  a  multitude  of  people. 
But  my  friend  from  San  Francisco  comes  and  tells  us  all  these  people  are 
of  age;  you  cannot  wet-nurse  these  people;  let  them  gamble  on  mar- 
gins. But,  sir,  in  tl\J8  Convention  we  have  endeavored  to  stop  these  sales 
and  their  gambling,  and  I  think  we  will  succeed. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  offered  bv  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma, 
Mr.  Moreland.  At  the  proper  time  I  shall  move  to  strike  out  the  words 
"  evidences  of  indebtedness,"  so  that  it  will  read  /'for  the  purposes  of 
taxation,  bonds,  notes,  mortgages,  solvent  debts,  franchises,  and  every- 
thing of  value  capable  of  transfer  or  ownership,  shall  be  considered  prop- 
erty." It  seems  to  me  that  in  the  words  "evidences  of  indebtedness" 
there  is  mere  tautology;  for  when  you  tax  bonds,  notes,  mortgages,  sol- 
vent debts,  franchises,  and  everything  of  value,  you  certainly  tax  evi- 
dences of  indebtedness. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  If  you  tax  solvent  debts,  is  not  that  taxing  evi- 
dences of  indebtedness? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Yes.  Any  Court  would  hold  it  to  be  the  same  thing, 
but  if  you  tax  the  debt  I  do  not  see  any  necessity  of  taxing  the  evidence 
of  the  debt. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  If  you  tax  the  debt,  why  do  you  see  any  neces- 
sity for  taxing  the  note  ? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  propose  to  strike  out  "  evidences  of  indebtedness," 
and  then  it  is  precisely  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Boggs,  except  that  that 
proposition  provides  that  the  State  shall  be  a  bookkeeper  between  the 
lender  and  the  borrower,  and  that  it  shall  make  an  omcial  settlement 
between  the  two. 

Mb.  SCHELL.     Why  not  strike  out  mortgages? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Because  we  want  to  have  it  in,  to  show  that  we 
decided  here  that  mortgages  are  a  legitimate  subject  of  taxatiou. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Is  not  the  mortgage  a  mere  incident  of  the  debt? 
W^hat  does  it  amount  to  in  foreclosure?  It  is  a  mere  incident  x)f  the 
debt.  If  you  tax  a  debt,  why  do  you  tax  the  mortgage  which  is  given 
to  secure  the  debt  ? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  The  mortgage  is  the  debt,  and  means  the  debt,  and 
nothing  else.  It  is  mere  hypercriticism  to  say  that  it  means  anything 
else. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Did  the  gentleman  ever  hear  any  Court  call  the 
mortgage  the  debt? 

Mb.  HOWARD.    It  is  always  called  the  debt. 

Mb.  van  VOORHIES.  Is  the  evidence  of  indebtedness  the  mortgage 
or  the  note?     Is  the  mortgage  the- debt,  or  the  note  the  debt,  which? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Both.  Both  evidence  the  same  thing.  Taken 
together  they  constitute  one  debt. 

Mb.  SCHeLL.  Do  you  propose  to  tax  the  mortgage  and  the  debt 
which  it  secures  separately? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  That  is  the  report.  The  report  is  to  tax  the  debt  to 
the  lender,  and  the  property,  less  the  amount  the  money  loaned,  to  the 
owner. 

Mb.  SCHELL.  If  you  had  a  debt  of  one  thousand  dollars,  do  you 
propose  to  require  the  Assessor  to  assess  that  debt  at  one  thousand  dollars 
and  then  to  assess  the  mortgage,  as  contradistinguished  from  that  debt, 
again? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  do  not  propose  to  assess  it  at  all  that  way.  The 
gentleman  is  confounding  himself  on  his  own  conundrums.  In  that 
case  the  equity  of  the  law  would  be  to  tax  one  half  to  the  lender  and 
one  half  to  the  owner  of  the  property.    That  is  the  meaning  of  it. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Do  you  claim  that  the  Moreland  amendment 
allows  any  rebate  under  any  circumstances? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  No;  and  that  is  the  reason  I  support  it.  It  allows 
no  rebate. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    You  were  understood  to  say  that  it  did. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  did  not  say  so.  That  whole  subject  is  provided 
for  in  your  report  on  the  subject  of  mortgages.  It  is  all  provided  for 
there,  and  therefore  it  is  not  necessary  to  provide  for  it  here. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Do  you  propose  to  adopt  section  five  with  the 
Moreland  amendment? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  propose  to  retain  section  five  to  the  extent  of  tax- 
ing the  land  to  one  party  and  the  loan  to  another. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Then  you  are  right.  Then  you  do  admit  the 
principle  of  rebate. 

Mb.  HOWARD.    No,  sir. 


Mb.  EDGERTON.    That  is  the  theory  of  section  five. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  No,  sir.  It  is  the  theory  of  section  fiv6  that  the 
lender  should  pay  on  the  loan,  and  the  owner  of  the  property  should 
pay  on  the  property,  less  the  amount  of  the  mortgage. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    That  is  not  the  Moreland  amendment  at  all. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  In  taxing  mortgages  you  tax  the  money  to  the 
lender  and  the  land  to  the  owner  of  the  land,  less  the  amount  of  the 
mortgage. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Yes,  certainly ;  but  that  is  not  the  Moreland 
amendment.     He  taxes  both. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  He  does  not  do  an^  such  a  thing.  He  does  not 
supersede  the  part  with  reference  to  taxmg  mortgages.  He  is  not  deal- 
ing with  the  subject,  but  leaving  it  to  the  other  section. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Then  the  gentleman  supports  section  five.  He 
would  have  section  five  retained  with  the  Moreland  amendment? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Yes,  to  the  extent  which  I  have  mentioned.  I  have 
not  criticised  it  closely.  I  think  that  section  five,  so  far  as  I  recollect  it, 
is  right  in  principle  : 

"  Src.  5.  A  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligation  by 
which  a  debt  is  secured,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  assessment  and  taxa- 
tion, be  deemed  and  treated  as  an  mterest  in  the  property  affected 
thereby.  Except  as  to  railroad  and  other  quasi-public  corporations,  in 
case  of  debts  so  secured,  the  value  of  the  property  affected  by  such 
mort^iage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  obligation,  less  the  value  of  such 
security,  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  of  the  property,  and 
the  value  of  such  security  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner 
thereof,  in  tlffi  county  in  which  the  property  affected  thereby  is  situate." 

That  I  support.  That  is  perfectly  consistent  With  Mr.  Moreland's 
amendment. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  would  be  obliged  to  you  if  you  would  demon- 
strate it.  Perhaps  you  don't  want  to  perform  that  surgical  operation 
on  my  head  that  was  alluded  to  the  other  day. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  do  not  see  why  the  gentleman  should  contend 
that  the  Moreland  amendment,  which  leaves  untouched  the  fifth  section, 
is  inconsistent  with  the  fifth  section.  If  it  was  inconsistent,  so  as  to 
■obliterate  the  fifth  section,  then  there  would  be  some  forc6  in  the  posi- 
tion, but  Xhat  is  not  the  case.  The  whole  idea  is  that  the  amount  of 
money  should  be  taxed  to  the  lender,  and  the  land,  less  the  amount  of 
the  money,  should  be  taxed  to  the  owner  of  the  property.  That  *ft  the 
whole  principle  of  the  report,  it  is  the  whole  pripciple  of  the  amendment, 
and  it  is  all  that  justice  requires  upon  the  subject.  Therefore,  it  is,  I  say, 
that  I  shall  vote  for  the  Moreland  amendment,  and  trust  to  getting  any 
improvement  upon  it  herealter  which  may  be  necessary.  I  believe  that 
the  Moreland  amendment  is  right  in  principle. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  and  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terry,  who  is  a  distinguished  lawyer  and 
an  ex-Justice  of  the  Supreme  .Court,  take  an  entirely  different  view  of 
the  Moreland  amendment.  The  latter  insisted  that  it  did  subject  the 
credits  to  a  tax,  and  in  addition  to  that  it  subjected  the  mortgage  to  a 
tax. 

Mb.  terry.  I  insisted  that  the  mortgage  was  not  the  man's  only 
remedy,  because  he  had  a  lien  upon  all  the  property  of  the  borrower,  and 
all  the  property  that  he  might  acquire. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  There  is  an  illustration.  The  gentleman  from 
San  Joaquin  takes  one  horn  of  the  dilemma,  and  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles  takes  another. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  The  gentleman  is  mistaken.  The  Supreme  Court 
of  the  State  decided,  in  the  ninth  volume  of  reports — the  opinion  by  the 
learned  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin — that  credits  wore  property,  and  a 
part  of  the  property  of  the  county. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  That  is  not  the  point  I  am  making.  The  point  I 
make  is  that  you  have  got  a  double  view  of  it.  You  do  not  agree  upon 
it.     It  is  dangerous  because  it  is  uncertain. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  We  have  got  no  double  views  whatever.  There  is 
no  conflict  between  us  who  are  supporting  the  Moreland  amendment; 
and  the  gentleman  will  excuse  me  for  saying  that  his  point  reminds  me 
of  what  General  Randolph  said  about  the  point  of  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island.  He  said  it  reminded  him  of  a  point  in  Delaware  called 
Point  No  Point 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    That  is  a  good  peroration  to  your  speech. 

Mb.  HOWARD.     It  shows  there  is  no  point  in  you  anyhow. 

BEMABKS   OF   MB.    WICKBS. 

Mb.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman :  We  all  wish  to  arrive  at  a  just  sys- 
tem of  taxation,  such  as  will  do  justice  to  all.  The  legal  definition  of 
the  word  taxation  given  by  Mr.  Wilson  was  undoubtedly  correct  origin- 
ally, but  that  meaning  of  the  term  has  become  obsolete.  A  tax  now  is 
an  obligation.  It  has  been  dwelt  upon  here  that  the  basis  of  obligation 
is  protection.  Now,  government  is  instituted  not  alone  for  protection, 
but  it  is  instituted  in  the  interests  of  human  progress.  Its  province  is  to 
secure  protection  to  all,  to  promote  industry  and  enterprise,  to  facilitate 
commerce  and  trade,  to  encourage  literature,  science,  art.,  and  religion. 
Here  are  higher  interests  to  subserve.  Now,  that  country  is  the  best 
where  wealth  and  intelligence  are  most  generally  distributed.  Now,  a 
system  of  taxation  which  makes  the  rich  richer  and  the  poor  poorer 
should  be  avoided  under  our  enlightened  and  republican  form  of  gov- 
ernment-. We  must  adjust  our  system  of  taxation  and  our  legislation  to 
meet  such  issues  and  such  disparity  as  may  arise  from  one  class  becom- 
ing rich  and  another  poor.  All  property  should  be  taxed.  Property 
now  is  that  which  in  itself  is  something  tangible,  of  tangible  and  mate- 
rial value.  Propertv  takes  many  disguises.  If  we  follow  property 
through  all  its  ramifications  we  will  find  that  one  species  of  property 
generates  another.  I  may  have  a  fine  growth  of  trees  that  are  growing 
upon  my  land.  That  growth  of  trees  may  be  taxed.  The  trees  may  be 
cut  down  and  sawed  into  lumber  and  taxed  again  as  lumber.  The  lum- 
ber may  be  built  into  a  house  and  taxed  again.    Thus  we  can  call  it 
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triple  Uxntion.  I  will  saj  here  that  Doiie  of  the  prnpogitions  fully 
m;  yitwa.  Mr.  Morelaod'a  propoaition,  I  tbiak,  is  too  broad.  Evidcncee 
only,  that  are  properly  securwl,  should  be  (axed.  Take  notes;  there  is 
a  great  difference  in  value.  Some  notes  are  not  worth  much,  and  other 
not«a  are  as  good  aa  gold.  Evidences  of  debt,  properly  aecuredu  are  as 
much  property  and  have  as  much  intrinsic  value  as  the  coin  that  bears 
the  goverumeal  stamp.  I  think  Mr.  Moreland's  prnpositiou  is  too 
iweepine,  and  covers  loo  Qiuob.  I  am  in  favor  of  laiing  evidences  "of 
iodebloauesa  when  they  are  properly  secured,  Mr.  Hale's  proposition 
is  good,  because  it  provides  that  a  man  should  pay  taxes  upon  what  he 
reallj  has.    He  should  ])ay  only  upon  property  free  from  incumbrance. 

Further,  to  meet  the  principle  of  the  greatest  good  to  the  greatest 
nnmber,  and  to  distribute  wealth  as  inucli  oa  possiLle,  I  am  in  favor  of 
a  graded  tax.  or  an  income  tax.  Wealth  is  a  reproductive  power,  and 
why  should  it  not  be  taxed  in  a  geometrical  progressiont  A  man  that 
baa  ten  thousaud  dollara  has  more  than  ten  times  the  facility  of  the  man 
that  has  but  one  thousaud  dollars.  Mr.  Peabody  himself  says  that  it 
cost  hi ra  more  effort  (o  acquire  bis  lirst  ten  thousand  dollars  than  alt 
hia  vast  fortune  afterwards. 

I  do  not  believe  in  taxing  growing  crops,  but  I  do  believe  in  taxing 
the  grain  when  it  is  in  the  grauery.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  taxing  the 
voluntary  offerings  of  the  peo])lo  for  charilable,  educational,  or  religions 
punioses.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  taxing  institutions  whose  benelils  are 
public.  With  regard  to  taxing  educntional  institutions,  it  is  a  principle 
of  our  .State  that  we  should  encourage  education.  I  know  you  al)  agree 
with  me  that  the  educational  system  of  the  State,  the  coqpion  schools, 
should  not  be  laxedj  but  I  am  not  in  favor  of  taxing  private  educo^ 
tlonal  institutions,  because  they  save  the  Btate  a  vast  amount  of  money. 
I  believe  we  have  no  right  to  Ui  the  volunUry  contributions  of  the 


say  tho 

any  of  its  branchcB.    It  is  the  province  of  the  State  to  slreDglhen  tht 
bond  between  the  church  and  the  State. 


tny  abadowof 


I  any  degree  of  consistency  oi 
sndment  offered  by  my  young 


friend  nam  Sonoma,  in  its  present  shape.    Upon  iU  face  it  Is  fair  and 
thoroughly  examined,  it  is,  In  a  great  man;  respects, 


inviting,  but  when  thoroughly 
monstrous  and  hideous.  Now, 
of  personal  history  in  relation  to  the  effects  of  this  amendnient.    I  bad 


read  of  and  expected  the  adoption  of  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
that  would  levy  a  lax  upon  inorlgagcs,  and  upon  the  probability  of  the 
adoption  of  that  amendment  in  ^e  new  Constitution  he  hod  raised  the 
interest  upon  that  mortgage  one  percent.  There,  sir,is  an  example  of  the 
efPecIa  of  this  amendment.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  taxation  of  mortgages, 
but  I  want  the  weight  of  that  taxation  to  fall  upon  the  mortgigee  and 
not  on  the  mortgagor.  And  that  is  what  the  granger  element  of  the 
State  wants,  and  all  the  borrowing  portion  ol  the  population  of  this 
State  wantH.  It  is  an  outrage  upon  reason  to  think  that  anv  borrower 
would  commend  a  mortgage  tax  if  the  weight  of  it  would  fall  upon 
himself.  The  amendment  upon  its  face  is  fair,  but,  sir,  I  believe  that 
the  men  who  to-day  cheer  you  on  in  the  hope  that  the  weight  of  this 
taxation  will  fall  upon  the  mortgagee,  when  they  come  to  see,  in  paying 
Lheir  own  interest  and  their  own  taxes,  that  it  falls  upon  themselves, 
they  will  ciirse  instead  of 'praising  those  who  vole  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MORELAND,  Did  the  gentleman  ever  hear  any  complaint  until 
the  decision  of  the  Bupreme  Court  declaring  that  mortgages  were  not 
property? 

Ma,  FREUD.  Well,  I  do  not  see  as  that  would  affect  the  argument. 
I  merely  cited  this  as  the  effect. 

Mb.  MORELAND.  This  simply  restores  the  thing  just  as  it  was 
before  that  decision,  nothing  more  nor  less. 

Mb.  FBEUD.  I  hnve  heard  complaints,  and  I  am  willing  to  support 
an  amendment  so  worded  that  the  weight  and  burden  of  the  matter 
will  rest  upon  the  man  that  loans  the  money. 

Ma,  MORELAND.  We  propose  to  insert  another  section  which  pro- 
hibits the  malting  of  any  contract,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  which  a 
debtor  is  obligated  to  pay  the  tax. 

Ml.  REED.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  not  intended  to  have  said  any- 
thing on  this  subject,  but  the  question  has  taken  such  a  wide  range,  and 
there  is  such  a  diveraity  of  opinion  on  the  question,  that  I  deem  it  proper 
to  briefly  give  my  views  on  this  important  matter  as  affecting  the  agri- 
cultural interests  of  this  Staff.  The  question  of  taxation  has  seriously 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  best  writers  on  political  economy  for  many 
}-ears,  such  writers  as  Bastiat,  Foster,  David  A.  Wells,  George  W.  Cuyler, 
and  Eilwin  Dodge,  ond  pronounced  one  of  the  mc»t  vexed  questions 
that  modern  writers  have  to  deal  with;  but  all  have  agreed  that  no 
healthy  system  of  revenue  can  be  devised  except  based  on  real,  tangible, 
property.  The  agriculturists  of  the  country  have  felt  aggrieved  that,  as 
a  large  olnss  of  borrowers,  they  have  b>een  compelled  to  pay  more  than 
their  just  share  of  taxation;  and  hence  the  general  cry  from  the  farmers 
Chat  mortgages  and  evidences  of  indebtedness  should  be  taxed.  But  I 
venture  the  assertion,  at  the  risk  of  political  ostracism,  that  the  farmers. 
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is  due.  And  the  farmer  knows  full  well  that  if  the  mortgage  is  taxed. 
and  be  is  also  taxed  on  the  value  of  bis  farm,  that  he  is  compelled,  by 
the  exactions  of  the  money  lender,  lo  pay  both  ;  for  the  lender  will  ask 
higher  rate  of  interest  to  cover  the  taxes  on  the  mortgage,  and  the 
actual  result  is  that  the  borroKer  really  pays  a  higher  rate  than  he  Is 
now  compelled  to.  And  if  any  system  can  be  devised  by  which  the 
mortgagee  and  the  mortgagor  can  share  in  the  taxes  on  the  property,  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  agriculturista  throughout  the  Stale  will  be  perfectly 
satisfied  :  and  of  all  the  propositions  thus]  far,  the  amendment  of  Hr. 
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placed  on  hia  labor,  industry,  and  energy;  it  is  the  same  as  an  income; 
It  is  his  income  af\er  paying  his  expenses,  and  tlie  profits  go  into  next 
year's  iBSessuieat,  as  the  farmer  must  iuvest  it  on  hia  farm,  as  they 
rarely  engage  in  outside  speculations;  hence  it  is  really  taxed  the  suc- 
ceeding year,  the  same  as  the  income  of  the  lawyer,  the  physician,  and 
other  professions— many  of  whom  realise  lai^  incomes  6ul  are  not 
taxed — and  the  profits  are  invested  ia  some  productive  property  as  an 
investment,  and  hence  ere  taxed  the  succeeding  year.  Kon,  in  conclu- 
sion, I  appeal  to  those  in  this  Convention  engaged  in  agriculture,  to 
Cuse  well  before  they  adopt  any  system  that  will  create  such  friction 
tween  the  borrower  and  the  lender  that  double  taxation  will  produce. 
And  I  really  do  not  believe  that  the  farmers  of  this  SUte  inund  to  lax 
mortgages  in  the  sense  as  will  be  effected  by  tho  Moreland  amendment. 
Although  the  popular  err  throughout  the  agricultural  districts  has  bwn 
and  now  ia :  taxation  of  mortgagesl  arising,  as  I  have  heretofore  said, 
from  the  fact  that  the  farmers,  having  been  taxed  beyond  endurance, 
and  required  lo  borrow  money,  are  compejied  to  ask  of  him,  the  non- 
producer  and  non-taxpayer,  assistance  by  way  of  a  loan.  This  has  well 
called  forth  this  popular  demand,  and'  sir,  I  deny  that  the  farmers 
demand  any  system  that  will  create  double  taxation ;  and  when  they 
inveatigate  this  amendment,  I  am  futty  satisfied  1  shall  be  substantiated 
in  my  assertions  by  the  agriculturisia  throughout  this  State,  and,  there- 
fore, sir,  1  prefer  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hate  as  a  more 
satisfactory  solution  of  this  vexed  queation  to  any  other  that  has  been 
presented. 

Ma,  HITCHCOCK.  Would  not  the  leaner,  knowing  that  the  tax 
would  be  deducted  from  the  claim,  require  a  higher  rale  of  interest  T 

Ma.  REED,     Under  any  proposition  that  is  submitted  or  adopted,  the 

Mr.  LARUE.  According  to  the  gentleman's  argument,  the  farraar 
pays  all  the  tax  at  present.  By  oaaessing  mortgoges  you  increase  tho 
assessment  roll  and  decrease  the  rate.  Suppose  he  has  to  pay  it  in  the 
end.  is  he  any  worse  off?    Let  us  divide  the  thing  a  little. 

Ma,  BEED.  That  ia  my  proposition.  Let  ua  divide  it.  He  has  to 
pay  double  according  to  the  Moreland  amendment.  If  1  have  a  mort. 
gaoe  of  ten  thousand  dollars  on  your  property  worth  twenty  thousand 
dollars,  Tou  are  assessed  twenty  thousand  dollars  and  I  am  assessed  ten 
thousand  dT>llars,  and  you  have  to  pay  it  all- 
Ma,  LARUE.  There  is  only  a  certain  amount  of  money  to  be  raised, 
and  you  say  the  farmer  has  to  pay  it  anyhow. 


.  The 
section  reads  as  follows: 

"  Ssc,  I,  All  property,  including  franchises,  capital  stock  of  corpora- 
tions or  joint  stock  associations,  and  solvent  debts,  deducting  therofrom 
debts  due  to  bona  fide  residents  of  this  Stale,  and  excluding  growing 
crops,  privats  property  exempt  from  taxation  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  public  property  belonging  to  the  United  Stales,  or  to  this 
State,  or  any  municipality  tiiereof,  and  all  property  and  Che  proceeds 
thereof  which  is  used  exclusively  for  charitable  purposes,  shall  be  taxed 
in  proportion  tu  its  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  directed  bv  law," 

I  am  informed  that  there 
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deduct  the  indebtedness  that  a  person  owes  from  the  entire  property  sub- 
ject to  taxation.  I  have  already  stated  that  there  is  a  misprint  in  the 
printed  report,  but  that,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  according  to  the  original 
report,  means  that  the  indebtedness  shall  be  deducted  from  the  solvent 
deots.  Now,  sir,  the  author  of  that  part  of  the  report  introduced  it 
originally  in  the  foftn  in  which  it  stands,  except  that  it  was  in  one  seu- 
tence,  "  solvent  debts  deducting  therefrom  debts  due  to  bona  fide  resi- 
dents of  this  State."  There  never  has  been  any  doubt  what  that  meant, 
and  that  it  meant  deducting  the  indebtedness  from  the  debt. 

I  propose,  if  we  should  ever  come  to  a  vote  upon  that  subject,  to  offer 
an  amendment,  which  shall  read  as  follows:  ^' All  property,  including 
franchises,  capital  stock  of  corporations  or  joint  stock  associitions,  and 
solvent  debts,  deducting  from  such  debts  indebtedness  due  to  bona  fide 
residents,"  etc.,  so  that  there  would  be  no  question ;  and  there  would  be 
no  reduction  of  indebtedness  from  the  other  property  owned  by  the  per- 
son to  be  taxed.  I  desire  to  say  a  word  or  two  further  in  answer  to  the 
gentleman  from  Lcs  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard,  and  that  is  with  regard  to 
this  Moreland  amendment.  There  can  be  no  doubt  about  this,  that  it 
imposes  a  tax  upon  the  credit  to  the  extent  of  the  value  of  the  credit, 
ana  that  in  adaition  to  that  it  imposes  a  tax  upon  the  entire  property. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  about  it,  and  the  author  of  this  aniendment 
expressly  said  that  that  was  one  of  its  cardinal  principles,  and  that  it 
was  because  it  did  propose  that  system  of  taxation  that  he  supported  it; 
and  he  made  the  antithesis  clearly  that  this  did  not  allow  any  rebate, 
whereas  sections  two  and  five  did.  That  was  the  view  taken  by  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  and  every  gentleman  here, 
until  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  spoke.  Now,  sir,  it  is  dangerous 
to  adopt  a  proposition  when  two  lawyers  of  admitted  ability  and  emi- 
nence, like  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  and  the  gentleman  from  San 
Joaquin,  take  these  two  opposite  views  upon  it.  Is  it  safe  for  this  Con- 
vention to  adopt  it?  Ana  another  thing  which  I  cannot  understand  at 
all,  is  this :  I  do  not  see  how  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  arrives  at 
the  conclusion  that  there  is  no  conflict  between  section  five  and  this 
Moreland  amendment.  One  word  more.  I  understood  my  friend  Gen- 
eral Howard  to  say  that  be  had  no  criticism  to  pass  upon  the  opinion  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Hibernia  Bank  case;  that  ne  had  no  fault  to 
find  with  the  law  of  that  case. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  said  that  I  did  not  make  any  criticism  upon  that 
case  because  the  proposition  would  render  another  such  decision  impos- 
sible. 

Mb.  EIKjfERTON.  I  say  that  the  Moreland  amendment  does  not 
help  the  gentleman  at  all.  ,  It  will  leave  the  Supreme  Court  fh  the  same 
relation  with  the  Hibernia  Bank  case.  We  have  started  with  the  gen- 
eral declaration  that  taxation  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout 
the  State.  That  has  been  agreed  to.  Then  everybodv  here  has  agreed 
to  the  declaration  that  all  property  in  this  State  shall  be  taxed  in  pro- 
portion to  ita  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  provided  by  law.  These  two 
propositions  everybody  has  agreed  to.  Then  ^ou  go  on  and  declare  that 
solvent  debts  shall  be  taxed.  Now,  that  is  just  the  precise  case  of  the 
Hibernia  Bank.  They  undertook  to  tax  the  solvent  debts,  and  the 
Supreme  Court  held  in  the  case  of  the  Hibernia  Bank  that  that  could 
not  be  done,  because  solvent  debts,  credits,  bonds,  and  mortgages,  could 
not  be  assessed.  They  would  not  be  capable  of  definite  assessment  by 
any  rule  of  equal  and  uniform  taxation  with  other  property. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    Did  not  the  Courts  say  in  that  case 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     I  am  coming  to  it. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  They  say  that  credits  are  property,  but  they  are  not 
property  for  taxation  under  the  Constitution  of  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-nine. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  will  make  my  point  so  plain  that  even  the  gen- 
tleman from  Los  Angeles  cannot  misunderstand  it. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Suppose  we  say  that  credits  are  property  in  the 
Moreland  amendment,  adopt  the  fifth  section  and  let  both  provisions 
stand  together. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  do  not  know  what  somebody  else  is  about  to 
add  to  the  amendment.  I  am  talking  of  the  amendment  as  it  now 
stands.  I  understand  that  the  Moreland  amendment  is  not  now  open 
to  amendment. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  take  the  Moreland  amendment  to  be  a  supple- 
ment to  the  fifth  section. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Now,  let  us  see.  The  Supreme  Court,  Justice 
McKinstry  delivering  the  opinion,  in  the  Hibernia  Bank  case,  51  Cal. 
245, says: 

**  That  causes  of  action  are  dependent  on  too  many  contingencies  to 
be  capable  of  appraisement  which  shall  accord  with  any  rule  of  equality 
or  uniformity  of  value,  is  too  plain  for  argument." 
Then  he  goes  on  to  say : 

*'  The  Constitution  provides  that  no  property,  as  property,  shall'  be 
taxed,  except  such  as  is  capable  of  a  valuation  by  the  Assessors,  which 
shall  be  ratably  equal  and  uniform  with  that  affixed  to  all  other  prop- 
erty." 

And  again,  construing  the  very  terms  of  the  Constitution  which  we 
ftU  agree  to  adopt : 

"  The  thirteenth  section  of  article  eleven  of  the  Constitution  requires 
that  each  articl^  of  property  capable  of  valuation,  shall  be  fixed  or  esti- 
mat<Kl^  and  the  owner  tnereof  made  to  pay  a  sum  which  shall  bear  the 
same  proportion  to  the  whole  amount  levied  as  does  the  value  of  the 
particular  property  to  the  aggregate  value  of  all  the  property  in  the 
State  or  tax  district.  Under  our  Constitution,  therefore,  the  subject  of 
taxation  is  the  sum  of  all  the  values." 

Then  he  goes  on  to  sav  that  the  very  idea  of  taxing  these  credits, 
bonds,  and  mortgages,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  which 
says  J^at  **  taxes  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  throughout  the  State,  and 
that  all  property  shall  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value,  to  be  ascertained 
as  directed  oy  law,"  would  involve  a  contradiction  in  the  Constitution, 
and  that  is  just  what  you  propose,  by  the  Moreland  amendment,  to 


write  into  the  Constitution  of  this  State,  and  leave  the  Court  to  declare 
that  it  is  idle  to  undertake  such  taxation  : 

''The  Constitution,  in  its  application  to  the  various  departments  of 
the  Government,  and  to  individual  rights,  must  receive  such  a  construc- 
tion as  to  give  it  a  practical  operation.  There  would  be  a  contradiction 
in  the  single  section  of  the  Constitution  if  it  were  construed  as  requiring 
that  all  property  should  be  taxed  equally  and  uniformly  with  reference 
to  its  value,  and  that  the  word  '  property '  includes  those  things  practi- 
cally incapable  of  an  appraisement  bearing  any  definite  relation  or  pro- 
portion to  other  things  or  property." 

That  is  just  what  you  are  attempting  to  do.  You  propose  to  write,  in 
express  words,  the  unmistakable  and  flat  contradiction  which  is  pointed 
out  here,  and  made  as  clear  as  the  noonday  sun,  which  nobody  can 
answer,  and  nobody  has  attempted  to  answer.  Though  I  have  once  or 
twice  before  called  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  it,  no  gentleman 
has  seen  fit  to  allude  to  it.  Now,  sir,  am  I  not  right?  Suppose  you  had 
the  present  Supreme  Court  to  decide  upon  a  case  under  this  amendment, 
as  you  propose  it?  They  would  say,  all  you  have  accomplished  is  writ- 
ten in  the  Constitution — the  very  contradiction  which  we  pointed 
out  in  The  People  vs.  Hibernia  Bank — and  it  cannot  be  sustained.  No- 
body has  cast  any  slur  on  the  Supreme  Court;  that  is,  they  say  they  do 
not;  but  it  is  perfectly  evident  that  they  are  tiyiiig  to  get  around  that 
Court.  No  man  on  this  floor  stands  higher  for  integrity,  and  no  man 
ever  breathed  the  breath  of  life  more  unapproachable  than  Justice 
McKinstry,  who  wrote  that  opinion.  He  is  a  sound  and  an  able  lawyer, 
and  everybody  admits  it.  lie  has  had  an  experience  of  a  quarter  of  a 
century  upon  the  bench.  I  would  like  to  see  some  gentleman  before  the 
Supreme  Court  with  this  Moreland  amendment  in  the  Constitution.  Ho 
would  be  told :  ''AH  you  have  done  is  to  write  in  the  Constitution  the 
very  contradiction  that  we  pointed  out  in  the  case  of  The  People  vs.  The 
Hibernia  Bank." 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  If  this  Constitution,  afler  saying  that  taxation 
shall  be  equal  and  uniform,  should  then  go  on  and  say  that  mortgages 
should  be  taxed,  do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  Supreme  Court  would 
again  decide  that  mortgages  could  not  be  taxed  ? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  mean  to  ^y  that  the  Supreme  Court  has  said 
if  the  present  Constitution  contained  that  it  would  be  a  contradiction, 
and  you  propose  to  put  it  into  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  terry.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  hypothesis  of  the  Court  is 
the  judgment  of  that  Court? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  say  it  is  the  ground  of  the  decision.  It  is  the 
reasons  upon  which  the  Court  based  their  opinion.  These  things  are 
not  capable  of  appraisement,  and  by  putting  it  into  the  Constitution  it 
would  be  a  contradiction.  You  might  elect  Judges  perhaps  who  would 
take  a  different  view.  Men  may  argue  around  it,  but  when  we  come  to 
take  cold  law,  no  gentlemali,  in  my  judgment,  can  escape  the  conclu- 
sion which  I  point  out.  The  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin  was  very 
much  puzzled  the  other  day,  and  did  not  acquit  himself  with  his  usual 
success  when  he  was  pressed  upon  the  subject  of  double  taxation.  I  say 
that  no  man  has  yet  answered  the  assertion,  that  this  amendment  calls  for 
double  taxation  and  of  the  most  odious  form.  And  these  gentlemen 
from  San  Francisco,  who  represent  the  workingmen,  the  poor  people  in 
San  Francisco,  how  in  the  name  of  God  they  can  support  this  amend- 
ment I  cannot  sec ;  when  their  platform  commands  them  to  support  a^ 
proposition  for  taxation  which  admits  of  a  rebate.  I  read  it  for  the 
consideration  of  those  gentlemen.  It  is  the  twenty- fourth  article  in 
their  platform :   ) 

"  No  person  shall  be  taxed  for  that  which  he  does  not  own ;  in  other 
words,  debts  due  by  the  person  assessed  should  be  deducted  from  the 
assessable  value  of  his  property,  and  should  be  assessed  against  the  per- 
son to  whom  they  are  payable." 

Mr.  MORELAND.    Now  read  the  seventh  plank. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  "  Money,  mortgages,  and  bonds  must  be  taxed  " — 
Yes.  [Laughter.]  When  gentlemen  nave  got  through  with  their  mirth- 
ful demonstrations  I  will  proceed.  I  say  I  am  talking  to  the  San  Fran- 
cisco Workingmen.  When  you  say  a  man  should  be  taxed  according  to 
what  he  owns,  it  means  the  principle  of  rebate  upon  which  section  two 
is  based,  and  it  means  nothing  else.  And  that  is  what  many  of  your 
representatives  say — and  I  was  about  to  say  your  recognized  leader;  but 
there  seems  to  be  some  controversy  as  to  who  is  the  leader.  I  supposed 
in  the  first  place  it  was  Dennis  Kearney.  Then  I  thought  it  was  Mr. 
Reynolds.  Jl?hen  it  appeared  for  awhile  to  be  Mr.  Barbour.  Then  I 
thought  that  my  friend  from  El  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin,  was  going  to  loom 
up,  until  I  find  that  my  distinguished  friend  from  San  Joaquin,  Mr. 
Terry,  is  the  boss  of  the  Workingmen's  Party.  [Laughter.]  Now,  sir, 
you  talk  about  platforms  and  instructions.  The  Workingmen's  Party 
on  this  floor  is  under  an  obligation ;  it  is  under  an  instruction.  If  there 
is  anything  binding  in  platforms  they  are  bound  to  support  the  report  of 
this  committee  in  some  form.  Now,  sir,  I  have  heard  a  statement  to-day 
that  ^ars  out  with  the  utmost  force  what  I  said  the  other  day,  coming 
from  my  friend  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Freud,  and  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  such  declarations  will  not  convince  members  here.  The 
gentleman  gives  an  instance  under  his  own  knowledge  where  a  mort- 
gage was  held  upon  a  piece  of  property,  and  he  was  paying  seven  per 
cent,  interest.  He  goes  and  wants  it  renewed,  and  they  immediately 
raise  the  rate  in  anticipation  of  what  you  are  doing  here,  in  view  of  the 
very  attempt  at  double  taxation,  in  view  of  the  very  suggestion  of  tax- 
ing mortgages.  What  is  the  effect?  How  sensitfve  this  tning  of  capital 
is.  Up  it  goes,  and  they  will  not  renew  it  now  short  of  one  per  cent, 
advance. 

Mr.  terry.  It  might  have  been  demanded  for  the  purpose  of 
frightening  somebody. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  won't  do.  My  friend  Dr.  Shurtleff  has  just 
been  home,  and  he  brings  back  the  information  that  they  are  printing 
their  forms  for  mortgages  and  notes  already,  in  view  of  what  you  are 
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doing  here,  so  as  to  add  the  burdens  you  propose  to  impose  here  upon 
the  contracts  that  they  make  with  the  borrowing  class. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  In  some  of  the  savings  banks  they  are  making  loans 
only  on  trust  deeds,  and  with  provisions  for  no  notes  at  all. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Take  this  amendment  in  connection  with  section 
six,  which  is  as  follows: 

"  Skc.  6.  Every  contract  hereafter  made,  by  which  a  debtor  is  obli- 
gated to  pay  any  tax  or  assessment  on  money  loaned,  or  on  any  mort- 
gage, deed  of  trust,  or  other  lien,  shall,  as  to  any  interest  specified 
therein,  and  as  to  such  tax  or  assessment,  be  null  and  void." 

Now,  how  idle  it  is  for  anybody  who  has  ever  had  any  experience  in 
these  matters,  to  talk  about  printing  any  section  in  any  law  or  in  any 
Constitution,  to  govern  this  subject. 

Mr.  MORELAND.    Did  not  the  gentleman  report  that  as  Chairman 


of  the  committee? 
Mb.  EDGERTON. 
Mr.  MORELAND. 
Mr.  EDGERTON. 


I  dissented  from  it. 
I  do  not  dissent  from  it. 

You  never  dissent  from  anything.  This  is  the 
proposition  of  Mr.  Laine,  of  Santa  Clara.  I  am  opposed  to  writing 
sections  into  a  Constitution,  or  into  a  law,  that  will  lose  their  prestige 
or  authority,  or  will  never  get  any  prestige  or  authority ;  and  the  ability 
of  man  has  never  yet  invented  any  law  by  which  you  could  prevent 
people  from  paying  any  amount  of  interest  they  have  a  mind  to  agree 
upon.  How  easy  it  would  be  for  a  savings  bank  to  avoid  this.  Mr.  More- 
land  goes  to  a  savings  bank  in  San  Francis<x>  and  wants  to  borrow  twenty 
thousand  dollars.  They  say :  "  All  right ;  but  there  are  taxes  to  pay,  and 
you  must  pay  them."  "  But  the  Constitution  says  that  any  contract  we 
make  would  be  void."  "  That  is  all  right.  You  go  and  give  my  attorney 
a  bonus  in  advance,  and  you  can  have  the  money."  There  are  ways 
enough  to  avoid  it.  It  is  idle  to  rely  upon  it.  They  have  had  a  usury 
law  in  New  York  during  this  whole  century,  yet  interest  runs  all  the 
way  from  three  per  cent,  to  fifteen,  sixteen,  seventeen,  and  eighteen  per 
cent.,  the  same  as  here.  I  assert  that  interest  in  California  is  cheaper 
than  it  is  in  any  State  in  this  Union.  You  can  get  money  in  this  State 
cheaper  than  in  any  State  in  this  Union.  You  can  get  any  amount,  on 
good  security,  at  seven  per  cent,  or  eight  per  cent. 

Mb.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  I  have  been  a  borrower  to  a  considerable 
amount,  and  I  believe  the  security  furnished  is  good,  but  ten  per  cent, 
is  the  best  I  can  get. 

Mr.  WHITE.  It  is  one  and  a  quarter  per  cent,  a  month,  compounded 
every  three  months,  in  my  county. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  quicker  you  get  out  of  that  neighborhood  the 
better  for  you. 

Mr.  terry.  I  know  a  prominent  banker  who  has  made  his  money 
by  borrowing  in  New  York  at  four  per  ce^t.  and  loaning  it  here  for 
twelve  and  fifteen  per  cent. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    When  did  he  tell  you  that? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  am  informed  that  one  bank  lately  loaned  two  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  at  seven  per  cent. 

Mr.  MgCALLUM.  I  will  state  that  the  Hibernia  Bank  has  had  a 
standing  advertisement  in  the  papers  ofiTering  to  loan  sums  of  thirty 
thousand  dollars  and  upwards,  on  city  property,  at  seven  per  cent. 

Mr.  grace.  Is  that  on  Convention  scrip — seven  percent.?  [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  There  is  a  very  great  difference  in  loans.  The 
gentleman  from  San  Joaquin  talks  about  twelve  and  fifteen  per  cent. 
There  is  a  very  great  difference  between  call  loans  and  loans  secured  by 
a  mortage  on  real  property.  My  friend  from  Butte  asked  me  if  the 
Hibernia  Bank  makes  these  loans  outside  of  the  city.  I  saw  a  statement 
in  the  Bulletin  not  many  days  suice^  that  they  were  loaning  money  out- 
side of  the  city. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.     I  understand  not.    Not  even  in  Oakland. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  certainly  saw  the  statement  that  some  of  the 
banks  in  San  Francisco  had  departed  from  that  rule  and  were  now  loan- 
ing money  in  the  country  in  some  instances. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    The  regular  rate  in  Oakland  is  ten  per  cent. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Judge  Schell  says  there  are  several  loans  in  his 
county  as  low  as  ten  per  cent. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  I  borrowed  some  money  on  property  in  Oakland 
frofn  San  Francisco,  for  eight  per  cent  for  one  year. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  There  cannot  be  any  escape  from  this  conclusion, 
that  the  more  you  relieve  capital  from  these  burdens,  the  lower  the  rate 
of  interest  will  be.  Every  tax  you  put  upon  capital  is  bound  to  be  paid 
by  the  borrower,  as  Chief  Justice  Wallace  says,  in  his  opinion  in  the 
Hibernia  Bank  case,  no  matter  in  what  shape  it  is  imposed,  as  the  bor- 
rower is  bound  to  find  out  it  has  got  to  be  paid  by  him.  Now,  I  never 
heard  anybody  deny  that  mortgages  were  property  in  one  sense.  It  is 
admitted.  / 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Wilson  did.  He  denied  that  any  credits  were 
property. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  do  hot  understand  so.  The  Justice,  in  the 
Hibernia  Bank  case,  admits  that  it  is  property  in  the  vulgar  and  technical 
sense,  but  the  question  is  whether  we  should  treat  them  as  property  for 
the  purposes  of  taxation,  and  I  say  no. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.  I  would  like  to  ask  Judge  Schell  if  the  money 
he  refers  to  was  loaned  to  individuals  or  to  the  banks. 

Mr.  schell.  Loaned  to  individuals,  sir,  in  a  good  many  instances 
that  I  know  of,  and  even  as  low  as  eight  per  cent. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  do  not  profess  to  be  a  financier,  and  until  I 
came  to  this  Convention,  my  reading  on  the  subject  had  been  exceed- 
ingly limited.  I  had  read  in  days  gone  bpr,  what  John  Stuart  Mill  had 
to  say,  and  the  works  of  some  great  political  economists  on  the  subject 
of  taxation;  but  I  assert  unhesitatingly,  that  my  friend.  General  How- 
ard, canuot  produce  a  respectable  authority  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic  in  the  last  fifty  years,  that  has  advocated  the  tax  of  personal 
property  directly. 


Mr.  HOWARD.    They  reach  it  there  bv  an  income  tax. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  They  go  to  the  land  and  tax  a  mah  according  to 
its  rental  value.  *  They  do  not  tax  his  property  in  this  way  there.  They 
used  to,  sir,  but  for  the  last  hundred  years  they  have  not  done  it.  In 
the  report  of  the  New  York  Commission,  they  point  out  a  system  in 
England,  Belgium,  and  France,  where  they  have  abandoned  the  whole 
thing  after  experimenting  upon  it  since  the  time  of  Henrj{  VIII.  Tax 
them  on  what  they  make,  but  do  not  tax  this  intangible  thing  of  a  debt 
which  comes  back  on  the  borrower.  You  tax  the  Ihoney  where  you  find 
it.  Now,  sir,  this  Moreland  amendment  seems  to  me  to  be  full  of  these 
difficulties.  Gentlemen  make  a  very  great  mistake  in  attempting  to 
arrive  at  the  result  which  they  seek  to  reach,  through  the  medium  of 
such  an  amendment  as  that,  and  I  challenge  anybody  to  take  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  The  People  vs.  Hibernia 
Bank,  fifty-first  Calitornia,  and  controvert  the  position  that  the  Supreme 
Court  would  have  to  ignore  it,  because  you  would  have  adopted  the  very 
contradiction  pointed  out  in  that  decision. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    What  force  has  that  if  you  make  a  now  law? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  You  will  have  to  abandon  the  twp  propositions 
which  are  adopted,  or  rather  the  first  proposition,  that  taxation  shall  be 
equal  and  uniform  throughout  the  State,  and  the  first  part  of  the  Moreland 
amendment,  which  provides  that  all  propertv  shall  be  taxed  in  propor- 
tion to  its  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  provided  by  law.  You  have  got  to 
abandon  these  two  propositions  in  oraer  to  sustain  the  remainder  of  the 
Moreland  amendment. 

Mr.  moreland.  Judge  Campbell  raised  that  very  point  about 
equality  and  uniformity  the  other  day,  and  the  gentleman  denied  it. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  said- that  the  principle  of  the  Hibernia  Bank 
case  was,  that  they  were  not  subject  to  taxation,  because  they  could  not 
be  assessed  by  any  rule  which  would  agree  with  that  rule  by  which  you 
assess  other  property;  and,  notwithstanding  that  vou  incorporate  this 
provision  in  the  Constitution,  it  cannot  be  anected,  because  the  Supreme 
Court  say : 

"  *  ♦  *  No  propertv,  as  property,  shall  be  taxed,  except  such  as  is 
capable  of  a  valuation  by  the  Assessors,  which  shall  be  ratably  equal 
and  uniform  with  that  affixed  to  all  other  property." 

If  the  gentleman  will  ^ive  me  his  attention  for  one  moment  I  will 
read  it  again : 

"  There  would  be  a  contradiction  in  the  single  section  of  the  Consti- 
tution if  it  were  construed  as  requiring  that  all  property  should  be  taxed 
equally  and  uniformly  with  reference  to  its  value,  and  that  the  word 
'property*  includes  those  things  practically  incapable  of  an  appraise- 
ment bearing  any  definite  relation  or  proportion  to  other  things  or 
pi-operty." 

I  say  again,  that  this  Supreme  Court,  as  now  organized,  would  be 
compelled,  unless  they  went  back  on  their  decision  in  the  case  of  The 
People  vs.  The  Hibernia  Bank,  to  say  that  the  amendment  of  Mr.  More- 
land  contained  an  indisputable  clause  which  worked  its  destruction. 

Mr.  PULLIAM.  Was  there  not  general  dissatisfaction  throughout 
the  country  on  account  of  that  decision — that  the  Supreme  Court  had 
used  favor? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman;  but  I  know  that  the  gentle- 
man has  too  high  intelligence  himself  to  attempt  to  countenance  any 
such  talk  on  this  door. 

Mr.  PULLIAM.    I  do  not  believe  it  myself. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question.  As  I  said 
the  other  day,  I  deny  that  the  people  demand  this  kind  of  taxation ;  and 
I  repeat,  that  the  history  of  legislation  in  this  State  shows  that  they  do 
not  demand  it;  that  the  farthest  they  have  ever  claimed  in  this  State 
has  been  taxation  subject  to  reduction  in  some  form.  That  is  what  the 
people  of  this  State  have  always  demanded.  Nobody  undertakes  to 
deny  that. 

Now,  so  far  as  I  am  personajly  concerned,  as  to  the  amendmebt  before 
this  body,  I  believe  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Lake  is 
the  best  proposition  that  has  been  submitted  here,  so  far  as  these  credits 
are  to  be  listed  by  the  Assessor  and  the  Collector  at  all;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  to  be  entirely  frank  upon  the  subject,  I  do  not  think  that  will 
amount  to  much,  because  the  whole  thing  will  be  remanded  to  adjust- 
ment between  the  debtor  and  the  creditor. 

Mr.  hale.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  the  proper  place  to  leave  it, 
if  it  is  to  be  left  anywhere. 

Mr.  hale.  So  far  as  section  two  is  concerned,  it  remands  that  ques- 
tion to  the  creditor  and  the  debtor,  in  this  sense:  that  in  the  absence  of 
any  special  contract  the  law  fixes  the  rule  of  rebate.  Of  course  there 
will  be  those  who  are  favorable  to  the  adoption  of  this  section  six.  That 
is  independent. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  want  to  know  if  there  is  any  gentleman  in  this 
Convention  who  has  any  idea  that  he  am  go  to  a  money  lender  and 
borrow  money  except  upon  certain  terms  agreed  upon  between  him  and 
the  lender?  And  after  they  had  agreed  upon  certain  terms,  is  there  a 
gentleman  in  this  Convention  who  would  countenance  their  violation? 
Talk  about  Constitutions  and  laws!  What  would  such  a  law  amount  to 
among  men  of  honor? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  If  all  men  were  honest  and  honorable,  what  need 
would  there  be  of  any  Constitution  or  laws? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  requires  some  consideration.  I  refer  you  to 
my  friend  from  Los  Angeles,  General  Howard. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  My  friend  has  provided  for  it  in  his  report,  by 
declaring  that  all  contracts  which  compel  the  borrower  to  pay  the  tax 
shall  be  void. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  stated  that  I  opposed  that  in  committee,  and  I 
oppose  it  here. 

Mr.  HOWARD.     I  thought  you  was  the  father  of  this  report. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  am  the  father  of  very  little  in  this  report.  I 
am  the  father  of  all  that  is  good,  and  nothing  that  is  bad.     If  the  amend- 
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ment  is  adopted  you  will  have  to  strike  out  section  two  and  section  five, 
because  the  theory  is,  that  it  treats  the  mortgage,  or  the  lien,  or  the  trust 
deed,  as  an  interest  in  the  thing  which  is  affected,  and  the  mortgage,  or 
the  lien,  or  the  deed.  It  then  subjects  the  property  to  the  tax,  the  prop- 
erty being  all  th€  amount  of  the  assessment  less  the  value  of  the  debt. 
It  then  provides  that  the  owner  of  the  property  may  pay  the  entire  tax, 
or  the  creditor  may  pay  ttie  entire  tax.  Either  party  may  pay  the  tax. 
If  the  mortgagee  pays  it,  it  becomes  a  part  of  the  debt  secured.  If  the 
debtor  pays  it,  he  is  allowed  so  much  as  a  set-off.  It  is  rebate,  and 
nothing  but  rebate,  whereas  the  Moreland  amendment  admits  of  no 
rebate  at  all.  Section  two  and  section  five  will  have  to  go  out  of  the 
report,  if  the  Moreland  amendment  is  adopted.  I  did  not  hear  the 
speech  of  my  friend  from  Trinity,  but  I  have  read  a  report  of  his  remarks, 
and  he  takes  a  very  singular  ground.  What  surprises  me  is,  that  having 
understood  it  as  he  does,  and  as  I  do,  he  can  fina  it  in  his  constitutional 
conscience  to  support  it,  because  he  squarely  says  that  he  supports  it 
because  it  is  double  taxation,  and  because  it  imposes  the  burdens  of  that 
tax  upon  the  borrowing  classes,  and  upon  nobody  else, 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  said,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  acknowledged  it  was 
double  taxation  ,*  that  the  Moreland  amendment  would  admit  double 
taxation,  but  that  in  doing  so,  it  would  raise  the  assessment  roll  so  much, 
and  take  in  so  much  property  that  entirely  escapes  taxation  now,  that 
the  burden  of  taxation  would  be  reduced  upon  these  persons,  and  in  the 
end  they  would  pay  less  than  they  do  at  present. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Let  us  see  what  the  gentleman  from  Trinity,  Mr. 
Tinnin,  did  really  say,  and  newspapers  never  lie : 

"  Mr.  Tinnin  spoke  in  favor  of  tne  Moreland  amendment.  He  did 
not  agree  with  it  entirely,  but  he  hoped  that  the  farmers  would  yet 
decide  to  allow  themselves  to  be  taxea  the  same  as  the  miners,  and  not 
ask  to  be  exempted  from  their  just  portion  of  the  burdens  of  the  State. 
He  knew  that  the  proposition  woula  cause  double  taxation,  and  it  would 
fall  mainly  upon  the  poor  people,  but  he  would  support  it  because  it 
would  bring  upon  the  tax  list  two  or  three  millions  of  property  in  San 
Francisco  which  had  hitherto  escaped  taxation,  and  thus  reduce  the  rate 
of  taxation." 

I  hope,  for  the  future  prosf>ects  of  the  gentleman,  that  the  Record- 
Union  does  not  circulate  in  Trinity  County. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  That  is  a  condensed  report  of  my  remarks,  and  does 
not  bear  me  out  entirely  in  what  I  said. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  do  not  see  much  difference.  I  hope  that  the 
Moreland  amendment  will  be  voted  down.  It  will  be  a  source  of  diffi- 
culty whenever  it  is  submitted  to  litigation,  as  it  assuredly  would  be. 

SPBBCH   OP   MR.   MORELAND. 

Mr.  moreland.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  opposition  which  my  propo- 
sition has  encountered  in  this  Convention  has  been  no  surprise  to  me.  I 
expected,  sir,  that  it  would  encounter  opposition,  and  that  opposition 
has  come  from  the  very  parties  whom  I  expected  to  oppose  it.  It  is 
entitled  to  opposition,  sir.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  jawing  to  say  this 
proposition  puts  in  issue  the  whole  question  of  taxation  between  the 
people  and  the  parasites.  Now,  sir,  this  proposition  is  no  new  thing, 
and  I  claim  no  particular  credit  for  introducing  it.  The  effect  of  it  will 
be  simply  to  reestablish  the  system  of  taxation  that  was  in  vogue  in 
this  State  before  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  that  has  been  so 
often  referred  to  during  this  debate.  And,  sir,  I  hold  that  system  ought 
to  be  reen acted  and  perpetuated  in  this  State.  I  hold  that  the  people 
were  satisfied  with  that  system,  and  that  the  dissatisfaction  arose  afXer 
this  decision  had  been  rendered ;  and,  sir,  no  amount  of  ridicule,  no 
amount  of  sophistry,  no  amount  of  Quibbling,  no  amount  of  special 
pleading,  no  amount  of  denunciation  snail  swerve  me  from  its  support. 
The  ^ntleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  in  a  set  speech,  yester- 
day, in  which  he  occupied  about  one  hour  and  a  quarter  in  telling  us 
what  he  was  opposed  to,  and  about  one  minute  and  a  quarter  in  telling 
us  what  he  was  in  favor  of,  criticised  the  proposition  because,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  not  perfect.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  supporters  of  this 
proposition  never  claimed  that  it  was  perfect.  Mortal  man  has  never 
conceived,  and  mortal  hand  has  never  penned  a  paragraph  so  perfect  as 

**  WbooTer  thinks  a  perfect  work  to  see* 
Thinks  what  ne'er  was,  ne'er  is,  and  ne'er  can  be." 

And,  sir,  if  the  gentleman  wants  to  see  perfection^  he  had  better  put  on 
his  white  robe  and  ascend.  When  he  gets  up  there  among  the  angels, 
with  a  crown  upon  his  head  and  a  palm  leai  in  his  hand,  probably  he 
may  find  perfection ;  out  here  on  earth,  never!  never! 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Except  in  this  Convention. 

Mr.  moreland.  I  do  not  think  that  the  imperfection  of  this 
amendment  is  what  alarms  these  gentlemen-  so  much  as  the  very  per- 
fection of  it.  It  aims  to  reach,  and  it  does  reach,  the  Shylocks  of  this 
State,  and  it  aims  to  make  them  come  up  at  the  proper  time  and  inter- 
view the  Assessor,  and  to  give  in  their  property ;  and  it  aims  to  make 
them  also  come  up  at  the  proper  time  and  interview  the  Collector  and 
pay  their  taxes;  and  it  is  perfect  enough  to  accomplish  this  object. 
Now,  sir,  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  the  other  day  in  his  remarks 
endeavored  to  belittle  and  ridicule  this  proposition,  because  it  came  from 
a  member  who  has  not  heretofore  taken  a  very  active  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  Convention,  and  who  he  insinuates 

*Mr.  EDGERTON.    You  are  mistaken  about  that.    I  used  no  such 
language. 

Mr.  moreland.  You  insinuated  that  I  came  from  a  remote  and 
sparsely  settled  portion  of  the  State.  When  I  look  at  the  gentleman 
and  see  the  silver  hairs  among  the  gold,  it  admonishes  me  that  he  has 
alreadv  reached  if  not  passed  the  meridian  of  life.  I  know  that  he  has 
the  advantage  of  myself  in  age  and  experience.  I  admit  that  he  has 
sat  at  the  feet  of  the  modern  political  Gamalians  for  years.  He  has  had 
better  opportunities  than  myself  for  acquiring  a  knowledge  of  the  ins 
and  outs  of  modern  legislation.  I  admit,  sir,  that  he  lives  at  the  Hub  of 
the  State,*  I  admit  he  resides  in  a  city  that  was  once  th^  home  of  Max 


Marcuse,  and  Samuel  Poorman,  and  Tom  Lawton ;  I  admit  that  ho 
lives  in  a  city  which  is  now  and  has  been  for  years  past  the  abiding 
place  of  Anderson  and  Troy  Dye.  [Laughter.]  I  place  him,  sir,  far 
above  and  beyond  my  humble  self;  but  my  life,  however  short,  has 
been  not  altogether  uncheckered  by  those  scenes  through  which  we  must 
all  at  some  time  pass.  I  have  learned  some  things,  sir,  the  memory  of 
which  only  death  can  efface.  I  have  learned,  sir,  not  to  gauge  or 
criticise  a  proposition  by  ridiculing  its  author.  I  have  learned,  sir,  that 
the  truth  is  the  truth,  though  it  be  uttered  by  a  beggar.  I  have  learned , 
sir,  that  falsehood  is  falsehiood,  though  it  fall  from  the  lips  of  a  king. 
Now,  sir,  this  sneerfng  at  the  humble  origin  of  the  proposition  is  no 
new  thing.  The  gentleman  does  not  deserve  a  patent  for  it.  More  than 
eighteen  hundred  years  ago  it  was  a  mooted  question  among  the  phari- 
sees  of  that  day  whether  or  not  any  good  thin^  could  come  out  of 
Nazareth ;  and  yet,  sir,  some  good  things  did  come  out  of  Nazareth,  and 
the  mild  teachings  of  the  gentle  Nazarene  have  continued  to  influence 
mankind  from  that  day  to  this,  and  will  continue  until  time  shall  be  no 
more. 

Again,  sir,  I  repel  the  insinuation  that  I  come  from  a  remote  and 
sparsely  settled  portion  of  this  State.  The  county  that  I  have  the  honor 
in  part  to  represent  is  situate  nearer  the  metrop<«lis  than  that  in  which 
the  gentleman  lives.  It  has  five  members  upon  the  floor  of  this  Con- 
vention. It  has  a  population  of  more  than  thirty-five  thousand  of  as 
sober,  industrious,  and  virtuous  people  as  are  found  within  the  bounda- 
ries of  this  State.  It  pays  upon  an  assessed  valuation  of  property  under 
the  present  arbitrary,  tyrannical,  and  vicious  system  of  taxation,  which 
the  gentleman  says  that  he  wants  to  see  perpetuated  in  this  State,  of 
seventeen  million  dollars. 

Now,  sir,  the  criticism  which  the  gentleman  passed  upon  the  proposi- 
tion itself  was,  that  if  it  were  adopted  and  incorporated  in  the  Constitu- 
tion of  this  State,  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  make  the  people  of  this 
State  a  community  of  liars.  Sir,  I  deny  the  assertion.  But,  sir,  admit- 
ting that  it  were  so;  admitting* that  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  make 
the  people  of  this  State  a  community  of  liars;  I  submit  that  the  adop- 
tion of  sections  two  and  five,  as  emlx>died  in  the  reporC  of  this  commit- 
tee, would  make  every  man  in  this  State  an  Ananias  in  less  than  two 
years.  Under  this  proposition  he  could  pile  up  fictitious  indebtediless 
against  property  until  there  would  not  be  twenty-five  cents  worth  of 
taxablej>roperty  in  the  State. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  is  what  tlrey  have  been  doing  for  twenty 
years. 

Mr.  moreland.  I  warn  gentlemen  that  this  projected  system  of 
rebate  of  credits,  if  adopted  in  this  Convention  and  incorporated  in  the 
Constitution,  will  prove  a  delusion  and  a  snare.  The  people  of  the  State 
of  Oregon  had  almost  exactly  the  same  system.  They  tried  it  for  them- 
selves; they  weighed  it  in  the  balance,  they  found  it  wanting,  and  the^*- 
have  spewed  it  out  of  their  mouths.  Now,  sir,  I  do  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  restate  all  the  arguments  that  have  been  used  in  support  of 
this  proposition,  or  to  attempt  to  traverse  all  those  which  have  been 
used  against  it.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  restate  all  these  argu- 
ments. The  Convention  is  weary,  the  subject  has  been  exhausted,  and 
therefore  I  shall  not  continue  to  argue  that  part  of  the  subject. 

In  conclusion,  I  will  say  that  it  waa  an  understanding  between  man^ 
of  the  members  of  this  Convention  from  the  interior  counties  of  this 
State,  that  if  they  were  elected  to  this  Convention  they  would  use  their 
best  endeavors  to  have  the  species  of  property  taxed  which  is  mentioned 
in  that  amendment.  That  was  the  understanding  between  these  mem- 
bers now  around  me  and  their  constituents,  either  implied  or  expressed 
by  speeches,  by  pledges,  or  by  platforms.  Now,  sir,  as  the  gentleman 
has  seen  fit  to  r^id  from  platforms  here  I  propose  to  read  a  little  from 
platforms  also,  and  see  how  we  stand  on  that  subject.  I  read  from  the 
platform  which  was  adopted  in  Butte  County — adopted  by  the  level 
headed  constituents  of  my  friends  Pulliam,  Boucher,  Biggs,  and  Chap- 
man. We  will  see  what  they  say,  and  this  is  only  a  specimen  of  the 
glatforms  that  were  adopted  in  almost  all  of  the  interior  counties  of  this 
tate: 

"  Resolved f  That  we  are  in  favor  of  that  system  of  taxation  which 
shall  be  equal  and  uniform.  That  notes,  mortgages,  bonds,  and  choses 
in  action,  should  be  regarded  as  property,  and  bear  their  just  proportion 
of  taxation,  etc." 

That  is  from  Butte  County;  from  the  platform  of  the  Non-partisans. 
Now,  I  propose  to  read  from  the  platform  of  the  Workingmen  of  San 
Francisco,  and  I  will  read  first  section  seven : 

'*  Money,  mortgages,  and  bonds  must  be  taxed." 

I  now  read  from  section  nine: 

"The  legislator  who  violates  his  pledges  given  to  secure  his  election 
should  be  punished  as  a  felon." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Now  read  section  twenty-four.  Will  the  gentle- 
man read  section  twenty-four? 

Mr.  moreland.  It  simply  provides  for  offsets  like  this  amend- 
ment over  here  does. 

rCries  of  " Read  1"  "Read!"] 

Mr.  moreland  (reading).  "No  person  should  be  taxed  for  that 
which  he  does  not  own ;  in  other  words,  debts  due  by  the  person  assessed 
should  be  deducted  from  the  assessable  value  of  his  property,  and  should 
be  assessed  against  the  person  to  whom  they  are  payable." 

Now,  sir,  I  know  that  that  looks  like  an  apple  to  the  eye,  but  it  will 
prove  to  be  the  bitterest  of  ashes  to  the  taste. 

Mr.  white.    Allow  me  to  ask  a  question? 

Mr.  moreland.  Not  at  present,  if  you  please.  Now,  sir,  I  want 
to  see  in  this  supreme  moment  in  the  history  of  this  State,  whether 
pledges  are  given  only  to  be  broken.  I  want  to  see  who  intend  to  stand 
by  their  pledges,  and  who  itotend  to  abandon  them.  I  want  to  know, 
sir,  whether  platforms  are  made  simply  to  catch  votes.  I  know  that  it 
is  very  easy  to  promise;  I  know  that  it  is  sometimes  hard  to  perform. 
"  Faith  without  works  is  dead."     Let  us  to-day  prove  our  faitn  by  our 
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iTorki.    Adopt  this  amendment,  and  the  people  of  tbia  State  will  eay :. 
"Well  done,  thou  good  and  faithful  eervant." 

Ha.  HUESTIS.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  t)>e  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  aak  leave  to  eil  again. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.    GentlGmeii :  Tbe  Committee  of  the  Wbote  have 

directed  me  to  report  (hat  tbey  have  had  under  rousideration  the  report 

of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progreas,  and 

ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  tvo  o'clock  p.  h. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 
The  Convention  reaesemhled  at  two  o'clock  r.  u.,  President  Hoge  in 


Ma.  CROSS,  Mr.  President :  On  yesterday  I  gave  notice  that  to-da;y 
I  would  move  an  additional  standing  rule  for  the  govemmeat  of  tliie 
body.  This  is  made  necessary  by  reason  of  the  state  of  our  business, 
when  gentlemen  sometimes  call  for  the  previous  question  before  tbe 
bouse  IS  ready  to  sustain  it.  When  this  is  done,  and  die  previous  ques- 
tion is  voted  down,  the  section  goes  over  for  one  day.    TLat  bae  caused 

I  ofier  this  additional  rule. 

Thi  SECRETARY  rend  the  proposed  rule: 

"When  the  Convention  shall  have  refused  by  vote  to  have  tbe  pre- 
vious question  put.tbe  Convention  shall  proceed  in  all  respecia  as  though 
no  suco  vote  had  been  taken." 

Me.  HXIESTIS.    I  move  the  adoption  of  the  rule. 

Ha.  WILSON,  of  Fir«tDistrict.  Mr.  President:  I  think  this  amend- 
ment is  a  very  desirable  one.  I  think  it  is  a  very  good  rule.  I  would 
like  lo  ask  whether,  in  its  present  shape,  it  will  embrace  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  as  well  as  the  Couventiou  T 

Mr.  cross.  Tbe  rules  we  are  acting  under  provide  that  the  same 
rulea  shall  govern  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole  as  govern  the  Conven- 
tion, except  two  or  three,  of  which  this  ie  n<4  one. 

Ma.  wIlSON.  ir  it  applies  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  I  am  in 
favor  of  it;  if  not,  I  would  move  that  it  apply  also  to  the  Committee  of 
tbe  Whole. 


Wbol. 


if  the  rule. 


Ma.  WEST.  Mr.  President; 'I  move  that  the  Convention  » 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  th 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  Uie  Commi 
Revenue  and  Taxation. 

Bo  ordered. 

IN  -COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thk  chairman.     Section   two  and   ameodmenls  are   before  tbe 

Ma.  WEST.  Mr.Cbairman:  I  desire  very  briefly  to  explain  a  few  . 
the  reasons  why  I  shall,  in  the  firat  place,  support  the  amendmei 
offered  by  tfaegenllemaa  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Morelnud,aDd  if  that  should 
not  carry  1  shall  then  support  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentlemai 
from  Placer,  Judge  Hale.  In  doing  so,  permit  me  Ui  say  that  thepeopU 
of  this  Slate,  and  I  might  say  the  people  of  the  United  States,  have 
exhibited  in  their  popular  capacity  an  unrest,  a  discontent,  a  want  of 
salisfiictioD,  and  multerings  are  heard  all  over  this  country,  and,  in  fact, 
all  over  the  world,  as  we  sec  by  the  resolutions  and  platforms  adopted  in 
public  assemblages,  which  demand  a  redress  of  their  grievances,  and 
remedies  for  tbe  evils  complained  of  by  tbe  people.  Now,  1  am  n  ' 
of  those  that  believe  that  these  popular  com  motions — these  tidal  wi 
liave  their  origin  in  natural  causes.  I  believe  that  all  eSects  ar 
duced  by  some  underlying  cause,  and  that  it  is  tbe  duly  of  tbe  members 
••!  this  Convention  lo  seriously,  and  honestly,  and  steadily  inquire  what 
(he  meauini;  of  this  is;  where  the  evil  sprangfrom;  and  what  remedies 
can  we  provide  in  this  Convention  to  redress  the  grievances  complained 
of,  if  any.  I  need  not  inform  members,  for  everv  gentleman  knows  it 
full  n  elf.  that  tbe  one  great  cause  for  the  calling  oi'  this  Convention  was 
the  inequalities  in  taxation  in  this  State.  The  poor  and  the  rich  have 
not  been  equally  taxed.  The  workingmen — and  when  I  say  working- 
men.  I  mean  all  those  persons  who  make  their  living  by  industry, 
whether  it  is  the  result  of  their  muscles  or  their  brains — have  not  been 
equallv  compensated.  You  may  think  it  a  strange  expression.  When 
the  workingmen  used  to  work  for  three  dollars  a  week,  then  tliey  were 
amply  paitT  Now  they  get  six,  seven,  nine  dollars  a  week  for  the  same 
amount  of  labor.  So  it  is  not  tbe  amount  of  compensation  of  which  we 
complain,  but  tbe  want  of  equality  of  compensation  furnished  to  tbe 
difTcrent  employments,  the  different  interests  of  tbe  Slate,  which  is  not 
equal  or  uniform.  The  m»n  who  drives  a  dray  receives  double  tbe  com- 
pensation he  did  years  ago,  yet  be  lias  a  harder  struggle  lo  keep  the 
wolf  from  the  door  than  ho  did  when  he  received  three  dollars  a  week. 
Since  the  termination  of  our  unfortunate  civil  war,  an  era  of  prosperity, 
we  arc  told  by  the  politicians,  has  spread  all  over  the  country.  Now, 
what  are  the  facts?  t  admit  the  general  principle,  that  our  country  is 
Ki-owing  and  becoming  rioher;  hut,  sir,  dividing  this  increase,  and  you 
find  that  tbe  poor  are  constantly  becoming  poorer  and  the  rich  are 
s  money  and  wealth  are  o 

and  producing  intc 


ivery  day 


liars  and  cents  than  be  did  ye: 
every  day,  while  the  wealth,  and  power, 
centraled  in  the  bands  of  those  who  contr 
men  who  have  been  fortunate  enough,  b 

richer,  and  the  spectacle  of  a  man  amanii 
or  two  is  not  «i  stranee  as  it  used  to  be  ye 
few  millionaires,  and  tbe  man  who  w, 
accounted  a  very  rich  man ;  and  now,  ud 
by  millions,  he  is  not  considered  rich. 
It  is  this  wealth  in  the  bands  of  the 

laboring  men  are  in  dancer  of  extermination,  that  wealth  is 
growing  more  tyrannical  m  its  power,  until  all  other  interests 
ger.  Can  wo  slop  it?  Can  we  remedy  it?  Is  there  any  power  in  any 
political  organization  which  can  check  itT  If  there  is,  then  we.  as  Juat 
and  reasonable  men,  should  try  and  find  a  remedy.  We  should  devise 
some  system,  if  we  can,  thot  wijl  stop  this  inequality,  that  will  protect 
the  laborer  and  the  result  of  his  industry  in  this  country. 

But  we  are  luld  that  this  class  who  have  amassed  all  this  wealth, 
these  great  monopolists,  are  a  class  over  which  we  can  have  no  control ; 
that  we  cannot  lax  them.  The  gentlemau  from  Sacramento  says  we 
cannot ;  that  the  moment  you  impose  a  tax  upon  them  they  will  transfer 
it  lo  the  poor.     While  I  admit  that  may  be  true  in  practice,  it  ii  unjust 

eAy.  Is  there  no  remedy?  Shall  wasit  supinely  down  and  kiss  lie 
hands  of  (he  tyrants,  and  say  we  have  no  remedy  ageinet  their  oppres- 
sions? While  we  ore  building  up  the  foundation  for  an  organic  law,  the 
foundation  of  all  the  laws  of  the  Slate,  can  we  not  devise  and  ioterpoae 
some  remedy?  If  we  cannot,  then  let  us  say  so  by  a  resolution  of  Ibis 
Convention,  and  adjourn  and  go  home,  as  was  proposed  yesterday.  Let 
us  admit  to  the  people  at  once  that  we  are  incompetent  to  perform  tbe 
duty  for  which  we  were  selected.  Let  us  invite  Governor  Stanford  to 
frame  an  organic  law  froni  his  own  supreme  and  infallible  brain,  and 
let  us  declare  that  the  people  are  serfs,  and  that  tbe  money  lenders  and 
monopolists  are  the  only  rightful  rulers  of  this  great  commonweallb. 
Let  us  do  that,  and  act  upon  a  common  sense  principle,  and  carry  out 
the  principles  of  gentlemen  on  this  floor  who  declare  Ihnt  we  cannot 
control  this  elemenU-  They  would  make  us  believe  that  tbey  are  above 
and  beyond  the  reach  of  the  law.  Sir.  I  do  not  propose  to  be  driven  out 
of  this  country.  I  propose  to  try  if  we  cannot  find  a  remedy.  I  do  not 
admit,  nor  will  I  admit,  that  these  men  are  above  the  law.  ' 

Now,  the  idea— I  lake  a  smalt  amount  of  money— that  when  you 
loan  forty  thousand  dollars  on  interest,  and  you  exact  from  the  borrower 
a  mortgage  security  for  money  loaned ;  you  get  your  mortgage  recorded ; 
you  have  your  debtor  ellectually  under  vour  contrel ;  you  have  a  mort- 
gage upon  bis  farm;  a  mortgage  upon  Kis  industries,  and  his  wife  and 
children,  because  tbey  must  deny  themselves  of  the  common  comfbttt 
of  life,  that  you  may  receive  your  one  and  a  half  per  cent.,  which  accu- 
muEales  night  and  dav.  The  simoon  mav  desolate  tbe  cnuntry,  and 
destroy  the  industry  of  tbe  country;  fire  and  flood  may  destroy  prop- 
erty and  tbe  industries  of  the  country,  but  your  mortgage  never  dies;  it 
lives  and  draws  interest  when  you  are  asleep  and  when  you  are  awake; 
you  get  your  interest  whether  your  debtor  gets  anything  or  not.  But  a 
very  few  years  will  roll  around,  as  has  been  well  said  here,  until  you 
lake  tbe  property  of  your  debtor,  and  there  is  no  reprieve.    If  you  see 

{our  debtor  hasgotcramped  a  little,  hie  credit  failing,  and  he  cannot  meet 
is  engagement,  when  he  comes  to  you  for  further  time  you  demand  two 
Gr  cent,  interest  on  the  money.  Shylock-like,  I  want  my  money,  I  can 
in  my  money,  you  say,  at  two  percent,  per  mouth,  and  unless  you  will 
pay  me  that  rale  of  interest,  you  cannot  have  it  any  longer.  It  is  not  a 
matter  of  objection,  not  a  matter  of  contract,  but  a  matter  of  dire  neces- 
sity. He  has  the  unfortunate  man  down,  with  bis  foot  on  his  neck, and 
he  extorts  the  two  per  cent  a  month.  That  was  a  case  which  occurred 
to  my  knowledge  He  had  borrowed  the  money  of  one  of  tbe  principal 
banks,  and  when  the  time  was  up  (hey  demanded  it,  or  two  per  cent. 
A  neighbor  was  fortunate  enough  to  have  money,  and  let  the  farmer 
have  it,  andihe  came  into  the  bank  about  an  hour  afterwards  and  says: 
"  Here's  your  money."  "  Oh,  you  could  have  had  it  just  as  well  as  not: 
we  didn't  intend  to  put  you  to  any  trouble.  It  can  just  run  along." 
But  when  tbey  thought  they  had  him  at  a  disadvantage  they  wanted 
their  money. 

Now,  sir,  we  have  started  out  by  declaring  that  all  property  shall  be 
taxed.  For  the  purposes  of  taxation,  we  propose  (o  say  that  all  value) 
shall  be  considered  property ;  that  wealth  shall  be  considered  property. 
Now,  in  the  name  of  all  that  is  true,  in  tbe  name  of  all  that  is  aensible 
and  logical,is  not  forty  thousand dollare.secured  by  throe  dollars  for  one 
dollar,  property?  Is  there  any  better  properly  in  the  whole  countrjt 
Is  it  not  pra):erty  in  the  sense  that  it  brings  a  sure  and  certain  income, 
and  wealth,  and  power?  And  ought  not  such  property  lo  be  tazedT 
Yon  must  not  tax  it,  says  the  plausible  and  ingenious  gentleman  front 
San  Francisco,  because  it  is  not  property.  The  Supreme  Court  has  so 
decided,  he  says.  Now,  sir,  I  have  some  veneration  for  Supreme  Courla, 
but  1  believe  Judges  are  no  better  now  than  tbey  have  been—perhaps  a 

United  States  reversed  upon  general  principles,  and  I  hope  1  will  live 
long  enough  (o  see  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  California 
reversed,  and  I  believe  thev  will  be  reversed,  and  that  mortgages, 
whether  as  collateral  security,  or  as  real  estate  security,  shall  be  taxed. 
Now,  these  attorneys  need  not  be  (old  by  a  farmer  that  a  debt  may  be 
secured  by  a  mortgage  without  a  note.  I  think  it  was  a  very  unneces- 
sary criticism  upon  the  Moretand  amendment,  in  regard  to  what  ii 
termed  unnecessary  language.     The  gentleman  very  well  knows  t 


n  thoi 


,ry  language.     The  gentleman  very  well  knows  that  if 
isaiid  dollars  of  (be  Chairman, and  give  him  a  mortgage 
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my  farm,  that  there  is  no  evidence  of  that  debt  but  the  mort- 


ow,  sir,  we  propose  to  assert  in  the  organic  law  a  declaration  that 
these  evidences  of  debt,  whether  secured  by  mortgage  or  otherwise,  shall 
be  property  in  the  sense  of  the  law,  and  that  they  shall  be  ta^ed;  and  I 
would  like  to  know  upon  what  principle  the  Supreme  Court  will  decide 
that  you  cannot  levy  and  collect  a  tax  upon  that  piece  of  property. 
But,  say  the  attorneys,  that  question  has  been  decided.  It  is  decided  in 
the  old  Constitution,  whTch  the  people  have  decided  to  ignore.  They 
have  tried  again  and  again  to  have  this  class  of  property  taxed.  I  asserl 
here,  that  had  it  not  been  for  that  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  this 
Convention  would  never  have  been  called.  The  people  have  been 
clamoring  for  years  against  it,  in  fact  ever  since  that  decision  was  ren- 
dered. Why,  sir,  there  are  a  certain  set  of  gentlemen  in  this  State  who 
have  been  in  the  service  of  these  corporations  so  long,  who  have  been 
sucking  the  public  pap  so  long,  that  tnev  have  become  oblivious  to  the 
wailings  of  the  people  in  their  demands  K)r  reform. 

Now,  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  party  platform,  adopted  by  the  best  men  in 
my  couuty  of  all  parties — farmers,  merchants,  mechanics,  business  men, 
and  I  believe  there  were  some  editors  there  too.  There  were  as  intel- 
ligent men  as  any  in  the  country.  It  says  that  such  constitutional  plan 
of  taxation  should  be  such  as  will  throw  the  burdens  of  government 
upon  all  alike,  in  proportion  to  their  wealth,  whether  that  wealth  be 
railroads,  stocks,  mortgages,  moneys,  or  lands,  etc.  Now,  sir,  the  labor 
of  this  country  has  been  oppressed.  It  demands  relief.  But  it  demands 
no  unjust  discrimination  in  its  favor.  The  laborers  of  the  State  say  they 
are  willing  to  bear  their  just  proportion  of  taxes,  but  they  are  not  will- 
ing that  there  shall  be  any  privileged  class  established  in  this  country, 
to  reap  the  t>enefit  of  their  labors  and  the  sweat  of  their  muscles.  Tax 
all  property,  tax  all  values,  tax  stocks  in  a  railroad  wherever  you  find 
it,  no  odds  who  owns  it,  no  difference  in  whose  possession  it  is,  let  it  pay 
its  iust  proportion  of  the  expenses  of  government. 

We  are  told,  sir,  that  no  political  writer  of  repute  has  ever  advocated' 
the  taxation  of  any  thing  but  tangible  property,  and  they  have  read  from 
a  few  of  their  select  authors,  men  who  are  of  the  siime  mind  with  them- 
selves, men  who  view  things  from  the  standpoint  of  wealth,  and  one 
would  think  from  hearing  ihem  that  these  were  the  only  authors  who 
have  ever  spoken  on  the  subject.  My  honored  colleague  read  you  from 
Amasa  Walker,  in  his  work  entitled  "  The  Science  of  Wealth."  Permit 
me  to  refer  briefly  to  the  report  of  the  committee  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  subject  in  New  Jersey,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two-three. 
"Taxes  on  property  are  denned,"  they  say,  "as  the  tribute  that  all 

froperty  owes  the  State  for  the  security  it  receives  from  the  government, 
f  the  owner  of  land  be  indebted  to  his  debtor  to  the  value  of  the  land, 
and  this  indebtedness  is  represented  by  a  note  of  hand,  the  land  is  one 
property  and  the  note  another." 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-nine  the  State 
«xempted  all  that  kind  of  property. 

Mr.  west.     I  will  read  this  paragraph  from  the  report  in  full : 

"Taxes  on  property  are  defined  to  be  the  tribute  which  that  property 
owes  to  the  State  for  the  protection,  security,  and  consequent  value  it 
receives  from  the  government  of  the  State.  The  protection  so  received 
is  commensurate  with  the  property  held,  and  not  with  the  sum,  or  bal- 
ance, the  holder  may  be  found  to  be  worth.  If  the  owner  of  the  land 
be  indebted  to  his  creditor  for  the  value  of  the  land,  and  this  indebted- 
ness be  represented  by  note  or  bond,  the  land  is  one  property,  and  the 
note  or  bond  another.  Each  is  protected  by  the  law,  and  each  owes  its 
tribute  to  the  law.  They  are  in  no  sense  the  same;  different  in  their 
natures,  their  titles,  and  the  uses  to  which  they  may  be  put.  Each  may 
be  sold  and  transferred  By  the  holder  without  regard  to  the  other;  nor 
does  the  note  necessarily  represent  or  depend  for  its  value  on  the  land. 
It  may  be  paid  by  other  means  and  other  property ;  by  the  industry,  the 
labor,  or  the  future  services  of  the  maker.  For  all  other  purposes  the 
note  and  the  land  are  regarded  by  the  law,  and  are  treated,  in  fact,  as 
distinct  and  valuable  things.  Why  should  they  not  be  treated  as  such 
in  the  levying  of  taxes?  The  credit  is  given,  and  the  note,  or  bond,  or 
mortgage  is  made,  because  the  convenience  and  advantage,  both  of  buyer 
and  seller,  are  thereby  subserved.  The  buyer  prefers  the  one  property, 
the  seller  the  other.    Taxing  each  property  once  is  not  double  taxation." 

Now,  this  cry  of  double  taxation  is  a  great  bugbear.  It  is  something 
like  the  skeleton  we  used  to  set  up  to  scare  off  the  birds.  This  cry  of 
double  taxation  is  merely  a  cry  gotten  up  for  the  purpose  of  scaring  off 
the  simple  minded.  I  am  not  arguing  the  question,  whether  it  is  tangi- 
ble property  or  not;  I  am  arguing  this  broad  proposition,  that  as  far  as 
the  law  is  concerned,  it  has  its  value.  It  is  valuable;  it  is  a  source  of 
income;  it  is  in  all  respects  property, and  ought  to  be  taxe^.  This  kind 
of  property  exercises  Government  in  its  protection  more  and  to  a 
ereater  extent  than  any  other.  This  is  the  kind  of  property  that  goes 
into  the  Courts.  It  always  has  an  amply  guardea  provision  under 
which  the  maker  of  the  note  always  pays  the  expenses  of  prosecution 
and  attorneys'  fees,  so  that  the  holder  is  not  out  a  dollar.  If  there  is 
any  immunity  to  be  granted  to  any  species  of  property,  it  ought  cer- 
tainly not  to  be  granted  to  this  species  of  property,  which  enjoys  the  full 
protection  of  the  law.  And  we  are  told  that  if  we  tax  evidences  of 
debt  that  they  will,  through  some  contract  or  other,  implied  or  under- 
stood, saddle  it  on  to  the  debtor.  Now,  we  propose,  if  this  section  is  not 
strong  enough,  to  adjust  and  amend  it,  until  it  is  so  strong  and  so  well 

guarded  that  it  cannot  be  evaded,  cannot  be  disregarded.  We  propose 
y  this  following  section  to  say  that  if  any  such  contract  be  made  it 
shall  be  void,  and  the  holder  shall  not  be  entitled  to  collect  any  interest. 
I  agree  with  the  committee  in  that  section,  and  when  we  come  to  vote 
upon  it,  I  shall  vote  for  it;  and  if  it  needs  any  amendment  to  make  it 
stronger,  we  can  get  at  it  and  make  it  so  it  will  hold  and  cannot  be 
evad^. 

Aeain,  it  has  been  charged  that  the  rate  of  interest  will  be  increased. 
Well,  now,  I  understand  that  money  is  a  mercantile  article.    This  monev 
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will  go  where  it  will  produce  the  largest  revenue  to  the  owner.  It  goes 
from  place  to  place,  seeking  the  best  investment.  It  will  invest  itself 
where  it  can  earn  the  most  interest  for  the  owner,  and  it  can  only  do  that 
even  if  you  do  tax  it.  I  propose  to  add  a  usury  law,  beyond  which  they 
cannot  go,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  these  enterprising  money  lenders 
from  oppressing  people  and  shirking  taxation.  We  propose  to  tax  them, 
and  we  propose  tnat  they  shall  not  escape  that  tax. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  rermit  me  a  moment.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Los  Angeles  has  quoted  extracts  from  the  report  of  the  New 
Jersey  Commission  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two.  Seven  years 
later,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-nine,  the  New  Jersey  Legislature 
passed  a  law  exempting,  in  certain  counties  of  that  State,  those  lying 
contiguous  to  New  York,  all  mortgages.  They  had  tried  the  other  plan 
and  found  it  a  failure.    The  gentleman  can  read  the  law  for  himself. 

Mr.  west.  I  admit,  sir,  that  there  never  has  been  an  effectual 
reform  accomplished  in  any  Stat«,  and  especially  ^n  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  which  has  not  united  the  monopolies  in  an  attempt  to  crush  it 
out,  and  NewVersey  was  the  victim  of  a  combination  of  capitalists  who 
have  been  said  to  own  the  State.  The  Amboy  Rai)road  Company,  and 
other  large  companies,  have  control  of  the  State.  There  is  no  other 
State  in  the  Union  so  cursed  by  monopoly  and  capital  as  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  and  they  are  powerful  enough  to  crush  out  any  reform,  as 
they  have  done  in  the  case  cited  by  the  gentleman.    That  is  my  answer. 

SPKECH   OP    MR.   OVERTON. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  Chairman :    I  have  listened  patiently  to  the 
various  arguments  made,  with  considerable  interest  and  a  great  deal  of 
instruction  to  myself.     I  have  been  both  edified  and  instructed.     I  may 
say  in  the  opening  that  while  I  favor  the  amendment  of  my  colleague, 
Mr.  Moreland,  I  do  not  do  it  solely  out  of  courtesy  towards  him,  but 
because  I  believe  that  it  is  the  most  correct  amendment  yet  offered.     I 
believe  it  has  objections.    As  he  and  other  gentlemen  have  said,  we 
must  not  expect  perfection.     We  do  not  expect  perfection.     This  Con- 
vention is  not  more  wise  than  other  Conventions  which  have  preceded 
it.    But  I  believe,  sir,  that  the  people  that  sent  us  here  expect  some 
reform  in  the  way  of  taxation.     I  know,  as  far  as  my  constituency  are 
concerned,  had  it  not  been  for  the  one  fact,  of  the  exemption  of  mort- 
gages, and  the  consequent  discontent  arising  from  it,  this  Convention 
would  not  have  been  ner€w     As  far  as  my  immediate  cf»nstituency  are 
concerned,  I  am  satisfied  we  would  not.      Thev  would   have  voted 
against  the  calling  of  the  Convention.     I  believe,  while  I  am  here  for  the 
purpose  of  making  reforms,  I  do  ndt  believe  this  is  going  to  affect  par 
ticularly  the  man  who  has  got  to  borrow  money.     I  doubt  very  much 
whether  it  will  be  to  their  interest  at  all,  but  my  constituency  want 
it,  and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  want  them  to  have  it.     I  believe  it  is 
right.     I  believe  that  every  individual,  I  care   not  who   it  is,  who 
receives  the  protection  of  the  Government,  should  contribute  towards 
the  support  of  the  Government.     I  believe  the  rich  and  the  poor  ought 
to  be  taxed  alike,  though  personally  I  am   interested  in  having  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  remain  the  law  of  the  land.      Since 
that  decision  I  have  been  the  gainer  several  hundreds  of  dollars,  which 
I,  by  having  mortgages,  have  not  been  taxed  on.     But  I  have  never 
approved  of  that  decision.     I  believe  in  being  taxed  upon  what  prop- 
erty I  have,  I  believe  it  is  right ;  but  at  the  same  time,  while  1  expect 
to  be  taxed  upon  mortgages,  I  am  frank  to  say  that  the  man  who  borrows 
my  money  will  pay  the  taxes.    You  may^  make  it  as  strong  as  you 
please,  you   may  pass  a  usury  law,  but  the  man   who  borrows  my 
money,  or  any  other  man's  money  who  loans  money,  will  have  to  pay 
the  tax.     It  is  self-evident.    The  man  who  loans  money  produces  noth- 
ing.    If  he  makes  nothing,  how  can  he,  as  far  as  he  is  concerned,  pay 
any  taxes.    The  interest  he  receives  is  the  source  from  which  he  pays 
the  tax.    There  is  nothing  made  except  what  is  produced   from    the 
earth,  or  manufactured  by  hands.    The  man  who  loans  money  makes 
nothing,  produces  nothing,  and  adds  nothing  to  the  wealth   of  the 
country,  and  I  care  not  what  provision  you  put  in  this  Constitution,  I 
say  the  man  who  uses  the  money,  whether  laborer,  farmer,  or  manu- 
facturer, will  have  to  pay  the  tax.     There  is  no  question  about  it.    But 
at  the  same  time,  while  I  am  willing  to  admit  that  to  be  the  fact,  there 
is  such  a  thing  as  apparently  making  things  equal  and  just  to  the  peo- 
ple, to  the  common  mind.     And  I  say  it  is  rignt.     I  say  we  all  under- 
stand that  these  men  who  loan  money  have  an  equal  interest  in  the 
country,  and  should  be  made  to  pay  their  share  of  the  taxes  for  the 
support  of  the  government.     And  I  know,  too,  that  no  other  means  will 
satisfy  the  public  mind  of  this  State,  and  hence  I  am  unequivocally  in 
favor  of  taxing  all  property,  in  favor  of  taxing  mortgages,  in  favor  of 
taxing  evidences  of  debt,  or  credits,  choses  in  action,  everything  which 
a  man  has.     I  believe  this  will  stop  the  discontent.     It  is  to  the  interest 
of  capitalists  that  every  man  should  be  treated  alike. 

Now,  one  word  about  double  taxation.  It  is  a  bugbear.  There  is 
nothing  in  it;  nothing  in  the  world.  As  far  as  mortgages  are  concerned, 
I  do  not  intend  to  spend  any  more  time  trying  to  convince  this  body 
that  they  are  property,  because  they  are  unquestionably  property.  It 
represents  value.  A  greenback  is  not  property,  in  one  sense.  A  gold 
note  is  not  property  in  the  sense  that  the  gentlemen  speak  of,  but  they 
are  based  on  property,  and  are  valuable.  It  is  the  same  with  a  mort- 
gage— it  represents  value,  and  is  property  of  the  very  best  kind.  It  is 
safer  than  a  greenback,  backed  up  by  the  Government.  If  a  greenback 
falls  in  the  fire,  you  lose  the  face  value  of  it;  it  is  gone,  and  you  cannot 
recover.  If  you  have  a  mortgage,  and  the  mortgage  is  lost  or  destroyed, 
you  do  not  lose  it.  You  can  go  to  the  record,  and  you  will  find  it  there. 
If  a  man  has  a  note  secured  by  mortgage,  he  can  walk  into  the  bank  any 
time,  and  get  twenty-dollar  gold  pieces  for  it.  Then  how  can  you  say  it 
is  not  property?  Take  a  promissory  note,  signed  by  my  friend  from 
San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  and,  if  I  mistake  not,  you  can  go  into  any 
bank  in  San  Francisco  and  get  the  money  on  it,  in  gold  coin.  Is  not 
that  property?     It  represents  property. 
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Mr.  J0N£^.    Allow  me  to  ask  you  a  question. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    No,  sir. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.    Allow  me  a  question. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  No,  sir;  not  now.  I  expect  to  make  but  one  speech 
on  this  subject,  and  I  do  not  want  my  time  cut  short  by  questions. 
When  I  eet  through,  gentlemen  can  speak. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  wanted  to  know  merely  if  you  would  indorse  my 
note? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  No,  sir,  I  would  not.  [Laughter.]  I  would  buy 
it,  though.  Now,  the  question  of  double  taxation,  sir,  is  a  bugbear.  It 
is  not  double  taxation.  When  a  mortgage  is  assessed,  it  is  assessed  for 
its  face  value,  whatever  it  calls  for.  Now,  sir,  there  is  one  assessment. 
Now,  wo  come  to  assess  the  land, and  land  in  this  StAte  is  not  assessed  at 
its  full  value.  Take  the  assessment  of  land  in  this  State  to-day,  and 
add  it  to  the  mortgage,  and  I  say  it  would  not  more  than  bring  it  up  to 
the  true  value  of  the  land.  It  is  a  notorious  fact,  not  only  fn  this  State, 
but  in  most  of  the  States,  for  the  last  quarter  of  a  century,  that  land  has 
not  been  assessed  at  more  than  from  forty  to  sixty  per  cent,  of  its  actual 
cash  value;  and  every  man  on  this  floor  who  has  had  any  experience  in 
real  estate,  knows  that  to  be  a  fact.  Admitting  that  proposition  to  be 
correct — ^and  I  hold  that  it  is — there  is  but  one  assessment  on  the  full 
value  of  the  land,  even  assessing  the  mortgage  at  what  the  face  calls  for 
and  the  land,  and  taxing  both  to  the  owner  of  the  land,  and  he  would 
pay  but  one  tax  on  the  full  value  of  his  land.  It  is  not  double  taxation 
at  all. 

Now,  in  relation  to  rebate.  I  opposed  that  section  in  the  report  which 
provides  for  rebate.  I  go  a  little  further  than  mere  rebate  on  visible 
property,  and  object  to  even  a  rebate  on  mortgages. 

Mr.  EDGER'TON.    The  gentleman,  I  believe,  voted  for  section  two. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  voted  against  rebate.  If  I  voted  that  way  it  was 
a  mistake.  I  claimed  that  right  in  the  committee  to  oppose  that  prin- 
ciple on  the  floor,  and  I  think  the  gentleman  will  bear  me  out.  Here 
are  two  gentlemen  who  say  so.  If  the  report  shows  it,  the  report  is  in 
error. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  In  the  committee  the  ayes  and  noes  were  called 
by  the  Clerk,  and  the  gentleman  is  recorded  as  voting  in  favor  of  section 
two. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  care  not  what  the  Clerk  has  recorded,  I  stated 
these  facts  in  the  committee,  that  I  was  opposed  to  that  principle..  I 
remember  the  speech  I  made,  and  other  gentlemen  also  remember  it. 
If  the  report  shows  a  diflerent  state  of  facts,  the  report  is  in  error.  Now, 
sir,  I  say  there  ought  to  be  no  rebate.  There  ought  to  be  no  rebate  on 
mortgages.  They  ought  not  to  be  taken  from  the  value  of  the  land,  for 
the  reasons  I  have  already  shown.  I  say  the  land  in  this  State  is  not 
assessed  at  its  full  value,  and  you  may  take  the  mortgages  of  this  State 
and  add  them  to  the  assessed  value  of  the  real  estate,  and  it  will  not 
more  than  come  up  to  the  true  cash  value  of  the  land.  Then  why 
should  tUere  be  any  rebate?  If  this  system  of  rebate  is  allowed  I  do  not 
believe  there  will  be  anything  left  to  assess  in  California.  There  are  a 
great  many  more  debts  owing  by  people  in  this  State,  amoilg  neighbors 
and  business  men,  than  most  people  think.  Business  is  transacted  to  a 
very  great  extent  upon  the  credit  system,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  safe 
to  rebate  debts  from  visible  property.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  assessed. 
And  prior  to  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  that  was  the  law  in  this 
State.  It  permitted  at  one  time  tne  deduction  of  debts  from  credits. 
But  there  was  no  deduction  made  from  visible  property.  If  you  are 
going  to  permit  debts  to  be  deducted  from  risible  property,  you  may  be 
sure  that  you  will  have  very  little  left  to  assess,  because  in  many  instances 
the  debts  are  not  assessable,  because  they  are  out  of  the  State. 

Now,  some  gentlemen  say  they  are  going  to  put  in  some  provision 
which  will  prohibit  the  borrower  from  paying  this  tax.  Mr.  West  says 
he  don't  intend  that  the  borrower  shall  pay  the  tax.  I  am  willing  to 
chance  that,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned.  They  may  make  the  strongest 
kind  of  a  usury  law,  and  yet  they  will  not  accomplish  it.  Men  who 
want  to  borrow  money  will  be  the  first  ones  to  regret  a  usury  law.  There 
is  nothing  more  desirable  than  cheap  capital.  And  here  let  me  say,  as 
there  has  been  some  dis<!lission  on  that  question,  my  position  has  been 
such  as  to  ascertain  the  effect  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and 
I  believe  that  decision  had  a  very  decided  effect  in  reducing  the  rate  of 
interest.  Either  that  or  some  other  cause  reduced  the  rate  of  interest 
one  quarter  of  one  per  cent,  in  my  community.  I  believe  that  any 
system  that  will  add  to  the  expenses  of  capital  will  add  just  that  mucn 
burden  to  the  borrower.  The  farmers,  who  at  certain  seasons  of  the 
year  have  to  borrow  money,  will  be  the  first  to  feel  the  effect  of  this  tax. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Will  my  friend  allow  me  to  ask  him  a  question? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  No,  sir.  I  have  but  a  minute  to  spare.  The  amend- 
ment of  Mr.  Moreland  is  founded  on  correct  principles.  It  taxes  a  man 
for  all  he  is  worth.  That  is  the  spirit.  It  taxes  promissory  notes,  evi- 
dences of  indebtedness,  and  everything  else  that  is  valuable. 

8PKECH   6r   MR.    WINANS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  There  are  three  things  aimed  at  by 
this  Moreland  amendment :  corporeal  or  natural  propert>',  solvent  debts, 
and  mortgages.  In  regard  to  corporeal  or  visible  property,  in  the  esti- 
mation of  this  body,  there  exists  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  its  being 
texable.  In  its  very  nature  and  character  it  is  property,  and  should  be 
taxed.  But,  sir,  when  you  come  to  the  question  of  solvent  debts,  and 
of  mortgages,  that  is  entirely  different.  Look  at  a  solvent  debt,  and 
what  is  it?  It  id  something  that  represents  an  indebtedness  from 
debtor  to  creditor,  in  consequence  of  the  creditor's  having  parted  with 
personal  proi>erty  to  the  debtor.  Personal  property  has  passed  from  the 
creditor  to  the  debtor,  and  the  credit  passes  to  the  creditor.  Moreover, 
it  is  valuable  only  to  the  extent  or  the  estates  and  property  of  the 
debtor — his  tangible,  material  assets.  Now,  those  being  the  subjects  of 
taxation,  must  be  taxed  in  the  hands  of  the  debtor.  And  when  the 
property  has  been  once  taxed  in  his  hands,  if  you  tax  the  debt  besides^ 


in  the  hands  of  the  creditor,  you  cannot  avoid  the  conclusion,  by  any 
sophistry  or  in^nuity  of  argument,  that  this  constitutes  double  taxa- 
tion, which  is  incompatible  with  the  fundamental  principles  of  justice. 

Now,  as  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  has  taken  occasion  to  refer 
to  an  obsolete  New  Jersey  law,  I  wish  to  refer  to  another  and  more 
recent  authority,  which  stands  as  high  as  any  that  can  be  produced.  I 
refer  to  Professor  Sturdevant,  one  of  the  ablest  political  economists  in 
the  United  States.  In  his  work  on  Economics^  or  the  Science  of  Wealth, 
he  says,  page  308,  Sec  223 : 

''The  question  is  much  agitated  at  present  on  what  forms  of  property 
taxes  may  be  properly  levied.  One  of  the  most  important  points  in  this 
discussion  relates  to  the  adjustment  of  tax  levies  in  respect  to  debtors 
and  creditors.  A  definition  of  property  has  been  proposed,  according  to 
which,  debts  due  any  one  are  not  property,  and  are,  therefore,  not  taxa- 
ble. All  property,  it  is  claimed,  has  materiality  and  a  local  situation. 
Debts  due  to  any  one  have  neither,  and  are  therefore  not  property.  The 
reader  need  not  be  told  that  we  cannot  accept  this  definition.  Accord- 
ing to  our  definition  of  wealth,  skill  and  power  to  labor  are  property, 
yet  they  have  no  materiality.  An  invention  is  a  mere  conception  of 
the  mind,  yet  it  is  property.  But  in  the  case  under  consideration,  the 
definition  of  property  proposed,  even  if  admitted,  would  not  avail.  A 
man  may  be  to-aay  the  ownbr  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  gold, 
to-morrow  he  may  lend  it,  and  receive  for  it  real  estate  security;  he  has 
not,  by  that  transaction,  divested  himself  of  all  his  property,  or  of  any 
of  it.  Indeed  it  matters  not  whether  he  has  taken  security  on  real  estate 
or  relied  on  the  bare  credit  of  the  borrower,  the  moment  the  loan  is 
made  he  owns  the  property  of  the  borrower  to  the  amount  of  one  hundred 
thousand  dollars.  The  evidences  of  indebtedness  which  he  holds  is  the 
proof  of  bis  right  to  such  an  interest  in  the  property  of  the  borrower;  it  is 
his  title  deed.  The  borrower  may  use  tne  gold  as  he  pleases,  but  the 
creditor  is  the  owner  of  that  atnount  of  property  which  is  in  the  pr^ent 
possession  of  the  borrower.  The  question  is  certainly  a  fair  one,  how  the 
transaction,  as  thus  described,  should  affect  the  two  parties,  in  respect  to 
their  liabilities  to  taxation  ?  By  the  laws  of  some  of  the  States,  the 
Tax  Assessor  disregards  this  transaction  entirely ;  he  estimates  the  prop- 
erty of  the  debtor  just  as  if  the  debt  did  not  exist,  and  the  property  of 
the  creditor  as  though  the  gold  was  still  in  his  hands.  It  is  only  nec- 
essary thus  to  state  the  case  to  convince  any  candid  mind  of  the  unrea- 
sonableness of  the  law.  That  item  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  is 
doubled  in  the  assessment,  and  twice  taxed.  A  State  that  makes  out  its 
tax  lists  on  that  principle  estimates  the  property  of  the  people  of  the 
State  at  an  amount  immensely  greater  than  it  is  in  truth.  Such  an 
assessment  is  a  delusion,  and  a  tax  levied  on  it  is  a  public  oppression.  It 
would  be  easy  to  show  that,  if  taxes  are  assessed  on  this  principle,  the  same 
property  is  not  only  liable,  as  in  the  case  above  given,  to  be  reckoned 
twice  over,  but  to  be  repeated  any  number  of  times.  It  is  wonderful 
that  any  legislator  should  fail  to  notice  the  bald  injustice  of  such  a  sys- 
tem of  taxation.  Nothiiig  can  be  plainer  than  that  the  same  properly 
should  be  taxed  but  once.'' 

But,  sir,  the  process,  while  it  begins,  does  not  end  with  double  taxa- 
tion. A  man  has  a  piece  of  land  worth  one  thousand  dollars.  He  sells 
it  and  takes  the  purchaser's  note  in  payment.  The  purchaser,  in  turn, 
sells  to  another,  for  the  same  price,  and  takes  his  note  in  payment.  It 
is  sold  in  the  same  way  again,  and  again,  until  the  transaction  is  multi- 
plied twenty  times.  There  are  twenty  notes  of  one  thousand  dollars 
each,  all  taxed  in  the  aggregate  at  twenty  thousand  dollars,  against  only 
a  thousand  dollars  wortn  of  property.  It  is  remarkable  that  any  mem- 
ber should  contend,  upon  this  noor,  that  a  system  under  which  such  a 
state  of  things  is  rendered  possible,  is  right.  I  say  it  is  wrong  in  its 
eflTect,  wrong  in  its  principle.  It  does  not  contain  a  single  element  of 
morality  or  justice.  Gentlemen  have  admitted  practically  that  it  is 
oppressive  to  place  a  heavier  burden  upon  the  poor,  but  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  inflict  this  wrong  in  order  to  avoid  a  greater.  That  argument  is 
unsound  in  principle,  and  cannot  stand.  The  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles  has  referrw  to  the  case  reported  from  New  Jersey,  but  he  is 
entirely  overruled  in  reference  to  that  report,  by  the  later  consideration 
of  this  question,  and  by  the  practical  adoption  of  the  ofEaet  theory. 
That  system  has  been  found  to  work  safely,  as  it  always  will. 

The  gentleman  who  last  addressed  this  body,  contended  that  it  was 
perfectly  risht  that  there  should  be  double  taxation.  At  the  same  time, 
he  admitted  that  the  borrower  would  be  the  one  who  would  invariably 
have  to  pay  the  tex.  He  also  admitted  that  interest  fell  one  quarter  of 
one  per  cent,  in  consequence  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court 
exempting  mortgages  from  taxation.  That  was  so  much  of  a  burden 
taken  from  the  shoulders  of  the  borrowers.  They  had  been  paying  the 
tax  upon  tliese  mortgages,  which  was  a  tax  upon  the  money 'in^  their 
hands,  and  a  tax  upon  the  land  on  which  the  mortgages  were  based.  If 
it  is  wrong  to  tax  solvent  debts,  it  is  wrong,  in  a  much  greater  degree,  to 
tex  mortgages.  It  is  clearly  double  taxation,  and  the  tax  invariably 
falls  upon  the  borrower.  Now,  sir,  in  San  Francisco  there  were  twenty- 
five  thousand  men  who  signed  a  memorial  remonstrating  against  the  tax- 
ation  of  mortgages,  and  all  the  succeeding  candidates  for  ofiioe  were 
pledged  to  the  effect  that  they  would  oppose  taxation  of  that  kind.  That 
was  iust  before  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  year  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-two.  It  has  been  remarked  upon  this  floor,  in  my 
absence,  that  these  people  were  obscure  persons,  and  that  there  was  no 
evidence  that  they  were  citizens,  or  texable  at  all.  Sir,  that  list  embraces 
the  names  of  men  who  are  familiar  to  every  resident  of  that  city; 
men  of  integrity  and  character,  and  high  stending  in  the  community; 
men  of  various  callings,  merchants,  traders,  laborers,  mechanics,  wealthy 
men,  and  men  of  every  trade  and  calling.  And,  sir,  I  know,  and  pro- 
claim, that  thirty  thousand  men  would  rise  up  to-morrow  in  that  city, 
in  indignant  opposition  against  any  attempt  to  force  upon  thend  that 
odious  system  of  texation.  There  is  an  entire  misteke  in  regard  to  the 
sentiment  existing  there.  Sir,  upon  this  question  San  Francisco  may  be 
called,  as  she  unquestionably  is,  a  unit.    There  is  but  one  feeling,  one 
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opinion  there,  upon^this  subject.    There  maj  be  exceptional  cases,  but 
they  are  very  few. 

Mb.  MORELAND.  More  than  thirteen  thousand  citizens  of  San 
Francisco  have  already  voted  to  do  that  very  thing. 

Mr.  WINAKS.  They  do  not  demand  the  taxation  of  mortgages, 
except  in  a  conditional  way,  in  order  to  reach  a  result  which  we  predict 
can  never  be  attained.  They  would  never  consent  to  double  taxation, 
and  that  is  what  this  plan  proposed  amounts  to.  You  may  qualify  and 
qualify,  to  avoid  such  a  result,  but  your  efforts  will  be  unsuccessful. 
There  is  no  such  thing  as  evading  tne  compulsion  of  the  borrower  in 
such  cases  to  make  payment  of  the  tax.  Laws  cannot  prevent  it; 
human  ingenuity  is  utterly  powerless  to  ward  off  the  consequences 
which  are  sure  to  follow.  If  it  is  not  an  increased  interest  which  the 
borrower  is  compelled  to  pay  it  will  be  something  worse.  Pass  your 
usury  laws,  and  you  will  find  them  entirely  unavailing.  I  refer  you  to 
the  State  of  New  York,  where  they  had  usury  laws  of  the  greatest  rigor, 
and  they  were  every  day  evaded  and  defied.  No  scheme  has  ever  yet 
been  devised,  nor  can  the  art  of  man  contrive  a  law  that  will  prevent 
the  evil  I  have  predicted.  The  law  will  be  spurned  or  oount-eracted — if 
not  directly,  inairectly.  Capital  ever  flows  in  channels  of  its  own  crea- 
tion. You  might  as  well  attempt  to  dam  the  waters  of  the  Sacramento 
in  the  seasons  of  its  flood,  and  turn  its  waters  from  their  natural  career, 
as  to  stop  the  arbitrary  flowing  of  these  streams  of  capital. 

Now,  sir,  I  protest  that  under  such  circumstances  we  would  be  doing 
a  grievous  wrong  to  make  mortgages  taxable.  We  ought  not  to  meet 
here  to  legislate  for  any  special  class.  We  assemble  here  to  devise  a 
scheme  intended  for  the  whole  people  and  the  general  good.  I  know  no 
man  as  a  Granger;  I  know  no  man  as  a  miner;  I  know  no  class  of  men  as 
a  distinctive  class;  I  know  of  no  such  persons  here;  I  only  know  we 
are  a  body  met  together  at  the  call  of  the  entire  community  for  the. wel- 
fare and  protection  of  all  the  citizens  of  the  State  at  large;  and  we  are 
doing  wrong  to  attempt  to  create  a  war  or*  controversy  between  factions, 
interests,  or  classes.  There  exists  no  such  war  or  controversy  without, 
and  here  it  only  exists  in  the  minds  of  certain  factious  men.  The  taxa- 
tion of  mortgages  is  so  unjust. and  oppressive  that  I  wonder  at  the  idea 
being  seriously  entertained  by  those  who  wish  to  avoid  the  strife  of 
factions,  and  to  seek  alone  the  common  good. 

There  has  been  a  disposition  shown  in  this  Convention  to  create 
antagoinsm  between  the  interior  and  the  metropolis.  That  spirit  cer- 
tainly should  not  prevail  in  a  body  of  this  kind,  met  together,  as  we 
grofess  to  be,  to  legislate  for  the  welfare  of  the  commonwealth  at  large, 
an  Francisco  has  the  same  interest  in  this  matter  as  the  interior.  The 
borrower  in  San  Francisco  will  find  this  extra  tax  saddled  *on  his 
shoulders,  and  the  borrower  in  the  interior  will  have  exactly  the  same 
experience.  It  is  said  here  that  the  poor  will  have  to  bear  their  share 
of  the  burdens  in  order  that  the  rich  may  be  reached.  Sir,  the  rich 
cannot  be  reached  in  this  way,  and  the  poor  will  have  had  their  burdens 
thus  enforced  on  them  to  bear  in  vain*  Now,  sir,  as  the  interests  of  San 
Francisco  and  the  interests  of  the  remainder  of  the  State  are  thoroughly 
identical,  in  this  behalf,  there  ought,  therefore,  to  be  harmony  of 
feeling.  I  regret  the  disposition  to  look  upon  these  great  questions  from 
a  sectional  point  of  view.  Let  us  fraternize  and  act  together.  Let  us 
study  the  advantage  of  the  great  masses  of  the  people,  and  not  be 
devoted  exclusively  to  the  p^tty  interests  of  this  locality  or  that.  Let  us 
stand  up  as  the  champions  of  all,  and  do  our  duty  fearlessly  and  firmly. 

Now,  sir,  the  right  way  to  reach  the  rich  men  and  prevent  them  from 
escaping  taxation  by  transferring  their  money  or  their  property  from 
band  to  hand  while  the  Assessor  is  going  on  his  round,  is  (o  make  the 
assessment  on  all  the  property  within  the  State  at  once  and  on  a  given 
day.  Then,  if  you  do  not  catch  the  money  in  the  hands  of  the  lender, 
you  reach  it  in  the  hands  of  the  borrower.  I  have  heard  it  urged  here 
that  the  laws* were  the  only  means  of  protecting  morality;  and  I  have 
heard  it  said,  also,  that  in  the  absence  of  morality  there  was  little  power 
in  the  lait.  But  what  can  laws  accomplish  for  the  enforcement  of  a  con- 
strained morality  in  the  absence  of  its  existence  in  the  sentiments  and 
conduct  of  the  people?  All  we  can  do  is  to  devise  a  system  just  in 
itself,  and  then  allow  the  Legislature  to  enforce  it  on  the  j^eople,  if  the 
people  will  submit.  If  they  will  not,  sir,  then  we  have  reached  a  state 
of  anarchy.  But  let  us  discharge  our  duty  here  in  a  faithful  and 
conscientious  w^ay.  If  the  populace  approve  our  work,  they  will  adopt 
the  Constitution  which  we  offer,  and  then  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Legislature  to  enforce  its  provisions  in  harmony  with  its  requirements 
and  design. 

I  think,  sir,  the  last  gentleman  who  addressed  the  Convention  made  a 
mistake  in  his  illustration  when  he  said  that  gold  notes  represent  value. 
Gold  notes  do  represent  value  in  a  certain  restricted  sense,  but  the  value 
which  they  represent  is  not  taxable.  Now,  all  that  is  wanted  to  reach 
the  evils  complained  of  here,  is  to  change  our  method  of  assessing,  and 
you  can  reach  every  man  in  the  State  who  has  property  to  tax,  without 
perpetrating  a  wrong.  We  must  not  impose  double  taxation  upon  the 
people.  We  have  tSready  adopted  the  principle  of  equality  and  i*ii- 
formity,  and  if  we  adopt  this  amendment  the  two  sections  will  be 
entirely  inconsistent,  for  no  «nan  can  show  that  this  system  does  not, 
and  few  have  the  hardihood  to  deny  that  it  does,  impose  double  taxation. 
Most  of  those  here  assembled  have  the  fairness  and  frankness  to  admit 
that  it  does  amount  to  double  taxation.  But  they  do  not  go  far  enough 
and  admit  that  double  taxation  is  a  curse  to  a  people  professing  to  l)e 
free.  It  is  in  open  conflict  with  the  section  whicn  provides  for  eouality 
and  uniformity.  If  one  man  is  taxed  twice  while  another  is  taxea  once, 
do  you  call  that  equal  and  uniform  taxation?  It  would  be  better  to 
leave  things  as  they  arc  rather  than  resort  to  this  unjust  expedient.  It 
would  be  better,  far  better,  to  rather  bear  the  ills  we  have  than  fly  to 
others  that  we  know  not  of. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   RBYNOLPS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  not  attempt  to  discuss  this 


question  at  length.    The  time  for  argument  and  disciJ|^ion  has  gone  b 
The  argument  is  exhausted,  and  if  tnere  can  be  found  any  pretenses, 
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or 
masks,  or  disguises,  it  is  time,  sir,  for  some  of  them  to  be  torn  off.  If  I 
can  find  any  such,  I  will  address  myself  for  two  or  three  minutes  to  the 
task  of  tearing  off  some  of  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  great  is  humbug;  and  the  man  who  expects  to  return 
to  the  Legislature  is  his  prophet;  yea,  verily.  [Laughter.]  And,  as  I 
am  not  one  of  those,  nor  one  who  expects  to  be  elected  to  the  B«ard  of 
Supervisors,  or  some  other  high  oflice,  I  can  afford  to  tear  off  some  of 
these  masks.  How  does  the  case  stand  here?  These  things  are  either 
true  or  admitted:  First,  that  the  land  and  chattels  comprise  all  the 
property  in  the  State.  Second,  that  when  you  go  beyond  that  for  the 
puiT)ose  of  taxation,  you  are  swelling  and  watering  the  assessment  roll 
with  fictitious  values.  Third,  it  is  admitted  that  for  every  dollar  of 
those  fictitious  values  that  goes  upon  the  assessment  roll, it  is  double  and 
treble  taxation  to  the  man  who  is  in  debt,  to  the  advantage  of  the  man 
who  is  not.  That  was  admitted  by  the  mover  of  the  pending  amend- 
ment; it  is  admitted  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles ;  it  is  admitted 
throughout  this  debate,  and  yet  it  is  pretended — pretended,  I  say — ^that 
the  people  demand  it.  I  declare  that,  sir,  to  be  a  false  pretense  and  a 
fraud.  I  declare  it  to  be  untrue,  and  the  gentlemen  who  have  the  hardi- 
hood to  stand  on  this  floor  and  make  such  statements,  will  sooner  or 
later  learn  the  fact  to  their  sorrow.  I  declare  this  Moreland  amend- 
ment to  be  a  fraudulent  pretense.  I  declare  it  to  be  abominable.  I  do 
not  need  to  declare  it.  It  is  a  vile  pretense,  keeping  the  promise  to  the 
ear  while  it  intends  to  break  H  to  the  hope,  and  the  gentleman  who 
moves  it  knows  it.  Every  gentleman  who  sustains  it  knows  it.  I 
promised  not  to  debate  the  question,  and  I  will  not.  But  I  will  say  that 
the  trouble  throughout  this  State  is  not  that  mortgages  are  not  taxed, 
that  debts  are  not  taxed,  that  the  assessment  foil'  is  not  watered.  That 
is  not  the  trouble.  What  is  it?  It  is,  sir,  that  ])ropert]^  goes  untaxed. 
That's  what's  the  matter!  Your  broad  acres  of  rich  land  goes  untaxed. 
You  have  spread  a  net  over  it  to  keep  the  people  off.  Tne  land  that 
you  value  at  six  bits  an  acre,  whereas,  the  laud  alongside  of  it,  no  better 
than  yours,  which  supports  numerous  families,  is  taxed  at  forty  dollars 
an  acre.  That's  what's  the  matter  with  you  Grangers.  That's  what  ails 
the  assessment  roll.  That's  what  ails  the  people.  Go  to  the  city  and 
what  is  the  trouble?  The  little  homestead  occupied  by  the  w^orking 
man  and  his  family,  with  a  mortgage  on  it,  is  taxed  for  the  last  dollar 
it  will  sell  for.  By  the  side  of  it,  the  brick  mansion,  worth  millions,  is 
taxed  by  a  bribed  Assessor  for  one  quarter  or  one  tenth  of  its  actual  value. 
And  that's  what's  the  matter  with  you  workingmen.  That's  what  ails 
the  assessment  roll  in  San  Francisco.  And  the  gentlemen  talk  to  me 
about  inflating  the  assessment  roll  to  reduce  taxation.  You  have  admit- 
ted here  in  this  debate — you  have  admitted  in  your  amendment — that 
for  every  dollar  you  have  inflated  the  assebsment  roll,  you  have  doubled 
the  tax  upon  the  man  who  has  a  mortgage  on  his  homestead,  while  the 
man  by  tne  side  of  him,  Michael  Reese,  or  Flood,  or  Sharon,  and  others 
who  have  no  mortgage  on  their  property,  have  their  rate  of  taxes  reduced. 

And  now  one  word  in  regara  to  platforms.  Don't  deceive  yourselves 
about  your  platforms.  Don't  deceive  yourselves  about  what  your  con- 
stituents want.  That  is  my  advice,  and  I  do  not  charge  you  a  cent  for 
it.  You  say  the  people  want  mortgages  taxed.  Very  well,  but  you 
know  that  they  do  not  want  to  be  doubly  taxed.  Oh  1  you  think  they 
will  never  get  it  into  their  heads  that  you  are  doing  it.  I  charge  you — 
pause;  they  will  find  it  out.  Sometimes  the  people  in  their  platforms 
express  in  a  very  awkward  manner  their  views.  They  say  they  desire 
mortgages  to  be  taxed.  Well,  they  do,  but  in  a  qualified  sense.  And 
it  is  in  the  sense  that  it  shall  not  operate  to  increase  the  burden  which 
they  already  have  to  bear.  And  if  you  expect,  after  adopting  the 
amendment  now  pending,  to  go  back  to  the  people  and  cajole  them  into 
the  belief  that  you  have  kept  your  promise  in  ^ood  faith,  you  will  find 
to  your  sorrow  that  you  are  mistaken.  They  will  find  out  the  truth  of 
the  matter  sooner  or  later.  And  when  they  find  that  you  have  mis- 
interpreted their  language  and  instructions,  there  will  be  no  excuse  for 
you.  It  will  be  too  Tate  then  for  you  to  retrace  your  steps.  You  have 
voted  to  tax  them  doubly,  and  they  will  find  it  out.  And  that  is  what 
I  a»k  you  to  do,  is  to  interpret  their  instructions  correctly;  to  interpret 
their  platforms  correctly,  and  their  resolutions  and  their  wishes.  But  I 
do  not  want  you  to  inflate  the  assessment  roll,  because  it  is  easier  to  do 
that  than  it  is  to  do  the  right  thing.  But,  sir,  do  the  right  thing,  and 
interpret  truly  the  mind  of  the  people,  and  then  you  can  go  home  to 
your  constituents,  and  they  will  return  you  to  the  Legislature,  or  elect 
you  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

This  amendment  contains  no  provision  for  deduction,  and  that  is 
(oiother  reason  why  it  is  infamous.  But  gentlemen  say  they  intend  to 
amend  it,  so  that  it  will  provide  for  deductions,  that  is,  some  of  them 
do,  and  others  do  not.  But  when  you  do  that  the  remedy  will  be  almost 
as  bad  as  the  disease.  Now,  sir,  one  word  more.  This  debate  has  taken 
a  wide  ran^e,  and  I  will  not  consume  any  more  time.  But  I  do  appeal 
to  the  consistency  of  this  Convention,  when  they  say  they  are  in  favor 
of  executing  the  will  of  the  people,  not  to  do  that  which  the  people  will 
rebel  against.  You  are  mistaken  if  you  undertake  to  interpret  their 
will  in  that  way.  They  may  have  made  a  mistake ;  they  may  have 
expressed  themselves  awkwardly,  but  they  will  not  excuse  you  in 
shirking  your  duty.  They  will  not  excuse  you  from  acting  the  dema- 
gogue. I  ask  the  Workingmen,  what  are  you  going  to  do  with  your 
platform?  Are  you  going  to  stand  by  it?  ''No  person  shall  be  taxed 
for  that  which  he  does  not  own."  And  you  know  that  the  Moreland 
amendment  does  tax  a  man  for  what  he  does  not  own.  And,  sir,  if  you 
think  the  man  in  San  Francisco  cannot  understand  it  when  he  is  taxed 
for  the  whole  value  of  his  little  homestead,  and  for  the  mortgage  too, 
you  are  a  deluded  victim,  and  I  am  sorry  for  you. 

And  now  I  appeal  to  you  to  retrace  your  steps  and  get  back  to  solid 
ground.  Put  that  on  the  aasessment  roll  whicn  is  property,  and  not  any 
fictitious  value.     If  you  do,  you  will  find  it  a  delusion  and  a  snare. 
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And  I  call  upon  you  Grangers,  when  you  go  home  from  this  Conven- 
tion, and  you  come  to  fix  a  value  upon  your  lands 

Me.  HITCHCOCK.  We  do  not  fix  the  value  upon  our  land,  it  is 
the  Assessor  does  that. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Put  in  the  valuation  of  your  broad  acres  that  you 
have  spre^id  your  titles  over,  that  you  never  use,  that  you  are  holding 
away  irom  those  who  would  cultivate  it,  value  it  at  the  same  rate  that 
the  little  homestead  is  valued  at,  which  supports  a  family.  And  you 
gentlemen  from  San  Francisco,  from  the  same  city  I  live  m,  when  we 
go  home  to  San  Francisco,  let  us  endeavor  to  elect  Assessors  who  will 
value  the  brick  mansion  for  what  it  is  worth,  as  well  as  the  little  home- 
stead. Let  us  assess  railroad  companies;  and  banks,  and  their  contents 
at  their  actual  value.  Do  that  and  you  will  put  an  end  to  all  this  com- 
plaint. But  do  not  water  the  assessment  roll,  for  there  will  be  no  relief 
m  that.     I  have  said  enough. 

SPEECH   OF   MB.   KAOON. 

Mb.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  opponents  of 
this  amendment  are  arguing  from  a  false  basis.  They  argue  from  two 
standpoints — first,  that  evidences  of  indebtedness,  notes,  mortgages,  etc., 
ar©  not  property.  Now,  if  anything  in  the  world  is  property,  a  note 
secured  dv  a  mortgage  upon  real  estate  is  property.  That  proposition 
has  alreacfy  been  argued  to  such  an  extent  that  I  will  not  argue  it  any 
more.  The  Supreme  Court,  in  the  ninth  California,  says  that  "  property 
is  what  we  have  the  exclusive  right  to  possess,  enjoy,  and  dispose  of.  It 
is  the  right  or  interest  which  a  man  has  in  land  or  chattels,  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  others."  That  definition  is  comprehensive  enough  to  embrace  all 
species  of  property,  real  or  personal.  Can  a  man  not  own,  and  enjoy, 
and  dispose  of  a  note?  Would  it  not  cofne  within  the  definition  given 
by  the  Supreme  Court  a«  property?  If  it  is  property  it  should  be  taxed 
the  same  as  any  other  property.  I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  it  should 
not  be. 

But  gentlemen  go  off  on  the  other  proposition,  that  if  these  things  are 
property  it  is  not  of  such  a  class  as  ought  to  be  taxed.  And  they  ar^ue 
m>m  that  standpoint  that  these  notes  and  mortgages  are  things  which 
men  often  have  without  value  received ;  that  notes  are  merely  given  in 
child's  play.  But  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  one  hundred  promissory 
notes  given  have  been  given  for  value  received,  and  in  most  instances 
for  twenty-dollar  pieces.  Why  do  they  not  represent  value?  I  will  not 
say,  like  Judge  Terry,  and  other  distinguished  gentlemen,  that  it  may 
not  make  double  taxation  in  some  cases.  I  believe  it  does.  I  am  some- 
thing like  Mr.  Tinnin  on  that  matter.  I  take  this  amendment  as  the 
best  we  can  get.  I  think  it  comes  nearer  to  equal  and  exact  justice  than 
any  other  proposition  presented  to  this  Convention.  Now,  sir,  these 
notes  are  valuable,  and  ought  to  be  taxed.  If  a  note  is  given  that  is 
good,  it  is  creating  value,  and  that  note  ought  to  be  taxed  the  same  as 
the  value  of  real  estate.  I  can  see  no  difference  in  the  two  propositions. 
'  If  one  is  taxed  the  other  should  be.  Then  gentlemen  argue  from  another 
standpoint  which  I  wish  to  notice,  and  that  is  that  it  will  increase  the 
rate  of  interest.  Sir,  we  are  here  endeavoring  to  pass  upon  a  great  prin- 
ciple to  assert  in  the  Constitution  of  the  State,  and  that  is  in  relation  to 
the  question  of  taxation,  regardless  of  whether  it  allows  me  to  get  cheap 
money  or  not.  That  is,  to  make  all  men  pay  their  proportion  of  the 
burdens  of  government.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  making  taxation  rest 
equally  upon  all  property. 

It  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  millions  of  property  escapes  taxation. 
Is  it  right  that  this  money  should  escape  taxation?  Under  the  present 
Constitution  it  is  adinitted  that  there  are  three  hundred  millions  of 
property  escapes  taxation.  We  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  devising 
some  means  oy  which  we  can  follow  these  men  up  and  make  them  pay 
taxes.  We  are  not  here  for  the  purpose  of  providing  that  men  shall 
have  cheap  money,  but  for  the  purpose  of  devising  a  system  of  taxation 
that  shall  be  just  and  equal.  Ve  have  heard  a  great  deiti  here  in  the 
way  of  sympathy  for  poor  men.  But  heretofore  we  have  not  heard  that 
the  money  lenders  had  very  much  sympathy  for  the  poor  man.  It  is 
the  money  lender  who  seems  to  be  complaining  about  this  amendment. 
I  see  poor  men  here  who  are  in  favor  of  the  amendment.  I  have  not 
heard  any  man  who  is  borrowing  money  complaining. 

Now,  a  word  in  regard  to  platforms.  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe 
in  carrying  out  promises  maae  to  the  people.  I  believe  that  platforms 
sometimes  express  the  will  of  the  people.  I  do  not  believe  in  repudiat- 
ing platforms,  under  the  guise  that  the  people  have  changed  their  ideas, 
when  it  is  we  ourselves  who  have  changed.  Platforms  should  bind  us. 
I  say  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds,  has  changed  in 
this  matter  from  the  position  he  took  last  Summer.  When  he  says  that 
the  people  have  changed  since  then  he  is  mistaken.  He  has  changed 
himself,  and  he  has  no  right  to  say  we  must  change  our  positions^ 
because  he  has  changed,  or  to  say  that  the  p^ple  have  changed.  It  was 
the  cry  all  through  the  State  that  mortgages  must  be  taxed,  and  I  think 
they  are  right.  I  thought  so  then.  I  think  so  now.  The  people  of  San 
Francisco,  a  short  time  ago,  took  a  vote  on  this  proposition,  and  there 
were  over  thirteen  thousand  people  in  that  city  who  voted  for  the  gen- 
tleman and  his  colleagues  upon  this  very  proposition,  upon  this  very 
platform.  And  still  the  gentleman  says  we  must  go  back  upon  the 
platform. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  beg  pardon,  I  have  never  said  any  such  thing. 
I  said,  and  I  say  now,  that  we  must  act  upon  it,  but  we  must  act  upon  the 
whole  of  it.     I  think  the  Moreland  amendment  only  includes  half  of  it. 

Mr.  EAGON.  Your  platform  says  money,  mortgages,  bonds,  etc., 
must  be  taxed.  That  a  man  must  not  be  taxed  for  that  which  he  does 
not  own.  Now,  if  you  tax  mortgages,  and  deduct  it  from  the  land,  that 
is  another  thing.  That  does  not  anect  the  main  question  of  the  taxation 
of  mortgages.  But  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say  we  should  not 
tax  mortgages. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  The  gentleman  does  not  understand  me  to  say 
any  such  thing,  because  I  never  said  it. 


Mb.  EAGON.  Then  I  am  mistaken:  but  the  same  thing  has  been 
said  by  others.  Now,  sir,  in  regard  to  this  great  petition  talked  about 
here,  before  this  bod3',  as  evidence  why  we  should  not  tax  mortgages,  I 
recollect  very  well  when  that  petition  was  gotten  up.  It  was  gotten  up 
by  the  money  lenders,  sir,  ana  not  by  the  people  who  were  borrowing 
money.  It  was  the  money  lenders,  who  had  power  over  certain  people 
at  that  time.  They  exercised  control  over  them,  because  they  were  bor- 
rowing money,  and  they  threatened  that  if  they  did  not  do  so  and  so, 
they  would  put  this  additional  tax  on  them;  and,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  mere  temporary  relief,  hundreds  of  men  signed  this  petition. 
How  is  it  now?  Do  they  come  before  you  here  and  ask  this  thing  as  a 
matter  of  justice,  as  a  matter  of  right?  Not  one  word  of  it.  But  these 
other  men  come  before  you  with  a  threat.  They  say,  "We  have  been 
exempt,  for  a  number  of  years,  and  if  you  do  anything  of  this  kind,  to 
make  us  pay  our  portion  of  the  taxes,  we  will  oppress  your  poor  men — 
oppress  the  men  who  borrow  monef,and  the  great  mass  of  your  people," 
That  is  the  class  of  men — the  rich — who  are  protesting.  The  gentlemen 
cite  a  number  of  suppositious  cases,  of  how  this  will  oppress  the  poor 
man ,:  that  we  propose  to  tax  the  passbook ;  then  follow  the  money  to  tht* 
bank  and  tax  it  there, and  then  when  it  is  loaned  out,  tax  the  mortgage. 
There  are  no  such  cases.  They  cannot  point  to  a  single  instance  where 
this  was  ever  done  in  the  State  of  California,  when  we  were  operating 
under  the  mortgage  tax  law.  The  money  is  placed  there  in  small  quan- 
tities. When  the  Assessor  comes  around,  he  asks  how  much  money  the 
man  has  on  hand.  He  answers:  I  have  none.  Have  vou  any  deposited 
or  at  interest?  I  have  so  much  deposited  in  a  certain  bank,  and  nere  is 
the  certificate  of  deposit.  Well,  says  the  Assessor,  that  is  simply  an  evi- 
dence of  indebtedness,  and  we  can't  tax  it.  Then  he  goes  to  the  bank 
and  propounds  the  same  questions.  The  banker  says  you  cannot  tax  it, 
because  it  is  loaned  out  on  mortgage.  He  then  finds  the  man  who  has 
borrowed  the  money,  and  says,  where  is  the  money?  I  see  you  have 
borrowed  so  much  money.  Why,  says  he,  that  has  been  paid  out  for 
the  expenses  of  living — for  board.    So  the  money  is  not  taxed. 

Now,  they  say  that  the  money  lenders,  themselves,  when  you  go  to 
borrow  money,  will  add  the  tax  to  the  interest,  and  make  you  pay  it  in 
that  way.  Might  not  the  farmer,  when  you  go  to  tax  him,  just  as  well 
say,  you  must  not  tax  me  because  I  raise  wheat,  and  wheat  makes  flour, 
and  flour  makes  bread,  and  bread  is  the  staff  of  life,  and  if  you  tax  us 
we  will  simply  add  the  tax  to  the  price  of  bread,  and  the  poor  men  who 
eat  bread  will  have  to  pay  it  after  all.  It  is  to  the  interest  of  all  men  to 
have  cheap  wheat,  and  therefore  you  must  not  tax  us.  Is  not  that  in 
keeping  with  the  demands  we  hear  on  this  floor?  The  shoemaker 
might  set  up  the  same  claim,  that  it  is  to  the  interests  of  the  people  to 
have  cheap  shoes.  But  none  of  these  are  exempt,  although  they  are  all 
producers.  The  money  lender  alone,  doing  notning  for  the  support  of 
Government,  claiming  constantly  the  protection  of  Government,  only 
claims  exemption.  I  say  it  is  in  very  bad  taste  for  them  to  come  before 
the  Convention  and  ask  immunity. 

Now,  sir,  this  amendment  does  not  suit  me  in  all  respects,  but  it  is  the 
best  I  have  seen.  Mr.  Reddy  thinks  it  may  be  construed  as  taxing  cer- 
tificates of  ownership  in  mining  corporations;  if  that  is  so,  there  is  noth- 
ing but  double  taxation  in  that;  It  would  hamper  the  mining  interests. 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  the  agricultural  and  mining  interests 
should  go  hand  in  hand  together.  The  one  depends  to  a  great  extent  on 
the  other.  If  one  is  prosperous  the  other  is  also.  I  believe  tnat  the  mining 
interest  should  be  encouraged,  that  it  ought  to  be  fostered.  The  proper 
way  to  tax  them,  in  mjr  judgment,  would  be  to  tax  either  the  gross  or 
net  proceeds  of  the  mine.  Tax  them  for  their  improvements,  but  do 
not  tax  them  upon  their  evidences  of  ownership  m  the  mines.  You 
might  as  well  tax  the  farmer  upon  his  land  and  then  turn  round  and  tax 
him  upon  his  deed,  which  is  nothing  more  than  the  evidence  that  he  owns 
the  land.  There  is  no  intrinsic  value  in  the  deed,  none  in  a  certificate 
of  mining  stock,  and  if  that  is  the  intent  or  effect  of  this  amendment. 
I  may  say  that  I  am  opposed  to  that  feature  in  it. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   BIOQS. 

Mb.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  do  not  desire  to  teke  up  the  time  of 
this  Convention  but  a  few  moments.  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  the 
question  but  a  few  moments.  I  propose  to  sustain  the  action  of  the 
committee.  I  am  opposed  to  both  amendments.  I  wish  to  call  Judge 
Winans'  attention  for  a  moment,  to  the  general  inconsistency  and  fallacy 
of  the  arguments  here 

Mb.  WILSON.  If  the  gentleman  is  going  to  do  that  we  had  better 
adjourn  this  Convention  to  some  other  day.     [Laughter.] 

Mb.  biggs.  I  don't  mean  the  gentleman,  I  mean  Mr.  Winans.  The 
gentleman  cited  a  case  of  a  farm  that  was  sold  for  a  thousand  dollars, 
twenty  times  over,  and  notes  taken  each  time.  Now,^  ask  my  friend, 
and  the  gentlemen  upon  this  floor,  to  go  way  back,  before  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  which  has  been  referred  to  here;  when  we 
deducted  our  indebtedness  from  our  debts.  I  ask  them  to  go  back  to 
thit  time,  and  adopt  the  report  of  the  committee,  which  is  merely  to 
engraft  what  was  upon  our  st.atute  books  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty. 
Gentlemen  have  objected  to  this  section  offered  by  the  committee,  but  I 
want  to  assure  this  Convention  that  they  are  laboring  under  a  misappre- 
hension, as  far  as  that  is  concerned.  Every  gentleman  knows  we  had  a 
good  law,  with  the  exception  of  four  years,  from  eighteen  hundred  and 
fifty-one  down  to  the  f^ery  time  that  the  Supreme  Court  rendered  this 
decision  in  the  Hibernia  Bank  case.  Now,  a  great  hue  and  cry  was 
raised,  which  has  been  going  from  that  day  to  this,  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  State,  to  have  what  was  then  on  the  statute 
books  engrafted  in  the  organic  law.  And  that  is  what  this  report  of  the 
committee  does  do,  engraft  it  into  the  Constitution.  I  am  in  hopes  the 
Convention  will  take  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Tax- 
ation and  examine  it,  and  if  that  is  not  coming  nearer  what  the  people 
of  this  State  want  than  either  of  the  two  amendments,  then  I  am  greatly 
mistaken. 
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I  want  to  notice  one  more  question.  The  question  has  been  discussed 
here  about  men  reflecting  the  will  of  the  people.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  one 
of  those  who  believe  in  that.  I  was  in  the  Convention  that  adminis- 
tered the  pledge  to  the  Butte  delegation. 

Mb.  PuLLIAM.     I  construed  that  resolution  differeutlv. 

Mr.  biggs.  My  friend  PuUiam  got  up  then  on  the  floor  of  that 
Convention  and  told  them  he  was  in  favor  of  taxing  mortgages  and 
solvent  debts,  and  that  is  what  I  a«k  him  to  do  now.  I  say  I  am  in  favor 
of  that,  and  I  propose  to  show  why  I  stand  upon  the  platform,  as  far  as 
taxing  mortgages  and  solvent  debts  is  concerned.  The  platform  says  we 
are  in  favor  of  taxing  mortgages  and  solvent  debts.  I  do  not  speak  for 
the  Butte  delegation.  As  a  member  of  the  committee,  I  have  a  right  to 
vote  as  I  please.  You  have  the  same  right,  and  you  are  amenable  to  the 
people  of  Butte  County,  who  sent  you  here,  and  to  the  people  of  the 
State.  I  don't  come  here  wishing  to  dictate  to  any  man,  but  for  the 
welfare  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  California,  and  offer  this  as  a  com- 
promise, as  an  olive  branch,  between  the  two  contending  parties — the 
Hale  amendment  and  the  Moreland  amendment — ^and  I  say  to  them : 
come  and  go  with  U3>  and  we  will  do  you  good. 

Now,  sir,  I  am  a  Granger,  and  I  have  the  utmost  confidence  in  the 
Grangers,  and  I  want  to  correct  the  insinuation  thrown  out  by  Judge 
Reynolds.  He  said  that  some  of  the  Grangers'  lan^ — miles  I  believe — 
was  assessed  at  seventy-flve  cents  an  acre,  but  here  is  a  man  with  his 
little  homestead  assessed  at  forty  dollars  an  acre.  That  was  his  general 
Innguage.  Now,  if  the  Grangers  are  that  class  of  men  I  am  deceived. 
As  a  Non-partisan  here  I  am  opposed  to  that  kind  of  thing,  and  I  pro- 
pose to  have  every  piece  of  land  assessed  at  its  full  value,  and  if  the 
Assessors  don't  do  their  duty,  we  will  turn  them  out  of  office.  I  am  for 
assessing  real  estate  at  its  cash  value,  and  solvent  debts  at  their  cash 
value,  and  that  is  all  the  people  want.  Convince  a  man  against  his 
will,  he  will  be  of  the  same  opmion  still,  and  I  don't  propose  to  try  to 
convince  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  will  give  you  an  instance,  in  one  of  the  upper 
counties.  One  man  was  the  owner  of  eight  hundred  acres  of  laud  with 
a  house  on  it.  His  neighbor  was  the  owner  of  seventeen  hundred  acres, 
with  three  houses  on  it.  The  former  was  taxed  sixty-five  dollars  more 
than  the  latter. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Here  you  said  one  was  assesseii  at  seventy-five  cents 
and  the  other  at  forty  dolors.  If  there  are  any  such  cases  it  is  the  fault 
of  the  Assessors  and  not  of  the  owners  of  the  land.  I  would  remind 
Senators  that  the  question  here  has  not  been  on  the  amendments  so 
much  as  it  has  been  on  sustaining  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
It  has  resolved  itself  into  a  question  that  we  must  sustain  the  action  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Hibernia  Bank  case.  And  they  say  that 
twenty-five  thousand  taxpayers  of  San  Francisco  signed  this  j)etition. 
Mr.  Winans  would  have  you  believe  that  all  the  lawyers  in  San  Fran- 
cisco sent  a  memorial  protesting  against  the  taxation  of  mortgages  and 
SM^jlvent  debts,  and  perhaps  he  is  correct. 

Now,  sir,  I  propose  to  show  gentleman  of  this  Convention  that  these 
twenty-five  thousand  distinguiened  persons  of  San  Francisco,  voted  the 
other  way  at  the  last  election.  If  1  am  wrong  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  correct  me.  I  believe  the  party  that  was  successful  there  had  a 
platform,  which  declared  in  favor  of  taxing  mortgages  and  solvent  debts. 
The  Democratic  party  in  San  Francisco  put  out  a  ticket 'for  delegates  to 
this  Convention,  both  State  and  city  and  county  ticket,  and  I  believe 
they  had  in  their  platform  that  mortgages  and  solvent  debts  should  be 
exempt  from  taxation.  The  great  Democratic  party  of  San  Francisco 
iidopted  a  platform  that  mortgages  and  solvent  debts  should  be  exempt 
from  taxation.  What  was  the  result?  Why,  sir,  only  eighteen  hundred 
or  two  thousand  votes  was  polled.  Now,  where  was  the  twenty-five 
thousand  men  who  signed  that  petition  that  Mr.  Winans  talks  about. 
When  that  very  question  was  before  the  people,  they  only  got  eighteen 
hundred  votes. 

Mr.  winans.  You  will  find  them  all  when  your  Constitution 
comes  to  be  voted  U]x>n. 

Mb.  biggs.  Yes,  sir;  and  if  we  put  in  this  clause  taxing  mortgages, 
I  venture  the  prediction  that  there  will  be  fifty  thousand  votes  rolled  up 
in  favor  of  it,  over  and  above  what  there  would  be  if  we  strike  it  out. 
Exempt  mortgages  from  taxation  and  you  won't  receive  a  Corporal's 
guard. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.     May  I  ask  you  a  question. 

Mr.  biggs.    Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  WILSON.  Don't  you  know  that  tlje  Democratic  Committee 
agreed  not  to  run  a  ticket,  but  to  vote  the  Non-partisan  ticket. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  I  know  you  voted  the  full  Democratic  strength  at  the 
last  election. 

Mr.  WILSON.*  I  say  it  bore  no  proportion  to  the  Democratic  vote, 
and  everybody  knows  it  that  knows  anything. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  I  am  in  hopes  we  will  carry  on  this  discussion  WOd 
naturedlv.  I  do  not  want  to  be  interrupted  too  often.  If  the  Working- 
men  had  made  their  canvass  on  the  issue  that  mortgages  should  be 
exempt,  they  would  not  have  seats  on  this  floor. 

Mr.  REYifOLDS.  If  the  Colonel  will  allow  me,  I  will  answer  that 
question. 

Mb.  BIGGS.    Proceed. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  happy  to  state  to  the  gentleman  that  the 
Democratic  platform  contained  no  such  provision  as  the  one  he 
referred  to. 

Mr.  TINNIN.     There  is  no  Democratic  party  in  this  contest. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  I  quoted  this  merely  to  show  where  these  twenty-five 
thousand  votes  went  to.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  object  here  is  to  break 
up  my  argument.  I  propose  to  go  a  little  farther,  and  say  that  every 
taxpayer  in  this  State  shall  \)Q  taxed  on  what  he  is  worth,  and  no  more. 
I  believe  that  is  but  just,  and  ought  to  be  engrafted  in  the  Constitution. 
I  know  the  people  desire  it,  for  the  very  reason  that  it  was  the  law  way 
back  before  the  Supreme  Court  made  that  decision,  and  there  was  no 


complaint  from  the  people  th^.  I  think  that  was  the  worst  decision 
ever  made  in  the  State  of  California,  and  we  are  told  here  that  we  must 
sustain  that  decision ;  that  if  we  tax  mortgages  we  will  set  this  State 
back  ten  years.  Now,  does  any  gentleman  believe  any  such  stuff  as 
that?  The  people  were  prosperous  and  contented  then.  The  discontent 
has  grown  out  of«that  decision.  Why  not  adopt  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee? I  believe  in  that  report.  I  believe  it  is  better  than  either  of 
the  amendments.  It  will  satisfy  the  people.  Adopt  this  section  and 
the  people  will  say :  "Well  done,  thou  good  and  faithful  servants,  thou 
hast  been  faithful  over  few  things,  we  will  make  you  rulers  over  many." 
If  you  do  not,  this  Convention  will  be  a  great  political  graveyard.  I 
say  it  is  the  duty  of  every  man  to  carry  out-  his  pledge  to  the  people, 
and  if  he  can't,  he  had  better  resign  and  go  home  and  let  them  send 
some  one  else.  We  must  engraft  this  provision  in  the  organic  law,  that 
mortgages  Shall  be  taxed. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  The  question  has  been  suggested  by  Major  Biggs,  in 
regard  to  the  Democratic  platform.  I  find  that  the  Major  was  right.  I 
have  that  platform  here,  and  I  find  ju^t  such  a  clause  in  it.  It  says  that 
the  taxation  of  mortgages  and  solvent  debts  must  be  forever  prohibited. 

Mr.  BIGGS.     You  see  I  was  right  after  all. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  deny  that  this  is  the  Democratic  platform.  It  is 
the  platform  of  a  few  individuals. 

Mr.  biggs.  Are  you  the  mouthpiece  of  the  Democratic  party  of 
this  State? 

SPEKCH    OP    MR.    BARRT. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairmaj;i :  I  don't  intend  to  take  up  the  time  of 
this  Convention.  I  must  say,  I  am  highly  gratified  at  the  amusement 
afibrded  myself  and  this  committee  by  the  gentleman  from  Butte,  Major 
Biggs.  I  am  exceedingly  gratified,  because  the  Workingmen  have 
scored  another  point.  But,' sir,  I  am  not  here  for  the  purpose  of  speak- 
ing for  future  political  success  for  myself.  When  I  stood  before  the  peo- 
ple of  my  district  I  proclaimed  that  securities  should  be  taxed ;  that  the 
property  of  the  rich  should  be  taxed  as  well  as  the  little  homestead  of 
the  poor.  If  that,  sir,  is  demagogism;  if  to  say  that  the  people  of 
this  State  shall  no  longjer  suffer  from  the  oppressions  and  burdens  of  the 
past;  to  say  that  the  rich  shall  pay  their  share  for  the  support  of  the 
government,  as  well  as  the  poor — if  that  is  demagogism,  then,  sir,  I 
stand  before  this  C'On  vention  and  the  people  of  this  State  as  a  demagogue. 
I  believe,  sir,  that  when  a  man  is  a  candidate  for  a  public  station,  I  care 
not  how  humble  it  is;  that  when  he  declares  himself  in  favor  of  a  cer- 
tain proposition,  in  favor  of  certain  principles  which  he  believes  to  bo 
ri^ht;  that  he  wants  the  people  to  understand  that  if  he  is  elected  he 
will  carry  out;  if  he  does  not  do  it,  I  hold,  sir,  that  he  is  recreant  to  his 
trust,  recreant  to  l^is  pledges,  recreant  to  his  sense  of  duty,  to  himself, 
and  to  all  sense  of  honor,  when  he  violates  those  pledges.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  pledges  and  platforms  are  not  molasses  to  catch 
flies,  but  that  they  are  the  expression  of  the  will  of  the  people,  even 
when  he  makes  no  pledges,  when  he  is  elected  upon  a  platform  of  that 
character.  When  tne  people  select  him  to  carry  out  tneir  wishes  it  is 
his  duty  to  do  it.  I  don't  wish  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds,  is  disobeying  the  wishes  of 
the  people  of  that  city,  but  he  seems  to  charge  men  in  this  Ijody  with 
being  recreant,  because  they  have  expressed  themselves  on  this  floor  in 
favor  of  what  they  consider  and  believe  honestly  that  the  people  desire. 
It  is  only  the  demagogue  who  pretends  to  acquiesce  in  the  popular  will 
in  order  to  obtain  votes.  I  believe  the  members  on  this  floor  are  doing 
what  they  believe  to  be  right;  that  they  are  trying  to  carry  out  the  will 
of  the  j>eople,  as  they  interpret  it;  that  they  are  governed  by  the  wishes 
of  the  people  of  this  State.  I  do  not  want  to  oelieve  that  any  man 
here  is  governed  in  his  action  by  purely  personal  motives;  who  is  will- 
ing only  to  vote  and  talk  to  carry  out  his  own  personal  ends,  but  I 
would  rather  believe  that  they  are  acting  from  honest  conviction,  for  the 
good  of  the  whole  people.    That  is  as  it  ought  to  be  in  this  Convention. 

As  I  said  in  the  start,  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  the  rich  equally  with 
the  poor.  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  mortgages  and  solvent  debts.  I 
believe  there  is  a  large  amount  of  capital  which  has  all  along  escaped 
taxation,  which  ought  to  be  taxed.  Under  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  this  State,  more  than  one  hundred  millions  of  property  were 
stricken  from  the  assessment  roll,  which  operated  to  increase  the  burden 
of  taxation  upon  the  poor,  and  the  working  and  middle  classes.  Those 
who  can  afford  to  pay  taxes,  never  pay  on  what  they  are  worth.  It 
operated  as  a  heavy  burden  upon  those  who  did  not  escape  by  reason  of 
the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Cfeurt.  I  say  one  of  the  great  incentives  on 
the  part  of  the  people  for  calling  this  Convention,  was  this  question  of 
the  taxation  of  mortgages.  I  apprehend  that  this  body  will  be  willing 
to  abide  by  this  idea,  and  be  governed  by  it.  The  only  reason  there 
seems  to  be  in  the  opposition  is  that  it  will  afiect  corporations  and  capi- 
talists generally.  Now,  sir,  I  say  this  because  I  have  heard  these  remarks 
myself  Now,  I  believe  our  action  thus  far  has  shown  that  we  are  not 
controlled  by  capitalists  and  corporations.  I  believe  our  action  on  these 
great  questions  will  convince  the  people  that  we  are  desirous  of  pro- 
moting their  best  interests.  The  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  certain 
things  are  not  property,  but  I  believe  there  will  be  a  majority  rolled  up 
in  this  Convention  that  will  set  aside  that  decision  and  establish  a  differ- 
ent rule.  ' 

Now,  sir,  as  to  the  amendments  upon  this  question,  1  am  somewhat 
inclined  to  oppose  them  all.  There  is  not  one  that  fully  conforms  to  my 
views  except  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  More- 
land,  and  Lwould  like  to  have  some  amendments  to  that,  and  that  is, 
that  the  orphan  asylums,  and  the  asylums  for  the  aged  and  infirm, 
should  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  that  article.  I  believe,  sir, 
when  this  Convention  decided  that  appropriations  from  the  State  for 
this  purpose  should  continue,  they  did  right.  We  are  now  trying  to 
extend  aid  with  one  hand  while  we  hold  it  away  with  the  other.  I 
think  it  is  our  duty  to  hold  that  these  institutions* should  not  be  taxed. 
They  are  doing  a  grand  work  f©r  the  State.    They  are  performing  their 


.^ 


902 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Saturday, 


work  better  than  the  State  could  do  it.  I  'Miink  the  Convention  thought 
BO  when  they  passed  a  section  which  farther  guarantees  the  appropria- 
tion. I  think  they  ought  to  be  exempt  from  taxation,  because  they  are 
in  the  same-position  as  institutions  controlled  by  the  State. 

Now,  sir,  T  would  prefer  the  report  of  the  committee  as  it  came  from 
them,  provided  they  would  strike  out  the  words  "capital  stock  of  corpo- 
rations, and  joint  stock  associations."  It  would  do  a  great  injury  to  the 
mining  interest  of  this  State,  and  thereby  injure  the  whole  State,  to  tax 
them  twice,*  it  is  double  taxation,  and  double  taxation  injures  not  simply 
the  miners  themselves,  but  the  whole  State,  and  I  cannot  believe  this 
Convention  will  do  so  unwise  an  act.  The  mining  interest  should  be 
encouraged  as  well  as  the  farming  interests.  Those  who  incorporate  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  the  great  mineral  resources  of  the  State  onght 
not  to  be  doubly  taxea;  if  you  do  that  you  tend  to  discourage  a  large 
class  which  is  doing  a  great  work  for  the  State,  which  adds  wealth  to  the 
State,  which  is  one  of  the  most  important  interests  in  the  State.  Mining 
and  farming  are  the  two  great  leading  interests  of  the  State ;  they  shoulof 
not  be  discouraged  by  loading  them  down  with  taxation.  I  will  also 
say  that  for  the  same  reason  I  do  not  think  that  growing  crops  should 
be  taxed.  The  farmer  is  taxed  for  all  his  personal  property  and  real 
estate.  It  is  true  that  the  Assessors  in  many  cases  do  not  do  their  duty, 
but  that  is  the  fault  of  the  people  in  electing  that  class  of  men.  I 
believe  the  people  will  hereailer  elect  that  class  of  men  who  will  do 
thoir  duty ;  who  will  assess  property  for  what  it  is  worth.  I  believe 
when  the  Assessor  assesses  the  land  for  what  it  is  worth,  and  the  per- 
sonal property  for  what  it  is  worth,  that  is  all  that  should  be  taxed. 

Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  I  move  the  committee  rise,  report  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  motion  pre- 
vailed by  a  vote  of  73  ayes  to  42  noes. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
mstructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Tax^ion,  have  made  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  move  we  do  now  adjourn  until  seven  o'clock. 
The  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  adjourn. 
The  motion  prevailed. 

Aiid  at  five  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  to-mor- 
row morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


NINETY-NINTH  DAY. 

Sacramento,  Saturday,  January  4, 1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


PRESENT. 

Andrews, 

Herri  ngton, 

Reed, 

Ayers, 

Hitchcock, 

Reynolds, 

Barbour, 

Holmes, 

Rhodes, 

Barry, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles 

1,  Rinffgold, 
Rolfe, 

Barton, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Beerstecher, 

Huestis, 

Schell. 

Bell, 

Hughey, 

Schomp, 

Biggs, 

Hunter, 

Shoemaker, 

Blackmer, 

Inman, 

Shurtleff, 

Boggs, 

Johnson, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Boucher, 

Jones, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Brown, 

Joyce, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Burt, 

Kelley, 

Soule, 

Caples, 

Kenny, 

Steele, 

Chapman, 

Kleine, 

Stevenson, 

Condon, 

Lampson, 

Stuart, 

Cross, 

Larkin, 

Sweasey, 

Crouch, 

Lavigne, 

Swenson, 

Davis, 

Lewis, 

Swing, 

Dowling, 

Lindow, 

Terry, 

Doyle, 

Mansfield, 

Thompson, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

Tinnin, 

Eagon, 

McCallum, 

Townsend, 

Edgertori, 

McComas, 

Tully, 

Estey, 

McConnell, 

Turner, 

Evey, 

McCoy, 

Tuttle, 

Filcher, 

McFarland, 

Vacquerel, 

Finney, 

McNutt, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Freeman, 

Mills, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Freud, 

Moffat, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Garvey, 

Moreland, 

Webster, 

Gorman, 

Morse, 

Weller, 

Grace, 

Nason, 

Wellin, 

Graves, 

Nelson, 

West, 

Gregg, 

Neunaber, 

Wickes, 

Hale, 

Noel, 

White,     , 

Hall, 

Overton, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Harrison, 

Porter, 

Wilson,  of  Ist  District, 

Harvey, 

Prouty, 

Wyatt, 

Heiskell, 

Pulliam, 

Mr.  President. 

Herold, 

Reddy, 

Barnes, 

Belcher, 

Berry, 

Campbell, 

Casserly, 

Charles, 

Cowden, 

Dean, 


ABSENT. 

Estee, 

Farrell, 

Fawcett, 

Glascock, 

Hager, 

Hi  1 born, 

Keyes, 

Laine, 


Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,Larue, 

Dunlap,  Martin,  of  Alameda, 


Miller, 

Murphy, 

O'Donnell, 

Ohleyer, 

O'Sullivan, 

Shafter, 

Stedman, 

Van  Dyke, 

Waters, 

Winans. 


LEAVE   OP    ABSENCE. 

Leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr.  Charles  for  two  days. 

THE   JOURNAL. 

Mb.  beerstecher.    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Journal  be 
dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
So  ordered. 

IN    RELATION    TO    ADJOURNING    SINE  DIBu 

Mr.  FINNEY.  Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  call  up  and  move  the  adop- 
tion of  the  resolution  sent  up  to  the  desk,  in  relation  to  adjournment, 
and  if  I  can  get  a  second  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  in  relation  to  it. 

The  secretary  read  the  resolutions,  as  follows: 

Wheeka.8,  This  Conttittitional  Convention  was  ordered  by  a  small  majority  of  the 
people  or  the  State,  showing  that  they  were  unprepared  for  any  radical  change  in 
the  organic  law;  and,  whereas,  this  Convention  was  called  by  a  hostile  Legisla- 
ture, which  so  framed  the  calling  Act  as  to  render  impossible  the  completion  of 
its  work  in  any  such  thoughtful  and  finished  wanner  as  to  make  it  acceptable  to 
the  people,  or  a  credit  to  the  State ;  and,  whereas,  Uie  time  fixed  by  the  Legisla- 
ture for  the  session  of  this  Convention  has  now  expired,  and  the  State  authorities 
seem  diBp«:sed  to  construe  against  it  every  technicality  of  the  law;  and,  whereas, 
it  is  now  evident  that  only  a  doubtful  quorum  can  be  kept  together,  which  will 
not  fully  represent  the  various  interests  of  the  State;  and,  whereas,  it  seems  to  us 
desimblo  to  resubmit  the  whole  matter  to  the  people  of  the  State,  that  they  may 
take  such  action  therein  as  may  to  them  appeacbest;  therefore, 

Resolvtd^  That  the  President  appoint  a  committee  of  five,  whose  duty  it  shall  be 
to  prepare  an  address  to  the  people  of  the  State,  setting  forth  briefiy  the  variooa 
causes  and  circumstances  which  have  prevented  the  Convention  from  completing  its 
labors,  and  requesting  them  to  elect  a  Legislature  which  shall  make  the  necessary 
appropriations  for  the  completion  of  the  work  of  the  Convention,  if,  on  full  consid- 
eration, tlicy  desire  it  to  be  completed ;  the  address  to  be  reported  on  or  before  the 
siith  day  of  January,  instant 

Re*6lvtd^  That  when  this  Convention  adjourns  on  the  sixth  day  of  January,  it 
stands  adjourned  to  the  first  Monday  in  September,  A.  D.  eighteen  hundred  aod 
eighty,  at  which  time  it  shall  convene  and  proceed  with  its  work,  provided  the  Leg^ 
ifllature  shall  have  made  the  appropriations  necessary  for  the  expenses  of  the  Con- 
vention. 

Mr.  FINNEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  Is  there  anything  before 
this  Convention  ? 

The  PRESIDENT.  Yes,  sir ;  the  resolutions  are  before  the  Conven- 
tion, and  the  author  is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    FINNBT. 

Mr.  FINNEY.  Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Convention: 
Before  going  into  my  reasons  for  oflfermg  these  resolutions,  I  wish  to 
make,  in  justice  to  myself,  one  statement.  I  have  been  here  in  attend- 
ance upon  this  Convention  from  the  start,  and  I  have  up  to  this  time 
occupied  less  than  thirty-five  minutes  of  the  time  of  this  Convention  in 
all  that  I  have  said  and  done  upon  this  floor.  If,  therefore,  I  shall  be 
unable  to  finish  in  fifteen  minutes  what  I  have  to  say,  I  hope  I  may 
receive  the  indulgence  of  the  Convention.  I  also  wish  to  clear  up,  in  a 
few  words,  a  little  of  this  excited  rubbish  that  has  drawn  itself  around 
the  offering  of  these  resolutions.  I  offered  them  the  other  day  for  read- 
ing, as  has  been  the  custom  in  this  Convention,  and  as  I  believe  is  right, 
that  no  important  matter  should  be  spnmg  unadvisedly — that  they  may 
have  time  to  be  considered.  I  need  not  remind  the  gentlemen  of  the 
Convention  of  the  peculiar  courtesy  with  which  these  resolutions — cer- 
tainly unopprobrious  in  themselves  and  not  improper  to  be  introduced 
here — were  received  by  the  tender  consciences  of  some  gentlemen,  and 
I  use  that  word  in  its  parliamentary  sense.  One  gentleman,  for  whom 
I  had  the  highest  respect,  and  with  whom  I  had  counseled,  who,  while 
not  giving  his  adhesion  to  the  idea,  still  professed  to  me  that  they  were 
unobjectionable  and  perfectly  proper,  made  the  sneering  remark,  "Sen- 
sational I"  I  beg  to  assure  the  Convention  that  the  sensational  idea 
never  presented  itseK"  to  my  mind.  It  was  the  furthest  possible  thought 
from  my  mind.  My  desire  was  simply  and  alone  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Convention  to  certain  things  which  seemed  to  me  we  are  apt  to 
lose  sight  of.  I  disclaim  entirely  any  design  to  lecture  o^  tutor  this  Con- 
vention. I  recognize  myself  as  one  of  your  weakest  and  most  youthful 
members.  Another  person  sprang  to  his  feet  and,  in  an  excited  manner, 
impngned  my  motives.  He  sneered  at  the  proposition,  and  said  the 
matter  was  a  disgrace  to  the  author  and  an  insult  to  the  Convention. 
There  are  persons  from  whom  such  talk  is  the  highest  compliment  that 
can  be  received. 

I  throw  myself  upon  the  Convention  to  know  if  they  believe,  for  one 
moment,  that  any  mtention  of  insult  to  this  body  can  come  from  me? 
The  word  "traitor"  was  hissed  through  the  room.  In  the  name  of  God, 
gentlemen,  traitor  to  whom?  Traitor  to  what?  Was  it  treason  to  my 
constituents?  Although  repeatedly  urged  to  do  so,  they  have  ever 
refused,  up  to  this  day,  to  instruct  me  as  to  my  duty  on  this  floor.  Was 
it  treason  to  party?  Gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  I  know  no  party 
here.  In  a  Democratic  district  I  was  elected  by  three  fourths  of  the 
votes  cast,  against  the  regular  Democratic  nominee.  All  parties  com- 
bined, and  requested  me  to  take  this  place,  and  serve  them  here  one 
hundred  days.  Was  it  treason  to  the  State?  That  suggestion  does  not 
come  well  from  those  who  stayed  at  home,  as  against  a  man  who  for 
years  marched  under  the  stars  and  stripes  in  defense  of  his  country. 
The  word  was  unworthy  to  be  uttered  here;  unworthy  of  the  men,  who- 
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ever  thev  may  be,  and  I  know  them  not,  who  uttered  it.  Since  then  it  has 
been  called  a  political  dodge.  I  scorn  it.  Every  man  in  this  world  who 
knows  me,  knows,  that  as  for  politics,  I  have  no  ambition.  I  have  ever 
refused  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  I  made  a. vow,  as  a  boy,  that  I 
never  would  take  an  office  within  the  gift  of  the  people,  and  if  my  place 
here  is  an  office,  I  have,  for  the  first  time  in  my  life,  violated  that  vow. 
And  I  wish  to  say  another  word  in  justice  to  my  friend  Johnson,  the 
Secretary  of  this  Convention.  An  intimation  of  this  thing  was  pub- 
lished, several  days  ago,  in  the  Oakland  ''Times,"  and  it  has  been 
charged  that  if  I  had  no  political  ends  to  subserve  that  I  had  done  it  as 
his  toady.  Whether  it  is  a  Caliban  o»  a  Miranda,  this  child  is  mine. 
I  talked  the  matter  over,  before  I  offered  it,  with  a  good  many  of  the 
gentlemen  of  this  Convention,  and  I  mentioned  it  to  the  Secretary, 
among  others,  who  happened  to  be  in  my  room  as  I  was  working  upon 
it.  It  was  a  surprise  to  him,  as  it  was  to  many  others ;  and  in  a  conver- 
sation in  the  "Times"  editorial  rooms  a  few  days  afterwards,  the  matter 
was  mentioned  by  him,  and  unknown  to  rfie  or  him,  and  without 
prompting,  it  was  mentioned  editorially  the  next  day,  by  the  acting 
editor.  And  perhaps,  gentlemen,  it  may  turn  out  that  the  avllhty  with 
which  the  editor,  in  daily  communication  with  the  people  all  over  the 
State,  seized  upon  the  idea,  may  go  to  show  more  closely  the  views  of 
the  people  of  the  State.  A  Convention  that  can  calmly  vote  down  the 
American  flag,  and  coolly  sit  here  day  after  day  and  listen  to  impreca- 
tions and  threats  to  flush  the  sewers  of  San  Francisco  with  human  olood, 
and  devastate  the  fairest  portions  of  our  land,  provided  this  Convention 
did  not  raise  the  flag  of  rebellion  against  the  General  Government,  and 
the  moment  an  intimation  was  offered  that  they  were  unable  to  accom- 
plish miracles;  the  moment  their  amour  propre  was  touched  in  the  least, 
could  be  thrown  into  such  a  pitiable  state  of  excitement,  demonstrated 
that  there  was  a  weakness  that  oertainlv  needed  no  such  evidence. 

As  I  said,  I  have  been  here  from  the  start.  I  have  missed  but  two 
roll-calls.  One  day  I  was  confined  to  my  bed  by  sickness,  and  the  half- 
day  after  Christmas  that  the  Convention  attempted  to  meet,  I  was  absent 
on  business.  I  am  willing  and  glad  to  give  the  State  the  benefit  of  that 
day  and  a  half,  and  stay  nere  until  Tuesday  night,  and  fill  to  the  full 
extent  the  contract  which  I  made  with  the  State  to  serve  for  one  hun- 
dred days  in  the  preparation  of  a  Constitution.  How  many  gentlemen 
are  there  here  who  can  eay  more?  I  have  carefully  watched  the  action 
of  this  Convention — perhaps  more  carefully  than  many  who  have  taken 
a  more  active  part  in  the  proceedings  on  the  floor.  My  physical  infirm- 
ity has  prevented  me  from  doin^  and  saying  many  things,  and  perhaps 
the  Convention  is  not  sorry  for  it.  I  have  tried  to  believe,  and  I  still 
really  believe,  that  this  Convention  \9&  great  educational  institution.  I 
do  believe  that  forty  elections  oould  not  have  brought  together  a  more 
int^^lligent  body,  a  more  able  body, or  a  body  better  fitted  and  calculated 
to  carry  out  the  objects  for  which  the  Convention  was  assembled.  But, 
gentlemen,  the  magnitude  of  the  work  was  underrated.  Look  at  it  for 
a  moment.  Just  think  what  the  work  was  that  was  given  us  to  do. 
Our  coast  line  extends  over  a  distance  equal  to  that  from  Boston  to  South 
Carolina.  The  interests  embodie<l  in  these  districts  are  as  diversified  as 
those  in  the  district  extending  from  the  pine  woods  of  Maine  and  Wis- 
(^>nsin  to  the  orange  groves  of  Florida  and  the  cattle-covered  plains  of 
Texas.  Every  interest  is  represented  here  in  our  midst.  More  than 
that,  we  have  a  mining  interest  that  is  not  equaled  in  the  world  More 
than  that,  we  have  a  giant  public  interest  growing  up  among  us  in  the 
shape  of  an  irrigation  system  which  will,  m  a  few  years,  equal  the  old 
time  works  of  the  far  East.  And  all  these  interests^-a^nflicting  interests 
many  of  them — with  all  their  industries,  prejudices,  and  passions,  were 
thrown  into  the  cauldron  here  together  to^  reconciled  and  conformed 
one  to  the  other.  Each  one  felt  a  particular  interest  in  his  district.  A 
great  many  were,  to  some  extent,  ignorant  of  the  wants  and  industries 
of  the  other  sections.  At  any  rate,  they  did  not  realize  their  wants  so 
keenly  as  they  did  those  of  their  own  districts.  Even  metropolitan  San 
Francisco  claims  often,  without  blushing,  that  she  is  the  State.  Her 
interests  are  to  be  regarded,  as  the  interests  of  other  sections,  in  propor- 
tion to  their  magnitude,  but  she  is  not  the  State.  It  is  perfectly  cviaent 
that  so  coming  together — such  men  from  such  districts,  representing 
such  interests,  coming  together  here — an  educational  process  was  neces- 
j*ary  before  the  work  could  intelligently  commence.  Delegates  must  rise 
to  broader  views  here.  They  must  see  and  know  and  undcrsfand  the 
interests  of  the  whole  State.  Then,  if  they  could  be  reconciled  here  in 
the  Convention,  so  that  each  man  would  think  that  the  thing  that  was 
done  was  the  best  under  the  circumstances  that  could  be  done  for  the 
whole  State,  it  was  reasonable  to  suppose  that  when  they  went  home 
they  would  educate  their  people  to  the  same  views.  The  only  hope  on 
the  face  of  the  earth  for  success — the  only  hope  that  a  Constitution  could 
be  adopted  by  this  Convention  that  would  afterwards  be  ratified  by  the 
people — lay  in  the  fact  that  if  the  delegates  would  come  here,  and,  see- 
ing the  whole  ground,  make  up  their  minds  that  the  thing  done  was  the 
b4^t  that  could  be  done;  that  they  would  go  home  and  educate  their 
people  to  the  same  belief,  and  that  their  labors  would  secure  a  ratifica- 
tion of  the  Constitution. 

But  there  were  many  of  the  delegates  who  came  here  with  the  express 
intention  of  not  voting  to  support  any  Constitution  that  might  be 
made.  I  say  it  not  as  a  slur  upon  delegates,  but  simply  this,  that  they 
represented  a  constituency  who  believed,  with  them,  tnat  changes  in  the 
Constitution  were  not  necessary,  and  were  dangerous.  Under  such  fear 
they  came  here  representing  that  idea.  Others  came  here  without  seem- 
ing to  rise  to  the  dignity  of  the  ease  at  all,  as  you  have  heard  often  your- 
selves. As,  for  instance,  the  other  day  I  heard  a  gentleman  say  he  was 
not  going  home  to  spend  Sunday,  but  "  would  stay  and  coach  for  the 
debate  "  coming  on  the  next  week.  The  highest  idea  he  seemed  to  have 
was  that  it  is  a  country  school  house  debating  society.  An  earnest, 
hearty,  thorough  appreciation  of  the  work  before  the  Convention  has 
been  lacking  to  a  certain  extent.  This  has  been  commented  upon  by  the 
pi*eM,  it  has  been  commented  upon  by  letters,  it  has  been  comments! 


upon  by  the  people  of  this  State.  I  do  not  say  it  of  myself,  I  say  what 
others  have  said ;  I  say  what  every  man  knows  is  said.  The  country 
has  not  yet  got  over  the  nausea  occasioned  by  the  tremendous  mass  of 
propositions  and  amendments  which  came  pouring  in  the  first  few  days 
of  the  session,  when  the  people  wanted  but  a  few  simple  amendments  to 
cure  a  few  glaring  evils,  and  it  has  been  freely  said,  and  said  with  a 
sneer,  that  if  the  multiplication  table  could  come  before  the  Convention 
fifty  members  would  desire  to  amend  it,  and  if  the  Decalogue  or  Lord's 
Prayer  were  oflered  here  they  would  be  torn  to  pieces,  and  a  substitute 
offered.  This  shows  one  thing,  and  that  is  that  the  people  of  this  State 
were  not  ready  for  any  change.  They  had  no  such  well  defined  .griev- 
ances, thev  had  no  such  well  defined  intentions  in  their  minds  when 
they  sent  their  delegates,  that  they  could  come  here,  knowing  what 
was  the  thing  to  do,  and  to  say  let  the  rest  alone — hands  off.  It 
seems  much  more  the  idea  of  delegates  to  find  a  change  which  they  can 
get  hold  of,  so  as  to  make  their  constituents  believe  that  they  are  doing 
something  to  earn  their  regular  ten  dollars  a  day,  than  any  earnest  desire 
to  remedy  an  evil  that  exists,  ascertained  and  known  to  all.  Now,  the 
hope  of  their  reconciling  feelings,  interests,  and  wishes  is  gone.  The 
great  idea  of  the  Convention  is  hopeless. 

Mb.  HEISKELL.  If  the  fifteen-minute  rule  applies  here,  I  shall 
object. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.   I  will  notify  the  Convention  when  the  time  expires. 

Mb.  FINNEY.  From  thirty  to  fifty  members  have  of  late  been  absent 
daily;  those,  too,  who  must  frequently  and  necessarily  be  absent,  and 
it  is  anxiously  asked  if  this  Convention  can  keep  a  auorum  together. 
The  work  of  a  bare  quorum  of  this  Convention  must  of  necessity  be  bad 
work.  The  essential  element  of  success  is  wanting  in  the  Convention. 
We  desire  that  the  entire  interests  of  the  State  shall  be  harmonized  and 
brought  together.  A  rump  Convention  can  make  only  a  rump  Consti- 
tution. I  nnd  that  twenty-five  committees  have  been  appointed  to  pre- 
pare work  on  which  we  must  act.  Of  the  twenty-five,  eighteen  have 
reported;  and  of  the  eighteen,  only  eight  have  been  passed  upon.  Of 
the  eight,  only  two  should  have  consumed  more  than  a  day's  time. 

Thr  PRESIDENT.    The  gentleman's  time  has  expired. 

[Cries  of  "  Leave  I "  "  Leave  I "] 

Mb.  white.     I  object 

Mb.  HEISKELL.    I  object. 

Mb.  HUESTIS.    I  object. 

Thk  PRESIDENT  put  it  to  a  vote,  and  leave  was  granted  the  speaker 
to  proceed. 

Mb.  FINNEY.  Gentlemen,  I  thank  you.  The  ninth  report  is  now 
being  considered.  Of  all  the  sections  of  that  re[X)rt  we  have  not  yet 
finished  the  second  section.  We  have  nine  reports  now  on  the  file 
waiting  action.  Six  or  seven  of  them  are  of  the  greatest  importance,  as 
much  so  as  any  that  have  been  or  can  be  considered.  And  vet,  genUe- 
men,  we  have  not  even  got  out  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  And 
all  this  work  must  be  gone  over  again  in  the  Convention,  and  that  the 
work  in  the  Convention  will  not  be  slight,  I  ask  each  member  to  bear 
me  out.  How  often  do  we  hear  the  remark:  "We  will  fix  that  when 
we  get  into  Convention;"  "Never  mind  that,  let  it  go  until  we  get  into 
Convention?"  Every  member  knowfi  how  hastily  things  have  been 
passed  over  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  with  the  expressed  design 
that  when  we  get  into  Convention,  where  perhaps  the  circumstances 
surrounding  the  subiect  will  be  more  auspicious,  the  work  can  be  better 
done.  It  is  oft«n  said:  "We  will  force  things;  we  will  move  the  previ- 
ous question  right  along.  Discussion  will  not  be  allowed."  Gentlemen, 
this  is  the  idlest  of  talk.  In  talking  it,  we  simply  show  that  we  do  not 
appreciate  the  situation.  You  cannot  cram  things  down  men's  tliroats. 
Members  must  feel  that  when  a  thing  is  done,  it  is  the  best  thing  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  was  possible  to  be  done.  They  must  not  feel 
that  their  views  have  been  slighted  and  overridden.  If  there  is  any 
deep  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  among  the  members,  when  the  work  is 
done,  where  is  there  any  hope  of  harmonizing  the  people?  Any  crude, 
hurried  work  will  prove  unsatisfactory  both  to  us  and  to  the  people. 
Then,  when  the  work  is  finished,  it  must  pass  through  the  hands  of  the 
Committee  on  Revision,  and  the  work  of  that  committee  will  not  be 
slight.  Then,  again,  it  must  come  before  the  Convention  for  its  approval. 
That  Committee  on  Revision  will  be  more  fortunate  than  any  com- 
mittee we  have  yet  had,  if  they  are  not  extensively  snubbed  and  their 
work  extensively  reconsidered.  No  body  of  men  ever  worked  more 
industriously  than  this  Convention.  But  we  undertook  too  much.  The 
work  was  underrated;  it  was  not  understood.  If  we  undertake  to  finish 
it,  we  will  slight  it,  and  the  results  will  be  crude  and  unsatisfactory. 
I  Now,  nobody  will  be  hurt.  There  is  no  confession  of  weakness.  There 
is  no  lowering  of  dignity,  if  we  .«»imply  say  to  the  people,  you  have  given 
us  a  task  to  perform  and  we  have  not  had  time  to  do  it  to  your  satisfac- 
tion. If  you  want  us  to  finish  it,  give  us  more  time.  It  is  not  consist- 
ent with  a  decent  self-respect  to  stay  here  and  hurriedly  and  imperfectly 
perform  the  work  for  fear  the 'people  will  never  let  us  try  our  hands 
again. 

SPERGH   OF   MB.    HOWABD. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  President:  As  far  as  this  reso- 
lution is  concerned,  the  gentleman  had  a  perfect  right  to  offer  it,  and  no 
personal  reflections  as  to  his  motives  are  called  for  or  are  justified.  Ho 
IS  entitled,  as  a  member  of  this  body,  to  have  his  resolution  respectfully 
considered  at  the  hands  of  this  Convention.  But  having  said  this  much, 
I  disagree  altogether  with  the  resolution.  I  think,  sir,  that  all  the  busi- 
ness can  be  done  under  ij^e  five  minute  rule  of  speaking.  I  think  the 
speeches  made  amount  to  very  little  else  than  talk.  We  can  finish  up 
in  ten  days,  after  the  one  hundred  days  have  expired,  all  the  work  we 
have  to  do.  That  is  the  whole  of  it.  Now,  sir,  there  is  no  necessity  for 
us  to  precipitate  ourselves  home,  or  to  serve  notice  on  the  people  in  the 
manner  of  a  common  laborer,  that  if  he  is  not  paid  next  Monday  he  is 
going  to  quit.  I  do  not  see  any  propriety  or  sense  in  that  course.  Now, 
pir.  there  is  a  suggestion  in  an  evening  paper  of  San  Francisco  of  last 
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evening  vbicb  I  think 
that  w«  finish  the  flnance  report,  and  tLe  matter  or  iratcr  righta  per- 
haps. 1.D1I  perhaps  the  matter  or  ocean  freigbta,  which  will  not  take 
more  than  an  hour  apieoe,  and  we  ahall  hftve  done  all  that  ia  really 
necessarj  (o  be  done  here.  Aa  lo  the  Judicial  department,  if  noliody 
else  doea,  I  shall  move  lo  adopt  the  article  in  the  old  Constilutian  ic 
place  or  iL  I  think  the  ameadmenU  proposed  by  the  ^nimittee  wit. 
injure  the  character  of  the  Onuns,  and  increase  the  eKpenae  fiHiy  thou- 
sand dollars  a  year,  and  be  worae  iu  every  respect  than  the  present  »ya. 
Icm.  Therefore,  I  do  not,  tor  one,  propose  to  vote  for  the  report  of  thai 
eommittee.  Now,  sir,  I  hold  iu  my  hand  a  note  from  a  gentleman  wbc 
haa  filled  some  of  the  highest  poaitions  in  thia  State,  a  man  of  ^ood 
common  sense  and  buainesa  cs[iacity.  He  says  the  great  incentive  in 
calling  this  Convention  vaa  our  system  of  taxaCicli,  so  greatly  impaired 
by  decialDna  of  the  Supreme  Court.  If  there  h«  any  remedy  provided 
in  the  new  Constitution,  its  ratification  will  follow.  Hvery  item  of 
property,  of  whatever  character,  must  be  taied.  The  people  do  not  want 
any  homestead  exemption.  Tliey  want  taxation  equal  and  uniform. 
Tax  all  equally,  he  says,  and  the  burden  will  be  light. 

I  know  that  thia  resolution  recitea  that  the  tsgislature  making  the 
appropriations  was  hostile.  That  is  true.  .  I  know  that  the  monopoly 
and  corporation  organs  have  prophesied  that  we  will  never  get  through. 


D  will  \. 


voted  dowi 


But,  a 


le  Cons 


and  we  can  bid  deHance  to  oorporaliona  and  monupolisla. 

Mb.  INMAN.     Mr.  President:    I  don't  suppose  any  one  wanla  lo 
hear  discussion,  and  I  do  hope  the  Convention  will  m 
squarely,  and  settle  the  matter  now. 

Ma.   JOHXSON.     Mr.    President:    I   movB   that  the   resolution   be 
Indefinitely  postponed. 

Ma.  HUESTI3.     1  second  the  motion. 

TrePBKSIDEXT.    Thequestlonison  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

The  ayes  and  noes  were  demanded  by  Messrs.  Beer^techer,  Brown, 
Inman,  White,  and  Heiskell. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  Convention  refused  to  adopt  the  resolu- 
tion by  the  following  vote  : 


Towi 


Turner—; 


Andrews,  Holmes,  Reddy, 

Ayersj  Howard ^afldi  Angeles,  Reed. 

Barbour,  Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Revnolds, 


Baro-, 


Hues 


Barkin.  Hughey,  Ringgold, 

Beerftecher,  Hunter.  Rol^ 

Bell,  luman,  Schell. 

Biggs,  Johnson,  Schomp, 

Black  mer,  Jones,  ShuKleff, 

Boggs,  Joyce,  Smith,  of  Bants  Clara, 

Boucher,  Kelley,  Bmith,  of  4th  District, 

Bmwn,  Kenny,  Smith, of  San  Francisco 

Burt,  Kleine,  Soule, 

Caplei;  Lampson,  '       Steele, 

Chapnuui,  Larkin,  Stevenson, 

Condon,  Lame,  Stuart, 

Cross,  Lavigne,  Bweasej, 

Crouch,  Lewis,  Swenson, 

Davis,  Lindow,  Swing, 

Howling,  Man  afield,  Terry, 

Doyle,  Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Thompson, 

Dudlev,  of  Solano,  McCallum,  Tinnin, 

Estey,'  McComas,  Tully, 

&.-ey,  McConnell,  Tuttle, 

Filcher,  McCoy,  Vacquerel, 

Freeman,  McFarland,  Van  Voorhies, 

Freud,  McNutt,  Walker,  of  Marin, 

Garvcy,  Mills,  Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Rorman,  MoQat,  Webster, 

Grace,  Moreland,  Weller, 

Gregg,  Morse,  Wellin, 

Hale.  Nason,  Weat, 

Hall,  Kelaon,  Wickea, 

Harrison.  Neunaber,  White, 

Hun-ov.  Noel,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Ileiskell,  Overton,  Winans, 

Hemld.  Prouty,  Wyatt, 

Herringtnii,  PuUiam,  ^  Mr.  President— 114. 


arly  a 
WHITE.     In  whatchurch? 

Ma.  EDGJCRTON.  In  the  Church  of  the  Latter  Dav  Saii 
[Lsughler.] 

Mr.  1>MAN.  What  has  become  of  the  memorial  on  the  Chin 
quoetiim  T 

The  PRESIDENT.     It  is  being  engrossed. 

Mr.  AYBRS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resoi 
it.=*.|fii,loC..mmitteeof  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to  c< 
Eid«r  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation. 


red  with  Mr.  Wilson,  of  San  Francisco,  whc 
of  the  question,  if  that  be  permia. 


IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 
The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Moreland. 

TBI    PRIVIOUB    QUnTIOU. 

Ma.  MORELAND.     I  move  the  previous  question. 
Seconded  by  Messrs.  Howard,  Perry,  Shurtlefl;  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 
and  Weller. 
Thi  chairman.    The  question  is :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 

Carried  on  a  division  vote — aye*,  STj  noes,  H. 

Ma.  EDGERTON.     I  desire  lo  eUte,  before  the  vote  is  taken,  that  1 

am  paired  with  Mr.  Ohleyer.    He  would  vole  aye,  and  I  would  vote  no. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.    I  am  paired  with  Mr.  Eatee.    He  votes  no,  and 

Ma.  'f  L'LLY.     I  am  pairt 
will  vote  no.  and  I  would  v. 

Mr.  hale.    I  call  for  s 
sihle.         * 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No,  air.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  th*  amendnunl 
was  lost— ayes,  47;  noes.  68. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  quf«tion  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  wnend- 
ment  ulFcred  by  the  gcDtleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale. 

Mr.  TULLY.  I  am  paired  with  Mr.  Wilson.of  San  Francisco,  whc 
would  vote  ave,  while  I  would  vote  no. 

Ma.  EIXifiRTON.  I  am  paired  with  Mr.  Ohleyer,  who  would  vote 
no,  while  I  vole  aye. 

Division  was  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  Ihe  amendmenl 
was  rejected — ayes,  3fl;  noes,  78. 

Ma.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman;  I  send  up  a  substitute  to  section 
two,  in  behalf  of  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation. 
We  have  remodeleil  it  in  order  to  remove  some  ambiguities. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Sac.  2.  All  property,  including  franchises,  capital  slock  of  oorpora- 
liona or  joint  stock  aaaociations.  and  solvent  debts,  deducting  from  such 
debts  indebtedness  due  lo  bona  fide  residents  of  this  State,  and  exdndins 
growingcrope,  private  properly  eiempt  from  taxation  under  the  laws  0 
the  United  States,  public  propert 


lied  States,  public  property  belonging  lo  the  United  Slates  or  lo 
ate,  or  any  municipality  thereof,  and  all  property  and  the  pro- 
hereof  used  exclusively  for  charitable  purposea,  shall  be  taxed  in 


.0  be  ascertained  a: 


Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne. 


r.  Chairr 


Hish  to  oS^r  a  sub- 


Tbr  chairman.    It  is  not  in  order  at  present. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman;  I  desire  simply  to  slate  to  the 
committee  that  the  only  change  made  by  this  is  to  substitule  the  words 
"from  such"  for  "therefrom,"  in  line  two. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    1  desire  to  offer  a  substitute. 

The  chairman.     Not  In  order  at  present. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     The  gentleman  offers  an  amendment. 

The  CHAIR.VIAN.     He  offers  a  substitute  for  the  whole  section. 

Mr.  revnolds.    Then  1  offer  this  as  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 

Thr  SECRETARY  read; 

'■  All  property  shall  be  Subject  lo  taxation,  except  as  follows:     First— 
That  belonging  to  the  United  States.     Second— That  made  exempt  from 
by  the  laws  of  the  TTniled  States.     Tbird—ThaC  belonging  to 

No  deductioL 

the  person  assessed.    "Tax 
at  the  timeof  such assesi 
amount  equal  to  such  p 
of  property  asaessed  1a  11 


ir  paid  by  any  debtor  shall  be 
ir  payment  a  aet-olT  against  the  debt  to  an 
00  as  the  debt  bears  to  the  whole  amount 


pure  and  simple,  without  any  ol 
to  be  incorporated  into  it.    I  a; 


r,  without  feor  of  C( 


leave  the  adjustment  of  debt^  and  credits  to'  the  citizens  I'hemselve 
When  you  have  assessed  a  man  for  all  he  is  worth,  and  collei'ted  the  tax 
thereon,  you  have  cleaned  up  that  job.  If  he  happens  to  be  a  debtor, 
and  you  wish  to  give  him  a  set-off  agaiust  the  debts  he  may  owe. you  can 
make  the  lax  receipt  a  legal  sel-off,  anywhere,  in  any  Court,  not  only  as 
U>  mortgages,  but  as  to  every  other  debt.  This  amendment  contains  no 
other  than  Ihe  usual  statutory  ei  em  pi  ions,  all  property  belonging  lo  the 
United  States,  and  so  on,  and  growing  crops.  There  has  been  so  much 
said  upon  this  subject  that  it  is  useless  lo  go  into  a  discussion  of  it. 
There  can  Ije  no  doubt  but  that  this  is  the  correct  mode  of  assening 
property. 


-e  this 


9  qCR3 


iibject  haa  been  fully  diic 


ir- 
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I 


Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.     I  offer  a  substitute. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  All  property  in  this  State  shall  be  taxed.  Franchises,  money,  and 
credits  represented  by  mortgftfe,  bond,  or  note  for  money  loaned,  and 
solvent  credits  not  represented  by  securities,  shall  be  considered  property, 
and  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  its  value  as  directed  by  law.  Property 
exempted  by,  or  belonging  to  the  United  States,  or  to  this  State,  or  any 
jiolitical  subdivision  thereof,  and  growing  crops,  shall  be  exempt  from 
taxation.    The  Legislature  may  exempt  specified  solvent  credits." 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

**  Laws  shall  be  passed  taxing  all  moneys,  credits  secured  by  mortrage 
or  trust  deed,  or  unsecured  investments  in  bonds,  franchises,  and  all 
other  property,  real  and  personal,  according  to  its  true  value  in  money, 
except  as  hereafter  provided ;  but  the  Legislature  may  authorize,  except 
in  the  case  of  credits  secured  by  mortgage  or  ti-ust  deed,  a  deduction 
from  credits  of  debts  due  to  bona  fide  residents  of  this  State.  Growing 
crops  and  such  property  as  may  be  used  exclusively  for  public  school.^ 
ana  such  as  may  belong  to  the  United  States,  this  State,  anv  county, 
or  municipal  corporation  within  this  State,  shall  be  exempt  from  tax- 
ation." 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   J0HK30N. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  say  that  the  first  part  of 
this  amendment  is  the  same  as  in  the  Constitutions  of  Nor^h  Carolina, 
Ohio,  and  I  believe  Arkansas,  and  one  other  State  which  I  do  not  call 
to  mind.  They  provide  that  laws  shall  be  passed  taxing  all  moneys 
and  credits.  Now,  I  have  used  that  mucn  of  the  phraseology.  I 
should  have  added,  also,  investments  in  bonds.  There  has  been  some- 
thing said  about  including  official  bonds,  and  bonds  of  different  kinds. 
But  this  phraseology  cannot  be  misconstrued.  It  says  investments  in 
bonds.  This  same  provision  is  found  in  four  different  Constitutions  of 
this  Union.  Now,  I  have  added  also,  credits  secured  by  trust  deed  or 
mortgage,  and  in  order  that  there  may  be  no  controversy  that  these 
credits  are  property,  I  have  added,  "all  other  property,  real  and  per- 
sonal," so  as  to  show  clearly  what  is  property.  It  is  also  stated  here, 
following  the  language  of  these  other  Constitutions,  that  this  property 
shall  be  taxed  according  to  its  true  money  value,  except  as  hereafter 
provided.  This  exception  was  put  there  because  I  think  section  five 
will  be  substantially  adopted.  Section  five  should  be  adopted  for  this 
reason,  because  the  interest  of  the  real  estate  is  taxed,  and  the  interest 
of  the  mortgage  is  taxed.  The  mortgage. constitutes  a  part  of  the  land. 
I  say  section  five  is  good,  though  it  may  need  a  little  amending.  There- 
1'  >re,^  suppose  the  committee  will  adopt  section  five;  and  I  say,  "  except 
as  hereafter  provided,"  so  as  to  cover  the  taxation  of  capital  stock  of 
fN^rporations,  and  the  subsequent  section, -which  is  a  different  process 
tiorn  direct  taxation.  I  have  added  there,  also,  that  the  Legislature  may 
authorize,  except  in  cases  of  debts  secured  by  trust  deed  or  mortgages,  a 
deduction  of  debts  from  credits,  where  the  paHies  are  bona  fide  residents 
of  this  State.  -It  may  possibly  become  a  nardship  by  and  by,  and  I 
have  put  this  in  so  that  if  the  people  demand  it  the  Legislature  can 
make  the  change.  I  do  not  want  to  lay  down  an  iron  rule  in  that 
regard.  In  the  case  of  mortgages  and  trust-deeds  section  five  will  pro- 
vide. This  same  provision  is  m  the  Constitution  of  Ohio,  adoptea  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three  and  four.  The  exemption  clause  is 
substantially  the  same  as  that  in  the  Moreland  amendment,  only  the 
phraseology  is  a  little  different,  being  taken  from  the  Missouri  Constitu- 
tion, except  as  to  growing  crops.  I  think,  sir,  that  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment  will  be  satisfactory.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  ambiguity 
about  it,  and  I  believe  the  principles  are  right. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  was  about  to  make  a  motion, 
and  I  ask  leave  to  make  an  explanation.  The  motion  is,  that  the  com- 
mittee rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,  for  the  purpose 
of  moving  that  the  two  amendments  before  the  committee  be  printed. 
There  are  plenty  of  sections  yet  to  be  disposed  of.  There  are  a  number 
of  gentlemen  who  have  not  had  time  to  study  these  amendments  as 
closely  as  they  desire,  before  voting  on  them.  I  therefore  move  that  the 
committee  rise. 

Lost. 

remarks  of  hr.  blackmkr. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  second  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Sonoma,  and  also  call  attention  to  one  point  in  that 
amendment  which,  in  my  judgment,  has  not  yet  been  presented  to  this 
r'onvention,  and  I  deem  it  one  of  a  good  deal  of  importance.  It  is  this: 
that  the  word  property  includes  all  kinds  of  property,  assessed  at  its 
true  value  in  money.  Now,  I  believe  that  it  is  the  judgment  of  a  large 
majority  of  this  Convention  that  these  evidences  of  indebtedness  should 
bo  taxed.  I  think  it  is  evident  to  all  that  this  is  the  sense  of  this  Con- 
vention. Now,  if  these  are  taxed,  they  will  be  taxed  at  their  true  value 
in  money,  and  those  who  are  investing  in  them  will  pay  taxes  on  their 
true  value.  If  that  be  so,  then  we  should  see  that  all  property  in  the 
State,  no  matter  of  what  nature,  whether  solvent  creaits,  real  estajte, 
or  personal  property,  should  -be  also  taxed  at  its  true  value  in  money,  or 
else  we  will  do  a  great  injustice  to  all  who  are  taxed  upon  money  loaned. 
Consequently,  all  property  in  the  Htate  should  be  taxed  at  it«  true  value 
in  monev,  and  then  you  have  equality. 

Mr.  fiOWARD.    Mr.  Chairman 

Ma.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  thinks 
equality  consists  in  taxing  secured  debts,  and  allowing  unsecured  debts 
to  go  free? 

The  chairman.  The  Chair  recognized  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles. 

the  previous  question. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  hoa  Angeles.  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cusaiug  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  though  I  favor 
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it.  But  I  think  wo  have  debated  ^this  question  long  enough,  and  I  call 
for  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Terry,  Freeman,  Brown,  and  Huestis. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma. 

Division  was  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  amendment 
was  adopted — ayes,  75;  noes,  24. 

The  chairman.  The  question  now  is  on  the  amendment  as 
amended. 

Adopted.  / 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  be  added  to  the  e^d  of 
the  section. 

The  chairman.     It  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  TINNIN.     1  propose  to  add  to  it. 

The  chairman.  You  cannot  add  to  it  or  detract  from  it.  The  Sec- 
retary will  read  section  three. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    The  amendment  adopted  was  a  substitute. 

The  chairman.  Yes,  sir;  and  stands  as  section  two  of  the  report. 
The  Secretary  will  read  section  four;  section  three  was  adopted. 

The  secretary  read  section  four: 

Sec.  4.  Every  tract  of  land  containing,  within  its  boundaries,  more  than 
one  government  section,  shall  be  assessed,  for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  by 
sections  or  fractional  sections,  and  where  the  section  lines  have  not  been 
established  by  authority  of  the  United  States,  the  Assessor  and  County 
Surveyor  shall  establish  the  section  lines  in  conformity  with  the  govern- 
ment system  of  surveys  as  nearly  as  practicable.  Each  section  or  frac- 
tional section  shall  be  valued  and  assessed  separately,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  subdividing  and  assessing  the  Assessor  and  Surveyor,  and  tneir 
assistants,  may  enter  upon  any'land  within  their  respective  counties. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    EDQSKTOX. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  amendment  offered  by  Judge 
Terry  was  accepted  by  Mr.  Blackmer.  I  desire  to  state  that  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin  is  entirely  acceptable 
to  the  committee.  The  other  amendment  I  am  opposed  to.  I  think  it 
is  unjust  that  the  expense  of  these  surveys  should  be  imposed  upon  the 
owners  of  the  land.  The  survey  is  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  State,  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  counties,  and  the  political  subdivisions  thereof,  that 
they  may  all  derive  additional  revenues  from  the  property  of  the  State. 
The  object  is  to  benefit  the  public,  and  not  to  benefit  the  owner  of  the 
land,  and  the  owner  of  the  land  ought  not  to  be  made  to  pay  for  it.  As 
to  the  expense,  it  will  amount  to  a  mere  bagatelle. 

Mr,  terry.    There  is  very  little  land  that  has  not  been 'surveyed. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   0RE60. 

Mr.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  intended  to  make  a  motion  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  word  ''section"  in  line  three.  The  reason  is  this:  As 
I  understand  it,  the  land  from  Lake  County  to  Vallejo  is  all  covered 
with  grants.  The  original  grant  lines  meander  with  the  running 
streams.  The  result  would  be  that  the  land  would  have  to  be  surveyed, 
and  it  would  do  no  good,  except  to  make  a  big  job  for  County  Surveyors 
and  Assessors.  Again,  in  Kern  County  there  are  grants  of  perhaj^  two 
hundred  thousand  acres.  I  am  told  in  the  Surveyor-General's  office 
that  the  per  diem  is  six  dollars  a  day.  There  will  be  a  chance  to  roll  up 
an  enormous  bill.  Of  course,  I  recognize  as  well  as  any  gentleman  the 
good  that  is  expected  to  come  from  these  surveys  in  certavu  counties. 
Judge  Fawcett  offered  this  proposition  in  the  committee.  He  says  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  open  land  that  escapes  fair  taxation  bv  reason  of  being 
returned  in  large  tracta.  Admitted,  but  that  is  the  fault  of  the  Assessor, 
because  he  can  just  as  well  see  the  land  and  estimate  its  value  without 
surveying  it  as  he  can  to  survey  it.  The  Supervisors  can  raise  the 
assessment  if  it  is  too  low.  If  there  have  been  such  outrages,  why  is  it 
that  nobody  has  complained?  Let  the  Assessor  go  over  tnese  tracts  of 
land  and  fix  a  fair  valuation  upon  them,  as  'they  do  in  my  county.  I 
hope  there  will  be  no  such  chance  offered  for  a  job  as  this  affords. 
Some  counties  are  entirely  surveyed,  and  there  will  be  no  expense  there, 
while  others  are  not.  I  wish  to  strike  out  all  after  the  wora  ''section," 
in  the  third  line,  down  to  and  including  the  word  "  practicable." 

REMARKS   OF    MR.  WTATT. 

Mr.  WY^TT.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope,  sir,  that  section  four  will  be 
stricken  out.  If  ft  is  necessary  to  provide  for  surveys  in  oi-der  to  make 
an  estimate  of  value  of  some  particular  great  ranch,  it  is  entirely  com- 
petent for  the  Legislature  to  ao  it.  Sir,  the  remedy  for  these  abuses  is 
not  in  the  County  Boards  of  Revision,  but  in  the  State  Board.  It  is 
provided  for  in  the  Code  now,  and  would  be  continued  under  this  Con- 
stitution. While  we  had  the  State  Board  of  Equalization  in  operation, 
we  were  fast  making  encroachments  upon  inequalities  in  land  assess- 
ment in  this  State.  We  propose  now  to  reestablish  that  Board.  All 
these  Boards  of  Equalization  are  now  ]X)werless,  unless  a  regular  law- 
suit is  commenced,  and  those  lawsuits  are  surrounded  by  technicalities 
common  to  lawsuits  in  the  State  of  California.  And  when  you  go  to  the 
assessment  roll,  and  turn  over  the  leaves,  and  find  that  a  hundred  acre 
tract  is  assessed  at  one  hundred  dollars  an  acre,  while  a  ten  thousand 
acre  tract  is  assessed  at  two  dollars  and  eighty  cents,  and  we  know  the 
Board  is  powerless  to  remedy  it,  certainly  every  candid  man  will  admit 
that  it  is  time  for  a  change.  It  can  only  be  remedied  bv  a  sworn  com- 
plaint, and  that  complaint  has  to  be  heard,  surrounded  by  all  the  tech- 
nicalities of  Courts  of  justice.  Summonses  have  to  be  served,  time  set, 
witnesses  summoned  from  different  parts  of  the  county,  and  then  the 
question  comes  up,  who  is  to  furnish  the  money  for  all  this?  Who  is 
going  to  be  patriotic  enough  to  begin  a  lawsuit  against  his  neighbor,  in 
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order  lo  put  soma  morey  in  the  countj  treasury,  in  wliich  he  hag  no 
more  itit«reet  than  any  other  citizcu  of  the  county?  Wlio  is  going  lo 
incur  the  displeasure  of  the  men  whooiTD  these  vast  poSMsaions!  I  teil 
jou  they  irill  Dot  do  iL  We  nant  the  County  Board  to  have  power  to 
do  it.  The  Board  should  ho  vest*.!  with  power  by  this  Tonventiou  lo 
raise  or  lower,  on  their  awn  motion,  any  assessmeal  on  the  list,  aiid  the 
tame  power  should  be  extended  to  the  State  Board.  And  then,  if  there 
is  any  necesaity  Tor  s  clause  like  this,  the  Legislature  will  be  competent 
to  put  it  upon  the  books,  hut  let  us  not  put  it  in  the  Constitution.  It  is 
too  much  like  details,  and  re  uncalled  for.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  sec- 
tion four  will  he  stricken  out. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman  :  1  hope  the  sciMion 
will  not  be  strieben  out.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentlemen  from  Kern,  lo  strike  out  all  after  the  word  "section," 
down  to  the  word  "  prai:ticable."  I  am  in  favor  ol  it,  because  if  the 
survey  be  necessary  the  Legislature  can  provide  for  it.  The  remarks  of 
the  gentleman  from  Monterey  are  appiicable.  There  can  be  no  objection 
to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Kern.  I  am  in  favor  of  retain- 
ing the  balance  of  the  report,  because  there  is  no  section  in  the  whole 
report  that  will  do  sn  much  to  prevent  land  monopoly.    If  the  lands  in 


this  Stalo  are  taxed  according  lo  tl 


eaguci 


ivill  not 


value 


0  sell  the  land  and  put  the  money 
just  and  legitimate  iii'xle  of  breaki 

to  be  adopted  by  all  mCBus.  "it 


He  will  find   ii 


■ofelev 


ing  up  land  monopoly,  and 


complain,  for  he  has  no  right  lo  complain  when  his 
true  value,  aa  other  people's  property  is  oaeceseil. 

Ma.  CB033.  Mr.  Chairman  :  f  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  whole 
section.  I  cannot  see  the  good  of  spending  public  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  surveying  this  laniL  These  large  land  owners,  when  they  see 
e  going  lo  assess  their  land,  ivill  be  very  anxious  to  sell,  and'lhey 


will  be  very  glad  lo  have  it  surveyed  off  in  sections 
the  Stale.  It  does  look  to  me  tike  this  is  a  nrovision 
the  men  who  own  the  land.     Wo  are 


lai 


pense  of 

nterest  of 

lugurating  a  system  of 

._!.:_■.       .1..       JjuJ      ^j)| 


«-i!lg. 


Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  committee  the  other  day 
adopted  this  proposition,  that  cultivated  and  unoultivalcd  land  of  the 
same  quality  and  similarly  located,  should  be  assessed  at  the  same  value. 
Here  is  a  man  who  has  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  under  a  high  state 
of  cultivation,  improved  with  buildiofs,  etc,  and  immediately  joining  it 
is  a  Spanish  grant,  or  tract  of  laud,  with  the  title  clear,  liflv  thousand  tc 
one  hundred  thousand  acres,  all  in  one  body.  A  great  deal  of  it  is  ol 
the  same  quality  aa  the  six  hundred  and  forty  acres,  and  a  ^ood  deal  ol 
it  is  not.  How  are  vou  going  lo  carry  out  this  provision  which  we  have 
already  adapted?  It  cannot  be  done.  There  has  lo  be  a  subdivision  ol 
this  land  into  small  traels.  I  can  see  no  objection  lo  taking  out  ths' 
part  of  section  four  included  in  this  amendment.  But  it  seems  to  m 
section  three  will  be  rendered  nugatoiy  unless  we  adopt  at  least  a  pai 
of  section  four.  For  myself  I  regard  it  aa  a  mere  matter  of  legislatioi 
entirely  unnecessary  k-  be  put  into  the  Constitution.  But  a  majority  t 
the  committee  thought  it  ought  lo  be  incorporated  into  the  organic  fat 
That  was  the  view  they  entertained.  By  subdividing  these  immens 
tracts  of  land  the  Assessor  gets  the  benefit  of  comparisons,  as  he  sleps 
from  one  section  lo  another. 

Ma.  KKED.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  prepared  a  substitute  which  I 
will  read: 

''  Every  tract  of  land  containing  within  its  boundaries  more  thi 
government  section,  shall  be  assessed  and  valued,  for  the  purposes  of 
taxation,  by  sections  or  fractions  of  sections,  in  such  manner  as  I' 
Legislature  may  by  law  provide." 

fwill  offer  that  when  it  is  in  order. 

MB.  EDGERTON,    In  behalf  of  the  committee,  I  beliave  that  will 
satisfactory. 

Ma.  AYERa.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by  the 

Sentleman  from  Yolo  will  prevail.  I  had  occasion  lo  be  in  theSurv 
ieneral's  office  yesterday,  and  I  made  some  inquiries  in  regard  k 
matter,  and  I  found  that  Government  pays  six  dollars  {icr  mile  fo: 
lionising  land.  That  would  come  to  thirty-six  dolla/s  for  survi 
each  section,  and  there  would  be  a  tremendous  job  in  it.  Let  the  I 
lature  arrange  this  matter  as  they  may  see  fit, 

M«.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  While  I  think  it  very  advisable  that 
these  large  tracts  of  land  should  be  divided  so  as  to  be  assessed  accord- 
ing to  their  value  in  different  localities,  still.  I  think  this  seciiou  devised 
by  the  ommlttee.  as  well  as  the  amendments,  are  bad.  We  have  a  very 
large  number  of  these  tracts,  and  sometimes  portions  of  them  are  entirely 
worthless,  while  there  are  many  choice  spola.  Now,  it  would  be  very 
desirable  to  have  the  tract  disposed  of  in  some  way  so  that  we  could  get 
at  the  choice  apole  without  surveying 'all  the  comparatively  worthli 

laud.     But  this  section  four, ii  — -•  '         -    ■^   '       ■■      " 

vention,  contemplates  that 

Government  section  line  run,  that  lioverni 

run.     That  is,  if  a  man  has  a  ranch  of  eleven  leagues,  and  the  (ioi 

ment  lines  have  not  been  run,  that  tbe  only  mode  of  subdivision  i 

Government  survey.     Now,  I  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge  of 

several  instances  in  this  Slate  where  large  tracts  of  land  have  been 

divided  without  any  reference  lo  flovernmenl  lines.     I   know  a  larj 

ranch  in  8au  Bernardino  C'<: 


iovernment  lines.    I  know  a  large 
;)iat  is  divided  up  in  this  way.    The 


Government  Ii 


still  0' 


still  it  is 
9  if  he  wist 


ed  so  that  th 
I  know  of  M 


^n«iKhtj-a 

according  as  is  most  convenient.  In  such  cases  it  is  entirely  unnecessary 
for  the  State  of  California  te  reqtiire  that  these  lands  should  he  surveyed 
off  in  Government  sections.  Gentlemen  tell  me  they  know  of  largo 
ranches  which  have  been  subdivided  in  the  same  way.  Sometimes  they 
are  divided  and  boundeil  by  running  streams,  in  order  lo  make  more 
convenient  farms.  Where  a  man  already  ba*  bis  land  subdivided  in 
way,  there  ia  no  need  of  requiring  anything  m 


thai  poi 
by  the 


gentlen 


leLeg. 


Ma.  AYERS.    Would  not  fra< 

Ma.  ROLFE.  I  think  the  amendment  suggested 
from  Yolo,  Mr.  Reed,  will  coverfhot  point,  -  in  such 
inlature  may  provide."  There  ia  another  thing,  Gove 
not  recognised  except  whcr^  GoTernment  runs  the  lines.  This  State 
undertook  to  survey  off  the  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sccljpns,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  title,  and  the  Supreme  Court  has  decided,  in  a  one 
in  theTwenlv-sevenlhCalifomiB,  andalsa  in  the  thirtieth  volume,  that 
until  the  Government  lines  are  run  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
Stales,  no  such  things  exist  as  aixlcentb  and  lliirty-sixth  sections.  Thie 
section  says  the  County  Surveyor  shall  establish  Government  section 
lines.  It  would  be  useless,  for  tbe  Supreme  Court  would  not  hold  it 
valid.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Yolo  will  probably  cnvei 
tbe  ground.  I  hope  tbe  others  will  be  voted  down,  and  SDinething  like 
this  odopled. 

Ml.  CROSS.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  gentleman  at  whose  soliciUtion 
this  provision  was  adopted  by  the  committee,  is  alisent  from  the  Conven- 
tion to-day.  The  reasons  which  he  gave  have  some  weight  in  them  i  I 
win  try  and  reproduce  them  as  near  as  I  can.  Judge  Fawcelt  was  the 
man  who  advocated  this  amendment—the  theory  was  this:  that  if  s 
man  has  a  tract  of  forty  acres,  or  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres,  it  i) 
assessed  at  its  value,  or  very  near  its  value,  for  the  reason  that  a  small 
tract  of  land  is  salable  at  a  reasonable  price  at  any  time,  but  a  large 
tract  of  land,  say  fifty  thousand  acres,  or  one  hundred  thousand  acres, 
or  two  hundred  thousand  acres,  would  be  much  more  diRicuU  to  sell  iu 
a  body,  and  that  the  means  by  which  the  owners  of  the  large  tracts  ol 
land  shirk  a  reasonable  aswflsmeiit,  is  to  aay  that  the  tract  will  only 
bring  so  much  if  offered  at  forced  sale  in  a  body.  Under  that  pre- 
tense these  large  tracts  of  land  have  been  assessed'  at  a  mere  nominal 
figure.  If  thcee  lands  were  required  to  be  s^ctionizcd,  and  each  |>iec( 
assessed  by  itself,  then  these  men  will  have  no  opportunity  to  avoid  s 


le  Gover 


every  tract  of  land  ct 


ning  within 


Ma.  EDGERTON. 
rill  meet  that  sv 
Ma.  CROSS. 


.11  ask  leave  to  present  an  amendment  which 

think  that  would  improve  it  some.  "  However,  nc 
such  amendment  is  before  Ihe  committee,  and  we  come  lo  the  nexl 
proposition.  That  they  shall  be  divided  into  sections,  or  fractions  ol 
sections.  The  remarks  of  Judge  Rolfe  were  to  the  point.  I  know 
s,  tract  of  hind  in  Yuba  County,  perhaps,  of  fort?  thousand  acres 
tbe  Johnson  grant.  That  was'  all  surveyed,  and  the  gOTemmeni 
exterior  boundary  lines  nin  when  the  land  was  patented.  He  after- 
wards sold  off  traels,  of  which  the  lines  ran  diagonally.  It  has  been 
divided  off  and  ia  occupied  in  small  tracts.  Now,  if  the  latter  part  ol 
tbe  provision  is  adopted,  that  immense  tract  of  land  would  have  to  U 
resurveyed.  so  as  to  be  able  lo  assess  it.  And  what  benefit  will  it  be '. 
Why,  none  at  all.  It  is  now  divided  into  small  tracts.  These  tracti 
can  be  assessed.  The  improvements  are  not  hard  to  find.  It  seems  U 
me  to  adopt  the  tatter  part  of  this  section  would  be  an  absurdity.  1: 
these  large  tracts  of  land  be  divided  into  quarter  sections,  without  refer 
ence  to  government  lines,  the  Assessor  will  be  able  to  assess  it  at  ill 
actual  value.     The  latter  part  of  the   section    ia  objectionable;    also 

arately.  This  refers  to  the  previous  part  of  Ibe  section,  where  it  sayi 
they  must  be  according  to  government  survey,  so  that  a  man  who  owni 
twenty  acres  may  have  it  assessed  in  three  dift'erent  parcels.  Now,  i. 
you  lay  down  an  iron  rule  like  this  it  will  be  a  good  job  for  the  sur 
vevor.     1  am  therefore  in  favor  of  the  Reed  amendment. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  Thequestion  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  thi 
gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terrv. 

Lost. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  ouestion  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Ih. 
gentleman  from  San  Diego,  Mr,  Blackmer. 

Ma.  REED.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  now  offer  this  as  a  substitute. 

Thi:  BECKETARY  read: 

"  Every  tract  of  land  containing  within  ite  boundaries  more  than  oni 


L  shall  b 


a  for  tl 


of  It 


■s  the  Legisla- 


of  tbe  amend 


•lion  b,  . 

ture  may  by  law  provide." 
The  amendment  offereil  by  Mr.  Blackmer  was  lost 
Tut  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  on  Ihe  adoptioi 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Yolo,  Mr,  Reed. 

Ma.  STEELE.  1  offer  the  following  araendra^t,  to  be  added  : 
"  Provided,  that  all  land  in  this  State  included  within  the  boundaricj 
of  Spanish  grants,  which  have  been  subdivided  by  private  survey 
though  tbe  lines  of  said  subdivision  do  not  conform  to  the  lines  eslalv 
lished  by  the  United  States  in  this  Stale,  shall  be  asse-ased  in  subdi 
visions  or  tracts  not  exceeding  six  hundred  and  forty  acres." 

Ma.  ROLFE.  I  will  infonn  the  gentleman  that  there  is  hut  feo 
Spanish  grants  in  this  Stale.  There  arc  a  great  many  Mexican  gnnts 
but  they  are  different. 


Jan.  4, 1879. 
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THR   PRRVIOUS   QUESTIOK. 

Me.  STUART.    Mr.  Chairmau  :  I  call  for  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Ayers,  Evey,  West,  and  Wilson. 

The  CHAIKMAN.  The  question  is  :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  Mr.  Steele. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Yolo,  Mr.  Reed. 

Adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  five. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  5.  A  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligation  by 
which  a  debt  is  secured,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  assessment  and  taxa- 
tion, be  deemed  and  treated  as  an  interest  in  the  property  affected 
thereby.  Except  as  to  railroad  and  other  quasi-public  corporations,  in 
case  of  debts  so  secured,  the  value  of  the  property  affected  h^  such  mort- 
gage, deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  obligation,  less  the  value  of  such  secur- 
ity, shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  of  the  property,  and  the 
value  of  such  security  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  thereof, 
in  the  county  in  which  the  property  affected  thereby  is  situate.  The 
taxes  so  levied  shall  be  a  lien  upon  the  property  and  security,  respect- 
ively, and  may  be  i>aid  by  either  party  to  such  security;  if  paid  by 
the  owner  of  the  security,  the  tax  so  levied  upon  the  property  affected 
thereby  shall  become  a  part  of  the  debt  so  secured;  if  the  owner  of  the 
property  shall  pay  the  tax  so  levied  on  such  security,  it  shall  constitute 
a  payment  thereon,  and  to  the  extent  of  such  payment,  a  full  discharge 
tliereof. 

Mb.  evey.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

**  Sec.  5.  A  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligation  by 
which  a  debt  is  secured,  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  holder  of 
such  security,  and  be  deducted  from  the  value  of  the  individual  piece 
or  parcel  of  property  affected  by  such  security,  and  the  value  of  such 
security  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  to  the  owner  thereof,  and  in  the 
county' in  which  the  property  affected  thereby  is  situated.  The  taxes 
so  levied  shall  be  a  lien  upon  the  property  and  security,  respectively, 
and  may  be  paid  by  either  |>arty  to  sucn  security.  If  paid  by  the  owner 
of  such  security  the  tax  so  levied  upon  the  property  affected  thereby 
shall  become  a' part  of  the  debt  so  secured ;  if  the  owner  of  the  prop- 
eHy  shall  pay  the  tax  so  levied  on  such  security  it  shall  constitute  a 
pivment  tnereon,  and  to  the  extent  of  such  payment  a  full  discharge 
thereof." 

RRMARKS   OP   MR.   RDORRTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  ask  the  author  if  he  supported  the  Johnson 
amendment?  There  is  a  direct  conflict  between  the  section  proposed  by 
the  gentlerpan,  and  the  Johnson  amendment.    The  Johnson  amendment 

Erovided  that  there  should  be  no  deductions  at  all  upon  credit  secured 
y  mortgages.  The  gentleman  had  better  refer  to  that  section  as  adopted, 
w'hich  says  that  the  Legislature  may  authorize  such  deductions,  except 
in  the  case  of  mortgages  and  trust  deeds.  There  can  be  no  doubt  about 
that.  It  allows  no  d^uctions  from  this  class  of  debts  whatever.  "  The 
Legislature  may  authorize,  except  in  the  case  of  credits  secured  by  mort- 
gage or  trust  deed,"  etc  That  is  to  say,  the  Legislature  may  authorize 
the  deduction  of  debts  from  credits,  except  in  the  case  of  mortgages  or 
trust  deeds,  in  which  case  no  such  deductions  shall  be  made. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  It'seems  to  me  there  is  no  trouble  about  this 
at  all.  It  simply  means  that  you  may  set  off  any  indebtedness  as  against 
any  credit,  except  a  credit  secured  by  mortgage.  There  is  no  contusion 
at  all. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  means  just  what  it  says.  Let  us  see.  If  I 
should  owe  my  friend  Ayers  five  hundred  dollars,  and  he  should  owe 
me  two  hundred  dollars,  and  there  is  no  mortgage,  the  Legislature  may 
authorize  a  set-off;  but  if  my  claim  is  secured  by  luortgage,  there  can  be 
no  set-off. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  don't  agree  with  the  gentleman 
at  all.  This  is  a  mere  question  of  power.  Surely,  the  author,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sonoma, did  not  so  understand  it,  because  he  stated  that  he 
was  in  favor  of  the  fifth  section.  I  think  these  two  provisions  should 
stand  together  and  be  construed  together. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  is  a  mere  question  of  power  as  to  debts  not 
secured  by  mortgage,  because  the  Legislature  has  power  to  authorize  a 
set-off  in  that  regard.  But  the  Legislature  is  prohibited  in  the  case  of 
credits  secured  by  mortgages. 

Mr.  AYEIiS.  The  Legislature  is  inhibited  from  making  offsets  in 
these  things,  because  they  are  made  in  the  Constitution  itself 

Mr.  terry.  There  is  no  conflict  between  the  sections  here.  They 
arc  intended  to  stand  together.  It  is  not  intended  to  have  an  offset  in 
favor  of  a  mortgage,  because  the  mortgage  is  treated  as  an  interest  in  the 
land. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  am  not  talking  about  section  five.  I  am  talk- 
ing about  the  substitute  offered  by  Mr.  Evey. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  The  difference  between  the  section  reported 
by  the  committee  and  the  substitute  is,  that  the  latter  provides  an 
exception :  "except  as  to  railroads  and  other  quasi-public  corporations." 
It  seems  to  me  the  exception  is  a  very  important  one. 

Mr.  BARRY.  I  think  the  committee  can  act  more  intelligently  after 
lunch,  and  I' move  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thr  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 


report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  , 

RRCRSS. 

The  hour  for  recess  having  arrived,  the  Convention  took  a  recess  until 
two  o'clock  p.  If. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  ir.    President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

BOX  rent. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  have  here  a  bill  handed  me  by 
the  Sergeant-at-Arms  for  box  rent  at  the  Post  Office.  I  send  it  up,  with 
the  request  that  it  go  to  the  Committee  on  Contingent  Ex|)en6es. 

So  referred. 

NOTICR   TO   AlIRND   RULR   PORTT-THRRR. 

Mr.  NOEL.  Mr.  President:  I  desire  to  give  notice  that,  to-morrow, 
I  shall  move  to  amend  Rule  Forty-three  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

"bulr  purtt-thrrr. 

''  No  member  shall  s{)eak  more  than  once  on  one  question,  nor  more 
than  ten  minut«s  at  a  time,  except  the  Chairman  of  a  standing  com- 
mittee, who  may  speak  twice  on  the  same  question,  and  shall  be  flowed 
thirty  minutes  each  time.  This  rule  shall  not  be  suspended  except  by 
unanimous  consent."     ^ 

Laid  over  for  one  day. 

LRAVB    OP    ABSRMCR. 

Three  days'  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr.  Lindow. 

proposition — tradrmarks. 

• 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  President:  I  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  proposition 
out  of  order. 

Thr  president.  There  being  no  objection,  the  gentleman  will 
have  leave. 

Thr  secretary  read  the  proposition  aa follows: 

"Trademarks  shall  be  deemed  property." 

Referred  to  Committee  on  Miscellaneous  Provisions. 

taxing  solvrnt  drbts. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  do 
now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the 
chair,  to  further  consider  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and 
Taxation. 

So  ordered. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  Section  five  and  the  substitute,  offered  by  Mr. 
Etvey,  are  before  the  committee. 

remarks  op   MR.   JOHNSON. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  was  not  on  this  Committee  on 
Revenue  and  Taxation,  but  it  does  occur  to  me  that  this  section  is  in  as 
good  shape  as  it  can  be.  The  theory  is  this:  we  all  know  that  a  mort- 
gage is  not  an  interest  in  the  land  under  the  present  law,  though  in 
some  States  it  is.  But  under  our  law  it  is  not  an  interest  in  the  land. 
It  is  merely  security,  that  is  all.  It  is  simply  a  security  to  the  extent  of 
the  debt.  Now,  the  committee  say,  for  tne  purpose  of  adjusting  this 
matter,  a  mortgage  shall  be  treated  as  an  interest  in  the  real  estate, 
which  alters  our  rule.  For  the  purposes  of  taxation,  the  mortgage  shall 
be  treated  as  real  estate..  Then  there  are  two  interests  in  the  real  estate. 
One  interest  is  the  mortgage,  which  is  held  by  the  mortgagor,  and  the 
other  is  the  interest  of  the  holder  and  owner  of  the  property.  There 
are  two  interests.  Now  it  is  proposed  to  apportion  those  two  interests  so 
that  the  tax  on  each  interest  shall  be  according  to  the  value  of  the 
interest.  The  lamd  being  the  visible,  tangible  object,  according  to  the 
theories  of  taxation,  simply  bring  about  this  adjustment  so  that  each 
interest  shall  pay  in  proix>rtion  to  its  value.  So  there  is  no  occasion  to 
rebate.  That  is  the  reason  that  in  the  amendment  I  proposed  there  is 
an  exception,  as  far  as  legislative  control  is  concerned,  in  regard  to 
rebates  on  mortage  debts.  There  is  the  mortgage,  and  there  is  the 
land,  and  there  is  nothing  to  deduct,  because  the  two  interests  consti- 
tute the  entire  property.  That  is  the  reason  the  exception  was  made, 
that  the  Legislature  shall  not  have  power  to  deduct  debts  from  credits 
of  that  character. 

The  only  difference  between  section  five  and  the  amendment  is  this: 
that  the  words  "  contract  or  other  obligation  "  are  used.  In  Convention 
I  shall  move  to  insert-  these  words,  if  this  passes,  as  I  hope  it  will.  In 
other  words,  besides  the  debt  being  secured  by  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust, 
I  will  move  to  insert  the  words,  **  or  other  obligation."  That  will  bring 
the  two  sections  into  entire  conformity,  except  there  is  an  exception  as 
to  railroad  and  other  corporations.  Those  corporations  are  governed  by 
sections  sixteen  and  seventeen,  and  that  is  the  reason  the  exception  was 
made  by  the  committee.  It  will  be  premature  to  discuss  these  sections 
now,  but  I  think  no  better  section  could  be  gotte'n  up  than  this  section 
five.  Indeed,  I  attributed  the  paternity  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Sacramento,  until  I  heanl  otherwise.  But  I  gave  him  a  good  deal 
of  credit,  but  he  ignores  the  paternity,  and  I  suppose  it  must  be  given  to 
some  other  memW  of  that  committee.  I  woula  suggest  to  gentlemen 
that  it  is  impossible  to  get  everything  in  one  section.  One  gentleman 
suggi'Kts  that  this  may  involve  double  taxation.  When  it  comes  to  that 
we  will  try  and  see  if  we  cannot  prevent  it.  We  are  going  along  in  the 
right  direction.  This  section  five  is  in  entire  harmony  with  the  other, 
with  the  exception  of  these  words,  ''contract  or  other  obligation,"  which 
will  bring  them  into  entire  harmony.  Now,  the  amendment,  as  I 
understand  it,  leaves  out  these  explanatory  words,  that  a  mortgage  is  an 
interest  in  the  real  estate.    We  all  know  that  under  the  present  law  a 
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.  in  th«  real  eatato.    Tliig  section  eaye  it  shall  be 
interest  in  the  real  estate.     No  ajsteni  of  rebates  can  app\j  to  this  prop- 
erty, because  there  is  nothiug  lu  deduct-     Section  five  is  gotten  up  with 


Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  We  see  how  we  get  intodilEcu 
lies  when  we  depart  from  solid  ground.  Since  the  passage  of  theomenc 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  I  have  conversed  with  about 
dozen  gentlemen  who  voled  for  it.  and  eaeb  one  of  them  asked  me  wbi 
it  meant.  I  told  them  1  did  not  know.  I  bare  asked  otbera  what 
meant,  and  not  a  man  has  been  able  to  tell  me.  The  gentleman  wh 
offered  the  amendmenl  says  he  will  move  an  amendment  to  it  in  Oor 
1,  and  he  explains  and  explains  and  explains,  and  tells  us  that 
*    "  ■■■' —  -■ '0  section  siiteet 


It  will  be  in  order  fm 
tions  will  be  in  order  before 
be  voted  on.     Eiplaut 


will  be  further  necessary  (d  explain  when  il 

and  I  am  very  much  afraid  that  explanatlanj 
nn  till  tbe  end  of  the  session.  And  exnlanati 
(he  pcoDle,  when  this  Constituli 

will  be' in  order  when  the  Legislature  meets;  eipiauations  nill  be  in 
order  when  tbe  Assessors  go  t«  work,  and  espUnations  will  be  in  order 
when  the  Supreme  Court  comes  to  interpret  this  language.    All  thi 
shows  wbnt  difficulties  we  encounter  when  we  undertake  to  tax  thine 
thai  are  not  property.     Now  I  suppose  the  members  are  nervous  alread 
for  fear  that  I  shall  talk  my  full  fifteen  minutes.     I  shall  do  no  sue' 
thing.     I  only  rise  to  say  that  1  am  opposed  to  this  amendment.     1  bav 
Stated  that  I  do  not  understand  section  two.    I  have  nut  addressed 
man  yet  w bo  does  understand  it,  or  pretends  to  understand  it.     I  defy 
any  one  to  explain  what  it  means.     If  it  means  anything  at  all,  if  i' 
lie  made  to  mean  anything,  il  is  that  by  adopting  this  scheme  of  I 
lion  we  have  offered  a  premium  to  the  ciliiens  of  California  to 
agitiait  tbe  Conslilution.    It  is  as  villainous  a  «cheme  as  the  old  United 
Stales  income  tax.    That  is  admitted  to  be  wrong. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angclea.     The  eiplanalions  of  tbe  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco  have  made  this  thing  as  clear  as  mud    -  -  '  ' 

Mr.  EDQERTON.'  If  the  gentleman  will  withdraw  am 

renew  the  motion.     1  have  been  asked  by  three  or  four  eeni  ...    

the  Convention  took  a  recess,  what  was  the  meaning  of  this  exception, 
"  except  as  lo  railroad  and  other  quasi-public  corporations."  Whv  these 
corporations  are  exempted.  It  was  mode  to  appear  to  the  Commrttee  on 
llevcnue  and  Taxation  that  the  railroad  compsniea  were  in  debt  in  very 
large  sums,  in  the  form  of  bonds,  and  that  those  bonds  were  held  iu 
Europe,  ITew  York,  and  otlier  places  ouUide  of  this  State.  Now,  sir, 
under  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ihe  United  States — Ihe  decision 
referred  to  by  the  genllenian  from  Los  Angeles  the  other  day — it  has 
been  held  that  these  bouda  are  nol  within  tlie  jurisdiction  of  the  State, 
and  cannot  be  taxed.  So,  unless  this  exertion  is  made,  the  railroad 
companies  will  have  a  good  thing  of  it.  When  the  Assessor  came  U 
assess  tbem  they  would  deduct  the  amount  of  these  bonds  from  the  valui 
of  their  property  here,  and  the  bonds  being  out  of  reach  of  the  State  thi 
^tate  would  get  very  little  tax. 


end^ 


IS  qties 


TBI  CHAIRMAN.     Tbe  question 
put? 

Carried,  hy  a  vote  of  63  ayes  lo  2i  noes. 

Trk  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  ou  the  adoptic 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  1 

Lost. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.     I  move  to  strike  out  section  five. 


on  for  the  previous  question, 
IS  seconded  by  Messrs.  Howard, 

Shall  the  nuiu  question  be 


lan :  I  am  opposed  lo  section  five  in  toto. 

rely  deslrov  the  object  for  which  thia  Con- 

a  to  eoualize  taxation.     Section  five,  as  it 

If  person* 


Mr.  TINSiN,  Mr,  Chaii 
because  1  believe  it  would  ei 
vcntion  woe  called,  and  that 

owing  secured  debts  on  mort^ges.  If  my  friend  over  there 
five  hundred  dollars  and  I  have  his  note  for  it,  the  Assessor  comes  aion 
and  assesses  me  on  my  property  and  on  the  note  also.  That  makes 
iliacriminalion  in  favor  oi  the  party  who  has  his  money  loaned  on  mor 
page  securities,  so  that  ^ou  entirely  destroy  the  equality  of  taxation, 
nin  opposed  to  the  section.  It  will  destroy  the  equality  of  the  whol 
thing  if  debts  secured  by  mortgage  are  not  reijuired  to  pay  just  as  muc 
l.ixes  as  the  unsecured.     I  waul  the  whole  thing  taxed. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  understand  how  Ihc  genth 
iiian  talks  of  equal  taxation,  and  at  the  same  time  talks  about  taxing 
man  for  more  thsu  he  is  worth.  If  I  sec  a  piece  of  land  worth  Iwent 
tnd  dollars  that  I  wish   to  buv,  and  I  have  onlv  ten   Ihousan 


dollars,  I  go  to  the  man  and  tell  him,  end  he  gives  it  lo  i 

mortgage  for  the  balance.    Mow,  I  am  only  worth  ten  thousand  dollars 

and  he  is  worth  ten  thousand  dollars.     Now,  I  would  tike  lo  have  tin 


pays  nothing,     I 

want  lo  pay  taxes  on  what  I  am  worth,  and  I  want  every  other  raanito 
]Kiy  taxes  on  what  be  is  worth.  We  are  not  here  for  the  purfiose  of  put- 
ling  a  still  heavier  burden  upon  the  poor  than  they  already  hare  to  bear. 
We  are  unuQinjoiia  for  the  taxation  of  mortgage..,     Tlierc  is  no  doubt 


about  that.  But  we  are  also  unanimous  that  if  a  man  is  only  worth  ten 
thousand  dollars,  be  shall  not  pay  taxes  on  twenty  thousand  dollars.  1 
do  not  ask  any  mau  to  come  here  and  pay  taxes  on  what  he  is  not  worth. 
It  is  an  inequality  that  we  have  been  trying  to  gel  changed.  This  Con- 
vention was  called  for  (hat  purjiose.  The  poor  men  and  the  farmers 
hare  been  paying  four  times  as  much  as  they  are  worth,  and  (he  rich 
monopolists  have  not  paid  anything.    The  burden  of  luxation  bos  been 

n  the  producer  and  tl     ■  ■     ■ 
tliis  thing.    This  section  d< 

as  it  comes  from  the  committee,  ana  mere  win  oe  rejoicing  an  over  me 
State,  except  by  the  money  lenders. 

Ma.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  did  not  approve  of  dec- 
lion  two  as  adopted.  Having  adopted  section  two,  this  Qmvrntion  has 
effectualU-  opened  the  door  for  tbe  escape  of  all  unsecurtJ  debls  in  Ibis 
Slate.  The  man  who  owns  a  note  ue«a  uot  pay  taxes  on  it,  because  he 
can  cover  it  up.  But  as  section  two  has  been  adopted  I  hope  section  five 
will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  1  hope  section  five  will  be  stricken 
out.  There  is  nothing  good  in  it,  and  tliere  is  a  good  deal  in  il  that  is 
bad,  very  bad.  Some  days  since,  when  Ibis  section  was  considered, 
I  called  attention  to  the  monstrous  abeurdily  of  il.  As  il  appears  to 
have  esca|>e<l  the  attention  of  the  rominitlee,  I  wilt  again  call  allention 
to  it.  It  says  the  taxes  bo  levieii  shall  be  a  lien  upon  tbe  property,  and 
may  be  paid  by  either  iiarty  l.i  such  security.  If  paid  br  the  owner  of 
the  security,  it  shall  become  a  part  of  the  deb(  so  secured,  and  if  the 
owner  of  the  property  shall  pay  the  tax  it  shall  constitute  a  payment  on 
the  debt.  Now,  that  laugiiage  amounts  to  this:  that  if  the  mortgage 
holder  (5ets  lo  the  office  of  the  Tax  Collector  first  and  pays  Ihe  taxes,  he 
saddles  it  upon  Ihe  debtor.  But  if  tbe  debtor  should  be  swifter  of  foot 
and  gets  there  first,  he  saddles  it  upon  the  creditor. 

Mr.  DUDLEY.  The  gentleman  is  certainly  laboring  under  a  hallu< 
cinalion.  It  makes  no  difference  who  pays  the  taxes ;  the  one  who  pays 
the  taxes  has  a  lien  upon  the  other  for  his  share  of  the  taxes. 

Mi.  CAPLES.  The  language  is  not  susceptible  of  any  such  interpre- 
tation. It  applies  only  to  that  part  which  is  covered  by  the  mortgage, 
and  it  amounts  simply  to  this,  that  whoever  gels  to  the ollice  first  saddles 
the  tax  njion  the  other.  It  is  a  provision  in  favor  of  the  mortgage 
holder,  because  he  generally  lives  near  the  towns.  He  is  supposed  to 
have  readv  money  lo  pay  with.  The  poor  man  labors  under  the  diaad- 
vant^^  of  being  short  of  ready  money,  and  cannot  take  advantage  of 
this  provision.  He  is  deprived  of  the'  advantage  that  is  given  to  the 
mortgage  holder.  If  the  gentleman  can  explain  Ihe  language  in  anv 
other  way,  I  would  be  glad  lo  hear  il. 


mto,  Dr.  Caples,  cannot  understand  tbe  last  clause  of  this  section. 

That  clause  simply  treats  the  mortgagor  and  the  mortgagee  as  lenanla 

in  common,  as  far  as  (be  pavmeut  of  tbe  tax  is  concerned :  Ihat  the 

debtor  shall  only  be  held  occounlablo  for  his  pro  rata  of  the  tax  aci-ru- 

ing  on  that  pan  of  tbe  real  estate.     Thai  if  I   have  a  mortgage  on  Mr. 

Caples'  homestead,  it  is  supposed  that  I  own  that  amount  in  his  homc- 

1,  and  that  I  shall   be  held  responsible  for  the  tax  on  the  interest 

::h  I  hold,  and  that  the  land  shall  be  responsible  primarily  for  the 

This  whole  matter  is  clearly  explained  in  the  seclion,  and  I  hope 

111  be  adopted. 


Via.  BEEBSTECHER.    Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  the  genlle- 

in   from    Sacramenlo,    Dr.  Caples.   who    is  uaually   verv   clear,   has 

become  very  much  confused  as  to  tbe  intention  of  secUon  lire.     The 

obligation.     Any  Court  construing  section   five  would  construe  it  that 

the  lax  upon  tho  mortgage,  or  the  money  secured  hy  mortgage,  may  bo 

>id  by  the  party  owning  ihe  mortgage,  and  the  residue  by  the  party 

rning  the  land,  and  it  cannot  be  otherwise  construed. 

Mr.  CAPLES.     Does  it  nol  provide  that,  in  the  event  that  the  creditor 

pavs  it,  it  shall  become  a  part  of  the  debt? 


t  shall  be  a  discharge  of 


SJh.  BEERSTECHER.    Yes 

Ma.  CAPLES.    Ami  If  Ihe  debtor  p 

much  of  the  debt? 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    Yes.sir.    Itsaysthetaxso levied  sball  become 
a  lien  upon  Ihe  projiertv  secured,  and  may  be  paid  hy  either  party  to 

such  security.     It  paid  fcy  the  ■ '  "■ ■—    "-- -' 

shall  become  a  part  of  the  debt. 

OS  being  a  part  of  the  debt  only 

ilebtor  was  obliged  to  ibiv,  because  it  is  especially  provided  that  the 

swner  of  the  property  shall  have  a  set-off  for  the  amount  of  the  lax  on 

the  mortgage.     It  seems  to  me  very  clear. 

Now,  Iwould  fall  the  attention  of  Ihe  Workingmen  to  section  tweuty- 
four  of  the  Workingmen'a  platform,  which  sars  that  no  person  shall  be 
taxed  for  more  than  he  is  worth.     If  we  adopt  section  five,  we  will  be 
,      ^  part  of  the  platform.     Section  two,  as  adopted,  clearly 

says  that  there  may  be  a  deduction  provided  for  by  law,  as  to  all  unse- 

„.._..  .......     ,,,. .._  -cumentof  Mr.  Tinnin.lbatlherBisa 

d  rtebls.    Section  two  expressly  says 


le.Jimount  they  hold,  and  lo  have  the 


of  property  pay  the  tuxet.     Men  who  have 
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vast  amounts  of  personal  property  that  require  the  protection  of  the 
State,  should  be  compellea  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  the  State. 
For  them  Government  is  established.  The  individual  who  has  nothing 
but  the  clothes  upon  his  back  pays  but  little  tax,  and  requires  but  little 
protection.  The  man  who  owns  much  should  pay  much,  and  the  man 
who  owns  little  should  pay  little,  because  he  receives  little  or  nothing. 
Property  should  pay  the  taxes,  and  in  order  to  encourage  men  who  have 
a  little  to  invest  that  little,  we  must  tax  them  only  on  the  amount  of 
their  investment.  If  a  man  buys  a  tract  of  land  worth  twenty  thou- 
sand dollars,  and  pays  ten  thousand  dollars  on  it  of  his  own,  and  bor- 
rows t«n  thousand  dollars,  he  should  pay  taxes  only  on  the  amount 
of  his  interest  in  the  land,  which  is  ten  thousand  dollars;  and  the  man 
who  loans  him  the  ten  thousand  dollars  should  pay  his  share  of  the  tax, 
ar  half  of  it.  Unless  we  adopt  section  five,  having  adopted  section  two, 
mortgages  will  absolutely  escape  taxation. 
Mr.  STUART.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

BEMARKS    OF    MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :  It  seems  to  me  there 
is  a  ^reat  deal  of  obscuriW  in  this  section,  unless  I  am  mistaken  in  my 
readmg  of  it.  Certainly  I  understand  it  so.  As  the  gentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat  saM,  the  intention  is  to  get  at  and  tax  money  repre- 
sented by  mortgages,  trust  deeds,  and  other  contracts;  that  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  section,  but  I  do  not  think  that  result  will  be  arrived  at.  It 
is  simply  a  roundabout  way  of  taxing  the  laud  ;  it  distributes  the  pay- 
ment between  the  owner  of  the  land  and  the  owner  of  the  mortgage  on 
the  land.  Now,  if  A  buys  a  piece  of  land  worth  ten  thousand  dollars, 
and  mortgages  it  for  five  thousand  dollars,  the  two  men  have  an  interest 
in  that  land.  Now,  A  takes  that  five  thousand  dollars  and  puts  it  in 
bonds,  or  county  warrants,  or  United  States  bonds;  now  he  has  fifteen 
thousand  dollars'  worth  of  property  and  only  ten  thousand  dollars  are 
taxed.  If  the  owner  of  the  mortgage  pays  his  share  of  the  tax,  the 
owner  of  the  land  only  pays  on  five  thousand  dollars.  Now,  if  we  are 
going  to  get  at  this  matter  let  us  do  it,  and  not  play  with  words  for  the 
purpose  of  taxing  the  land  in  a  roundabout  way.  There  is  a  great  deal 
of  ambiguity  and  obscurity  in  this  section.  >iow,  the  amendment  to 
section  two,  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  is  not  clearly 
understood.  If  I  had  it  before  me,  and  had  time  to  study  it,  I  might 
possibly  be  able  to  understand  it,  and  vote  for  this  section  five.  It 
may  be  that  gentlemen  may  be  able  to  make  these  things  clear.  I  do 
not  understand  it,  and  I  do  not  think  the  members  of  this  Convention 
understand  it,  and  I  do  not  think  we  can  vote  intelligently  upon  this 
section  until  we  do  understand  it;  therefore  I  hope  we  will  not  be  called 
upon  to  vote  on  this  section  until  we  see  the  section  as  passed. 

SPKBCH   OF   MR.    HERRIKOTOy. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Mr.  Chairman :   I   intend  to  be  one  of   that 
number  who  are  in  favor  of  taxing  mortgages;  and,  above  all  things,  I 
am  in  favor  of  compelling  the  mortgagee  to  pay  the  tax.     I  want  the 
person  who  is  taxed  for  the  interest  that  he  is  supposed  to  have  acquired 
by  reason  of  his  security,  to  pay  that  tax,  and  nobody  else.     Ana  how 
does  this  section  accomplish  that  result?     I  am  sorry  to  say  (and  per- 
haps I  ought  not  to  say  it),  but  it  does  occur  to  roe  that  there  are  a  lot  of 
figureheads  who  iumpupand  move  the  previous  question  when  men  are 
laboring  with  all  their  tacultics  to  arrive  at  just  conclusions  as  to  what 
the  Convention  ought  to  do.     When  a  proposition  is  presented  that  is  so 
crude  that  we  are  not  able  to  understand  it,  these  men  seem  desirous  of 
rushing  it  through  the  Convention  without  regard  to  whether  it  is 
digested  or  not.     Many  of  the  provisions  already  adopted  have  had  to  be 
taken  on  trust,  on  account  of  the  ill-considered  action  of  gentlemen  who 
spring  this  previous  question  upon  the  committee.     Now,  let  us  see  who 
pays  and  wno  does  not  pay,  under  this  provision  that  is  presented  here. 
"The  tax  so  levied  shall  be  a  lien  upon  the  property  and  securiti}' respect- 
ively."   That  is  to  say, the  tax  levied  against  the  security  shall  be  a  lien 
against  the  security,  and  the  tax  levied  upon  the  land  (which  consti- 
tutes the  security,  for  that  matter)  is  assessed  to  the  owner  of  the  prop- 
erty.   Now,  what  does  this  "respectively"  mean?    The  tax,  so  far  as 
the  loan  is  concerned,  is  only  a  lien  upon  the  security.    What  is  the 
security?     Will  gentlemen  say  it  is  the  interest  in  the  fand?    And  will 
gentlemen  contend  that  it  will  be  paid  out  of  the  land,  which  is  sup- 
posed to  constitute  the  security?     If  that  be  the  understanding,  it  could 
nave  been  expressed  in  plain  terms,  so  that  there  would  be  no  doubt  as 
to  who  should  pay  the  tax.     Now,  it  is  the  duty  of  this  Convention  to 
express  its  intentions  in  language  that  cannot  be  misunderstood.     I  am 
willing  to  stay  here  until  we  do  adopt  something  that  will  meet  the 
wants  of  the  people — something  that  will  be  understood,  emphatic,  and 
plain.    Under  these  circumstances,  I  do  not  want  this  previous  question 
sprung  upon  the  Convention.     We  want  to  tax  mortgages,  and  we  want 
the  man  who  owns  the  mortgage  to  pay  the  tax.     It  is  not  in  the  form 
we  want  it  in.    We  want  to  add  some  provision  at  the  bottom  of  this^ 
section  whereby  the  person  who  owns  the  land  or  other  property  may 
pay  the  whole  tax,  and  retain  it  when  he  comes  to  pay  his  debt,  before 
the  tax  is  due.    That  is  the  proposition  we  want  to  cover.     We  want  to 
fasten  it  upon  this  section,  because  we  may  not  be  able  to  do  it  after- 
wards.    Now,  it  is  not  a  very  hard  matter  to  put  this  matter  in  such  a 
shape  as  to  accomplish  the  results  we  seek  to  accomplish.     It  takes  time 
to  do  this,  and  these  gentlemen  who  know  nothing  but  to  move  the  pre- 
vious question  had  better  keep  their  seats. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Will  striking  out  the  word  "respectively"  cure  the 
defect? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  No,  sir,  not  altogether.  It  will  cure  one 
defect,  but  not  the  whole  defect.  We  want  some  provision  which  will 
allow  the  mortgagor,  or  person  giving  the  security,  the  right  to  retain 
the  amount  of  the  tax  when  he  comes  to  pay  his  debt. 

Mr.  AYERS.    That  is  just  what  this  section  does  now. 


Mr.  CROSS.    Will  the  gentleman  read  the  last  clause  of  the  section 
and  see  if  that  does  not  cover  it. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  "  If  the  owner  of  the  property  shall  pay  the 
tax,  it  shall  constitute  a  payment  thereon,  and  to  the  extent  of  such 
payment  a  full  discharge  thereof."  Now,  sir,  if  he  pays  the  debt  before 
the^x  is  due,  he  cannot  have  an  ofiset.  I  say  when  the  mortgagor 
comes  to  pay  that  debt  before  the  taxes  are  due  and  payable,  and  a&r 
the  tax  levy,  he  should  have  the  right  to  deduct  the  amount  from  tlie 
debt.  I  am  for  making  the  mortgagee  pay  the  tax.  That  is  the  man 
you  are  looking  for.  The  borrowers  have  been  ground  down  and  under 
the  heels  of  the  money  lenders  too  long  already,  and  I  want  to  affonl 
them  relief. 
Mr.  AYERS.  Have  vou  read  the  last  clause  of  this  section? 
Mr.  HERRINGTON.'   Yes,  sir;  I  have. 

Mr.  AYERS.     Could   the  English   langiiage  make  it  more  clear  or 
explicit — "  if  the  owner  shall  pay  the  tax  it  shall  constitute  a  payment 
thereon,  and  to  the  extent  of  such  payment,  a  full  discharge  thereof?  " 
Mr.  HERRINGTON.     If  the  debt  is  paid  before  the  tax  is  due  and 
payable,  the  man  will  have  no  recourse.     He  cannot  pay  the  tax,  because 
no  one  will  receive  it;  yet  it  is  levied,  and  stands  against  the  propert}'. 
You  cannot  collect  the  tax  upon  the  real  estate  until  it  is  due.    There  is 
no  one  to  collect  it  or  take  cnarge  of  it.     Hence,  he  can  have  no  ofiTset 
against  the  debt 
Mr.  AYERS.    These  am  verv  exceptional  cases. 
Mr.   HERRINGTON.    Yes,  "sir;   and   there  would    be  exceptional 
cases  all  the  time. 

Mr.  AYERS.    Will  the  gentleman  ofier  an  amendment  that  will  cure 
this  defect? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Yes,  sir;  I  will  do  it  if  j*ou  will  wait.  I  have 
been  fighting  off  this  previous  question. 

Mr.  AYERS.    I  thought  the  argument  was  exhausted  upon  some  of 
these  sections 
Mr.  HERRINGTON.    You  find  it  is  not. 

Mr.  WEST.     Did  you  not  inform  us  the  other  day  that  this  section 
had  more  sense  in  it  than  the  whole  report? 
Mr.  HERRINGTON.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  WEST.    That  there  was  not  an  omission  of  a  single  dot? 
Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Yes,  sir;  I  will  admit  all  that.     But  that  was 
on  first  reading.     I  have  given  the  subject  a  good  deal  of  thought  and 
reflection  since  that  time.    It  is  only  the  man  who  has  not  a  great  deal 
of  comprehension  that  does  not  change  his  mind.     [Laughter.] 

Me.  WEST.    The  gentleman  explained  it  so  clearly  the  other  day 
that  I  changed  my  mind  in  favor  of  it. 
Mr.  TINNIN.    The  fifteen  minutes  are  up;  I  object. 
The  chairman.    Shall  the  gentleman  nave  leave  to  proceed  ? 
Leave  was  granted. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  wonder  lit  the  gentleman  objecting.  He  has 
only  made  about  four  different  speeches,  and  I  have  made  none.  I  was 
proceeding  to  say,  when  the  gavel  knocked  my  arm  down,  that  until 
the  tax  was  actually  paid  it  could  not  be  pleaded  as  an  offset,  under  the 
provisions  of  this  section.  It  is  the  man  who  owns  the  mortgage  that  I 
want  to  see  pay  the  tax.  I  want  to  protect  the  mortgagor  by  providing 
for  his  reimbursement  for  the  tax  which  has  been  levied,  when  the  debt 
is  paid  before  the  tax  is  payable.  I  propose  to  offer  an  amendment,  to 
add  to  the  section  the  following:  "Provided  further, that  if  any  such 
indebtedness  shall  be  paid  by  any  such  debtor  or  debtors  after  assess- 
ment and  before  the  tax  levy,  the  amount  of  such  levy  may  likewise  be 
retained  by  such  debtor  or  debtors,  and  shall  be  computed  according  to 
the  tax  levy  for  the  preceding  year." 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  tome  that  of  all  the  work  of 
this  committee,  none  has  been  more  efficient,  more  serviceable,  than  this 
pkrticular  section.  Now,  sir,  it  has  been  claimed  here  that  the  mort- 
gagee has  an  interest  in  the  prof)erty  mortgaged.  Of  course  the  amount 
of  that  interest  is  measured  by  the  amount  of  the  mortgage.  There  is 
nothing  in  this  section  which  is  difiScult  to  understand,  or  doubtful  in 
its  meaning.  The  wording  is  clear  and  precise,  and  shows  plainly  the 
meaning. 

Now,  sir,  a  good  deal  has  been  said  on  this  floor  about  keeping 
pledges.  Now,  those  who  support  this  section  will  exactly  comply  with 
the  pledges  they  made  to  their  constituents.  The  platform  of  the 
Workfngmen's  party  says  that  mortgages  shall  be  taxed.  This  section 
says  that  mortgages  shall  Ije  taxed  as  plainly  as  words  can  say  it.  Now, 
section  twenty-four  of  that  platform  says  that  a  man  shall  pay  taxes  on 
what  he  is  worth,  after  deaucting  indebtedness.  This  section  clearly 
carries  out  that  idea.  The  provision  of  the  platform  which  says  that 
mortgages  shall  l)e  taxed  is  nere  fully  complied  with,  and  that  part  of 
the  platform  which  says  that  a  manshall  pay  taxes  only  on  what  he 
is  worth,  is  also  fully  complied  with.  The  mortgagor  has  the  amount 
of  the  mortgage  deducted  from  the  value  of  his  land,  and  pays  taxes  on 
the  balance.  I  understand  also  that  the  platforms  adopted  by  the  Non- 
partisan Conventions  contain  also  substantially  the  same  provision. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Suppose  a  man  owns  a  piece  of 
land  worth  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  borrows  five  thousand  dollars, 
according  to  this  does  he  pay  taxes  on  any  more  than  five  thousand 
dollars? 

Mr.  cross.  He  has  to  pay  on  the  five  thousand  dollars,  his  interest 
in  the  land,  and  on  the  money  which  he  borrowed. 

Mr.  smith.    Suppose  he  invests  it  in  government  bonds. 

Mr.  cross.  He  nas  a  right  to.escape  taxation  if  he  does,  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States.  There  is  nothing  in  that  objection.  It  is  said 
that  this  provision  is  obscure.  Let  us  take  it  up,  line  by  line,  and  see 
if  it  is.  "A  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligation," — 
anybody  can  understand  that — "by  which  a  debt  is  secured" — no  difR- 
culty  about  that — "shall,  for  the  purpases  of  assessment  and  taxation," — 
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..je" value  of  Biich  securitv.  abail  b«  ssseBsed  and  (axed  to  the ^. 

of  the  property ;"  tbat  l>,  if  I  liave  ■  form  worth  twenty  thoumnd  d^ars, 
aod  there  ia  a  mortgage  on  it  fur  t«ii  thouaand  dolUra,  I  am  aBseiaed  for 
ten  tboutand  dollars,  and  the  owner  of  the  mortgage  for  ica  thousand 
dollars.  "And  the  value  of  Buch  aecurily  ehall  be  asseiwed  and  taxed 
to  the  owner  thereof,  in  the  county  in  which  the  property  aSected 
tliereby  i>  situate.  The  taxes  bo  levied  shall  be  a  lien  upon  the  prop- 
erty and  Bocurity.respeotlvdy,  and  may  be  paid  by  either  party  ' 


mortgage  debt.     Ther 


Thee 


nor^agee  he  mny  deduct  from  the  debt  when  he  cornea  to 
pav  iU  There  ia  no  absurdity  in  that;  there  ia  no  obscurity  in  that. 
There  is  no  conflict  between  this  section  and  section  two.  They  are  per- 
fectly harmonious.  Thia  exception  in  case  of  utiaecnred  debts  was 
necessary.    There  can  be  no  conflict,  and  there  is  no  obscurity  in  this 

Mr.  ViNANS.     Mr.  Chairman  i  I  have  an  amendment  to  the  section. 

Tint  CHAIRMAN    The  motion  is  to  strike  out  the  section. 

Mm.  WINANS.    I  wish  to  ofler  an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  word 

Mr.  WIKANB.  Mr,  Chairman  :  To  my  mind,  sir,  there  is  a  defect  in 
this  section,  and  I  think  the  objection  insde  by  the  gentleman  from 
Santa  Clara  is  well  token.  It  secniB  to  me.  sir,  that  under  the  peculiar 
phraseologT  of  this  section,  that  if  the  mortgagor  were  to  pay  the  mort- 
gagee the  debt  after  the  assessment  lien  had  aocrued,  and  before  the  lax 
wasailleclable,  there  would  exist  no  tien  for  the  ptaymeatof  the  mort' 
gagor.  I  believe  that  the  owners  of  mortgages  will  'lind  a  way  of  evad- 
ing the  payment  of'toxes  in  any  form.  I  believe  there  will  be  methods 
found,  and  a  way  invented,  to  circumvent  its  objects,  but  it  is  our  duty 
to  prevent  it  if  we  can.  1  hope  the  Johnson  amendment  will  be 
adopted,  and  that  in  addition  there  will  be  other  meiins  devised  to  com- 
pel the  mortgagee  to  pay  the  tax;  something  that  will  afford  them  no 


amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Siinto  Clara  5b  not  necessaiy,  because 
it  ia  the  Stato  toi,  and  everybody  knows  what  it  is.  It  is  levied  and 
standi  for  two  years.  And  I  thin  la  it  is  generally  understood  what  the 
county  tax  will  be  in  the  several  counties.  My  judgment  is  that  it 
would  be  better,  after  all,  to  adopt  some  such  provision  as  that  in  the 
Btiggfl  amend  nieut,  offered  by  Judge  Hale,"  providing  that  if  such  indebt- 
edness shall  be  paid  liy  the  debtor  after  aasessmcnl  and  before  the  tox 
levy,  the  amount  of  such  levy  may  be  retained  by  the  debtor,"  etc. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  If  the  gentleman  will  give  way  I  will  offer 
that  oineuilinent  now. 

Tirr.  SECRETARY  read: 

".Add  to  the  section  :  ■  Provided  further,  that  if  any  such  indebtedness 
shall  be  paid  by  any  such  debtor  or  debtors  slier  assessment  and  before 
the  tax  levy,  the  amount  of  such  levy  may  likewise  be  retained  by  such 
deblfir  or  debtore,  and  shall  be  computed  according  to  the  tax  levy  for 
the  preceding  year.' " 

Mb.  ANDREWS.  Mr,  Chairman:  I  hope  this  section  wilt  be  stricken 
out.  1  believe  that  it  ought  to  be  stricken  out,  because  I  believe  it^ 
inconsistent  with  section  two.  The  Non-partisan  platform  read  by  the 
gentleman  from  Nevada,  is  inconsistent  with  this  section.  The  reason  I 
am  in  favor  of  striking  out  this  section  is  that,  by  the  action  of  thia  com- 
mittee in  adopting  section  two,  wo  have  looked  upon  solvent  credits  as 
E-operty.  The  resolution  in  the  platform  reoil  by  the  gentleman  from 
evtida  says  such  credits  are  property.  And  it  is  for  the  reason  that 
this  section  provides  that  they  are  not  property  that  I  am  in  favor  of 

adopted,  Wljy,  sir,  should  we,  in  our  organic  law,  offer  a  premium  on 
mortgages?  If  a  debt  unsecured  is  property,  why  is  not  a  note  secured 
by  a  lien  upon  real  estote  just  as  much  property!  I  ssy,  sir.  that  when 
we  incorporate  such  a  provision  as  this  into  our  organic  law,  we  are 
indorsing  a  glaring  inconsistency.  If  a  solvent  debt  unKcured  is  prop- 
erty, as  we  say  it  is,  a  solvent  debt  secured  by  mortage  is  property,  and 
ought  to  be  taxed  as  any  other  solvent  debt.  I  believe  in  meeting  this, 
rjUcjiLion  squarely,  and  1  hope  the  section  will  be  stricken  out. 


tt  solvent  debts  should  be  taxed  as  pro{>erty.  If 
llie  gentleman  had  paid  a  little  attention  to  the  argument  of  Mr.  Cross 
he  would  have  understood  this  question  better.  We  prouoflc  to  make 
Iheni  property.  If  the  debtor  pays  the  tax,  he  is  eiititlea  to  have  the 
amount  token  off  of  his  debt.    If  the  creditor  pays  the  tox  be  can  add  it 


Mr.  PROUTY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  was  surnrised  at  the  gentleman 
when  he  favored  taxing  the  land  and  taxing  the  mortgage  also.  Now, 
voti  will  all  admit  that  land  is  not  toxed  at  more  than  two  thirds  of  ito 
iictiial  value,  - 1  know  of  cases  where  the  mortgage  on  the  laud  amount* 
Lij  more  than  the  valuation  put  upon  it  by  the  Assessor.     I  know  a  case 


where  a  man  baa  property  worth  six  thousand  dollan.  and  it  ia  only 
assessed  at  four  thousand  dollars.  Now,  that  man  has  a  mortgage  on 
the  land  for  four  thousand  dollars.  The  Assessor  puts  down  the  mort- 
gage, but  when  he  comes  to  the  farm  there  is  no  laud  left  to  tax. 

Ma.  BIGG9.     It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  banken  never  loan  more 
than  half  ur  two  thirds  of  the  value  of  the  security.     If  there  is  an 
led  by  the  gentleman,  I  do  not  think 


should  e, 


le  for  his  bene&t. 


Mb,  REYNOLDS.  Mr,  Chairman;  I  am  very  sorry  to  see  these 
mortgage  men  disagree.     Brethren  shi>u!d  dwell  together  in  peace. 

Mb.  MOUGLAND.     So  abould  the  Workingmen. 

Me.  BEYXOLDS.  Never  mind  the  Workingmen.  You  have  got 
into  the  difliciilty  which  you  will  alwava  have  to  meet  when  you  depart 
from  solid  ground.  And  now,  to  aave'time,  juU  imagine  that  I  hare 
made  my  other  speech  over  again;  I  will  not  repeat  it  here.  Whenever 
you  undertake  to  make  property  out  of  that  which  is  not  property,  you 
are  bound  to  get  into  difliciiltiea.  But  there  is  one  comfort  I  have,  and 
that  is  this  quarrel  among  the  mortgage  men  ;  they  have  been  trying  to 
Ehnve  through  this  Convention  a  provision  by  which  they  can  tox  the 
debtor  class  doubly  and  trebly,  while  those  who  do  not  owe  onythiag 
get  the  beneStofthe  double  taxation.  When  yoifgo  homalo  your  eon- 
stituencv  they  will  villify  you 

Mb.  AcCALLUM.  I  understood  the  gendemin  to  say  that  he  was 
not  going  to  repeat  his  speech  over  again. 

Mr.  REYNOLM,  I  give  you  notioe  that  yon  cannot  sneer  these  Bieta 
out  of  existence.  When  you  have  taxed  a  man's  homestead  for  six 
thousand  dollars,  directly  and  indirectly,  when  it  is  only  worth  two 
thousand  dollars,  I  give  you  duo  notice  that  you  will  not  be  able  to 
sneer  these  facta  out  of  the  minds  of  the  people. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Winans,  lu  strike  out 
the  word  "respectively." 

Ado|>led. 

Thr  chairman.  The  ((uestion  ia  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

Ma,  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seema  to  me  that  this  section 
had  better  stond,  in  that  respect,  as  it  was  originally  fotjaed.  Yon  had 
provided  for  assessing  two  parties.  This  amendment  provides  for  allow- 
ing one  of  them  to  retoin  the  tax  which  the  other  should' pay,  but 
makes  no  provision  either  for  his  paying  the  tax  into  the  county  treas- 
ury, or  doing  anything  with  it  to  discharge  the  tax  lien  which  is 
already  resting  upon  the  mortgage.  When  the  property  ia  a^sseawd  the 
mortgage  is  assessed  to  the  mortgagee.  He  is  the  peraon  responsible  for 
the  lax.  Now,  if  this  provision  is  passed,  the  amount  of  that  lax  ia 
retoined  by  somebody  in  certoin  csises,  with  no  obligation  on  his  part  to 
devote  it  to  the  payment  of  toies. 

The  chairman.     The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 

Division  was  called,  and  the  amendment  was  adopted;  ayes,  SS;  noes, 
Thi  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
Division  was  called,  and  the  motion  was  tost  by  a  vote  of  31  ayes  to 
Uk.  EDGERTON.    I  move  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and 


Lost, 


;  again. 


Mr.  freeman.    I  offer  an  amendment  to  section  five. 

Thr  secretary  read; 

"  Insert  after  the  word  '  county,'    in  line  eight,   the  words  '  city  or 

Mr.  freeman.  There  are  city  taxes  to  he  levied,  and  district 
taxes  to  be  levied,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  In  onler  to  carry  out  this 
idea  clearly  through  the  whole  system,  that  this  amendment  should  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  EDGEBTON.     I  have  no  doubt  the  amendment  is  a  very  propel 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Thk  chairman.    The  Secretory  will  read  section  six. 

Tbr  SECRETARY  read : 

Skc.  6.  Every  contract  hereafter  made,  by  which  a  debtor  ia  ohli. 
gated  to  pay  any  (ax  or  assessment  on  money  loaned,  or  on  any  mort 
gage,  deed  of  imst,  or  other  lien,  shall,  as  to  any  interest  speciGeii 
therein,  and  as  to  such  lax  or  assessment,  be  null  ond  void. 

Mb.  McCOMAS.    1  offer  a  subetituto  for  the  section. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read : 

"  No  contract  or  obligation  hereafter  made  or  entored  into  in  thi^ 
State  for  the  payment  of  any  money  or  other  thing  of  value,  ahull  have 
any  validity  or  be  enforceil  in  any  of  the  Courts  of  tLla  State,  or  hi 
entitled  to  record  in  any  oounty  thereof,  that  provides  for  or  obligale! 
'irectly  or  indirectly,  to  pay  or  cause  to  be  pairi 


my  ol 


Ms.  WYATT.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  , 

Thi  SECRETARY  read  ; 

"  Add  after  the  wonl '  lien,'  the  words. 


sr  of  such  debt  oi 


ign- 
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oppressions  imposed  upon  the  borrowing  class,  upon  those  who  are 
unable  to  pay,  is  to  provide  for  most  enormous  attorney  fees  in  cases  of 
foreclosure. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  that, 
notwithstanding  this  inhibition,  it  is  a  matter  of  discretion  with  the 
Court. 

Mr.  WYATT.  As  I  understand  it  now,  notwithstanding  an  attorney 
fee  may  be  contracted  for,  the  Court  may  fix  the  fee.  The  Court  can 
lessen  th'e  amount  notwithstanding  the  contract. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  whole  question  lies  in  the  discretion  of  Che 
Court.  There  are  many  cases  where  it  is  eminently  just  that  these  fees 
should  be  paid.  Every  lawyer  knows  that  oftentimes  the  debtor  post- 
pones the  payment  of  the  debt  until  Uie  last  possible  moment,  and  puts 
the  creditor  to  the  expense  of  going  into  Court  and  enforcing  the  mort- 
gage, and  I  say  in  suc^  cases  it  is  unjust  that  his  debt  should  be 
depreciated  and  reduced  to  the  extent  of  the  attorney  fee  which  he  has 
paid.  I  think  it  is  right,  and  the  discretion  should  be  left  with  the 
Court. 

Mr.  WINANS.  It  is  perfectly  right  the  way  it  is  now.  The  Courts 
have  the  pjower  to  fix  these  fees  according  to  the  exigencies  of  the  case, 
and  there  is  where  the  matter  should  be  left.  It  ought  not  to  be  put  in 
the  Constitution,  where  it  might  work  a  hardship  in  many  cases. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Division  was  called,  and  the  amendment  was  lost,  by  a  vote  of  37  ayes 
to  40  noes. 

Mb.  hall.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  amend  section  six. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

'*  Insert  after  the  word  '  therein '  the  words  *  other  than  the  rate  of 
interest  prescribed  by  law.'  " 

Mr,  EDGERTON.  I  second  tbe  amendment,  so  as  to  get  it  before  the 
Convention.  I  will  state  that  tm  same  proposition  was  discussed  before 
the  committee,  and  they  solved  the  problem  by  adopting  it  as  it  now 
stands. 

Mr.  hall.  As  I  understand  it,  the  creditor  will  be  enabled  to  avoid 
these  provisions,  not  by  an  agreement  whereby  the  debtor  agrees  to  pay 
the  tax,  but  an  agreement  whereby  the  debtor  agrees  to  pay  a  higner 
rate  of  interest,  which  shall  indemnify  the  creditor  for  the  taxes  he  snail 
pay  on  the  security.  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to  prevent  thaL 
The  same  result  would  be  accomplished  by  the  creditor  by  charging  a 
rate  of  interest  which  shall  indemnify  him  for  the  taxes  paid  on  liis 
security. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Many  of  these  mortgages  already  stipulate  that 
the  mortgagor  shall  |)ay  all  taxes  upon  property,  and  all  assessments 
levied.  This  provision  not  only  provides  that  all  such  stipulations  shall 
be  void,  but  void  as  to  all  interest. 

Mr.  PULLIAM.  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  knows  of  any  man  who 
would  put  such  a  thing  in  a  mortgage  ailter  this  thing  is  passed.  No 
man  would  be  fool  enough  to  do  that. 

Mr.  hall.  It  has  this  objection  to  it,  that  the  contract  is  rendered 
a  nullity  as  to  any  rate  of  interest,  any  rate  of  interest  whatever,  though 
that  should  be  the  rate  of  interest  estoblished  by  law.  That  idea  is  not 
a  good  one.  The  contract  should  be  at  least  good  to  the  extent  of  the 
interest  which  the  law  authorizes  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  amendment  is  simply  to  modify  the  penalty, 
to  modify  the  punishment.  As  the  section  now  stands,  the  mortgagee 
or  gmntee  would  be  deprived  of  the  entire  interest.  By  this  amend- 
ment he  would  be  deprived  simply  of  the  interest  in  excess  of  the  rate 
fixed  by  law.    That  would  bo  saved  to  him. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  oflTer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Strike  out  the  word  *  other '  and  insert  the  word  *  greater.'  " 

TuR  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  way  the  amendment  now 
reads  it  would  at  least  imply  that  if  a  person  make  a  loan  at  a  less 
interest  than  that  prescribed  by  law,  it  would  be  void.  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  author  did  not  intend  to  produce  that  result.  I  propose  tib  insert 
the  word  **  greater  "  in  place  of  tne  word  *'  other." 

Mr.  hall.     I  accept  the  amendment. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is,  then,  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

The  chairman.    Are  there  any  further  amendments  to  section  six? 

Mr.  ROLFE.  There  being  a  slim  house,  I  move  the  committee  rise, 
Teport- progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

No  seocmd. 
.  The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  seven. 

FEES   FROM   CORPORATIOKS. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  7.  No  corporation,  except  for  benevolent,  religious,  scientific, 
or  educational  purposes,  shall  be  hereafter  formed  under  the  laws  of  this 
State,  unless  the  persons  named  as  corporators  shall,  at  or  before  filing 
the  articles  of  incorporation,  pay  into  the  State  treasury  one  hundred 
dollars  for  the  first  nfty  thousand  dollars  or  less  of  capital  stock,  and  a 
further  sum  of  twenty  dollars  for  every  additional  ten  thousand  dollars 
of  such  stock ;  and  no  such  corporation  shall  hereafter  increase  its  capital 
stock  without  first  paying  into  the  State  treasury  twenty  dollars  for  ever^' 
ten  thousand  dollars  of  increase. 

Mr.  REDDY.    Mr.  Chairman :   I  move  to  strike  out  section  seven. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion seven. 

speech    of   MR.    REDDY. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  cannot  see  anv  good  pur|>ose  that 
this  section  can  serve.     I  do  not  see  why  you  should  desire  to  impose  a 


tax  of  this  sort  upon  corporations.  It  is  pretty  well  settled  in  the  minds 
of  all  mining  men  that  mining  can  only  be  carried  on,  and  the  mineral 
resources  of  the  country  developed,  through  corporations.  Now,  if  we 
impose  a  tax  of  this  sort  upon  companies  desiring  to  incorporate,  you  are 
taking  away  the  incentive  to  develop  the  resources  of  the  country. 
Under  this  section,  taking  the  usual  number  of  shares — fifty  thousand — 
it  would  cost  ten  thousand  dollars  to  incorporate.  Fitly  thousand  sharos, 
at  the  par  value  of  one  hundred  dollars  per  share,  as  is  the  custom  in 
this  State,  would  cost  ten  thousand  dollars  to  incorporate.  Now,  that  is 
the  penalty  you  put  on  an  incorporation  at  the  start.    Who  is  going  to 

fay  to  this  State  ten  thousand  dollars  for  the  privilege  of  incorporating? 
ncorporating  for  the  purpose  of  what?  To  develop  the  wealth  of  the 
State.  "Why  is  this  desired?  Why  levy  this  enormous  tax  upon  them? 
Why  impose  such  a  tax  as  this  upon  vAeu  who  desire  to  come  here  from 
the  East  to  invest  their  money  in  such  enterprises?  What  madness  to 
compel  them  to  pay  to  this  State  ten  thousand  dollars  for  the  privilege 
of  investing  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  the  development  of  the 
resources  of  the  State.  What  civilized  government  has  ever  done  such 
a  thing?  They  even  pay  a  premium  on  such  enterprises.  But  here 
parties  seek  to  tax  the  corporations  ten  thousand 'dollars  fdt  the  privilege 
of  investing  their  money  in  the  development  of  the  resources  of  the 
Sti^te.  The  farmers  have  set  up  a  wail  here  and  described  the  difficulties 
they  have  had  down  in  these  valleys  in  establishing  homes.  The 
miners  themselves,  many  of  them,  have  sailed  clear  around  the  horn, 
and  many  of  them  have  been  balanced  upon  the  point  of  a  horn  ever 
since,  in  an  honest  endeavor  all  the  time  to  find  something  that  would 
add  to  the  wealth  of  the  State,  and  certainly  they  have  succeeded, 
because  I  see  that  during  the  vear  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-seven 
they  have  produced  nearly  nineteen  million  of  dollars,*  and  yet  these 
learned  statesmen  want  to  go  to  work  and  impose  this  onerous  tax  upon 
the  men  who  are  endeavoring  to  bring  this  wealth  to  the  surface.  It  is 
the  only  industry  to-day  in  this  State  which  pays  to  laboring  men  three 
dollars  and  four  dollars  a  day.  In  my  county  the  ruling  rate  is  four 
dollars  a  day  for  miners.  Now  the  laboring  men  cut  up  so  about  wages 
down  in  San  Francisco  that  they  have  got  the  wages  down  to  nothing. 
The  only  men  who  pay  them  full  wages  in  this  St^te  are  the  miners, 
and  yet  the'Workingmen  stand  up  here  and  vote  to  tax  them  out  of 
existence,  and  prevent  the  organization  of  companies  which  will  pay 
them  better  wages  than  they  can  get  in  any  other  place.  Nor  does  this 
apply  to  mining  corporations  alone.  If  men  desire  to  invest  their  money 
in  manufacturing  enterprises,  they  are  met  at  the  very  outset  bv  the  fact 
that  they  must  pay  ten  thousand  dollars  into  the  State  treasury  before 
they  can  be  privileged  to  incorporate  under  the  general  laws  of  this  State. 
If  you  do  this  thing  in  preference  to  paying  these  enormous  sums  to 
the  State,  these  capitalists  will  go  into  some  other  State  and  incorporate 
there,  and  then  this  State  will  be  deprived  of  the  business.  It  is  imposh 
sible  to  get  money  to-day  to  develop,  and  explore,  and  prospect  the 
mining  ground  of  the  State.  Where  is  the  capital  to  come  from? 
Already  they  are  organizing  mining  boards  in  New  York,  and  there  is  a 
desire  throughout  toe  eastern  States  to  invest  in  mining  property  in  this 
State.  Now,  suppose  the  prospector  goes  out  and  finds  what  appears  to 
be  a  valuable  mine,  as  far  as  surface  indications  go.  The  indications  all 
point  to  a  good  prospect.  He  wants  monev  to  open  a  mine;  how  will 
lie  get  it?  The  capital  must  come  ikom  the  eastern  States  to  develop 
this  mine.  If  there  was  nothing  in  the  way,  it  would  come,  but  we 
levy  this  enormous  tax  upon  them  for  the  privilege  of  incorporating 
unaer  our  laws.  As  soon  as  the  eastern  capitalist  finds  that  ne  must 
pay  ton  thousand  dollars  for  the  privilege  of  incorporating,  that  is  the 
end  of  it.  This  provision  will  tend  to  prevent  the  investment  of  money 
in  enterprises  in  this  State.  Before  a  man  can  stick  a  pick  in  the  ground 
he  must  pay  ten  thousand  dollars  into  the  State  treasury.  It  would  be 
far  better  for  the  State  to  pay  a  premium  for  the  investment  of  money 
in  the  development  of  our  resources,  than  to  compel  them  to  pay  a  tax. 
Ten  thousana  dollars  is  more  capital  than  many  of  the  mining  compa- 
nies have  to  start  in  with.  If  gentlemen  desire  to  prevent  mining  tliev 
could  not  adopt  a  more  effectual  plan  than  this.  This  will  do  more,  it 
will  prevent  companies  from  incorporating  in  this  State  at  all,  not  only 
for  the  purpose  or  mining,  but  for  all  other  purposes. 

Now,  is  it  desirable  to  have  corporations  at  all?  If  it  is,  then  wipe 
out  this  section.  If  you  do  not  want  them,  let  the  section  stand  as  it  is, 
and  you  will  soon  accomplish  that  result.  Now  take  Bodie,  in  Mono 
County.  To  my  knowledge  they  never  could  have  develope<l  the  min- 
ing property  there  had  it  not  been  for  the  capitalists  of  San  Francisco, 
who  came  therc  and  invested  their  money.  They  thought  the  prospects 
were  good,  and  they  were  willing  to  invest  their  money  and  take  the 
chances,  and  put  in  a  given  amount  of  money.  They  purchased  from 
these  miners  who  had  been  struggling  for  so  long.  So  these  men  incor- 
porated with  less  monev  than  would  be  paid  to  this  State  if  this  section 
IS  adopted,  and  proceeded  to  develop  the  mines.  These  men  had  been 
laboring  there  for  yeare,  but  had  not  the  necessary  amount  of  capital  to 
open  up  these  same  mines,  and  only  raised  it  by  incorporating. 

Gentlemen  say  they  want  to  crush  out  the  wildcats.  Now,  would  it 
be  advisable  to  crush  out  these  verv  corporations  that  are  developing  our 
mines  in  order  to  reach  a  few  wildcats?  Hadn't  we  better  allow  a  few 
mining  swindles  than  to  crush  out  all  corporations,  and  prevent  incor- 
porations in  future?  It  may  be  but  a  few  years  until  other  industries 
will  be  found  for  which  it  will  be  necessary  to  raise  money  in  this  man- 
ner. Are  you  going  to  enact  a  clause  in  the  organic  law  which  will 
forever  debar  them  ?  It  is  the  wildest  legislation  ever  heard  of  under 
the  sun.  Gentlemen  may  get  up  here  and  howl  about  poor  people  being 
swindled  by  wildcat  mining  operations.  I  don't  know  anything  about 
these  swindles  that  they  have  down  in  San  Francisco — I  am  speaking 
about  mines — I  am  not  talking  about  swindles,  but  about  the  mining 
industry,  and  I  say  it  is  a  legitimate,  honest  industry,  and  one  to  be 
encouraged  in  this  State,  and  because  some  foolish  persons  have  allowed 
themselves  to  be  swindled,  that  is  no  reason  why  we  should  crush  out 
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the  mining  industry.  Is  it  desired  to  load  down  that  interest  and 
hamper  it  with  taxes,  over  and  above  all  the  taxes  imposed  upon  other 
property  ? 

Mr.  cross.  I  think  there  ought  to  be  some  guarantee,  so  that  if 
there  are  wild  schemes  there  would  be  some  place  o?  responsibility. 

Mb.  REDDY.  I  do  not  see  how  this  tax  is  going  to  protect  the  indi- 
vidual. Individuals  must  rely  upon  their  own  common  sense  to  protect 
them  against  swindles.  Men  who  invest  their  money  must  ascertain 
what  kind  of  an  investment  it  is  for  themselves.  The  State  cannot  pro- 
tect each  individual  against  his  own  folly. 

The  gentlemen  have  not  yet  answered  my  question.  Is  it  desirable 
to  load  down  this  interest  and  hamper  it  by  taxes  far  in  excess  of  taxes 
imposed  upon  other  property?  If  so,  why?  Are  all  the  swindles  per- 
petrated in  San  Francisco  based  on  mining  operations? 

Mr.  TULLY.     Mostly  wildcat  swindles. 

Mb.  REDDY.  If  the  gentleman  can  suggest  any  provision  which 
will  prevent  wildcat  schemes,  so  a^  not  to  injure  the  honest  ones,  I  will 
agree  to  support  it.  But  if  you  propose  to  crush  out  the  honest  industry, 
in  order  to  reach  the  wildcats,  that  is  one  thing.  You  must  do  one  of 
two  things — ^you  must  lake  the  bitter  with  the  sweet,  or  crush  the  whole 
thing. 

Another  thing,  let  me  say.  Suppose  a  bank  had  to  pay  ten  thousand 
dollars  into  the  State  treasury;  would  that  help  the  people  any?  It 
strikes  me  it  would  be  of  no  benefit  to  the  people  at  all.  You  have  made 
directors  of  corporations  responsible,  and  if  you  are  satisfied  with  one 
you  ought  to  be  with  the  other.  There  is  speci\latiou  in  everything. 
Why,  men  in  this  State  get  up  enormous  speculations  in  wheat,  and 
break  up  at  it.  Is  that  any  reason  why  you  should  prevent  the  raising 
of  wheat?  'It  is  so  with  many  industries.  There  is  speculation  in  every- 
thing, but  that  is  no  reason  why  any  honest  industry  should  be  made  to 
pay  the  penalty.  But  there  seems  to  be  a  wild  desire  here,  without 
reterence  to  reason,  without  reference  to  any  rule  of  political  economy, 
to  make  war  on  corporations.  If  corporations  commit  a  wrong  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  punish  them.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  throw  around 
the  people  all  the  safeguards  possible,  by  adopting  such  measures  as  will 
protect  them.  But  how  do  the  mining  corporations  injure  the  people  of 
this  State?  I  have  heard  it  stated  that  farmers  have  invested  in  mming 
stocks,  and  have  been  brought  to  the  brink  of  ruin.  What  stocks?  Why, 
in  the  stock  of  the  mines  ot  the  State  of  Nevada,  They  have  never  been 
brought  to  the  brink  of  ruin  by  any  California  mining  stocks,  because 
there  are  no  mines  in  Califoniia  which  purport  to  be  speculative  mines. 
Perhaps  if  these  farmers  had  considered  the  interest  of  their  own  State 
a  little  more,  and  their  own  selfish  interests  a  little  less,  and  invested 
their  money  in  California  mines,  they  would  have  been  better  off  to-day . 
If  the  poor  of  San  Francisco  have  been  swindled  out  of  their  earnings, 
it  has  been  through  these  Nevada  mines,  and  not  through  California 
mines.  I  do  not  call  it  robbery.  The  Government  cannot  take  care  of 
the  private  interests  of  every  individual.  They  must  take  care  of  their 
own  interests,  for  Government  has  too  much  else  to  do  to  descend  to  that 
kind  of  business.  If  a  few  laboring  men  and  washerwomen  have  been 
robbed  in  San  Francisco,  by  reason  of  investments  in  mining  stocks,  will 
gentlemen  take  into  consideration  the  number  of  poor  women  that  have 
been  maintained;  take  into  consideration  the  number  of  poor  men 
employed  in  the  mines  of  this  State,  and  see  if  there  is  not  ample  com- 
pensation? The  payroll  of  these  corporations  in  Mono  County  alone, 
amounted  to  not  less  than  one  million  dollars  last  year.  Is  that  an 
injury  to  the  State?  Does  not  the  State  derive  revenue  from  the  invest- 
ment of  all  this  money?  And  are  there  not  thousands  of  people 
employed  by  these  corporations  who  would  otherwise  hang  around  your 
cities,  working  for  one  dollar  a  day?  Instead  of  being  well  paid,  they 
would  be  hunting  around  for  a  hav  stack  to  sleep  in.  We  do  not  make 
them  furnish  their  own  blankets,  but  pay  them  so  they  can  sleep  in  a 
house. 

Now,  when  this  subject  was  up  before,  under  another  section  of  this 
report,  I  spoke  upon  it,  not  for  the  purpose  of  arraying  one  interest 
against  another,  as  gentlemen  seem  to  persistently  claim.  I  could  have 
no  interest  in  making  war  between  the  mining  interest  and  the  farming 
interest.  As  I  understand  it  we  are  in  the  minority  here,  and  why 
should  we  make  war  on  the  majority.  But  I  come  befo^^  you  represent- 
ing this  interest,  and  ask  my  fellow  delegates  to  do  what  is  just  and 
right,  to  tax  our  property  as  you  tax  all  other  property,  and  don't 
impose  a  t€uc  of  ten  thousand  dollars  upon  us  for  the  privilege  of  carry- 
ing on  the  mining  business.  Ten  thousand  dollars  for  the  privilege  of 
sinking  a  shaft  in  ground  which  may  not  be  worth  ten  cents,  and 
which,  if  it  does  prove  valuable  will  be  of  immense  value  to  the  State, 
as  well  as  to  some  of  her  citizens.  Why  should  the  State  want  to  crush 
out  an  industry  which  is  giving  employment  to  thousands  of  her  people 
and  increasing  her  wealth  year  by  year?  We  are  willing  to  bear  our 
just  burden  of  taxes  like  all  other  industries. 

Now,  sir,  gentlemen  seem  to  understand  that  we  want  to  introduce 
war  between  the  two  interests,  and  I  took  special  exceptions  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Winans,  the  other  day, 
when  he  said  that  parties  who  came  here  with  special  interests  to  advo- 
cate, and  who  tried  to  inaugurate  war  between  different  interests,  were 
acting  in  a  spirit  of  demagogism.  Now,  sir,  I  happen  to  be  one  of 
those  who  rose  here  to  protest  against  this  injustice  to  mining  corpora- 
tions. What  I  have  said  here  I  said  because  I  believed  it.  The  gentle- 
man may  have  been  laboring  under  excitement  when  he  said  it,  but  if 
he  had  reference  to  me,  there  is  not  one  word  of  truth  in  it.  I  have  not 
charged  any  gentleman  with  improper  motives  on  this  floor,  nor  do  I 
intend  to  do  so,  and  when  the  gentleman  made  the  statement  he  did,  he 
made  a  statement  thalTis  utterly  lacking  in  truth.  I  speak  for  myself 
and  for  the  other  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  on  this  side  of  the  ques- 
tion, when  I  say  the  language  was  unjust,  unwarranted,  and  unneces- 
sary. •• 

Mr.  STEELE.     I  move  that  the  committee  rise 


Mb.  REDDY.  I  move  the  gentleman  do  sit  down  until  I  get  through. 
[Laughter.] 

Mb.  WINANSv  I  did  not  hear  what  you  said.  I  am  told  you  said  I 
had  reflected  upon  the  raining  interest,  and  upon  those  who  represent 
them. 

Mr.  REDDY.    That  is  what  you  said  yesterday. 

Mr.  winans.  I  said  yesterday  that  I  did  not  come  here  to  repre- 
sent any  class  exclusively.  J  did  not  mean  the  mining  men  at  all,  or 
any  other  interest  in  particular.  I  said  I  was  desirous  of  protecting  the 
State  at  large.  The  gentleman  must  be  very  thin-skinned,  because  there 
was  no  malice  in  my  heart.    The  gentleman  is  utterly  mistaken. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  move  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress 
therein,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mb.  TINNIN.     I  move  we  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  p.  h.,  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until 
to-morrow  morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE    HUNDRED    AND    FIRST    DAY. 

Sacbamei|§o,  Monday,  January  6th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


PRESENT. 

Andrews, 

Herold, 

Ringgold, 

Ayers, 

Holmes, 

Rolfe, 

Barbour, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles 

J,  Shafler, 

Barry, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Shoemaker, 

Barton, 

Huestis, 

Shurtleff, 

Beerstecher, 

Hughey, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Bell, 

Hunter, 

Smith,of  4th  District, 

Biggs, 

In  man, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Blackmer, 

Johnson, 

Soule, 

Boggs, 

Jones, 

Steele, 

Brown, 

Joyce, 

Stevenson, 

Burt, 

Kelley, 

Stuart, 

Campbell, 

Kenny, 

Sweasey, 

Caples, 

Laine, 

Swenson, 

Chapman, 

Lampson, 

Swing, 

Condon, 

Larkm, 

Terry, 

Crouch, 

Larue, 

Thompson, 

Davis, 

Ijavigne, 

Tinnin, 

Dowling, 

Lewis, 

Townsend, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Mansfield, 

Tully, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz 

,  Turner, 

Dunlap, 

McCallum, 

Tuttle,                                                       ; 

Eagon, 

McComas, 

Vacquerel, 

Edgerton, 

McConnell, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Estee, 

McCoy, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Estey, 

McFarland, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Evey, 

McNutt, 

Waters, 

Farrell, 

Moffat, 

Webster, 

Filcher, 

Moreland, 

Weller, 

Finney, 

Morse, 

Wellin, 

Freeman, 

Nason, 

West, 

Freud; 

Nelson, 

Wickes, 

Garvey, 

Noel, 

White, 

Gorman, 

Ohleyer, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Grace, 

Overton, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Graves, 

Prouty, 

Winans, 

Gregg, 

Pulliam, 

Wyatt, 

Hale, 

Reddy, 

Mr.  President. 

Harrison, 

Reynolds, 

Heiskell, 

Rhodes, 

ABSENT. 

Barnes, 

Hager, 

Murphy, 

Belcher, 

Hall. 

Neunaber,                                                , 
O'Donnell, 

Berry, 

Harvey, 

Boucher, 

Herrington, 

O'Sullivan, 

Casserly, 

Hilborn, 

Porter, 

Charles, 

Hitchcock, 

Reed, 

Cowden, 

Keyes, 

Schell, 

Cross, 

Kleine, 

Schomp, 

Dean, 

Lindow, 

Stedman, 

Doyle, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Van  Dyke. 

Fawcett, 

Miller, 

Glascock, 

Mills, 

LEAVE    OP    ABSENCE. 

Leave  of  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  to  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Tehama. 

Three  days'  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  Schomp,  Boucher, 
Charles,  and  Cross. 

Leave  of  absence  for  one  week  was  granted  Mr.  Harvey,  on  account  of 
sickness. 
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Two  days'  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Herrington. 

THK   JOURNAL. 

Mr.  crouch.    Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal be  dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

QUESTION   OF   PRIVILEOB. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Mr.  President:  I  arise  to  a  question  of  privilege.  On 
Saturday  a  resolution  was  introduced,  that  when  this  Convention 
adjourns  on  the  sixth  day  of  January,  it  stands  adjourned  until  the  first 
Monday  in  September,  A.  I),  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty.  I  find  that 
I  am  reported  in  the  Record-Union  as  having  voted  "aye"  on  that 
proposition.  I  voted  "no,"  and  I  prefer  that  the  matter  should  be  so 
understood,  and  I  hope  that  the  matter  will  be  so  understood. 

AMENDMENTS   TO    RULES. 

Mr.  NOEL.  Mr.  Prtsid^nt:  I  desire  to  call  up  my  motion  to  amend 
Rule  Fortv-three. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  No  member  shall  speak  more  than  once  on  one  question,  nor  more 
than  ten  minutes  at  a  time,  except  the  Chairman  of  a  standing  com- 
mittee, who  may  si^eak  twice  on  the  same  question,  and  shall  be  allowed 
thirty  minutes  eacn  time.  This  rule  shall  not  be  suspended  except  by 
unanimous  consent." 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  strike  out  "  by  unani- 
mous consent,"  and  insert  "  bv  a  two-thirds  vote." 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  President:  I  am  opposed  to  this  thing,  and  I  claim 
that  one  man  has  just  as  good  a  right  to  occupy  time  on  this  floor  as 
another.  There  are  certain  gentlemen  who  get  their  time  extended  and 
there  are  others  who  do  not.  One  man  has  as  good  a  right  to  half  an 
hour's  time  as  another.  There  are  men  on  this  floor,  not  Chairmen  of 
committees,  who  can  enlighten  this  Convention  as  well  as  those  who 
are,  and  they  have  the  same  right  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Conven- 
tion; if  they  are  not  allowed  to  then  certain  counties  lire  not  as  fairly 
represented  as  others.  There  are  a  great  many  things  that  we  do  not 
speak  enough  on.  I  therefore  move  the  whole  matter  be  laid  on  the 
table. 

The  motion  prevailed,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  45  ayes  to  43  noes. 

Mr.  McCOMAS.     Mr.  President:  I  send  up  a  notice. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Mr.  President:  I  hereby  give  notice  that,  on  to-morrow,  I  shall 
move  to  change  Rule  Two  so  that  the  Convention  shall  hereafter  hold 
evening  sessions,  commencing  at  seven  o'clock  p.  m." 

REVENUE   AND   TAXATION. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Revenue  and  Taxation. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  A  motion  to  strike  out  section  seven  ift  before  the 
committee,  and  the  gentleman  from  Inyo  has  the  floor. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.    REDDY. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  the  course  of  my  remarks  on  Sat- 
urday last,  I  took  exceptions  to  a  portion  of  the  speech  mad©  by  Mr. 
Winans  when  the  Moreland  amendment  was  under  consideration,  and 
I  find  since,  that  I  was  so  unfortunate  as  to  totally  misunderstand  the 
gentleman's  intentions,  and  ixjrhaps  his  language,  and  I  regret  very 
much  that  I  should  have  criticized  it  as  I  did.  If  I  have  said  anything 
which  has  at  all  wounded  the  gentleman  s  feelings  I  sincerely  regret  it. 
I  am  conscious  of  the  indulgence  that  the  committee  has  conferred  upon 
me  heretofore,  and  I  will  not  detain  it  but  a  few  momenta  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  idea  of  this  section  is  to  prevent  wildcat  mining  companies 
circulating  their  stock  in  this  State.  The  section  will  not  eflect  that 
object.  They  may  incorporate  in  Nevada,  put  their  stock  in  the  San 
Francisco  Board,  and  no  one  will  inquire  whether  it  is  a  California  or 
Nevada  corporation,  and  it  will  sell  as  freely  as  if  it  was  incorporated  in 
this  State;  nence  this  section  can  do  no  good.  It  will  drive  legitimate 
enterprises  into  that  State  for  the  purpose  of  incorporation.  Our  citizens 
will  be  compelled  to  go  abroad  in  order  to  incorporate.  I  do  not  think 
that  gentlemen  understand  the  value  of  the  mining  interest  in  this 
State,  nor  do  they  seem  to  understand  the  wants  of  the  mining  districts. 
Commencing  at  the  Nevada  line  in  Mono  County,  and  in  Inyo,  there 
are  two  ranges  of  mountains  already  partially  explored.  These  ranges 
are  four  hundred  miles  in  length  and  upward,  and  besides  these  two, 
ranges  there  is  range  aft«r  range  of  mountains  filled  with  minerals 
already  ascertained.  We  are  only  waiting  for  capital  to  develop  these 
resources.  Capital  must  come  from  abroad ;  home  capital  has  all  gone 
into  the  Comstock,  hence  the  California  mines  must  go  farther  for  capital 
to  develop  them.  Suppose  a  gentleman  should  go  to  the  eastern  States 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  capital;  everything  is  arranged;  he  obtains 
the  capital  desired,  and  that  being  done,'the  next  query  is,  "  Where  shall 
we  incorporate?"    "  Why,  of  course,  in  the  State  where  we  are  carry  in 
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on  our  business."  "  How  many  shares  of  stock?"  "  Well,  a  hundre 
thousand  shares  is  the  usual  number;  we  want  that  number  of  shares  to 
circulate  in  this  eastern  market."  But  the  gentleman  from  California 
has  got  to  confess  that  this  State  will  require  parties  to  first  pay  to  the 
State  the  sum  of  twenty  thousand  dollars  before  they  will  be  permitted 
to  bring  the  amount  of  capital  required  into  the  State.  That  certainly 
would  be  bad  policy. 

^Now,  aside  from  the  miner,  what  other  corporations  will  be  affected? 
A  large  number.  We  have  oil  companies,  and  that  interest  will  become 
a  valuable  one  in  this  State;  but  if  so  it  will  be  through  the  instrumen- 
tality of  corporations.     We  have  companies  for  mining  quicksilver,  for 
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ship  building,  for  flumes  to  bring  lumber  from  the  Sierra  Nevadas  down 
to  the  valleys,  for  warehouses,  for  iron  foundries,  and  for  swamp  land 
reclamation.  We  have  companies  for  irrigation,  and  here  is,  perhaps, 
the  most  imorptaut  subject  for  which  companies  will  be  formed.  There 
are  many  valuable  streams  in  this  State,  which  certainly  the  farmers  all 
well  know  could  be  utilized  in  the  valleys  and  make  homes  and  farms 
for  the  people;  but  individuals  have  not  been  able,  for  the  want  of  cap- 
ital, to  mate  these  streams  of  water  valuable.  How  will  it  be  done? 
Every  man  must  know  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  incorporate  as  the 
first  step  in  order  to  raise  the  capital.  But  here  is  a  complete  embargo. 
Here  is  a  complete  prohibition  of  any  irrigation  at  all,  for  the  first  step 
is  to  pay  in  ten  or  twenty  thousand  uoIIm^  Now,  sir,  no  one  wants  to 
discourage  corporations  for  this  purpose.  The  State  will  not  deal  with 
the  subject,  and  it  will  have  to  oe  dealt  with  by  corporations.  I  will 
give  you  another  instance,  going  back  to  the  mines  for  a  moment.  There 
are  many  districts  in  the  State  where  there  are  ores  enough  taken  out  to 
supply  a  mill  or  a  furnace,  but  no  capital  to  put  one  up.  Now,  if  parties 
go  tnere  with  capital  enough  to  put  up  a"  mill  or  a  furnace,  it  will  give 
employment  to  tnese  miners  and  enable  them  to  develop  their  claims. 
Now  it  would  cost,  say,  twenty  thousand  dollars,  to  put  up  a  mill  and 
furnish  facilities  for  the  reduction  of  the  ores  of  the  district.  But  it  is 
necessary  to  incorporate,  and  before  you  can  do  so  you  have  got  to  pay 
just  the  cost  of  the  mill  to  incorporate.  So  that  it  would  seem  to  me 
very  bad  policy  to  impose  upon  a  company  desiring  to  incorporate  for 
this  purpose  such  iftax.  It  is  retarding  the  development  of  the  State. 
Now  I  will  go  back  to  irrigation  again.  There  are  valleys  in  this  State — 
I  have  one  in  my  mind  now,  over  eighty  miles  in  length,  which  could 
be  irrigated  from  one  end  to  the  other,  at  a  cost  of  about  one  hundred 
thousand  dollars.  It  will  be  done  surely,  and  done  through  an  incorpo- 
ration; but  if  they  have  to  pay  ten  or  twenty  thousand  dollars  to  the 
State  out  of  the  capital,  it  may  be  retarded  for  years.  It  seems  to  me 
that  any  further  argument  is  entirely  unnecessary,  and  I  feel  that  the 
committee  are  pretty  well  satisfied  that  this  proposition  ought  to  be 
stricken  out.  I  oelieve  I  have  taken  up  the  time  of  the  committee  as 
long  as  it  is  necessary,  but  I  will  give  one  more  instance  where  corpora- 
tions are  useful.  That  is,  in  the  construction  of  wagon  roads.  In  a  new 
mining  district  a  wagon  road  is  the  first  thing  to  be  built  to  make  it 
valuable.  It  is  generally  done  by  incorporating,  so  that  every  step  you 
take  in  the  development  of  a  new  country  the  corporation  is  essential; 
and  in  most  cases  the  capital  required  for  a  particular,  purpose  would 
not  exceed  the  amount  of  money  demanded  by  the  State  for  the  priv- 
ilege. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   MARTIN. 

Mr.  martin,  of  Santa  Cruz.  Mr.  Chairman:  At  the  risk  of  being 
expelled  from  the  silent  members  club  of  this  Convention,  I  desire  to 
say  a  few  words  on  section  seven.  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  it  out 
entirely,  for  the  reason  that  I  do  not  wish  to  cripple  legitimate  enter- 
prises by  imposing  a  special  tax,  or  rather  by  compelling  them  to  pay 
for  the  privilege  of  doing  business.  In  my  immediate  section  of  the 
country  are  lumber,  lime,  powder,  sugar  beet  industries,  quicksilver 
mines  giving  employment  to  a  large  number  of  men,  some  of  them  per- 
haps incorporate!;  whether  they  are  or  not,  I  do  not  wish  to  impair 
their  usefulness  or  put  a  damper  on  their  industry  by  a  special  clause  in 
the  C^)nstitution  we  are  trying  to  adopt.  The  farmers  in  that  part  of  the 
State  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  and  from  whom  I  received  a 
very  flattering  vote,  are,  as  a  general  rule,  well  to  do,  and  need  no  class 
legislation.  Neither  do  the  other  interests  need  an^  class  legislation, 
especially  such  oppressive  measures  contemplated  bv  this  section.  I  do 
not  propose  by  my  vote  to  impair  the  usefulness  of  honest  industry  in 
order  to  protect  a  few  men  by  unjust  discrimination.  While  there  may 
be  a  small  class  in  my  section  clamoring  for  a  tax  on  mortgages,  still 
there  is  also  a  demand  for  more  capital  to  be  employed,  and  by  a  singular 
coincidence  the  cry  is  uttered  by  the  same  people.  My  colleague,  Mr. 
White,  would  have  you  believe  that  the  farming  interest  is  suffering  for 
want  of  some  special  constitutional  enactment;  that  they  are  mortgaged 
to  death,  and  expect  this  Convention  to  keep  people  from  the  wiles  of 
bunko  sharps  or  wildcat  mining  corporations.  The  idea  has  always  pre- 
vailed that  an  American  citizen  could  take  care  of  himself.  Of  late 
years  the  parental  idea  of  government  has  entered  somewhat  into  our 
State  macninery.  The  people  have  been  able  to  work  out  their  own 
destiny  in  spite  of  legislation,  and  I  am  certain  we  do  not  need  such  an 
extravagant  enactment  as  section  seven  in  our  organic  law — hence,  sir,"* 
I  shall  vote  to  strike  it  out. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   TINNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  aware  that  most  of  the  points 
at  issue  have  been  covered  by  those  who  have  preceded  me,  but  owing  to 
the  importance  of  this  subject,  and  as  aflecting  the  interests  of  the  people 
with  whom  I  have  lived  for  many  years,  I  desire  to  add  a  few  words  in 
addition  to  what  has  been  already  said.*  I  am  fully  aware,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, th^t  the  object  of  the  committee  in  bringing  forth  this  section 
seven,  and  asking  its  adoption  here  by  this  Convention,  was  in  a  laudable 
spirit,  and  was  for  a  good  object,  as  they  thought.  That  was  to  destroy 
tne  speculations  in  wildcat  mines  in  this  State.  But,  sir,  I  am  con- 
fident that  the  object  of  the  committee  will  not  be  fulfilled  in  adopting 
this  section,  for  the  reason  that  it  proposes  to  levy  a  license,  or  a  tax, 
whichever  you  may  call  it,  to  prevent  these  parties  from  carrying  on 
their  schemes.  It  is  a  settled  fact  that  you  cannot  stop  crime  by  compel- 
ing  them  to  pay  money.  Crime  will  never  submit,  for  the  reason  that 
they  will  pay  the  money,  and  it  will  virtually  license  them  to  carry  on 
their  nefarious  operations,  and  under  this  very  system  the  wildcat  mines 
would  pay  the  tax  and  sell  their  stock  the  same  as  ever.  It  would  be  an 
untold  evil  to  the  prospecting  and  improving  of  the  mines  in  this  State. 
How  is  that  done?  Any  one  who  is  conversant  with  the  system  of 
mining  knows  that  it  is  done  by  the  hardy,  restless,  energetic  men  who 
endure  all  manner  of  hardships.    They  find  what  they  deem  a  prospect, 
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or  a  quartz  ledge.  Thoy  have  no  money  to  develop  the  mine.  They  go 
to  their  neighbor,  who  may  be  a  ^ucceesful  miner,  and  ask  assistance. 
The  answer  is  that  he  will  give  five  hundred  dollars  or  one  thousand 
dollars,  and  others  are  willing  to  do  the  same  thing.  The  next  thing  is, 
you  must  incorporate,  because  under  a  system  of  partnerships  it  is 
developed  to  the  satisfaction  of  every  practical  man  you  cannot  enforce 
assessments.  If  one  eets  contrary,  and  refuses  to  pay,  you  are  compelled 
to  eo  into  the  District  Court,  and  are  hampered  with  a  long  lawsuit. 
Under  a  corporation  you  can  sell  the  stock.  What  is  the  condition?  As 
■oon  as  the  money  is  made  up  it  is  necessary  to  pay  one  hundr^  dollars. 
For  what?  For  the  privilege  of  mining.  Suppose  you  were  to  charge 
one  hundred  dollars  for  farming,  what  would  be  the  result  in  this  Oon- 
yention?  Why  there  would  be  a  howl  against  it  as  loud  as  the  Pacific 
Ocean.  You  cannot  regard  it  in  any  other  light.  In  the  next  section 
you  provide  that  ''no  license  tax  shall  be  imposed  by  this  State,  or  any 
municipality  thereof,  upon  any  trade,  calling,  occupation,  or  business, 
except  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  wine,  spirituous  and  malt  lii^uors. 
shows,  theaters,  menageries,  sleight  of  hand  performances,  exhibitions 
for  profit,  and  such  other  business  and  occupations  of  like  character  as 
the  Legislature  may  judge  the  public  peace  or  good  order  may  require  to 
be  under  special  State  or  municipal  control.'' 

Now,  sir,  if  this  is  not  a  license,  what  is  it?  I  contend  that  it  can  be 
nothing  else  but  a  license;  and  if  you  enforce  that  it  will  be  necessary  to 
strike  out  section  eight,  for  they  would  certainly  be  inconsistent  with 
each  other.  ' 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  potice  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Rev- 
enue and  Taxation,  that  as  to  section  seven,  Messrs.  Cross  and  Turner 
dissent.  I  wish  to  inquire  if  all  the  rest  of  the  committee  were  in  favor 
of  it? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Ten  to  two. 

Mr.  hunter.  I  was  opposed  to  itj  but  was  not  there  when  the 
report  was  signed. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Hunter  was  the  thirteenth  juror,  and  he  was 
not  there. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  proposed  to  say  something  upon 
this  subject,  but  as  the  speaking  has  all  been  on  our  side,  I  propose  to 
wait  until  I  hear  the  reasons  on  the  other  side. 

REMARKS   OF    IIR.    HALB. 

Mr.  hale.  .  Mr.  Chairman :  I  should  like  to  hear  from  the  Chair- 
man  of  the  committee,  or  from  some  member  of  it,  some  reasons  for 
which  the  committee  have  reported  this  section  seven.  It  may  be  that 
reasons  exist  which  are  not  perceptible  to  many  members  on  this  floor, 
but  to  my  mind  the  section  is  objectionable  at  all  points.  Thus  far — so 
far  as  I  recollect — no  member  of  the  Convention  has  explained  or  given 
a  reason  for  its  adoption.  We  have  simply  the  fact  that  the  report  of  the 
committee  contains  this  section.  For  the  reasons  that  were  given  by  the 
gentleman  from  Inyo,  Mr.  Reddy,  and  which  others  have  suggested,  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  should  be  unanimously  rejected.  Now,  if  it  be 
true,  as  many  think,  and  I  am  one  of  them,  that  our  corporation  laws 
are  by  far  too  broad  for  legitimate  purposes,  the  remedy  does  not  lie  in 
imposing  a  tax  upon  the  legitimate  use  of  corporate  power,  but  it  lies  ic 
the  sound  exercise  of  legislative  discretion — in  placing  proper  restric- 
tions upon  the  exercise  of  that  right.  Properly  and  fairly  considered, 
the  province  of  corporations,  as  understood  at  this  day,  throughout  the 
civilized  world,  is  only  the  power  of  associating  capital  for  the  promotion 
of  private  and  public  enterprises.  We  realize,  at  this  day,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that  there  Are  many  enterprises,  private  as  well  as  public,  which 
require  an  aggregation  of  more  capital  than  one  individual  can  com- 
mand. A  million  dollars  cannot  be  commanded  or  combined  bv  indi- 
viduals without  the  protective  forms  of  corporations.  It  may  be  said 
that  if  partnerships  or  ordinary  associations  are  formed,  that  you  may 
equally  aggregate  capital.  In  one  sense  you  can.  The  difficulty  lies, 
however,  largely  in  this :  that  enterprises  of  large  magnitude  require  not 
only  large  capital  to  carry  them  on,  but  they  require  a  long  period  of 
time  for  the  consummation  of  their  schemes.  Difficulties  such  as  cited 
by  the  gentleman  from  Trinity,  arise  in  partnerships  and  associations, 
and  are  obviated  under  the  corporation  laws.  Now,  sir,  it  is  not  to  the 
point  that  our  law  has  been  made -so  broad  as  to  allow  corporations  to  be 
formed  for  illegitimate  purposes,  nor  that  they  have  been  so  loosely  drawn 
as  not  to  contain  the  proper  safeeuards.  That  is  a  question  that  directs 
itself  to  the  discretion  of  the  Legislature,  and  so  it  is  left  to  th^  article  on 
corporations. 

What  does  this  section  seven  propose?  It  is  to  lay  a  direct  tax  of  one 
hundred  dollars  upon  the  formation  of  a  corporation  with  a  capital  stock 
of  fifty  thousand  aollars,  and  a  further  tax  of  twenty  dollars  for  every 
increase  over  the  sum  of  ten  thousand  dollars.  Now,  it  will  be  observed, 
if  you  figure  it  out,  that  the  ordinary  corporation  would  be  required  to 
pay  one  thousand  dollars  into  the  treasury.  Now,  I  beg  of  any  gentle- 
man of  the  committee,  who  have  formulated  this  section,  to  tell  us  why 
this  burden  should  be  imposed.  Assume  that  our  laws  were  properly 
formed,  and  permitted  corporations  to  be  formed  only  for  legitimate  pur- 
poses, and  tnen  if  there  be  an  enterprise,  public  or  private,  which 
involves  the  aggregation  of  capital  to  a  large  amount,  wny  should  this 
exaction  be  made?  Our  mining  operations  are  necessarily  conducted 
under  the  forms  of  corporations.  And  while,  sir,  if  I  were  a  member  of 
a  legislative  body,  as  I  am  of  this  body,  I  should  aim  to  interpose  some 
restrictions,  some  safeguards,  which  our  laws  do  not  now  contain,  yet  I 
recognize  the  scheme  to  be  wise,  the  system  to  be  a  necessary  one.  I 
say,  therefore,  that  it  is  wise  that  these  enterprises  should  be  permitted 
to  be  organized  and  conducted  like  all  other  organizations  for  the  man- 
agement of  business  without  restriction. 

I  see  no  useful  office  for  this  section.  It  will  array  against  the  Con- 
stitution ten  thousand  votes  in  this  State;  it  will  work  its  defeat, although 
I  would  not  urge  it  for  that  reason.  We  ought  to  reject  nothing  because 
of  what  may  w  said,  and  we  ought  to  adopt  nothing  for  a  like  reason, 


but  we  should  have  this  thinp;  in  view.  You  will  find  that  all  those 
interests  in  the  State  that  realize  the  necessity  of  aggregating  capital  in 
the  form  of  corporations,  will  say  that  this  is  a  fatal  blow  at  their  enter- 
prises, and  will  exercise  themselves  to  the  utmost  to  defeat  it.  I  trust 
that  this  section  will  be  rejected  entirely. 

RRMARKS   op   MR.   KDOERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  delighted  to  see,  even  at  this 
late  day,  that  these  gentlemen  who  have  been  assailing  corporations, 
have  had  their  bowels  of  compassion  finally  moved  in  behalf  of  these 
poor  corporations.  I  do  not  stand  here  particularly  as  the  special  advo- 
cate of  this  section.  The  section  was  incorporated  into  this  report  from 
the  Constitution  that  was  drafted  by  Mr.  Laine,  of  Santa  Clara.  It  has 
a  twofold  purpose — ^and,  as  suggested  by  my  friend.  Major  Biggs — which 
will  undoubtedly  commend  it  mrther.  Mr.  Laine  took  it  from  the  Con- 
stitution of  Missouri. 

Mr.  TINNIN.     Is  Missouri  a  mineral  Stale?   " 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Why,  it  is  one  of  the  ^eatest  mineral  Stotes  in 
the  world.  [Laughter.]  You  come  from  Missouri  and  do  not  know 
that?  [Laughter.]  They  have  mining  corporations  there,  and  it 
would  take  you  a  week  to  count  them. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  would  ask  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  if  it 
would  not  be  well  to  except  mining  corporations. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Those  are  the  very  ones  we  are  after. 

Mr.  terry.  Out  of  fifty-four  companies  fifty-three  are  mining 
corporations. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  This  section  was  adopted  after  a 
very  mature  deliberation  and  protracted  discussion,  by  a  vote  of  ten  to 
two.  Its  special  advocates  were  Judge  Overton,  Mr.  Casserly^  and  Mr. 
Sbafter,  and  those  gentlemen  are  not  here  now  to  sustain  it.  It  had  a 
double  purpose :  one  for  revenue  and  one  to  cut  up,  root  and  branch, 
perhaps,  nine  tenths  of  these  mining  corporatioilis  that  have  been 
referred  to.  I  think  my  friend  from  Inyo,  Mr.  Reddy,  is  in  error  as  to 
the  cost  of  incorporating.  It  would  only  cost  two  hundred  dollars  on  a 
capital  stock  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  The  section  provides 
that  the  company  shall  pay  into  the  treasury  one  hundred  dollars  for 
the  first  fifty  thousand  dollars,  and  twenty  dollars  for  each  ten  thousand 
dollars  after  that. 

Mr.  reddy.  I  say  that  where  the  capital  stock  is  divided  into  fifty 
thousand  shares  at  one  hundred  dollars  a  share  the  cost  would  be  ten 
thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  With  a  capital  stock  of  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars  it  would  cost  two  hundred  dollars  to  incorporate;  three  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  it  woul^  cost  three  hundred  dollars,  and  so  on.  With 
a  capital  stock  of  one  million  dollars,  it  would  cost  two  thousand  dol- 
lars; ten  million  dollars  capital  stock,  would  cost  twenty  thousand  dol- 
lars. I  believe  that  most  or  these  mines  nowadays  have  a  capital  stock 
of  at  least  ten  million  dollars.  Ten  million  dollars  is  the  standard,  as 
suggested  by  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  McCOY.    Are  you  not  mistaken  in  your  figures  ? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  understand  that  the  Consolidated  Virginia,  the 
California,  and  all  these  companies,  are  incorporated  in  the  City  of  San 
Francisco.  Many  of  them  are  incorporated  in  this  county.  It  would 
be  a  very  strange  thing  if  there  is  a  county  in  this  State  that  has  not 
got  a  greater  or  less  number  of  the  incorporated  sores.  The  committee 
had  no  intention  of  aiming  any  blow  at  any  mining  corporation,  or  on^ 
other  corporation  formed  lor  a  legitimate  business.  Ir  I  thought  thi» 
section  would  strike  a  blow  against  any  legitirhate  enterprise  1  would 
vote  against  it.  I  have  yet  to  be  convinced  of  that  fact.  As  to  putting 
an  lobstacle  in  the.way  of  the  development  of  the  mines,  I  do  not  see 
that  my  friend  from  Inyo  has  given  any -satisfactory  showing  tending 
to  that  result.  He  says  that  if  a  man  comes  here  from  the  State  of  New 
York  with  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  invest  in  mines  that  (his 
would  prevent  an  incorporation.  Now,  sir,  if  anybody  has  got  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars, or  fifty  thousand  dollars,  or  any  other  sum  of 
money  that  they  honestly  intend  to  devote  to  the  development  of  a 
mine,  what  necessity  is  there  for  incorporating  at  all  ?  I  do  not  see.  As 
I  understand  the  history  of  these  incorporations  a  very  large  majority 
of  them  do  not  incorporate  for  the  purpose  of  developing  anything. 
They  incorporate  for  the  purpose  of  getting  out  fifty  thousand,  or  one 
hundred  thousand  of  those  beautiful  pictures,  in  script,  with  the  name 
of  the  company  elegantly  printed  thereon,  like  the  Garrison  Mining 
Company,  or  the  lUlston  Mining  Company — very  attractive — capital, 
ten  million  dollars. 

Mr.  EAGON.     Do  you  know  of  a  California  mine  in   the  market 
to-day  ? 
•    Mr.  McCALLUM.    There  are  two  or  three,  four  or  five. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  makes  no  difference  with  the  proposition. 
I  know  a  certain  instance  where  there  was  no  mine  in  existence  at  all. 
Some  years  ago,  I  know  from  my  personal  knowledge,  a  mine  was  in(x>r- 
porated  as  the  Garrison  mine.  The  trustees  were  appointed,  and  some 
very  respectable  gentleman  were  connected  with  it.  They  went  in  upon 
the  representations  of  others.  Stock  was  issued  to  a  large  amount,  and 
a  great  many  people  bought  the  stock.  It  was  not  long  before  in  the 
local  columns  of  a  certain  journal  it  appeared  that  this  mine  gave  most 
flattering  prospects  of  success;  it  would  undoubtedly  in  a  short  time  go 
into  bonanza.  It  was  not  long  after  that  when  there  was  published  a 
very  horrifying  and  terrible  accident  that  occurred  in  the  mine.  There 
had  been  a  premature  explosion  of  a  blast,  and  several  miners  were 
killed  or  injured.  Numerous  notices  appeared  in  this  newspaper  to 
attract  public  attention  toward  the  mine,  and  a  good  deal  of  stock  was 
sold.  Finally  it  occurred  to  somebody  that  they  would  go  and  visit  the 
mine.  They  never  could  find  it.  The  whole  thing  was  a  fiction  from 
beginning  to  end.  I  am  told,  and  I  believe,  that  this  is  the  history  of 
a  ^reat  many  of  these  corporations.  It  was  made  to  appear  to  the  com- 
mittee that  by  far  the  greatest  majority  of  these  corporations  were 
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formed  for  no  other  purpose  in  the  world  than  to  prej  upon  the  cre- 
dulity and  the  cupidity  of  the  public,  and  that  the  poor  people  of  the 
State  were  drawn  into  these  speculations,  and  the  rich  people  too,  and 
that  they  tended  to  the  demoralization  and  corruption  of  public  and 
private  morals,  and  that  there  could  be  no  better  or  more  exalted  field 
for  the  reformer  than  to  cut  off'  in  some  manner  or  other  this  evil. 

Mr.  hale.  Admitting  all  that  you  say,  does  not  your  argument  go 
too  far?  Does  not  this  remedy,  which  you  say  will  cut  off,  by  proper 
legislation,  these  fraudulent  operations,  go  to  the  extent  of  prohibiting 
incorporation  for  legitimate  purposes. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    We  will  take  the  case  of  a  mine  where  they  have 

fot  a  good  prospect;  they  think  they  have  got  a  good  thing.  Now,  sir, 
want  to  know  what  necessity  there  is  for  incorporating  upon  that  mine 
with  a  capital  stock  of  ten  million  dollars  or  one  hunared  thousand 
shares  at  one  hundred  dollars  each.  I  want  to  know  why  that  should 
be  done  if  their  object  is  simply  the  development  of  that  mine?  The 
object  is  to  speculate  with  the  shares;  if  not,  what  is  the  necessity  of 
having  so  many  shares? 

Mr.  hale.  It  is  this.  Take  the  case  you  have  supposed.  Here  is 
a  prospect  of  a  good  mine.  Whether  it  will  be  valuable  or  not  depends 
upon  development.  Suppose  it  needs  fifty  thousand  dollars  to  develop 
it  There  is  no  ascertained  value  to  commence  upon.  The  basis  of  cor- 
poration is  that  a  certain  number  of  men  of  means  and  responsibility 
will  associate  themselves  together  and  become  subscribers  to  the  stock 
covering  the  probable  outlay,  and  not  puttiuc;  in  the  capital  stock  at  the 
start,  but  paying  in  by  installments.  Thererore  an  assessment  upon  the 
capital  stock  is  sufficient  to  cover  the  probable  expenditure  in  a  develop- 
ment of  the  mine. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  case  presented  is  one  where  responsible  gen- 
tlemen are  willing  to  put  in  that  money — fifty  thousand  dollars.  If 
they  put  in  that  money  they  propose  to  own  it,  ainl  that  represents  the 
whole  thing — the  whole  stock  in  trade  absolutely.  Why  not  put  that 
into  shares  of  one  thousand  dollars  each?  Why  go  to  San  Francisco  and 
put  it  into  one  hundred  thousand  shares  at  one  hundred  dollars  each, 
unless  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  everybody  else  into  the  concern 
that  know  nothing  about  it? 

Mr.  hale.  Those  of  us  who  are  opposing  this  section  are  not  the 
advocates  of  the  San  Francisco  wildcat  schemes;  we  are  from  the 
mountains,  and  know  whereof  we  speak.  We  have  mines  that  are  not 
swindles,  and  the  pro8j)erity  of  the  State  rests  largely  jipon  them.  We 
are  as  much  opposed  as  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  to  the  wildcat 
schemes  in  San  Francisco,  yet  we  recognize  the  necessity  of  being  pro- 
tected in  this  our  honest  industry. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Why  do  not  the  gentlemen  who  put  their  fifty 
thousand  dollars  in  Placer  County  put  it  in  there  and  limit  the  number 
of  their  shares.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  to  a  man  who  pavs  in 
ten  thousand  dollars  whether  it  is  represented  by  ten  shares  or  one  hun- 
dred shares;  he  proposes  to  invest  his  money,  and  why  divide  it  up  into 
so  many  shares  unless  it  is  for  purely  speculative  purposes? 

Mr.  REDDY.  You  are  in  favor,  then,  of  compelling  these  corpora- 
tions to  limit  the  number  of  shares  of  capital  stock,  say  five  shares. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     That  is  not  what  1  am  in  favor  of. 

Mr.  REDDY.  We  will  bring  them  down  to  five  shares.  Now,  as  I 
understand  the  provision,  for  anvthing  less  than  fifty  thousand  dollars 
you  will  have  to  pay  so  much ;  if  they  have  five  shares  you  tax  them 
twenty  dollars  a  share  fight  on  the  start.  If  you  limit  the  number  of 
shares  why  the  tax  becomes  heavier  upon  each  share. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  think  the  idea  of  the  section  is  a  proper  one, 
even  if  it  would  not  allow  anybody  to  incorporate  at  all  for  the  devel- 
opment of  a  mine,  and  for  the  very  reason  that  we  ought  to  reach  this 
great  evil  that  exists  in  this  State.  If  gentlemen  have  money  that  they 
want  to  develope  a  mine  with  why  do  .they  not  apply  it  to  that  pur- 
pose ?    What  necessity  is  there  for  a  corporation  ? 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman's  time  has  expired  under  the  rule. 

[Cries  of  "  Leave !  "  "  Leave  1  "J 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  do  not  care  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  commit- 
tee. I  have  been  asked  the  reasons  why  the  committee  incorporated 
this  section  in  their  report,  and  I  have  given  them  as  I  understand 
them.  It  was  believed  that  it  would  strike  a  fatal  blow  at  the  evil 
which  I  have  attempted  to  describe,  and  that  it  would  not  work  an 
injustice  or  injury  to  any  interest.  I  do  not  believe  that  if  there  had 
been  such  a  section  in  existence  at  any  time  in  the  last  twenty-five 
years  it  would  have  obstructed  the  development  of  any  interest. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  been  in  favor  of  bridling  corpo- 
rations and  protecting  the  people  against 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  have  now  in  my  hand  the  Constitution  of  the 
State  of  Missouri,  adopted  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventv-five,  where 
substantially  the  same  provision  is  found  which  is  offered  by  the  com- 
mittee : 

"Skc.  21.  No  corporation,  company,  or  association,  other  than  those 
formed  for  benevolent,  religious,  scientific,  or  educational  purposes, shall 
be  created  or  organized  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  unless  tlie  persons 
named  as  corporators  shall,  at  or  before  the  filing  of  the  articles  of  asso- 
ciation or  incorporation,  pay  into  the  State  treasury  fifty  dollars  for  the 
first  fifty  thousand  dollars,  or  less,  of  capital  stock,  and  a  further  sum  of 
five  dollars  for  every  additional  ten  thousand  dollars  of  its  capital  stock. 
And  no  such  corporation,  company,  or  association  shall  increase  its  capi- 
tal stock  without  first  paying  into  the  treasury  five  dollars  for  every  ten 
thousand  dollars  of  increase;  provided,  that  nothing  contained  in  this 
section  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  general  assembly  from  levying 
a  further  tax  on  the  franchises  of  such  corporation.'' 

That  last  proviso  is  not  in  our  report. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    WEST. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe,  and 
have  acted  upon  that  opinion,  that  corporations  should  be  bridled  and 


controlled  by  specific  laws;  that  the  people  should  be  protected  against 
any  abuse  of  power  that  may  grow  out  of  corporations.  But,  believing 
that  this  State  is  rich;  rich  in  her  undeveloped  mines;  rich  in  hervariea 
mineral  resources, not  only  in  the  precious  metals,  but  in  other  minerals; 
that  our  mountains  lie  undeveloped;  that  her  wealth  is  buried  deeply  in 
her  own  bowels;  and  that  in  oraer  to  develop  the  industries  of  the  State 
it  is  necessary  that  risks  should  be  assumed;  that  experiments  should  be 
tried ;  that  corporations  should  be  formed,  so  that  men  with  even  mod- 
erate means  might  have  an  opportunity  of  eng&ging  in  this  business  of 
developing  the  resources  and  wealth  of  this  State— I  believe  we  would 
do  the  State  a  service  by  striking  out  this  section  entirely,  and  leave  it 
to  a  future  Legislature  to  provide  by  law  ior  whatever  may  be  necessary 
to  protect  the  people,  and  yet  permit  the  different  corporations  to  be 
organized  in  this  State  for  the  aevelopment  of  ita  resources.  Not  onl^ 
are  they  a  source  of  revenue,  but  they  are  a  source  of  wealth  in  this 
State.  It  is  no  time  for  us  to  discourage  these  developments.  The  labor 
market  is  crowded.  The  workmen  and  the  laborers  of  the  country  are 
asking  for  employment  Let  us  encourage  a  diversity  of  employment, 
and  a  circulation  of  the  money  of  the  country  that  lies  in  the  banks  and 
the  coffers  of  the  rich.  Let  us  encourage  this  surplus  money  to  go  into 
corporations  and  enhance  the  future  growth  of  the  State  and  its  pres- 
peritv.  Now,  if  the  last  clause  of  the  eighth  section  is  adopted,  I  tnink 
it  wi'll  be  all  that  is  necessary  in  this  direction.  It  says:  "But  the 
Legislature  may  by  law  impo^  any  license,  or  other  tax,  on  persons  or 
corporations  owning  or  using  franchises  or  corporate  privileges."  Now, 
I  tnink  that  the  Legislature  will  have  ample  power  to  enact  such  laws 
as  in  their  wisdom  the  exigencies  of  the  case  may  require,  and  therefore 
I  hope  that  the  seventh  section  will  be  stricken  out. 

remarks  of  MR.  bbbrstechrr. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  seventh  sec- 
tion will  be  stricken  out.  Those  of  the  members  who  have  in  a  measure 
voted  against  corporations,  have  nevertheless  recognized  that  corporations 
have  rights  as  well  as  duties.  The  seventh  section  would  not  only  affect 
wildcat  corporations,  but  would  affect  every  legitimate  enterprise  directly 
in  the  channel  of  the  corporation.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  adoption  of 
the  seventh  section  would  be  loading  down  the  Constitution,  and  the 
State  does  not  desire  to  raise  revenue  in  any  such  way.  It  is  of  no  good. 
The  liCgislature  can  provide  what  the  advantages  of  incorporation  and 
the  increase  of  capital  stock  shall  be,  and  in  my  opinion  the  seventh  sec- 
tion ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  section  ought  to  be 
stricken  out  for  two  reasons;  first,  because  it  does  not  confine  itself  to 
mining  corporations,  but  will  include  every  kind  of  manufacturing 
interest  that  is  started  here,  if  it  is  done  by  corporations.  If  men  wish 
to  come  in  here  and  establish  an  interest  that  is  to  grow  in  the  near 
future  into  large  proportions/  in  this  State,  they  cannot  incorporate  for 
the  purpose  without  being  taxed  for  the  privilege,  in  the  first  place,  by 
paying  this  tax  upon  incorporations.  Another  reason  is,  that  the  tax 
upon  the  corporation  is  a  ta!x  for  a  privilege  which  is  the  franchise  of 
the  corporation.  Now,  we  have  already  provided  in  the  section  that 
we  have  adopted,  that  the  franchises  for  these  corporations  shall  be 
taxed.  Furthermore,  it  will  leave  it  in  the  power  ^f  the  Legislature, 
especially  if  we  adopt  the  section  following  this,  the  eighth  section,  as 
has  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  to  impose  in  the 
shape  of  a  license  any  other  tax  that  it  may  deem  necessary  for  any  of 
these  purposes.  As  we  have  already  provided  for  taxing  the  franchise, 
which  is  the  privilege,  and  this,  if  it  is  put  upon  them,  will  be  nothing 
but  t«xing  the  privilege,  which  is  the  franchise,  we  will  be  virtually 
taxing  the  franchise  twice,  and  I  hope  that  the  section  will  be  stricken 
out. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WEI.LIN. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  no  doubt  that  every  gentle- 
man upon  this  floor  admits  the  evil  arising  from  these  wildcat  mining 
speculations,  but  gentlemen  seem  to  forget  altogether  that  we  have  not 
sustained  this  loss  from  the  mines  of  California.  The  hardships  com- 
plained of  come  from  the  Comstock.  The  corporations,  it  is  true,  have 
been  in  California.  But,  if  we  adopt  this  section  seven,  the  result  will 
be  that  any  business  of  this  kind  will  simply  incorporate  in  the  State  of 
Nevada  and  carry  on  the  business,  and  we  will  have  all  the  evils  with- 
out any  of  the  gains  whatever.  We  are  perfectly  willing  for  that  com- 
mittee or  any  other  committee  of  this  Convention  to  adopt  some  plan 
by  which  corporations  can  be  managed  honestly,  and  the  people  saved 
from  robbery.  We  are  perfectly  willing  and  anxious  that  some  plan  be 
devised  to  break  up  the  system  of  robbery  carried  on  by  the  San  Fran- 
cisco Stock  Board.  But  I  don't  see  that  the  seventh  section  will  accom- 
plish that  result.  It  forces  us  to  yield  up  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
granted  by  the  system  of  incorporation.  It  drives  legitimate  business 
outside  of  the  State  unless  it  can  be  carried  on  by  individuals  or  part- 
nerships. It  gives  us  no  relief  whatever  and  I  see  no  use  of  it.  The 
reasons  offered  by  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  were  certainly  not 
very  strong.  It  was  entirely  beyond  his  depth.  Why,  so  far  as  the 
mines  in  California  are  concerned,  I  only  know  of  two  before  the  people, 
there  may  be  others,  on  the  San  Francisco  Stock  Board,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  the  people  have  complained  of  these  two.  The  cause  of  our 
complaint  is  the  management  of^  the  Comstock  mines  and  the  drain  has 
been  upon  the  people  of  California.    Give  us  some  remedy  for  that. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     Under  this  section  it  does  not  make  any  difference 
where  the  property  is  situated.    The  corporations  are  all  formed  here. 

Mr.  WELLIN.    They  can  just  incorporate  in  Nevada  and  open  an 
office  in  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  KLEINE.     Don't  vou  deal  in  stocks  vourself? 
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Mr.  WELLIN.  That  is  my-  business.  I  suppose  because  the  gentle- 
man once  in  awhile  wins  a  aollar  or  two,  he  considers  it  all  right.  I 
maintain  that  the  San  Francisco  Stock  Board  has  been  the  cause  of  more 
poverty,  and  of  the  concentration  of  more  wealth  into  a  few  hands,  than 
any  other  system  of  business  carried  on  in  the  State  of  California.  I  have 
no  doubt  but  what  I  can  prove  it.  But  this  section  seven  does  not  pre- 
vent that  kind  of  business.  They  can  incorporate  in  Nevada  and  open 
an  office  in  San  Francisco,  and  do  their  business,  as  they  have  done 
before.  Instead  of  remedying  this  evil,  you  shut  off  every  legitimate 
business  in  the  State  of  Calitornia.  They  have  some  good  mines  over 
there;  but  they  have  many  j;rorthles8  ones.  Do  not  ask  us  to  suspend 
all  our  corporation  business  in  order  to  reach  these  swindles. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  It -will  be  unnecessary  to  extend  this  discussion, 
but  if  the  gentleman  wishes  to  speak,  I  will  withhold  my  motion. 

RKMABKS   OF   MB.   RKYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  thank  the  gentleman,  and  will 
not  detain  the  committee  long.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  favor  of  this 
section,  because  I  believe  it  will  tend  to  discourage  one  of  the  most 
nefarious  practices  that  was  ever  indulged  in  by  a  civilized  community 
in  the  name  of  business.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  will  discourage  legiti- 
mate enterprises  of  any  kind  whatever.  It  certainly  will  not  discourage 
.  legitimate  mining  enterprise.  It  has  been  well  said  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  committee,  that  if  any  man  or  association  of  men  desire  to  open  a 
mine  and  conduct  their  mining  eirterprise,  they  can  do  it  with  their  own 
money.  They  can  do  it  if  they  have  it.  They  can  do  it  without  incor- 
porating, with  five  or  ten  millions  of  capital  stock.  They  can  do  it  with 
fifty  or  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  or  two  hundred  thousand  dollars 

#of  capital  stock,  as  well  as  ten  million.  But  that  does  not  suit  the  game. 
That  means  to  pay.  Then  they  will  have  to  represent  their  capital 
stock.  But  that  is  not  their  game.  When  they  have  represented  every 
share  of  stock  for  about  what  it  is  worth  in  property,  or  in  a  mine  for 
the  purpose  of  development,  why,  the  hostlers  and  the  chambennaids 
cannot  buy  that  stock.  They  cannot  pay  a  hundred  dollars  a  share  for 
five  or  ten  shares  of  the  stock.  No;  it  must  be  watered.  It  must  be 
thinned  out,  so  that  there  can  be  a  raid  made  on  the  chambermaids;  a 
raid  made  on  the  hostlers;  a  raid  made  upon  the  lawyers;  and  a  raid 
made  on  these  good  old  honest  grangers;  a  raid  on  the  preachers ;  and  a 
raid  on.everyb<Mly.  That  is  the  true  inwardness  of  this  little  business  of 
watering  capital  stock  and  floating  shares  in  such  enormous  sums  of 
money.  It  has  been  well  ss^id  by  obe  of  the  San  Francisco  newspapers, 
that  it  is  to  make  a  raid  on  the  savings  banks.  Now,  sir,  it  will  cripple 
and  discourage  no  legitimate  enterprise,  because  legitimate  enterprises 
can  be  represented  by  men  and  by  money.  There  is  no  use  in  their 
having  paper  for  any  legitimate  purpose.  There  must  be  a  diabolical 
scheme  to  rob  the  community  put  up,  and  it  can  be  done  by  this  means, 
and  not  otherwise. 

Mr.  REDDY.  You  think  that  these  corporations  are  put  up  for  a 
swindle  on  the  public.  Then  according  to  this  section  the  State  is  per- 
fectly willing  to  allow  the  swindle  to  go  on  if  the  State  has  a  dividend. 
The  State  wants  part  of  the  stealing. 

Mb.  terry.    Just  as  they  license  gambling. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  No,  sir;  it  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  licensing 
them,  but  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  prohibiting  and  preventing  them,  and  I 
can  tell  you  how.  I  will  have  to  describe  just  for  a  moment  the  manner 
in  which  these  schemes  are  put  up  in  San  Francisco.  Gentlemen  have 
been  telling  that  they  come  from  the  mountains.  I  oome  from  the 
mountains  too,  and  have  lived  about  as  long  in  the  mountains  as  any 
gentlemcgi  on  this  floor,  and  I  know  how  the  thing  is  done.  A  number 
of  curbstone  brokers — and  perhaps,  curbstone  brokers  that  have  lost  all 
their  money  in  some  speculation — they  put  up  a  scheme,  get  a  parcel 
of  theim  together,  and  incorporate.  How  do  the^  incorporate  ?  They 
select  some  good  business  man,  some  merchant,  with  whom  one  of  them 
has  had  a  personal  acquaintance.  In  better  davs  he  may  have  bought 
a  bill  of  goods  of  him.  He  goes  to  him  and  tells  him  a  fine  story,  and 
finally  tells  him :  We  want  to  put  you  in  as  one  of  the  corporators. 
They  go  and  print  their  stock  on  credit.  They  struggle  around  and 
raise  the  fifteen  dollars  necessary  to  pay  the  oflicers'  fees  for  filing  the 
certificate.  By  and  by  when  the  printer  wants  his  pay  they  go  and  strike 
this  gentleman  whom  they  have  put  in  as  one  of  the  corporators  for 
fifbv  dollars,  or  one  hundred  dollars,  for  the  expense  of  printing  their  stock 
and  for  office  rent,  where  they  have  out  their  sign  and  commence 
selling  this  stock,  and  so  they  ring  in  one  after  another.  This  is  the 
kind  of  corporation  that  we  desire  to  discourage.  Now,  if  they  have  to 
pay  one  hundred  dollars  down,  instead  of  fifteen,  they  could  not  incor- 
porate at  all,  because  they  could  not  get  this  gentleman  whom  they 
afterwards  strike  to  put  up  for  one  hundred  dollars  to  begin  with — not  a 
bit  of  it  Now,  a  gentleman  has  just  handed  me  one  of  these  cer- 
tificates as  an  example,  and  it  is  stated  to  me  as  a  fact — ^"  capital  stock, 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars."  This  is  an  old  one ;  they  do  things 
better  now,  they  make  it  ten  million  dollars.  This  one  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  they  sell,  and  it  is  just  such  a  scheme  as  I  have  described 
you,  there  tiever  was  a  scratch  in  the  ground,  and  there  never  was  a 
claim  staked  off. 

Mb.  AYERS.    What  company  ? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  This  is  only  one  of  hundreds  and  hundreds  of 
them.  The  newspapers  give  you  every  morning  two  or  three  of  these 
things  that  are  started,  and  there  is  not  a  dollar,  or  a  mine,  or  anything 
at  all.  You  say  that  people  have  no  business  to  invest  their  money  in 
that  kind  of  a  swindle. 

Mb.  REDDY.  How  many  swindles  do  you  know  in  connection  with 
irrigating  companies? 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  not  in  the  watering  business.  I  am  in  favor 
of  squeezing  the  water  out  of  them. 

Mb.  REDDY.  How  many  swindles  are  there  among  the  companies 
formed  for  swamp  land  reclamation? 


Mb.  REYNOLDS.  All  that  catechism  is  aside  from  this  argument. 
This  committee  well  know  that  this  is  a  blow  at  the  wildcat  schemes  put 
up  in  California  street. 

Mb.  GREGG.    Cannot  these  corporations  be  formed  out  of  the  State? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  They  can  be  fornued  elsewhere,  but  not  here. 
There  is  a  law  on  the  statute  books  that  no  foreign  corporation  shall 
enjoy  any  of  the  privileges  of  the  law  of  this  State  concerning  corpora- 
tions, without  first  complying  with  the  law  relating  to  domestic  corpo- 
rations. Now,  sir,  there  is  scarcely  a  corporation  on  the  Pacific  Coast 
that  is  not  incorporated  in  San  Francisco.  There  is  a  reason  for  this. 
What  is  the  reason?  Why  do  they  come  to  San  Francisco?  Because 
San  Francisco  is  the  field  for  them  to  pluck.  It  is  their  harvest  field. 
It  is  the  place  where  they  must  go  in  order  that  they  can  get  hold  of 
that  great  community  of  three  hundred  thousand  people,  and  through 
them  the  other  six  hundred  thousand  people  of  the  Pacific  Coast.  Talk 
about  incorporating  a  mine  in  Inyo  County,  or  in  El  Dorado  County, 
and  then  undertaking  to  float  it  on  the  stock  market  in  San  Francisco! 
Why,  you  never  would  hear  of  it.  The  result  is,  that  where  there  is  a 
legitimate  enterprise  on  foot,  and  they  desire  to  incorporate  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, they  will  incorporate  there,  and  they  will  pay  this  one  hundred 
dollars  fee  for  doing  so,  if  there  is  anything  in  their  ousiness.  But  if  it 
is  a  Wildcat  scheme,  and  there  is  nothing  in  it,  and  they  have  got  to  put 
up  one  hundred  dollars  before  they  can  start,  it  never  will  be  put  up. 
So  that  there  is  never  going  to  be  any  harm  done  to  legitimate  enter- 
prises. It  is  easy  to  see  that,  because  nineteen  twentieths  of  the  incor- 
porations of  the  Pacific  Coast  are  filed  in  San  Fr&ncisco,  there  must  be 
some  good  reason  for  it.     I  tell  you,  it  commends  itself  to  the  intelli- 

?'ence  of  every  member  of  this  committee,  that  if  there  is  a  good  reason 
or  it,  and  if  the  company  desire  to  incorporate  a  legitimate  enterprise,  a 
hundred  dollar  fee,  or  a  two  hundred,  or  a  three  hundred  dollar  fee,  for 
that  matter,  would  flever  discourage  them.  But  I  tell  you  I  know 
whereof  I  speak,  when  I  say  that  two  or  three  hundred  dollars,  or  one 
hundred  dollars,  will  discourage  the  best  part  of  these  wonderful  corpo- 
rations which  vou  read  about  in  the  newspapers  that  are  constantly 
being  filed  on  the  list  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

SPRECH   op   MR.    KLEINE. 

Mr.  KLEINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  beard  considerable  about 
mines  here  among  gentlemen,  and  about  wildcats,  and  about  swindling. 
The  gentleman  tliat  just  sat  down,  he  exhibited  a  certificate.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  is  the  way  he  lost  all  his  money.  WeH,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  heard  considerable  about  the  cause  of  the  manv  men  that  have 
committed  suicides  about  mining  stocks,  but  not  one  oi  these  gentlemen 
have  told  us  about  the  blessings  from  these  mines.  I  will  tell  you,  gen- 
tlemen, some  of  the  blessings  now,  some  of  the  benefits  which  the  Corn- 
stock  has  produced  upon  the  State  of  California  and  Nevada.  In  the 
first  place,  I  know  whereof  I  speak.  I  lived  on  the  Comstock  eleven 
years,  and  I  know  something  about  it.  The  Comstock  pays  up  over  one 
hundred  and  seven  millions  in  dividends.  The  mines  in  the  State  of 
Nevada  employ  over  twenty  thousand  men ;  they  support  their  families; 
men,  women,  and  children,  depending  on  the  mines;  and  do  they  work 
for  a  dollar  a  day?  No,  sir  I  They  get  four  dollars  a  day  for  eight 
hours'  work — thanks  to  the  Miners'  Union  for  that.  In  Virginia  City 
alone  we  have  about  twenty  or  twenty-five  great  mines — wnat  I  call 
mines — that  have  produced — and  every  man  has  been  buying  mines. 
And  these  gentlemen  who  are  members  of  this* Convention  are  crying 
against  these  mines;  why?  I  tell  you^why.  They  have  been  the 
victims.  They  have  dealt  in  mining  stocks  and  they  have  lost  their 
money,  and  they  are  cursing  the  mines.  They  bought  mining  stocks 
with  the  intention  of  getting  the  best  of  these  men  and  these  men  got 
the  best  of  them,  and  now  they  are  cursing  them. 

Now  you  cut  away  the  mining  interest  in  this  State  and  I  tell  you  it 
is  only  to  help  the  Mongolian  to  stay.  And  I  predict  that  property  on 
California,  Pine,  and  Montgomery  streets,  and  ail  property  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, will  depreciate  fifty  per  cent.,  and  the  Chinamen  would  occupy 
that  part  of  tne  city,  and  tne  City  of  San  Francisco  would  pray  for  the 
stock  board  again.  I  am  no  stock  gambler;  I  am  a  working  man.  I 
work  with  my  hands  and  I  intend  to  do  so  as  long  as  I  live.  I  have 
done  it  and  I  expect  to  do  it  till  my  life  has  an  end.  But  I  say  mining 
stocks  and  mines  in  this  State  are  a  blessing  to  the  country. 

Now  I  know— I  heard  a  gentleman  say — a  great  many  blow  their 
brains  out.  Gentlemen,  I  know  business  men  sometimes  blow  their 
brains  out.  The  man  that  would  blow  his  brains  out  because  he  loses  a 
little  money  in  mining  stocks,  that  same  man  will  blow  his  brains  out 
when  he  loses  in  business  or  anything  else.  I  say  that  a  man  that  will 
blow  his  brains  out  because  he  loses  money,  I  don't  think  that  man  is  of 
sound  mind. 

Now,  gentleman,  as  I  have  said,  remember  that  there  are  between 
twenty-five  thousand  and  thirty  thousand  families  depending  upon  the 
mining  interest  of  Nevada,  and  if  you  put  this  down,  you  put  down 
the  best  interest  in  the  State.  There  are  many  men  that  go  down  to  the 
stock  market  to  buy  stocks.  For  what  pursose  ?  For  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting the  best  of  these  men.  And  some  men  are  so  foolish.  They  buy 
this  mining  stock — they  never  will  use  their  iudgment  as  they  use  it  in 
other  business,  but  they  will  buy  the  very  lowest  wildcat  stock,  and 
they  are  so  foolish  they  never  will  buy  real  good  stock,  where  they 
expect  to  develop  ore.    They  always  buy  up  some  old  wildcat. 

Now,  gentlemen,  I  ask  you,  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  what  is  a 
wildcat?  [Laughter.]  I  remember  eight  years  ago — I  recollect  the 
California  mine  and  the  Consolidated  Virginia  mine  was  a  wildcat.  So 
it  was.  They  had  nothing  in  there,  and  it  was  sold  for  one  dollar  and 
fifty  cents  a  share.  Well,  it  was  con^dered  a  wildcat.  What  did  it 
prove  to  be?  It  proved  to  be  a  mine — the  richest  mine  that  ever  was 
discovered.  They  paid  over  fifty  million  dollars  to  its  shareholders. 
What  did  they  do?  •  When  they  went  down  to  prospect  that  mine  they 
could  not  prospect  that  mine  except  it  was  an  incorporated  company, 
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for  prirate  individuals  could  never  have  developed  the  Corasfcock  lode. 
You  must  remember  that  there  is  a  diflerence  between  a  silver  mine 
and  a  gold  mine  in  California.  These  mines  in  San  Francisco  cost 
millions  and  millions  of  dollars;  it  coats  millions  of  dollars  to  sink  a 
shafl.  It  costs  millions  of  dollars  to  erect  the  machinery,  and  therefore 
it  requires  assessments  in  order  to  develop  these  mines;  and  I  say  that 
the  man  that  finds  fault  with  them,  all  be  has  to  do  is  to  let  him  stay 
away  from  them.  No  man  compels  you  to  buy  mining  stock  if  you 
don't  see  fit  to  do  so.  Therefore  let  us  go  for  the  land  grabbers! 
[Laughter.]  Let  us  go  for  these  men  that  hold  live  or  six  hundred 
thousand  acres  of  land.  They  pay  no  taxes.  Go  for  them,  and  then 
you  will  have  accomplished  everything.  And  I  say  to  you  delegates 
from  San  Francisco,  if  you  want  to  make  yourselves  conspicuous,  go 
for  those  men,  and  not  make  people  believe  that  you  want  to  do  some- 
thing by  going  for  the  mining  interest.  No,  you  won't  do  it!  Not  a 
bit  of  it. 

Let  mining  prospecting  go  od>  and  not  discourage  it,  and  encourage  it 
all  you  can.  But  I  say  these  mines,  or  this  wildci\t  stock — which  some 
of  the  gentlemen  declare  wildcat  stock — I  warn  you  keep  out  of  them ; 
don't  buy  them.  I  know  that  men  want  to  buy  them  if  they  think 
they  can'double  their  money  on  them.  That  is  what  all  these  men  are 
after  that  purchase  mining  stocks.  Now,  gentlemen,  for  my  own  part  I 
am  not  a  mining  stock  gambler,  although  I  purchase  mining  stock 
once  in  awhile — I  always  use  my  judgment,  t  never  purchase  wild- 
cat stock.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  MgFARLAND.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  what  stock 
to  buy? 

Mr.  KLEINE.  Yes,  I  will  tell  you  what  to  buy  if  you  want  to  make 
money.  You  buy  the  stock  when  it  is  low  and  sell  them  when  they  go 
up,  and  when  you  purchase,  then  don't  you  buy  them  on  a  margin, 
[liaughter.] 

RSXARKS   OF   MR.    BARRY. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  this  section  should 
be  stricken  out.  I  believe  that  the  only  reason  the  committee  had  w^as 
that  they  aimed  to  strike  at  a  great  evil — that  of  dealing  in  the  class  of 
mines  lo  which  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds,  has 
referred,  and  which,  perhaps,  the  gentleman  himself  has  dealt  in.  But 
it  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  honest  legitimate  mining  of  this 
State.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  incor{K)rations  and  those  that  form 
incorporations  for  the  purpose  of  developing  the  resources  of  the  State; 
not  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  money  from  the  chambermaids  and 
those  who  are  in  the  humblest  walks  of  life;  those  who  may  be  hostlers. 
But  this  section  aims  a  direct  blow  at  the  legitimate  mining  interests  of 
this  State,  and  if  not  a  death  blow,  certainly  one  that  would  work  a 
gierious  injury,  if  not  an  irreparable  one.  In  every  mining  county  in  this 
State  mining  corporations  are  formed  for  the  purpose  of  developing  the 
hidden  resources  of  the  hills.  It  requires  a  large  expenditure  of  money, 
in  many  instances  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars,  to  develop  a  mine. 
In  many  instances  they  prove  veVy  valuable,  not  only  to  those  who  are 
interested,  but  to  the  county  and  the  State  at  large.  It  has  been  admitted 
that  these  mining  interests  are  of  great  benefit  to  the  State.  There  is 
no  man  who  is  aware  of  the  great  good  that  is  done  in  legitimate  min- 
ing enterprises  but  who  would  admit  that  to  incorporate  this  section  into 
the  Constitution  of  this  State  would  be  dealing  a  very  serious  blow,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  tp  legitimate  mining.  It  would  arrest  the  golden 
stream  which  is  flowing  continuously  into  the  lap  of  commerce,  which 
bus  helped  to  build  up  the  State  and  make  it  the  pride  and  admiration 
of  every  Californian.  How  can  any  man  wish  to  destroy  this  interest 
for  the  sake  of  reaching  the  evil  which  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
ri-sco  has  pointed  out,  and  which  we  all  admit  to  exist?  But  I  Miy  that 
the  result  desired  will  not  be  accomplished  by  this  section.  These  men 
who  form  these  companies  for  the  ostensible  purpose  of  develoning  mines 
in  Nevada,  when  it  is  really  only  a  mine  upon  paper,  will  not  be  arretted 
in  their  work  by  this  section.  They  will  still  continue  to  incorporate 
because  they  are  able  to  pay  the  amount  required  by  this  section^  because 
they  know  that  they  can  fleece  those  who  may  be  gulled  by  their  opera- 
tions. If  we  would  encourage  this  great  industry,  if  we  would  not 
thwart  the  honest  purposes  or  miners  to  help  themselves  and  to  build 
up  the  mining  resources  of  the  county  in  which  they  incorporate,  and 
in  which  ibey  do  their  business,  to  the  benefit  of  the  whole  State,  then 
I  say  that  this  section  should  be  stricken  out. 

It  would  also  do  injury  in  other  cases.  There  may  be  corporations 
formed  for  manufacturing  purposes,  and  for  many  other  classes  of  busi- 
ness which  would  be  discouraged,  and  in  many  cases  they  would  be 
wholly  prevented  from  forming  themselves  into  ^rporations,  for  not 
only  their  own  gooil,  but  for  the  interest  of  the  people.  I  trust  that  the 
good  sense  of  this  committee  will  determine  that  tnis  section  would  do 
more  harm  than  it  would  do  good;  that  it  would  strike  a  very  serious 
blow  at  our  legitimate  enterprises.  If  these  gentlemen  desire  to  correct 
a  great  evil,  and  I  must  say  that  we  are  all  with  them  in  that,  let  them 
adopt  another  mode.  Let  them  provide  another  section  to  strike  at 
these  great  evils,  and  I  say  that  we  from  the  mountains  and  from  the 
interior  generally,  will  be  with  them  heart  and  soul. 

RKMARKS   OK   MR.    LARKTN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  would  like  to  see  this  discussion 
closed.  But  these  gentlemen  seem  to  desire  a  direct  tax  to  be  raised 
upon  incorporations  to  be  formed  in  the  future.  Under  the  last  clause 
ot  section  eight,  the  Legislature  may  impose  any  license  or  other  tax 
on  persons  or  corporations  owning  or  using  franchises  or  corporate 
privileges.  Under  that  provision  the  twenty  thousand  corporations 
may  be  licensed,  and  should  be  licensed.  In  that  way  a  revenue  can 
be  obtained,  and  those  corporations  holding  property  and  not  doing 
business  may  be  compelled  to  disincorporate.  There  should  be  a  license 
of  that  class  of  corjwrations  to  show  whether  they  haVe  any  vitality, 
and  if  they  do  not  pay  their  license  they  should  be  wiped  out.     But 


this  proposition  is  only  for  a  direct  tax  upon  incorporations  filed  in  the 
future.  This  is  not  the  way  to  arrive  at  this  question.  I  desire  to 
license  all  corporations  doing  business  in  this 'State.  It  makes  no  differ- 
ence whether  they  are  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  this  State  or  not. 
I  think  that  the  section  should  be  stricken  out,  and  allow  the  Legisla- 
ture to  license  all  corporations  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the 
State,  or  doing  business  in  the  State.  I  think  that  would  be  much 
better. 

Mr.  LAMPSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  the 
section,  but  I  think  there  has  been  sufficient  discussion,  and  therefore  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  main  question  was  ordered.  * 

Thr  CIIAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion seven. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

•   LICENBS8. 

Thr  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  eight. 

The  secretary  rea<l : 

Skc.  8.  No  license  tax  shall  be  imposed  by  this  State,  or  any  muni- 
cipality thereof,  upon  any  trade,  calling,  occupation,  or  business,  except 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  wine,  spirituous,  and  malt  liquors,  shows, 
theaters,  menageries,  sleight  of  hand  performances,  exhibitions  for 
profit,  and  such  other  business  and  occupations  of  like  character  as  the 
Legislature  may  judge  the  public  peace  or  good  order  m&y  require  to  be 
under  special  State  or  municipal  control.  But  the  Legislature  may  by 
law  impose  any  license,  or  other  tax,  on  persons  or  corporations  owning 
or  using  franchises  or  corporate  privileges. 

Mr.  STUART.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read : 

"Insert  after  the  word ' liquors,'  in  the  fourth  line,  the  words  'by 
other  than  the  grower  of  the  product  from  which  they,  or  any  of  them, 
are  manufactured."' 

Mr.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  is  only  to  relieve  the  producers 
of  wine,  or  the  growers  of  grapes,  from  being  classified  with  the  retailers, 
and  the  theaters  and  managers  of  other  institutions  to  be  licensed.  I 
think,  sir,  that  it  is  not  proper  that  they  should  be  placed  there.  I 
think  that  our  interest  is  sufficiently  taxed  to  warrant  us  to  claim 
exemption  from  the  ordinary  retail  dealers'  license.  I  therefore  offer 
this  amendment  to  the  section  as  being  only  just  to  ourselves,  and  think 
the  Chairman  will  probably  accept  it  as  an  amendment. 

Mr.  CAPLES.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  section  eight. 

Mr.  AYERS.     I  second  the  motion. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  wholly  unnecessary.  It  is  an 
attempt  to  do  that  which  should  not  be  done  in  a  Constitution.  It  is 
proposed  here  to  do  a  certain  thing,  and  then  it  empowers  the  Legisla- 
ture to  do  it.  It  is  a  species  of  attempt  to  legislate  upon  every  trivial 
matter — matters  that  should  be  left  wholly  to  the  Legislature:  and  the 
section  itself  does  leave  it  to  the  Legislature.  Therefore,  why  put  it  into 
the  Constitution  at  all.  I  do  earnestly  desire  that  it  be  stricken  out.* 
There  is  no  necessity  for  the  section  at  all. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  that  the  motion  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Caples,  to  strike  out  this  section, 
will  prevail.  The  matters  treated  of  are  matters  purely  of  legislative 
discretion.  It  ought  not  to  be  expected  that  this  Convention  should 
designate  what  matters  should  be  taxed  in  this  respect.  These  are  not 
fundamental  mattera.  These  are  matters  upon  which  the  Legislature 
can  safely  be  trusted.  These  are  matters  upon  which  we  ought  not  to 
provide  by  the  higher  rule  of  the  Constitution.  I  know  that  hitherto 
the  policy  of  the  State,  and  of  all  the  States,  has  been,  to  a  great  extent, 
to  provide  a  considerable  portion  of  its  revenue  by  licenses  upon  various 
occupations.  Whether  that  is  a  correct  or  an  incorrect  policy,  I  think  it 
is  at  least  safe  to  leave  it  as  a  question  of  legislative  discretion,  and  not 
undertake  to  perpetuate  an  error  which  we  may  fall  into  in  this  Con- 
stitution. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  questipn  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Stuart. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Caples,  to  strike  out  section  eight. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

POLL   TAX. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  nine. 

The  secretary  read : 

Skc.  9.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  levy  and  collection  of 
an  annual  poll  tax  of  not  less  than  two  dollars,  for  school  purposes,  on 
every  male  inhabitant  of  this  State  over  twenty-one 'and  under  sixty 
years  of  age,  except  paupers,  idiots,  insane  persons,  and  Indians  not 
taxed.    Said  tax  shall  be  paid  into  the  6tat«  school  Fund. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  section  nine. 

Mr.  caples.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  move  to  amend  the  section 
so  as  to  make  the  tax  payable  into  the  county  Hospital  Fund  of  the  county 
in  which  it  is  collected. 

The  chairman.  The  gentleman's  motion  is  not  in  order  at 
present. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  was  a  division  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Revenue  and  Taxation  on  this  section.  I  opposed  it  alto- 
gether, with  Messrs.  Dudley,  Overton,  Tull^r,  and  Turner.  I  see  that 
Major  Biggs  is  here.  He  offered  it  in  committee,  and  I  call  upon  him 
to  state  to  the  committee  the  reasons  upon  which  he  based  his  support. 

REMARKS   OP    MR.   BIQOS. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  state  in  a  few  words  why  I 
offered  this  amendment  in  the  committee,  and  I  was  very  much  sur- 
prised to  find  a  dissenting  voice  in  the  committee.  I  am  more  surprised 
to  pee  gentlemen  on  this  floor  opposing  it  who  have  repeatedly  announced 
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that  one  great  cause  of  complaint  against  Mongolian  immigration  was 
that  the  Chinamen  were  no.lbenefit  to  the  State.  Sir,  when  I  was  elected 
to  a  seat  upon  this  floor  I  promised  my  constituents  that  I  would  do 
everything  in  my  power  to  get  rid  of  this  Mongolian  element  that  is 
here.  Almost  all  of  the  other  gentlemen  came  here  under  similar 
promises,  and  I  am  surprised  to  find  that  they  do  not  want  to  tax  them 
one  dollar  for  school  purposes,  or  for  any  other  purpose.  They  want 
them  to  stay  here  ana  live  under  the  protection  of  the  Government,  free. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  They  have  been  taxed  by  the  Legislature,  always; 
ever  since  the  State  was  organized. 

Mr.  biggs.  We  propose  to  tax  them  in  our  organic  law,  and  we  pro- 
pose to  do  it  annually,  in  the  sum  of  two  dollars  per  head.  And  I  want 
to  know  if  there  is  a  man  here,  or  a  good  citizen  anywhere  in  the  State, 
who  is  not  willing  to  pay  two  dollars  a  year  for  the  common  schools  of 
this  State.  I  want  it  paid  into  the  General  School  Fund  of  the  State. 
And  if  there  is  a  gentleman  here  within»the  sound  of  my  voice  who 
would  not  pay  two  dollars  a  year  to  educate  the  youth  of  this  State,  why 
I  say  he  is  made  of  different  material  from  what  I  am.  There  is  no 
road  tax — only  a  poll  tax  of  two  dollars  on  the  head,  and  that  for  school 
purposes.  Let  gentlemen  think  what  amount  San  Francisco  would 
receive  from  Chinamen  alone.  In  San  Francisco  the  Chinamen  num- 
ber— how  many  Mr.  Barbour? 

Me.  BARBOUR.    About  thirty  thousand-r-permaneut. 

Mb.  biggs.  Yes;  thirty  thousand  permanent,  and  perhaps  ten 
thousand  more  floating.  That  would  make  eighty  thousand  dollars  you 
can  collect  from  the  Chinamen  alone  in  San  Francisco  for  school  pur-, 
poses.  I  want  to  tax  everv  man  over  twentv-one  and  under  sixty  years 
of  age,  and  I  want  it  paid  into  the  General  School  Fund.  The  rest  of 
the  people  are  willing  to  pay  this  tax  so  that  we  can  get  it  from  the 
Chinamen  too.  You  who  are  really  opposed  to  Chine£>e  immigration 
ought  to  join  me,  and  lot  us  tax  them  in  every  way,  shape,  and  form, 
until  we  get  rid  of  them. 

Mb.  TULLY.  When  we  get  rid  of  them  we  don't  want  this  in  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  BIGGS.     First  catch  your  hare. 

Mr.  STUART.  Are  there  any  children  of  Mongolians  that  go  to  the 
schools  ? 

Mb.  biggs.    There  are. 

Mb.  STUART.    The  public  schools? 

Mb.  biggs.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  want  to  make  them  pay.  Our 
prisons  are  filled  with  them,  and  our  hospitals  are  filled  with  them. 
Let  us  do  it.    They  will  not  tax  you.    You  are  too  old 

Mb.  STUART.  I  am  not  too  old  to  be  taxed,  or  drafted  into  the  army. 
Does  not  the  gentleman  know  that  there  is  a  law  that  prohibits  the 
Mongolian  children  receiving  any  of  the  benefits  of  our  School  Fund; 
that  the  negro  and  the  Indian  have  a  right  to  education,  but  that  the 
children  of  the  Mongolian  have  none? 

Mr.  biggs.  I  propose  to  tax  them. 
•  Mb.  STUART.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  Mongolian  now  pays  his 
tax  more  freely  and  more  punctually  than  the  white  man  that  travels 
the  country.  The  gentleman  knows  these  things  and  so  do  these  other 
gentlemen,  and  when  he  comes  to  talk  on  that  subject  I  am  going  to 
nave  a  talk  ou  it. 

Mr.  biggs.  I  am  not  as  fortunate  as  to  employ  such  help  as  he 
does.  I  employ  the  Anglo-Saxon  race.  I  do  not  employ  one  China- 
man—except a  cook.  [Laughter.]  The  gentlemen  may  laugh.  I 
would  not  give  one  old  fashioned  negro  for  a  dozen  of  them. 

Mb.  STUART.     In  olden  times  I  would  not. 

Mb.  BIGGS.  I  would  tax  every  man  under  sixty  years  of  age,  and  I 
want  to  make  it  a  general  fund. 

BRMABKS   OP    MB.   SMITH. 

Mb.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  this  section 
will  not  be  stricken  out,  as  I  wish  to  introduce  an  amendment  prohibit- 
ing any  poll  tax  or  capitation  tax. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  That  would  not  be  an  amendment — to  prohibit 
what  the  section  provides  for. 

Mb.  SMITH.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  kind  of  a  tax  should  not  be 
allowed.  Now,  so  far  as  my  experience  and  knowledge  of  collecting 
taxes  of  this  kind  is  concerned,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  one  of  the  most 
fruitful  sources  of  swindling,  and  taking  money  by  the  Tax  Collectors. 
There  being  no  assessment  of  poll  taxes,  the  Tax  Collector  can  put  into 
his  packets  thousands  of  dollars  and  nobo<iy  know  anything  about  it. 
The  idea  that  we  have  established,  so  far  as  we  have  gone,  is  to  tax  all 
property.  The  idea  is  that  the  poor  man,  who  has  no  property,  pajs  no 
tax.  lie  pays  more  taxes  in  pro[x)rtion  to  his  ability  than  the  richest 
man  in  the  country.  Taxation  shifts  itself.  Every  man  who  pays  a  tax 
shifts  it  upon  somebody  else.  A  tax  is  shifted  from  one  to  the  other 
until  it  goes  down  to  the  bottom,  where  it  can  be  shifted  no  longer. 
Those  men  who  have  property  shift  it  upon  those  who  rent  property 
from  them,  and  it  rests  finally  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  poor  man. 
The  tax  is  taken  from  the  poor  man  before  he  gets  his  pay.  It  is  taken 
from  the  amount  that  he  earns.  And  then  you  are  going  to  pile  on 
more  taxes  by  taxing  him  for  his  head.  It  is  against  principle;  it  is 
against  policy;  it  is  against  the  theorv  of  taxation,  and  I  hope  that  the 
section  will  not  be  stricken  out,  but  that  we  will  amend  it  so  as  to  pro- 
hibit the  tax.  If  we  strike  it  out  the  Legislature  will  have  the  power 
to  levy  a  poll  tax.  If  we  say  nothing  about  it  we  give  the  Legislature 
that  power.     I  say  that  it  should  be  prohibited  in  this  section. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  voted  against  the  section  in  the 
committee  for  the  reason  that  I  do  not  believe  it  is  a  fit  place  for  it  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  State.  I  think  it  may  be  very  properly  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Legislature,  and  for  the  same  reason  I  shall  vote 
to  strike  it  out  here. 

Mb.  TULLY.  For  the  same  reasons  assigned  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee  I  hope  that  it  will  be  stricken  out. 


BRMABKS   OF   MB.   BARBOUB. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  shall  not  be  content  with  the 
mere  striking  out  of  this  section.  I  want  a  distinct  and  positive  declara- 
tion here  that  this  oppressive  tax,  which  is  not  justified  by  any  proper 
principle  of  taxation  at  all,  that  the  Legislature  shall  be  forever  prohib- 
ited from  imposing  any  tax  upon  the  poll.  I  propose  to  offer  a  section 
exactly  the  same  as  it  is  in  the  Ohio  Constitution.  I  believe  it  contains 
the  correct  expression  of  the  doctrine.     It  is  as  follows: 

"The  levying  of  taxes,  by  the  poll,  is  grievous  and  oppressive;  there- 
fore the  General  Assembly  shall  never  levy  a  poll  tax  for  county  or  State 
purposes." 

According  to  all  the  tenor  of  all  the  debates  in  this  Convention,  it  seems 
to  me  that  gentlemen  cannot  consistently  oppose  the  insertion  in  the 
Constitution  of  a  proposition  like  that.  All  have  contended  that  taxa- 
tion should  be  upon  property,  and  upon  property  alone.  Now,  sir,  has 
a  head  any  value?  1  can  prove  by  tne  Sacramento  Record-Union  that 
two  thirds  of  the  heads  in  this  Convention  have  no  value.  What  better 
authority  do  you  want  than  that? 

Mr.  biggs.    Those  men  pay  no  taxes,  but  they  receive  protection. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    Is  that  your  principle  of  taxation — protection? 

Mr.  BIGGS.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Are  you  in  favor  of  equal  taxation?  The  gentle- 
man declines  to  answer.  It  is  not  equal.  It  does  not  work  equally. 
The  tax  is  made  to  fall — all  taxes  are  made  to  fall — upon  the  laborer. 
It  is  a  demonstrable  fact  that  the  taxation  of  the  country  must  neces- 
sarily fall  upon  the  labor  of  the  country.  All  writers  on  political  econ- 
omy admit  and  state  the  truth  of  that  proposition.  Ultimately  the 
whole  burden  of  taxation  falls  upon  the  laborer.  The  labor  constitutes 
the  wealth  of  the  country,  and  pays  the  taxes.  It  is  not  merely  the  man 
who  takes  the  sack  of  corn  up  to  the  counter.  He  is  from  the  producing 
community. 

Mr.  TULLY.    Does  not  the  laborer  esca])e  taxation  on  that? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  No.  He  pays  the  tax.  Every  man  who  is  laboring 
constantly  produces  wealth,  and  he  pays  the  tax.  Now,  you  propose  to 
stick  an  extra  tax  upon  his  poll  and  all  he  has  product  auring  the 
year.  It  is  unjust  and  oppressive,  and  I  hope  the  Convention  will  not 
be  content  with  striking  it  out,  but  will  put  in  a  positive  declaration  that 
such  a  tax  shall  not  be  levied. 

REMARKS   OF   MB.   CAPLRS. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  no  objection  to  striking  out 
the  whole  matter  and  leaving  it  to  the  Legislature,  but  if  that  is  not 
done  I  shall  certainly  insist  upon  my  amendment.  In  answer  to  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour,  I  have  something  to  say.  I 
do  not  know  how  I  can  illustrate  better  than  to  give  a  little  of  my  own 
experience.  I,  Mr.  Chairman,  have  been  a  large  employer  for  the  last 
twenty-nine  years ;  have  had  in  my  employ  thousands  of  men ;  and  I 
make  the  a«%rtion  here  that  ninety-five  per  cent.,  or  more  than  ninety- 
five  per  cent,  of  the  men  that  I  have  hacnn  my  employ,  spent  their  money 
as  fast  as  they  earned  it;— it  goes  to  the  saloons;  this  is  true  as  regards 
seventy-five  per  cent,  I  have  often,  actuated  by  a  feeling  of  charity, 
remonstrated,  more  particularly  with  men  advanced  in  years,  who  were 
in  my  service,  on  the  folly  of  abusing  themselves  in  that  way,  and  have 
reasoned  with  them  in  this  way  :  *'Now,*'  said  I,  "you  are  getting  old, 
and  after  awhile  you  will  be  sick  and  unable  to  work,  and  you  will 
come  to  want."  "No,  no,  by  no  means;  there  is  a  county  hospital. 
No  danger  of  us  coming  to  want,  there  is  a  countv  hospital  provided 
for  us.''  Now,  I  ask,  in  all  common  reason,  if  t^ose  men  live  and 
squander  their  money  in  this  way,  should  they  not  be  compelled  to 
contribute  a  little  mite  to  the  common  fund,  I  do  not  say  to  the  School 
Fund,  but  to  the  County  Hospital  Fund,  to  provide  them  with  the  refuge 
that  they  rely  upon,  when  you  tax  every  economical,  industrious  man 
upon  everything  he  acouires  from  his  earnings?  I  say  that  the  proposi- 
tion is  founded  in  wisdom,  in  justice,  in  equity,  and  that  no  man  can 
complain.  Therefore,  if  the  motion  to  strike  out  fails,  I  shall  insist 
upon  my  amendment. 

BKMABKS   OF    MR.   OBACE. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  argument  of  the  gentleman  from 
Sacramento,  Mr.  Caples,  is  a  strange  one.  Just  suppose  that  the  laboring 
class  of  this  State;  the  men  that  do  the  work;  the  producers;  the  men 
that  pack  the  hod,  that  plow  the  sod ;  supposing  that  they  never  save  a 
red  cent— and  I  recognize  the  fact  that  they  don't  save  a  great  deal — is 
there  any  justice,  any  logic,  any  reason  to  be  given  why  the  State  should 
say :  '.'  These  boys  are  going  to  work  for  a  week,  and  they  will  be  dis- 
charged as  soon  as  th«y  are  through.  Now,  we. can  steal  two,  or  three, 
or  four  dollars  from  them.  This  State  can  catch  them  now,  and  take  the 
money  out  of  their  wages  before  they  are  paid.  It  is  not  right  to  take 
it,  but  then  they  give  it  to  the  saloons,  and  we  only  take  it  for  a  hospital 
fund.  They  can  die  in  the  poorhouse.*'  This  is  a  brilliant  idea  to  bring 
here  before  an  intelligent  body  of  men.  I  tell  you  that  the  comforts  are 
not  very  great  in  a  poorhouse.  I  t^jll  you  that  the  working  men  that 
produce  all  the  wealth  of  the  world  have  little  themselves,  and  it  is  rob- 
bery to  impose  a  poll  tax  upon  them.  I  have  seen  the  injustice  of  it.  I 
have  felt  it.  I  haVe  been  a  tramp.  I  have  tramped  through  fourteen 
States  of  the  Union,  all  the  Territories,  and  elsewhere.  I  have  traveled 
fifteen  hundred  miles  in  a  line,  working  at  almost  everything.  I  am  a 
carpenter.  I  have  packed  my  tools  upon  Yny  shoulder  through  every 
street  in  San  Francisco.  I  can  shove  a  jack  plane,  and  I  can  come  and 
talk  constitutional  law  with  the  lawyers.  [Laughter.]  I  say  that  the 
man  who  has  no  properly  ought  not  to  pay  taxes,  and  I  am  opposed  to 
this  section,  and  hope  that  it  will  be  stricken  out  and  Mr.  Barbour's 
amendment  put  in. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   ORRQO. 

• 

Mr.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman  :  My  friend  Mr.  Barbour  is  just  begin- 
ning to  get  his  eyes  open.     I  used,  the  other  day,  the  very  argument 
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which  he  uses  now^  that  the  poor  man  ha»  to  pay  the  taxes.  It  results 
in  that.  I  am  opposed  to  this  section.  I  am  opposed  to  levying  any 
poll  tax.  A  poll  tiuc  is  an  odious  thing.  It  is  odious  because  it  is  levied 
indiscriminately  against  those  who  are  able  to  pay  and  those  who  are 
not.  I  would  like  to  see  the  schema  of  my  friend  Barbour  carried  out 
even  where  this  tax  is  collected.  The  poll  tax  man  puis  a  large  quantity 
of  it  into  his  pocket.  The  public  never  get  the  Benefit  of  it.  I  ho|)e 
there  will  be  an  absolute  prohibition  against  any  poll  tax  whatever,  for 
when  the  fanner  pays  the  property  tax  he  will  see  where  the  money 
goes. 

RKMABKS   OF    MR.    WTATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  section  will  be  stricken 
out,  and  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Barbour  adopted.  A  man  who  has 
nothing  pays  plenty  of  tax  in. the  exactions  that  are  made  upon  him  for 
living.  The  man  who  has  nothing  but  his  head  to  protect,  gives  more 
protection  to  the  community,  in  my  view,  than  any  other  man  in  the 
community,  as  regards  his  relationship  to  thecommunity  in  his  individ- 
ual capacity.  What  would  the  property  in  this  State  be  worth  if  it  was 
not  for  the  two  or  three  hundrea  thousand  men  who  are  comparatively 
property  less?  Who  could  defend  you  in  war  or  make  you  strong  in 
peace?  Who  can  carry  forward  the  great  works  that  are  necessary  to  be 
carried  forward  in  order  to  maintain  the  State  in  all  its  relationships  to 
itself  and  to  society)  but  this  vast  army  of  men  who  own  comparatively 
no  property?  They  are  a  security  to  you  who  do  own  the  property. 
They  are  the  men  who  make  property  valuable  to  you,  and  without  them 
y»»u  could  not  own  property.  You  could  not  stand  here  as  a  little  hand- 
ful of  capitalists  and  land  owners.  In  connection  with  owning  these 
fields,  you  Kave  also  to  bring  with  you  the  laboring  man,  the  poor  man — 
he  who  fills  up  society;  he  who  is  the  army;  he  who  is  that  substratum 
upon  which  society  is  founded,  rests,  and  exists.  His  presence  alone  is 
worth  more  than  the  presence  of  anybody  else,  as  compared  with  his 
relationship  to  the  State.  Therefore  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  the 
s<'!Ction,  as  reported  by  the  committee,  and  inserting  the  one  proposed 
by  Mr.  Barbour. 

'Mb.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  this 
section.  I  will  not  say  that  it  is  not  right  to  impose  a  poll  tax,  but  I 
think  it  is  impolitic.  If  I  was  a  tramp  I  would  take  some  pride  in  say- 
ing that  I  haa  done  something  to  the  support  of  the  Government,  but  I 
think  a  poll  tax  is  impolitic;  thereforcj  I  am  in  favor  of  inserting  a 
provision  that  would  prohibit  one.  I  am,  of  course,  interested  in  the 
support  of  education.  I  believe  that  I  can  appreciate  the  benefits  of 
the  common  school  system,  but  I  am  in  favor  of  levying  the  tax  for 
the  support  of  the  common  schools  upon  property,  and  upon  that  alone. 
In  that  way  we  will  have  a  sure  foundation. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
what  will  be  the  effect  of  striking  out  the  section. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion nine. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  this  in  place  of  section  nine. 

Thr  chairman.  It  can  be  offered  afterwards.  The  Secretary  will 
read  section  ten. 

SUSPENSION   OP   TAXATION. 

TiiK  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  10.  The  power  of  taxation  shall  never  be  surrendered  or  sus- 
pended by  any  grant  or  contract  to  which  the  State  shall  be  a  party. 

The  chairman.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  section  ten  the  Sec- 
retary will  read  section  eleven. 

taxes  by  installmrntr. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

Sec.  1 1.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  payment  of  all 
taxes  on  real  property  by  installments. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  section 
eleven. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     I  have  no  objection  to  that  section. 

Mr.  AYERS.     I  have  a  strong  objection  to  striking  that  out. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  "Mr.  Chairman:  I  would  like  to  state  why  that  was 
inserted.  I  will  state  that  the  reason  for  it  was  simply  this:  This  is  a 
twofold  proposition.  It  is  well  known  that  by  the  present  system,  at 
the  first  of  the  year  we  pay  into  the  State  and  county  treasuries  about 
fifteen  million  dollars.  That  money  is  collected  up  and  not  disbursed 
for  twelve  months.  The  object  of  this  section  is  to  keep  the  money  in 
circulation.  Let  the  Legislature  provide  that  half  can  bo  paid  oo  tfte 
first  of  January  and  half  on  the  first  of  July.  It  would  be  a  benefit  to 
every  person  that  owes  a  dollar.  They  could  have  the  privilege  of  pav- 
ing all  at  once,  or  they  can  pay  half  each  time,  in  some  manner  to  Se 
prewribed  by  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  If  the  money  is  not  used,  why  not 
make  it  all  the  first  of  July? 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Because  we  must  have  some.  The  object  is  that  a  man 
r^n  pay  one  installment  on  the  first  of  January,  and  another  on  the 
first  of  July.  I  am  no  stickler  for  it  personally,  but  I  favor  it  at  the 
suggestion  of  a  great  number  of  persons.  Instead  of  this  large  amount 
of  money  being  hoarded  up  in  the  treasury,  it  gives  the  taxpayer  the 
ude  of  it.  Nobody  is  benefited  by  it  in  the  treasury.  I  think  it  would 
be  a  good  thing.  • 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    AYERS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  I  introduced  the  proposition, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  on 
which  this  section  is  founde<l,  I  deem  it  but  right  to  say  that  I  consider 
this  as  important  a  section  as  could  be  adopted  in  this  Constitution.  As 
Mr.  Biggs  has  very  justly  said,  it  will  keep  in  circulation  the  tax  money 
of  this  State  and  allow  it  to  remain  with  the  people  instead  of  being  locked 
up  altogether  at  one  sea.son  of  the  year.     It  is  cramping  business  and 


creating  commercial  difficulties  which  should  not  occur.  The  custom  of 
collecting  taxes  in  installments  prevails  in  a  number  of  the  countries  of 
Europe.  In  France  it  has  proved  a  very  successful  system.  There,  at 
least  in  Paris,  they  are  divided  into  twelve  parts.  These  parts  are  rep- 
resented by  coupons  and  can  be  paid  monthly.  The  result  of  that  sys- 
tem is  that  the  money  is  constantly  flowing  in  and  flowing  out  to  the 
relief  of  the  finances  of  the  State.  We  have  found  by  experience 
that  at  that  season  of  the  vear  when  the  taxes  are  collected,  that  a  vast 
amount  of  money  is  withdrawn  from  circulation  and  locked  up  in  the 
county  and  State  treasuries,  and  that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  find 
enough  money  to  carry  on  the  ordinary  business;  and,  further  than 
this,  if  even  this  were  a  fictitious  case,  if  even  it  were  a  fiction  that 
money  was  scarce,  lenders  take  the  advantage  of  the  withdrawal  of  this 
money  for  taxes  for  the  purpose  of  imposing  more  usurious  conditions 
upon  business  borrowers. 

Now  I  assert,  and  I  believe,. that  if  the  Legislature,  under  this  author- 
ity, shall  enact  a  judicious  mode  of  collecting  the  taxes  by  installments 
that  it  will  prove  a  relief  to  the  business  people  throughout  this  State, 
and  that  it  will  be  a  measure  for  which  the  people  will  thank  us. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WEST. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  section  will  be  retained.  I 
know,  sir,  that  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  a  system  of  this  kind  has 
been  in  vogue  for  years.  It  has  worked  well.  It  has  left  a  very  large 
amount  of  money,  in  the  aggregate,  in  the  hands  of  the  people.  The 
money  has  been  paid  into  the  different  treasuries  of  the  State,  as  it  has 
been  needed.  Now,  we  all  know,  as  has  been  very  well  expressed  by  my 
colleague,  Mr.  Ayers,  that  the  first  of  January,  the  time  wnen  our  taxes 
become  delinquent,  is  a  very  cramped  time.  Under  our  present  system 
every  one  wants  money  to  pay  taxes  at  the  same  time,  and  that  fact  is 
taken  advantage  of.  That  money,  or  the  greater  portion  of  it,  lies  idle 
for  the  greater  part  of  the  year.  1  do  believe  that  the  Legislature  could 
provide  for  a  semi-annual  system  of  taxation  on  real  propertv  by  install- 
iVients,  which  would  be  a  vast  advantage  to  the  taxpayers  or  this  State, 
and  the  business  of  the  State  would  not  suffer  thereby.  I  hope  that  this 
section  will  be  retained,  and  that  the  business  and  producing  portions  of 
this  State  will  have  the  benefit  of  one  half  of  the  taxes  for  a  half  year  at 
least. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  that  the  principles  involved 
in  this  section  are  correct,  and,  out  of  respect  to  public  opinion  in  my 
section  of  the  country,  I  hope  the  section  will  not  be  stricken  out. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CAPLBS. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  had  some  little  occasion  to 
examine  this  proposition,  and  I  think  there  is  merit  in  it;  and,  to  em- 
phasize what  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  has  staled,  which  certainly 
amounts  to  very  cogent  reasons  for  the  adoption  of  this  section,  I  will 
merely  add  that  I  have  made  somer  inquiry  and  investigation,  and  so  far 
as  I  can  ascertain,  it  will  add  nothing  to  the  expense  of  the  collection  of 
the  revenue.  At  first  thought,  when  the  subject  was  first  presented  to 
me,  I  was  under  the  impression  that  it  would  involve  some  additional 
labor  and  cost  in  the  collection  of  the  revenue, but  from  what  investiga- 
tion I  have  been  able  to  make,  I  am  satisfied  that  it  will  not,  and  that  it 
will  be,  in  the  first  place,  an  advantage  and  benefit,  and  a  relief  in  a 
measure  to  the  taxpayers;  and  in  the  second  place,  that  it  will  operate 
beneficially  in  keeping  the  money  in  circulation,  and  prevent  the  accu- 
mulation of  idle  money  in  the  State  and  county  treasuries,  to  the  detri- 
ment of  general  trade,  and  the  stringency  of  the  money  market.  I 
therefore  hope  that  the  section  will  be  retained,  for  while  I  see  many 
advantages  tnat  may  grow  out  of  it,  I  have  been  utterly  unable  to  find 
any  disadvantages  that  would  attend  the  adoption  of  that  principle  for 
the  collection  of  the  revenue. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    LARUE. 

Mr.  LARUE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  thftt  the  motion  to  strike  out 
will  not  prevail.  I  am  satisfied  that  tnis  is  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  before  the  people  to-day.  I  see,  from  the  report  of  the  Con- 
troller, that  the  whole  amount  of  the  taxable  property  is  five  hundred 
and  eighty-four  million  five  hundred  and  eighty-three  thousand  dollars. 
At  the  rate  of  two  per  cent.,  which  is  about  the  State  and  county  rate, 
it  produces  in  round  numbers  the  sum  of  about  twelve  million  dollars  j 
that  money  has  been  paid  into  the  State  and  county  treasuries  within 
the  last  twelve  days — to-day  is  the  last  day.  I,  for  one,  do  not  think  it 
is  easier  to  pay  twelve  million  dollars  than  it  is  to  pay  six  million  dollars 
or  three  million  dollars.  We  have  one  million  dollars  now  lying  in  the 
treasury  that  has  been  there  for  three  quarters  of  a  year.  I  have  been 
figuring  a  little.  Taking  the  State,  county,  and  municipal  taxes  of  this 
State,  and  the  difference  paid  in  quarterly  installments  will  pay  the 
expenses  of  the  Sheriff's  office.  County  Riecorder's  office,  and  County 
Treasurer's  office  of  this  county,  to  say  nothing  of  the  convenience  to 
th'e  people  in  having  the  money  in  circulation.  I  say  that  the  people 
will  save  that  in  interest,  besides  the  ^reat  convenience  of  having  the 
money.  We  all  know  how  difficult  it  is  to  raise  money  when  twelve 
million  dollars  is  tied  up  in  the  different  treasuries.  The  people  find  it 
a  great  hardship  to  raise  all  this  money  at  once,  and  I  ask  why  we 
should  not  collect  this  money  as  we  need  it? 

Mr.  GREGG.  Is  it  not  the  custom  of  the  people  to  put  off  paying 
their  taxes  until  the  last  minute?  And  will  not  the  result  be  tnat  all 
your  tax  will  be  paid  at  the  July  call  ? 

Mr.  LARUE.  The  Legislature  could  provide  for  that  by  making  a 
penalty.  Would  it  not  be  easier  to  pay  one  hundred  dollars  now  than 
two  hundred  dollars? 

Mr.  west.  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  their  system  provides  that 
each  person  pay  one  half  on  the  first  of  January,  or  at  the  time  the  tax 
becomes  due  for  the  fiscal  year,  and  by  paying  then  he  is  allowed  to  let 
the  other  half  stand  for  six  months.  Those  who  fail  to  pay  are  com- 
pelled to  pay  just  the  same  as  if  there  was  no  such  law  in  existence. 
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Mb.  GREGG.  Have  not  the  taxpayers  now  from  the  first  of  August 
to  the  first  of  January?  And  if  they  have  until  the  succeeding  first  of 
July,  is  there  any  means  of  forcing  tnem  to  pay  before  that? 

Mb.  LARUE.'  They  are  now  comp«ned  to  pay  annually.  They  can 
just  as  easily  be  compelled  to  pay  semi-annually,  or  quarterly. 

BEMABKS   OF  MB.    EDGEBTON. 

Mb.  EDGERT.ON.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  attention  of  the  nublic  has 
been  repeatedly  called  to  that  fact,  if  it  be  a  fact,  by  the  public  press, 
especially  in  the  large  money  centers,  that  under  the  present  system, 
very  large  sums  of  money,  running  int^)  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars,  are  paid  into  the  public  treasury,  and  moulder  in  the  vaults  there 
for  months.  I  am  opposed  to  striking  out  this  section,  because  it  is  not 
merely  declaratory  of  a  principle.  It  is  not  mandatory  upon  the  Legis- 
lature to  devise  and  {>erfect  some  scheme  by  which  the  exigencies  of  the 
public  service  can  be  met  by  the  payment  of  these  taxes  from  time  to 
time,  as  the  public  needs  the  money.  Now,  sir,  I  do  not  see  why  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars  should  lie  in  the  county  treasury  for  five,  ten, 
or  twelve  months;  I  do  not  see  why  large  sums  should  lie  there  without 
any  benefit  to  the  Government  or  the  individual.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
entirely  practicable  for  the  Legislature  to  devise  a  sj'stem  by  which  these 
taxes  may  be  paid  into  the  treasury  by  installments. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Is  it  not  a  well  known  fact  that  the  public  funds 
are  usually  in  arrears  for  many  months  preceding  the  time  that  taxes 
become  delinquent?  * 

Mb.  EDGEkTON.  There  may  be  some  instances  of  that  kind.  I  am 
merely  stating  the  facts  as  they  appeared  before  the  committee.  I  saw 
a  statement  that  there  was  some  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  lying 
in  the  San  Francisco  treasury,  that  had  been  there  for  a  long  time.  I 
have  heard  a  great  deal  of  suggestions  as  to  the  propriety  of  providing 
for  a  call  loan  of  that  money,  with  proper  security,  at  two  or  three  per 
cent.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  these  large  sums  of  money  should 
lie  in  these  vaults  and  moulder  away. 

Mb.  AYERS.  It  is  deposited  in  some  of  the  banks  in  some  of  the* 
counties. 

Mb.  LARUE.  The  great  responsibility  of  the  County  Treasurer  is 
another  argument  in  favor  of  it. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  taxpayer  has  not  had 
an  opportunity  to  pay  in  his  taxes  from  the  first  of  August  to  the  first 
of  January,  in  installments,  or  the  whole  of  it. 

Mb.  BIGGS.     No,  sir,  not  the  first  of  August. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Perhaps  it  is  not  improbable  that  the  exigencies 
of  the  Government  would  be  met  if  there  was  a  provision  that  these 
taxes  should  be  paid  in  once  in  three  mouths,  or  two  months,  or  once  a 
month.  The  public  school  teachers  are  paid  once  a  month.  I  do  not 
see  why  a  financial  -system  might  not  be  devised  that  would  cover  that. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Has  not  the  Legislature  the  power  to  make  this 
provision  without  any  constitutional  provision? 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Undoubtedly.  I  consider  it  a  proposition  which 
might  with  great  propriety  be  left  to  the  Legislature. 

Mb.  TULLY.  Do  you  think  the  Legislature  would  be  compelled  to 
adopt  that  plan  under  this  section  ? 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  The  phraseology  is  that  "the  Legislature  shall 
provide  by  law  for  the  payment  of  all  taxes  on  real  property  by  install- 
ments." 

BEMABKS   OF   MB.   WINANS. 

Mb.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  evils  arising  from  this  system 
of  having  the  collection  made  at  one  arbitrary  period  of  the  year  are 
just  beginning  to  manifest  themselves  throughout  the  State,  and  they 
are  very  serious  in  their  character.  It  happens  either  that  there  is  an 
excess  of  money  in  the  treasurv,  that  lies  there  undisposed  of,  bearing 
no  interest,  conferring  no  bene^t  upon  the  people,  where  there  is  not  a 
demand  upon  it,  or  by  the  converse  of  the  rule,  it  happens  that  where 
the  Stat«  demands,  or  demands  upon  municipalities  exceed  that,  there 
is  HO  money  to  meet  them,  and  they  must  remain  un[>aid  until  the 
period  of  the  annual  return  of  taxes.  This  evil  exists,  not  only  in  the 
State  Department,  but  in  the  counties.  In  the  State  Department  I  have 
known  it  to  manifest  itself  in  an  inability  to  pay  money  due  to  the 
University  for  the  maintenance  of  that  institution.  It  also  mani- 
fests itself  in  the  city  departments;  there  the  evil  is  very  severe  and 
aggravated ;  there  there  is  oftentimes  a  pressure  for  money,  and  no  money 
to  pay,  and  the  creditors  are  compelled  to  wait  until  the  annual  collec- 
tion can  be  made,  because  no  man  will  pay  until  compelled.  The  pay- 
ment of  taxes  is  always  made  with  reluctance,  and  will  never  be  made 
voluntarily  without  the  absolute  legal  demands  enfored  by  penalty. 
Now,  sir,  to  meet  this  difficulty,  and  keep  the  treasury  of  the  State 
and  the  municipalities  supplied  with  money  from  taxes  at  the  proper 
time,  so  that  it  can  be  used  when  it  comes  in,  there  is  no  system  tnat 
can  be  adopted  other  than  that  of  having  payments  made  by  install- 
ments, and  its  enforcement  guaranteed  by  the  same  penalties  that  exist 
in  reference  to  the  payment  of  taxes  now.  There  is  great  merit  in  the 
proposition,  and  there  is  great  necessity  for  the  adoption  of  the  section. 
The  effects  oi  it,  not  only  in  San  Francisco,  but  m  the  entire  State, 
will  be  realized  in  the  form  of  pecuniary  blessings  to  the  community. 
But,  as  there  is  an  objection  to  putting  a  mandatory  provision  in  the 
Constitution,  which  might  result  in  hardships  in  the  future,  I  ofiTer  the 
following  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Insert  in  section  eleven,  after  the  word  '  shall,'  the  words  '  have  the 
power  to.' " 

Mb.  WINANS.  It  is  said  by  some  gentlemen  that  they  have  the 
power  already ;  but  a  question  might  arise  as  to  whether  that  power 
existed  or  not.  They  have  never  assumed  the  right  to  exercise  that  jx)wer. 
It  is  proper  that  the  Constitution  should  give  them  the  right  to  act. 

Mb.  west.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Brown,  Larkin,  McComa^,  and  Morse, 


The  main  question  was  ordered. 

The  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Winans. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  44  ayes  to 
36  noes. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  ^  I  see  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  stricken  out 
now. 

Mb.  HALE.     I  favor  striking  it  out  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
section. 

The  motion  was  lost,  on  a  divisiou,  by  a  vote  of  28  ayes  to  50  noes. 

Mb.  SMITH,  of  Santa  Clara.  I  move  to  add  that  the  taxes  may  be 
paid  in  the  lawful  money  of  the  United  States. 

Mb.  IIUESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.' 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
direcled  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  then  took  the  usual  recess,  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON    SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m..  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

LEAVI   OF   ABSEKCE. 

Mr.  Schell  was  granted  two  days'  leave  of  absence. 

BEPOBT    OF    THE    COMMITTER    APPOIXTED    TO     INVESTIGATE     THE    CHABOE8 

AGAINST   C.   C.   O'DONXELL. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.     Mr.  President:  I  ask  leave  to  make  a  report  out  of 
order. 
The  president.     If  there  are  no  objections,  leave  will  be  granted. 
The  secretary  read  the  report,  as  follows: 

To  J.  P.  Hoge,  Esq ,  Presidont  Coastitutional  Convontion : 

Tour  coDUXilttee  to  whom  was  referred  the  case  of  a  member  of  this  ConTentioo, 
Charles  (*.  O'Donnell,  charged  with  grave  crimes,  have  considered  the  same,  and 
submit  the  following  report: 

The  history  of  the  events  leading  up  to  the  appointment  of  this  committee  is  mat- 
ter of  public  notoriety.  In  the  discussion,  in  this  Convention,  ol  what  is  known  as 
the  Fawcett  aniendiitent  to  the  provision  concerning  libel,  the  member,  O'Donnell, 
made  remarks  derogatory  to  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  a  newspaper  published  in 
the  City  uf  San  Francisco.  The  next  issue  of  that  paper  aaaaiied  O'Donnell  aa  a 
quack,  importer,  abortionist,  etc.  Some  time  afterward  O'Donnell  entered  criminal 
prosecutions  for  libel,  in  San  Francisco  and  Sacramento,  against  the  publishers  of  the 
Chronicle.  A  trial  luu  l>een  had  of  the  case  in  San  Francisco,  in  which  the  defend- 
ants admitted  the  publication,  and  based  their  defense  on  the  truth  of  the  alleged 
libel,  and  that  it  was  published  from  good  motives  and  for  justifiable  ends.  The 
result  of  that  trial  was  disastrous  to  the  member,  O'Donnell.  In  order  to  establidi 
their  innocence  of  the  alleged  libel,  it  became  neconsary  for  the  defendants  to  prove 
the  guilt  of  the  complainant,  O'Donnell.  At  the  close  of  the  trial  they  were  promptly 
discharged  by  the  Court,  and  we  have  seen  no  reason,  after  an  examination  of  the 
reported  testimony,  to  question  the  correctnees  of  the  decision  of  the  Couit. 

The  case  entered  in  Sacramento,  which  is  for  the  same  cause,  has  not  yet  been 
tried. 

Pursuant  to  the  resolntion  creating  it,  your  committee  entered  at  once  upon  the 
examination  of  the  subject-matter  of  the  above  described  proceedings.  They  pro- 
cured a  copy  of  the  reiwrted  testimony  of  the  case  in  San  Francisco,  verified  as  cor- 
rect by  the  affidavits  of  three  witnosaee.  They  notified  the  member,  O'Donnell,  of  a 
time  and  place  at  which  they  would  hear  him.  Ho  appeared  before  ns  acconiing  to 
the  notice,  and  was  duly  informed  of  the  nature  of  the  investigation  and  the  testi- 
mony already  in  the  hands  of  the  committee,  %.  «.,  the  report  of  the  trial  contained 
in  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle  of  December  tw<>nty-second  and  twenty* fourth,  eigh- 
teen hundred  and  seventy  eight,  with  the  aflldavits  of  the  witneesee  referred  to 
thereto  attarhcd,  all  of  which  Is  hereby  referred  to  and  hereto  annexed,  niarked 
"  Exhibit  A,''  and  made  a  ))art  of  this  report. 

He  fumislied  us  with  ^o  additional  legal  proof  to  rebut  the  showing  made  against 
him  on  tho  trial,  bnt  claimed  that  if  time  and  opiwrtunity  were  given  him  to  procure 
counsel  and  produce  witnesses  before  us,  he  could  satisfy  us  and  the  Convention  of 
his  innocence  of  the  charges  made  against  him.  He  stated  to  us  that  the  t(«timony 
given  against  him  upon  tho  trial  was  suborned  and  perjured  tefftimony ;  that  he  was 
taken  by  surprise ;  that  he  was  unprepared,  either  with  counsel  or  witnesses,  to  meet 
the  case  made  against  him,  and  a.«>kcd  for  delay  to  allow  him  to  procure  counsel  and 
produce  witnesses  before  us.  Your  committee  did  not  feel  authorized  to  constitute 
itself  a  Court  of  appeal  from  the  d«>cision  of  the  Courts.  The  state  of  the  fUnda  at 
the  disposal  of  this  Convention  did  not  warrant  us  in  launching  into  any  wild 
expenditure  lor  persons  and  papers.  We  were  not  satisfied  witli  the  excuses  made 
by  the  accused  member,  and  we  were  not  convinced  of  the  relevancy  of  the  testi- 
motiy  be  claimed  to  be  able  to  produce.  In  a  country  teeming  with  lawyers,  it 
would  seem  that  one  month  w^as  time  enough  in  which  to  procure  counsel,  especially 
by  one  having  the  financial  ability  to  remunerate  them,  as  appears  to  be  the  case 
with  the  member  O'Donnell.  It  would  also  seem  to  be  time  enough  for  a  party 
complainant  in  a  criminal  prosecution  to  prepare  therefor.  But  inasmuch  as  the 
accused  member  had  pnblicly  declared  that  he  would  vindicate  his  character,  by 
prosecuting  the  witnesses  who  appeared  against  him  for  peijury,  and  inasmuch  as 
a  complaint  had  been  filed  and  was  pendfhg  in  Sacramento  involving  the  identi- 
cal issue  with  the  one  tried  in  San  Francisco,  your  committee  ofl'ered  to  delay  action, 
provided  he  would  assure  them  of  his  dotermination  to  go  ahead  before  the  legal 
tribunals  of  the  country.  He  stated  that  he  would  consult  counsel  and  give  us 
an  answer.  We  agreed  to  await  three  days  for  such  answer.  At  the  expiration 
of  the  time  he  appeared  before  us  and  stated  that  he  had  not  consulted  counsel,  and 
asked  for  more  time. 

Your  committee  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  accused  member  has  been 
attempting  to  delude  them  with  frivolous  pretenses  and  shallow  excuses.  They 
observe  that  the  Orand  Jury  of  San  Francisco  has  adjourned,  and  nothing  appears 
to  have  been  done  there  by  the  accustnl  member.  They  have  also  ascertained  that 
the  case  pending  in  Sacramento  has  been  abandoned.  We  are  driven  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  accused  member  never  made  the  complaints  in  good  faith;  that  he 
never  really  intended  to  put  his  characier  in  issue  in  law;  that  he  was  unable  to 
postpone  the  trials  beyond  the  session  of  this  Convention,  and  that  is  the  only  sur- 
prise by  which  he  has  been  biken.  For  the  purposes  of  this  inquiry,  the  testimony 
herewith  appended  sufficiently  attests  the  guUt  of  the  accused  member  of  the 
crimes  charged  againitt  him  to  warrant  this  committee  in  submitting  to  tho  Conven- 
tion whether  such  a  man  is  worthy  to  retain  his  seat  in  this  honorable  Ixxiy. 

Of  the  power  of  this  Convention  to  deal  with  this  subject,  your  committee  enter- 
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Uins  no  doubt.  An  examination  of  the  authoritie«i  and  precedents  has  satisfied  lis 
of  the  oorrectnoss  of  this  position.  Wherefore,  your  committee  report  the  follow- 
ing ruBolution,  and  recommend  its  adoption  : 

Baolvtd,  That  Charles  C.  O'Donnell^  a  member  uf  this  Convention,  be  and  he  is 
hereby  expelled  therefrom. 
All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

OLITUS  BARBOUR, 
BENJ.  8HURTLEFF, 
J.  A.  FILCHBR, 

Committee. 

State  of  California,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco— es.  On  the  twenty-sixth 
day  of  December,  A.  D.  one  thousand  eiglit  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  personally 
appeared  before  me,  L.  D.  Craig,  a  Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  city  and  county  afore- 
said, duly  commissioned  and  sworn,  Chester  H.  Hull,  Fred.  H.  Uaokett,  and  H.  B. 
Ktanderwick,  who,  hnving  l>een  ny  me  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says,  each  for  himself, 
that  they  heard  the  testimony  in  the  case  of  C.  ('.  O* Dun nelt  against  Charles  de  Young 
(uid  H.  H.  de  Young  for  alleged  libel,  as  is  set  forth  in  the  printed  matter  or  sHim 
hereto  attached  and  annexed,  marlced  i^espectivcly  Exhibits  ''  A  "  and  **  B,"  and  that 
tlio  testimony  and  evidence  as  sot  forth  and  appears  in  said  printed  matter  or  Blijis 
ht*reto  annexed  and  attached,  and  roarlied  Exhibits  '*  A  "  and  "  B,"  as  aforesaid,  is 
true  and  correct,  and  justly  and  correctly  reported 

(Signed)  CHICSTER  H.  HULL, 

FRED.  H.  HACKETT, 
H.  B.  STANDERWICK. 

Snbscribed  and  sworn  to  the  day  and  year  first  aboTe  written. 
[SKAL.]  L.  D.  CRAIG,  Notary  Public. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  report  and  acoom- 
panyine  resolution  be  made  the  special  order  for  to-morrow  afternoon,  at 
two  o'clock. 

Mr.  £8T££.  I  would  snegest  to  the  gentleman  to  fix  it  at  a  time 
when  notice  can  be  given  to  tne  defendant,  who  is  away.  It  is  the  usual 
rule  to  give  the  defendant  a  chance  to  be  beard.  I  would  suggest  day 
after  to-morrow.  I  think  the  dignity  of  this  body  requires  that  he 
should  have  a  chance  to  be  heard  on  this  floor  if  he  so  desires. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  presume  the  sitting  member  is  entitled  to  bis 
seat.  It  is  presumable  that  he  is  acquainted  with  the  proceedings  here, 
but  he  has  a  right  to  be  notified  officially  through  the  Secretary,  and  I 
move,  as  an  amend tnent,  that  this  report  be  made  the  special  order  for 
Thursday  afternoon,  at  two  o'clock. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  And  that  the  defendant  be  notified  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Convention. 

So  ordered. 

timr  of  assessing  propkrty. 

Mr.  EDGERTOX.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  tiie  Convention 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to 
f'irther  consider  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twelve. 

The  secretary  read: 

Skc.  12.  The  Legislature  fhall  by  law  require  each  taxpayer  in  the 
State  to  make  and  deliver  to  the  County  Assessor,  annually,  a  statement, 
under  oath,  setting  forth  specifically  all  the  real  and  personal  property 
owned  by  such  taxpayer,  or  in  his  possession,  or  under  his  control,  at 
twelve  o'clock  meridian  on  the  first  Monday  of  March. 

The  chairman.  There  being  no  amendment/ the  Secretary  will 
read  section  thirteen. 

ASSESSORS — HOW   ELECTED. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  13.  Assessors  and  Collectors  of  State,  county,  city  and  county, 
town,  or  district  taxes,  shall  be  elected  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
fmnty,  city  and  county,  town,  or  district  in  which  the  property  taxed 
for  State,  county,  city  and  county,  town,  or  district  purposes  is  situated; 
provided  that  vacancies  may  be  filled  by  appointment,  according  to  gen- 
eral laws. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     1  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Strike  out  section  thirteen,  and  insert  the  foUowiuff:  •  Section  thir- 
t^'en — Assessors  and  (k>Ilectors  of  taxes  shall  be  elected  in  the  manner 
provided  bylaw.'" 

Mk.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  offer  a  substitute  to  the 
amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Assessors  and  Collectors  of  State,  county,  city,  and  district  taxes,  shall 
be  elected  or  appointed  in  manner  to  be  prescribed  by  law." 

REMARKS    OF   MR.    EDQKRTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  is  said  that  the  assessment  and 
rvillection  of  taxes  in  the  State  of  California  is  attended  with  more  expense 
than  in  any  other  State  in  the  Union;  and  the  cause  of  that  fact,  to  a 
very  great  extent,  is  the  necessity  of  electing  Assessors  in  every  district, 
und  also  a  Collector  for  the  collection  of  taxes.  Now,  in  this  county  the 
County  Assessor  makes  an  assessment — a  very  thorough  one — of  all  the 
]«roperty  in  the  city  and  in  the  county.  Now,  on  this  the  tax  for  the 
purposes  of  revenue  could  be  extended  just  as  well  as  not.  But  whenever 
m  any  school  district  you  have  to  raise  a  tax  to  build  a  school  house; 
whenever,  in  this  State,  you  have  to  raise  a  tax  for  any  purpose  what- 
ever, the  same  assessment  has  to  be  made  over  again  by  the  local  Asses- 
sors. Here  is  another  example :  Some  years  ago  a  bill  passed  the  Legis- 
lature providing  for  the  construction  of  a  wagon  road  from  some  point 
in  Napa  Valley  over  into  Lake  County.  Provision  was  made  for  the 
iwuance  of  bonds,  and  the  bonds  had  to  be  paid  by  a  tax  levied  upon  the 
property  of  the  district.  In  that  case  they  had  to  elect  a  special  Assessor 
and  Collector.  And  so  it  goes,  under  the  present  condition  of  things. 
The  object  of  the  amendment  I  have  offered  is  to  preclude  thatdifficulty, 
and  leave  the  whole  matter  to  the  Legislature;  that  the  Legislature  shall 
provide  the  manner  in  which  Assessors  and  Collectors  shall  be  elected. 
I  see  no  reason  whv,  upon  the  county  nsses.-'ment  roll,  taxes  for  everv 
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purpose  cannot  be  extended,  and  thus  avoid  the  necessity  and  expense 
of  another  assessment.  I  am  informed  that  in  one  of  the  small  counties 
in  this  State  they  desired  to  build  a  school  house  costing  six  hundred 
dollars,  and  that  the  expense  of  levying  and  collecting  that  amount  was 
greater  than  the  cost  of^  the  school  house.  This  is  a  very  good  illustra- 
tion of  the  difficulties  encountered. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.    HALE. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  not  only  agree  with  the  gentleman, 
but  go  one  step  farther.  He  has  correctl}'  pointed  out  one  of  the  evils 
which  has  grown  up  and  exists  under  the  provisions  of  the  present  Con- 
stitution, providing,  first,  that  in  each  district  all  Assessors  must  be 
elected;  and  second,  providing  that  they  must  be  elected  for  each  par- 
ticular district.  An  inspection  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  on 
this  question  will  show  that  the  question  has  been  many  times  consid- 
ered. The  evil  has  been,  first,  requiring  their  election,  and  second,  the 
evil  of  requiring  their  election  by  the  electors  of  a  particular  district  or 
subdivision  of  the  State.  Now,  the  amendment  which  I  ofi^er  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  this  section'  provides  that  Assessors  and  Collectors  shall  be 
elected  or  appointed  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature  may  prescribe. 
I  am  not  able  to  see  why  this  is  not  precisely  wnere  the  matter  should 
be  left.  Leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  Legislature  to  provide  for  their 
election  in  such  cases  as  they  may  deem  necessar>',  and  to  dispense  with 
elections  and  provide  for  filling  the  places  by  appointment,  in  cases  where 
they  may  find  such  a  course  expedient.  It  will  be  found  in  many  cases 
that  the  place  can  be  filled  better  by  appointment,  and  with  more  satis- 
factory results.  I  believe  the  actual  experience  of  the  people  of  this 
State  has  demonstrated  that  fact. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   ORKGO. 

Mr.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  section  will  be  entirely 
stricken  out.  Section  two,  as  amended,  provides  that  property  shall  be 
taxed  in  proportion  to  it^  value,  to  be  ascertained  as  directed  by 
law.  That  is  entirely  sufficient.  We  have  had  trouble  before  because 
Assessors  were  provided  fot  in  the  Constitution,  hence  they  were  consti- 
tutional officers.  It  will  then  be  a  question  as  to  whether  these  values 
can  be  fixed  by  the  Boards  of  Equalization.  That  was  the  trouble.  The 
second  section  already  adopted,  says  you  may  tax  propcrtv  in  propor- 
tion to  its  value,  to  be  determined  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law.  If 
your  Legislature  provides  laws  saying  that  the  Assessors  shall  fix  values, 
and  the  Boards  of  Equalization  may  then  equalize  it,  that  is  all  right. 
The  Boards  can  fix  the  valuation,  can  increase  the  valuation  above  even 
that  fixed  by  the  Assessor.  The  other  section  already  provides  all  that 
is  necessary.  That  is  all  we  want.  If  you  put  the  word ''Assessor"  in 
there,  that  makes  him  a  constitutional  officer,  and  you  are  liable  to 
have  the  same  trouble  as  before.  It  would  be  better,  therefore,  to  strike 
out  the  whole  section. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.    WYATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the  section  will  be 
stricken  out,  and  the  matter  left  as  it  is  in  section  two,  for  the  Legisla- 
ture to  prescribe  a  rule  by  which  to  ascertain  the  value  of  property. 
Under  the  present  Constitution,  the  matter  of  assessing  taxes  nas  been 
thrown  into  confusion  by  two  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  one  of 
which  assumes  that  certain  values  are  not  property  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Constitution,  and  the  other  which  says  that  property  can  only  be 
assessed  by  the  Assessor  provided  for  in  the  Constitution,  and  if  he  put 
land,  or  any  other  kind  of  pmperty  at  a  certain  price,  that  was  the  end 
of  that  question.  No  question  could  be  made  as  to  the  valuation.  It 
must  be  taken  at  that  valuation,  and  that  alone.  It  is  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  relief  from  this  straight-jacket,  iron-clad  rule,  that  I  favor 
striking  out  this  section  and  leaving  the  whol^  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  Legislature.  I  want  it  left  elastic  and  flexible,  so  we  can  make  a 
law  to  meet  the  emergencies  that  may  arise.  I  am  therefore  in  favor  of 
striking  out  the  section,  and  saying  that  the  values  shall  be  ascertained 
as  in  section  two,  as  prescribed  by  law.  Then  I  am  in  favor  of  section 
fifteen,  which  says  that  the  Boards  of  Equalization  shall  have  power, 
for  county  and  State  purposes,  to  raiM  or  lower  assessments  made  oy  the 
Assessor.  Thus  we  can  prevent  the  Assessor  from  becoming  the  com- 
plete tool  of  the  large  landholders'  in  certain  counties.  It  is  useless 
now  to  go  before  the  Board  of  Equalization,  for  the  answer  is  that  the 
Board  has  no  power  to  increase  an  assessment.  The  Assessor  has  things 
absolutely  in  his  own  hands. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.    WEST. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento  will  prevail,  and  be  substituted  for  the  section. 
As  I  read  and  understand  section  two  as  amended,  it  does  not  provide 
for  this  matter.  It  is  silent.  Now,  I  am  in  favor  of  leaving  it  to  the 
Legislature,  that  they  may  be  able  to  create  a  system  for  the  assessment 
and  collection  of  taxes,  which  will  work  uniformly  in  the  State,  and 
create  machinery  that  can  be  more  cheaply  operatetl.  Section  fifteen 
is  intimately  connected  with  this,  and  I  want  a  system  whereby  the 
county  Boards  shall  equalize  assessments  as  between  citizens  of  the 
counties,  and  the  State  Board  shall  equalize  as  between  the  counties,  as 
in  their  judgment  they  may  deem  proper.  I  hope  this  amendment  will 
be  adopted. 

REMARKS   OF   ME.    ROI.FE. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  ready  to  strike  out  section  thir- 
teen. I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  section,  because  section  two 
covt'i-s  the  same  ground.  Now,  if  we  pass  another  section,  requiring 
Assessors  and  Collectors  to  be  elected  or  appointed,  it  is  simply  a  repeti- 
tion. Therefore,  I  ask  if  a  motion  is  in  order  now  to  strike  out  the 
section. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  that  section  does  not  go  to 
the  power  of  the  Legislature,  as  to  imposing  taxes,  as  to  what  shall  be 
taxed.  .  It  does  not  go  to  the  mode  or  arriving  at  that  result.    It  does 
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not  affect  the  mode  of  aflsesBment,  or  the  mode  or  manner  of  collecting 
taxes. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  In  the  absence  of  any  constitutional  prohibition,  the 
Legislature  has  full  power  to  levy  and  collect  taxes,  to  designate  the 
mode  and  manner  of  assessing,  and  the  manner  of  collecting.  I  think 
this  section  is  unnecessary.  If  it  is  not  stricken  out  I  shall  favor  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  which  savs  that 
Assessors  shall  be  elected  or  appointed  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law, 
because  it  may  be  necessary  to  have  them  appointed  in  some  cases. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  am  not  tenacious  in  retaining  this  amendment. 
I  think,  perhaps,  it  is  well  enough  to  have  the  whole  of  it  go  out.  I  do 
object  to  the  amendment  of  Judge  Hale,  because  it  seems  to  imply  that 
there  must  be  an  Assessor  for  each  of  these  subdivisions,  and  that  they 
must  be  elected  or  appointed  in  the  manner  provided  by  law.  I  think 
the  gentleman  is  right  when  he  says  that  section  two  does  incidentally 
give  power,  but  whether  it  does  or  not,  I  think  the  last  amendment 
much  better.  If  the  gentleman  will  withdraw  bis  amendment  I  will 
mine. 

Mb.  hale.     Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  ROLFE.    Now  I  move  that  the  section  be  stricken  out. 

Carried. 

LIMITING    TAXATION. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read  section  fourteen : 

Skc.  14.  The  State  tax  on  property,  exclusive  of  such  tax  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  the  existing  State  debt,  shall  not  exceed  forty  cents 
on  each  one  hundred  dollars  for  any  one  year. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  section.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  wise  to  put  a  limitation  of  that  kind  upon  the  Legislature.  As  to 
the  limitation  prescribed,  I  have  taken  pains  to  consult  the  Governor 
and  Controller,  and  they  say  that  it  will  n9t  do  to  fix  the  limit  at  forty 
cents.  The  State  rate  is  now  fifty-five  cents;  between  twen^y-seven  and 
twenty-eight  cents  of  that  goes  to  the  School  Fund,  and  if  this  limit  is 
put  in,  the  remainder  will  not  be  adequate  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the 
Government,  and  I  think  it  would  be  very  imwise  to  insert  this  pro- 
vision. There  is  this  difference  between  this  State  and  those  whose 
institutions  are  permanently  established :  they  can  tell  exactly  what  it 
will  cost  to  support  their  State  Prisons  and  other  institutions.  I  have 
heard  it  predicted  that  there  will  be  an  immense  influx  into  our  asylums; 
whether  it  is  based  upon  the  proceedings  of  this  Convention  or  not  I 
cannot  say,  but  that  prediction  is  made.  Under  the  present  Constitu- 
tion the  State  tax  has  been  as  high  as  one  dollar  and  five  cents,  which 
was  during  the  war.  I  do  not  believe  the  time  has  yet  come  for  this 
State  to  limit  the  rate  of  taxation  in  the  Constitution.  That  ought  to 
be  left  to  the  Legislature. 

BKHABKS   OP    MB.    WHITB. 

Mb.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  trust  this  limitation  will  remain  at 
forty  cents.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  whether  that  fifty-five  cents  does 
not  cover  the  public  debt  too  ? 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  know  how  well  the  gentleman 
is  informed.  I  do  not  profess  to  have  any  personal  knowledge  about  it, 
but  the  Governor  and  tne  State  Controller  have  told  me  that  this  would 
not  do.     It  is  dangerous  to  put  it  in  there. 

Mb.  WHITE.  I  have  made  some  inquiries  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
This  is  to  be  ex  elusive  of  the  public  debt.  It  is  high  enough,  and  it  is 
necessary  to  have  some  limitation  in  the  interest  of  economy ;  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  there  should  be  some  limit  to  the  amount  of  money 
that  can  be  spent.  We  had  better  cramp  a  little  than  to  have  the 
treasury  so  full  as  to  merit  speculation. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Has  the  gentleman  ever  got  any  money  on  spec- 
ulation? 

Mb.  WHITE.     No,  sir. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    Does  he  know  anybody  who  has? 

Mb.  white.  No,  sir;  but  there  is  a  great  deal  of  extravagance. 
The  money  is  squandered'here  on  this  building,  and  for  insane  asylums, 
in  ornaments  that  are  of  no  use  whatever.  This  building  here  is  an 
absurdity.  It  took  more  money  thah  all  the  money  we  have  got  in  coin 
U^  build  this  very  building.  Ix>ok  at  this  building.  Forty  thousand 
dollars  appropriated  to  improve  these  grounds.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  think  it  is  highly  necessary  that  we  should  put  in  this  limit. 
There  are  not  a  million  people  in  this  State,  yet,  and  we  are  going  on  as 
though  we  had  ten  times  the  wealth  we  have.  I  was  in  favor  of  cutting 
it  down  to  thirty  cents,  but  I  made  some  inquiries,  and  they  told  me 
they  didn't  think  we  could  get  along  under  forty  cents.  I  think  this  is 
a  very  useful  amendment. 

BKMABKS   op   MB.   JOXES. 

Mb.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  section  will  be  stricken  out, 
sir.  The  State  has  incurred  a  large  expense  on  account  of  this  Conven- 
tion, and  the  people  may  see  fit,  {)erhaps,  to  reject  the  work  of  this  Con- 
vention, and  to  onler  another  differentlv  constituted.  And  it  is  right, 
if  the  people  of  this  State  desire  to  change  the  organic  law,  if  the 
changes  we  shall  make  should  not  prove  satisfactory  to  the  State,  it  is 
right  that  the^  should  have  the  power  to  make  the  necessary  appn>pria- 
tions,  and  it  is  not  right  to  prevent  them  by  constitutional  provision 
from  doing  so.  There  are  various  contingencies  which  may  arise. 
When  we  consider  the  steps  we  have  already  taken  here,  we  may  find 
ourselves  ere  long  at  war  with  the  Empire  of  China,  and,  indeed,  I  don't 
know  but  we  may  expect  to  find  ourselves  at  war  with  the  government 
of  the  United  States  also.  If  we  are  going  into  that  sort  of  business  we 
will  need  more  than  forty  cents  tax  to  carry  us  through.  I  think  the 
people  should  have  the  right  onc«  in  two  years  to  prescribe  the  rate  of 
taxation,  and  it  is  not  necessary  that  this  Convention  should  take  it  out 
of  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  exercise  that  reasonable  discretion. 
The  members  of  the  Legislature  are  as  capable  of  doing  what  is  right  as 
we  are.    They  are  elected  in  the  same  way  and  by  the  same  people,  and 


are  just  as  honest,  perhap,  as  we  are.  I  therefore  hope,  in  view  of 
these  facts,  that  this  section  will  be  stricken  out,  and  let  this  matter 
remain  with  the  Legislature. 

Mb.  WHITE.  Do  you  approve  of  all  the  extravagant  ornaments  on 
this  extravagant  building? 

Mb.  JONES.  I  disapprove  of  the  miserable  accoustic  properties  of 
this  hall.  I  do  not  disapprove  of  the  images  which  you  refer  to;  I  do 
not  suppose  they  cost  a  great  deal.  But  as  to  having  a  large  and  com- 
modious building  for  a  State  Capitol,  I  approve  of  tnat.  If  it  be  con- 
structed in  an  honest,  economical,  and  satisfactory  manner,  I  approve  of 
that.  I  do  not  go  in  for  parsimonv  in  those  thin^.  I  am  opposed  to 
this  section  on  principle,  because  I  do  not  bi^lieve  m  tying  the  Legisla- 
ture hand  and  foot.  I  believe  in  allowing  them  some  discretion.  How 
are  we  going  to  tell  what  revenue  will  be  needed.  We  have  adopted  an 
entirely  new  system  of  taxation,  and  no  man  can  tell  how  much  rev- 
enue will  be  produced.  These  appropriations  necessarily  depend  upon 
exigencies,  as  in  case  of  war,  and  various  other  contingencies.  The 
whole  matter  ought  to  be  left  with  the  Legislature. 

BKMABKS  OP   MB.   LABKIN. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  extending  the  limit 
to  cities,  counties,  and  towns.  This  Constitution  is  to  be  a  limit  upon 
the  power  of  the  Legislature.  There  is  nothing  more  important  than  to 
limit  the  amount  of  money  which  the  Legislature  may  appropriate. 
The  article  on  taxation  which  we  have  adopted  will  increase  the  assess- 
ment roll  of  the  State  one  third  at  least,  so  that  there  will  be  a  larger 
revenue  derived  than  now.  If  forty  cents  is  not  enough,  put  it  at  fifty 
cents.    We  want  some  limitation  in  the  Constitution. 

BKMABKS  OP   MB.   CAPLKS. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  one  fact,  and  that  is  the  impossibility  of  acting  intelli- 
gently u|)on  this  matter.  We  have  not  as  yet  determined  upon  the 
basis  of  assessment,  and  therefore  we  lack  the  data  to  base  an  estimate 
upon,  and  what  rate  of  assessment  will  be  necessary  to  sustain  the  gov- 
ernment. It  is  true  that  we  have  adopted  the  second  section  and  the 
fifth  section;  but  we  have  not  yet  had  time  to  calculate  the  effect,  or 
to  agree  upon  anything  like  an  estimate  of  what  the  assessment  would 
amount  to  under  this  complex  provision  provided  for.  Now,  to  illus- 
trate :  If  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma  had  prevailed, 
the  assessable  property  probably  would  have  been,  under  a  fair  esti- 
mate, twelve  hundred  millions;,  at  present  it  is  six  hundre<l  mil- 
lions. Now  every  one  can  see  that  under  the  operation  of  that 
pfovision,  an  assessment  of  twelve  hundred  nvillions  would  have 
made  a  great  reduction  in  the  rate,  and  might  have  brought  it  down 
to  twentv-five  or  thirty  cents.  But  we  didn't  adopt  that  amend- 
ment. We  did  adopt  an  amendment  that  means  perhaps  a  good  deal, 
and  possibly  nothing  at  all.  For  my  part  I  have  not  been  able  to  form 
even  an  impression  of  what  the  assessable  propertv  will  amount  to. 
Therefore,  I  contend  that  this  committee  is  without  (lata  to  pass  an  iron 
rule  of  this  kind.  We  have  no  means  of  getting  data  upon  which  to 
act.  To  do  so  blindly  would  be  unwise,  certainly.  After  we  have  set- 
tled upon  a  basis  of  assessment,  we  will  then  be  in  a  condition  to  fix  a 
limit  beyond  which  the  Legislature  shall  not  go  in  levying  taxes.  Now 
I  venture  the  assertion  that  not  one  third  of  the  members  of  this  Con- 
vention are  satisfied  with  what  they  have  done  in  regard  to  the  basis  of 
assessment,  and  when  we  come  to  act  upon  it  in  Convention  I  have  no 
doubt  there  will  be  some  radical  changes.  After  we  have  done  that 
then  we  may  be  able  to  establish  a  rate.  I  will  say  to  my  friend  Larkin 
that  I  am  as  much  in  favor  of  economy,  and  as  nauch  opposed  to  extrav- 
agance, as  he  or  anybody  else.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  strictest  economy 
in  the  government,  but  we  must  run  the  government.  We  must  have  a 
certain  amount  of  money,  and  it  would  be  most  unwise  to  go  on  blindly 
and  fix  the  rate. 

Mb.  larkin.     When  we  come  in  Convention  will  do. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  That  will  be  satisfactory  to  me.  I  am  inclined  to 
favor  a  limit,  because  I  know  our  Legislatures  are  a  little  too  liberal,  and 
I  am  strongly  inclined  to  pass  a  limit.  But  I  do  not  desire  to  bind  them 
down  below  what  will  be  necessarv  for  carrying  on  the  government, 
because  to  do  so  would  be  to  clog  the  wheels  of  government.  We  T»n 
let  the  section  pass  until  after  we  have  determined  upon  the  basis  of 
assessment,  and  thus  we  can  fix  the  limit. 

BKMABKS   OP   MB.    MCCALLUM. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  Fifty-five  cents  is  the  amount  of 
the  State  tax,  and  the  portion  of  that  which  goes  for  the  State  debt,  includ- 
ing all  the  State  debt,  is  six  and  one  tenth  cents  on  the  one  hundred 
dollars.  Those  are  the  figures.  That  leaves  forty -eight  and  nine  tenths 
cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars  for  other  purposes.  Therefore,  section 
fourteen,  as  presented  here,  limiting  the  amount  to  forty  cents,  is  eight 
and  nine  tenths  cents  less  than  the  present  rate  of  taxation.  Now,  sir, 
I  am  in  favor  of  economy,  but  any  attempt  to  economize  by  saying 
what  the  rate  of  taxation  shall  be,  for  State  purposes,  is  something  like 
resolving  that  we  will  only  pay  so  much  of  whatever  our  expenses  may 
be.  It  would  be  like  a  person  resolving  at  the  beginning  of  the  year, 
among  other  resolutions  generally  passed  about  that  time,  that  for  the 
coming  year,  he  will  not  pay  any  more  than  a  given  amount  for 
expenses,  no  matter  what  the  actual  expenses,  may  be.  It  is  substantially 
a  resolution  that  if  our  expenses  should  be  greater  than  the  limit,  we 
will  go  in  debt  for  the  balance. 

Mb.  WHITE.  Isn't  it  rather  a  resolution  that  we  will  not  go  beyond 
that? 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  No,  sir ;  the  way  to  get  at  it  is  to  place  a  limit 
upon  legislative  appropriations,  by  saying  that  no  appropriations  shall 
be  made  except  for  the  legitimate  expenses  of  government,  and  then 
there  will  be  no  necessity  for  this  absurd  proposition  that  we  will  only 
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pAv  SO  much.  Article  eight  of  the  Constitution  provides  that  the  State 
mdebtedneas  shall  not  be  increased  over  three  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
unless  an  Act  making  such  appropriation  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
j)eople.  -1  have  uniformly,  in  my  limited  experience  in  public  life, 
attempted  to  vote  against  all  extravagancies  of  all  kinds,  but  neither  in 
public  life  nor  in  private  life  will  I  ever  resolve  not  to  pay  expenses, 
whatever  they  may  be.  The  way  to  arrive  at  that  is  by  a  provision  in 
relation  to  appropriations,  prohibiting  the  Legislature  from  making 
appropriations  except  for  specified  purposes,  and  that  those  purposes 
shall  be  strictly  legitimate.  But  this  proposition  can  be  evaded.  If  the 
limit  is  too  low,  the  Legislature  will  go  in  debt.  Bonds  will  be  issued 
and  interest  will  have  to  be  paid  upon  the  Imnds.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
whole  idea.  There  ought  to  be  a  limit,  but  I  am  not  going  to  assume 
that  all  the  wisdom  and  honesty  of  the  State  is  monopolized  by  this 
Convention.  Now,  in  case  of  war,  or  famine,  or  pestilence,  or  great 
floods,  it  might  make  a  higher  rate  than  forty  cents  absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read; 

''  Add  to  the  end  of  section  fourteen,  'except  in  case  of  war,  insurrec- 
tion, or  great  public  danger.'  '* 

RRHABKS   OF   HR.    RSTKE. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  this  because  I  think  it  will  be 
necessary  to  perfect  the  section.  I  remember  very  well  in  thjs  State,  at 
the  time  of  the  floods,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -one,  it  became  a 
question  of  self-preservation  with  the  people  of  this  city  to  levy  a  large 
tax  for  the  purpose  of  guarding  against  floods,  by  encircling  the  city 
with  a  levee.  I  believe  this  city  is  an  exception  to  the  rule,  but  we  can- 
not tell  when  the  necessity  will  arise.  Marysville  also  is  another 
example.  Now,  sir,  I  do  not  believe  in  any  such  iron  rule,  such  a 
limitation  in  case  of  ^reat  public  dancer,  where  the  State  could  not  come 
in  and  assist  her  citizens.  Should  there  be  a  great  famine,  or  a  great 
flood,  sweeping  over  tiie  Sacramento  Valley,  or  war,  or  pestilence,  or 
internal  commotion,  I  believe  the  State  should  have  the  power  to  levy 
a  much  higher  tax  than  forty  cent«  on  the  one  hundred  dollars,  as  the 
exigencies  of  the  case  may  demand.  I  see  some  of  the  Eastern  Consti- 
tutions have  limited  the  amount  to  twenty  cents  on  the  one  hundred 
dollars.  I  do  not  object  to  a  limit  placed  here,  provided  you  put  some 
such  amendment  as  this  in.  These  emergencies  have  occurred  and  may 
occur  again,  and  we  ought  to  provide  against  them. 

RRMARKS   OF    MR.   BIOOS. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  report  ought  to  call  for 
s-viiething.  This  was  reported  almost  unanimous.  I  hope  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Estee,  will  be 
iidopted.  I  think  it  is  necessary  to  perfect  the  section.  I  am  well  aware 
tli.it  many  of  the  States  have  adopted  such  provisions  as  this.  We  have 
set  a  limit  of  forty  cents.  The  State  is  in  debt  now.  That  would  make  it 
forty- nine  cents.  Our  assessable  property  is  nearly  six  hundred  millions  of 
dollars,  and  we  propose  to  increase  that  to  about  nine  hundred  millions. 
The  Controller  and  Governor  have  said  that  they  thought  it  would  not 
be  sufficient.  Everybody  knows  they  have  been  running  in  the  old 
groove;  and  every  person  knows  that  when  this  money  is  in  the  State 
treasury  the  Legislature  will  make  extravagant  appropriations,  and  this 
section  commends  itself  to  every  member  on  this  floor.  Unless  we  p\ace 
some  safeguards  around  the  Legislature  I  tell  you  it  is  very  dangerous 
to  have  money  piled  up  in  there.  If  we  make  our 'minds  to  run  the 
government  on  forty  cents,  wo  can  do  it.  I  hope  tl>e  amendment  and 
the  section  will  be  adopted. 

.    remarks   of    MR.    FRRUD. 

Mr.  FREUD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  section  fourteen,  as  reported  by 
the  committee,  will  not  be  stricken  out^  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Estee,  will  be  adopted.  It  is  a  good 
principle  in  human  concerns,  and  one  which  in  my  opinion  will  apply 
equally  to  the  concerns  of  the  State.  Men  as  well  as  nations  will  live 
according  to  their  means.  Place  a  limit  upon  them  and  they  will  strive 
to  live  within  that  limit.  Place  a  limit  upon  the  extravagance  of  the 
Legislature  and  it  will  live,  and  perhaps  live  better,  than  it  otherwise 
would  do.     Therefore  I  hope  this  section  will  be  retained. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Santa  Clara.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment 
to  the  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"And  all  taxes  may  be  paid  in  the  lawful  money  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    What  is  the  use  of  that?    We  have  resumed. 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   JOHNSON. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  the 
adoption  of  this  section,  with  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ran  Francisco.  The  effect  is,  all  tangible  property  in  this  State  will  be 
taxed  under  section  two,  which  has  oeen  taxed  heretofore,  and  bt'sides 
that  there  will  be  an  additional  income  from  debts  and  credits,  until  the 
Legislature  permits  the  deduction  of  debts  from  credits.  Until  that  is 
done  by  the  Jjegislature,  all  unsecured  credits  will  be  added  to  the  assess- 
ment roll  of  personal  proj>erty,  which  is  taxed  already.  That  will  make, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  the  rate  of  State  tax  considerably  less.  As  I 
understood  from  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  he  made  out,  after  count 
ing  the  tax  necessary  to  pay  the  interest  on  the  State  debt,  made  the 
amount  forty-nine  cents,  I  think.  Now,  if  there  is  an  additional  income 
added  to  the  tax  levy  of  all  the  unsecured  credits  in  the  State — if  the 
Ijcgislature  does  not  make  deductions — why,  the  rate,  of  course,  will  be 
(x>nsiderably  less  than  forty  cent^.    So  I  can  see  no  objections  to  it. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  call  your  attention  to  section  five,  which  pro- 
vides that  in  all  casiis  where  mortgages  are  taxed,  the  amount  shall  be 
deducted  from  the  value  of  the  land.  Will  that  make  any  difference 
with  the  tax  rate? 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  It  is  an  easy  thing  to  understand  section  two.  In 
the  first  place,  all  tangible  property  will  be  taxed  as  heretofore.  But  as 
far  as  tangible  property  and  «nortgages  are  concerned,  there  are  two 
interests.  There  is  the  interest  of  the  mortgagor  and  the  interest  of  the 
mort^gee.  But  these  two  interests  constitute  only  one  property.  There- 
fore it  will  be  just  the  same  as  the  tax  on  land  heretofore,  because  the 
mortgage,  being  an  interest  in  the  land,  is  deducted  from  the  value  of 
the  land,  so  that  the  two  interests  constitute  the  one  property. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  My  point  is  this:  That  although  you  tax  mort- 
gages, still,  as  you  deduct  it  from  the  value  t>f  the  land,  there  is  no 
increiise  on  that  account  in  the  aggregate  property  assessed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Certainly  not.  There  is  no  increase  whatever  j  but 
there  is  an  increase  otherwise,  by  taxing  unsecured  credits,  and  that  was 
what  I  was  speaking  about.  I  said  that  the  same  property  would  be 
taxed  as  heretofore,  and,  in  addition,  these  unsecured  credits  would  be 
added,  which  will  swell  the  roll  and  reduce  the  rate,^  unless  the  Legisla- 
ture sees  fit  to  authorize  offsets  of  debts  against  credits. 

Mr.  estee.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  under  our  new  Constitution,  with 
the  reductions  we  have  made  in  salaries,  etc.,  that  the  expenses  of  the 
State  will  be  one  quarter  less  than  they  have  been? 

Mr.  JOHNSON^  Yes,  sir.  So  upon  any  hypothesis,  it  seems  to  me 
this  section  is  a  perfectly  proper  one  to  adopt.  I  have  understood  that 
some  gentlemen — most  ot  wnom  voted  in  the  negative,  however— do 
not  understand  section  two  as  adopted.  It  is  the  simplest  and  most  easy 
thing  tf:>  underetand  in  the  world.  Section  five  says,  in  effect,  that  only 
land  shall  be  taxed,*  but  there  are  two  interests  in  that  land  —  the 
interest  of  the  mortgagor  and  the  intereot  of  the  mortgagee.  Those  two 
interests  constitute  the  land.  Then,  besides,  there  are  credits  unsecured. 
These  credits,  of  course,  will  be  added  to  the  visible,  tangible  property. 
The  taxpayers  will  have  to  make  a  statement,  under  oath,  of  the  amount 
of  their  credits.  If  the  Legislature  shall  provide  that  debts  due  to  bona 
fide  residents  of  this  State  may  be  a  set-off  against  credits,  they  will  pro- 
vide for  statements  to  be  made  under  oath.  Itrwill  be  hard  to  say,  with 
any  certainty;  what  the  effect  of^this  will  be  on  the  rate  of  taxation. 
But  I  think  I  can  see  that  the  tax  is  not  going  to  exceed  forty  cents. 
As  suggested  by  the  gentleman,  the  salaries  of  all  State  officers  have 
been  r^uced,  which  will  make  the  amount  necessary  just  that  much 
less. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  who  offered  the  amend- 
ment whether  that  amendment  would  cover  such  a  case  as  a  famine,  or 
flood,  in  this  State?     He  uses  a  new  term  there,  "danger." 

Mr.  estee.  I  suppose  you  could  use  the  words  "  great  publiccalam- 
ity."  I  had  in  my  mmd  fire  and  flood,  more  than  famine.  I  don't 
apprehend  that  California  will  ever  have  a  famine. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Probably  the  word  "danger"  would  imply  something 
impending,  flood  or  famine,  or  great  calamity. 

■ 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  section  will  be  stricken 
out.  It  is  very  evident  from  the  arguments  here  that  there  is  a  very 
great  misunderstanding  as  to  the  amount  of  property  upon  which  taxes 
arc  to  be  levied.  It  is  claimed  that  we  have  already  provided  for  a 
great  reduction  in  the  expenses  of  the  State  government,  by  reducing 
the  salaries  of  State  officers.  But  gentlemen  seem  Jo  forget  entirely 
that  we  have  created  other  offices,  whose  salaries  must  be  provided  for* 
out  of  the  State  apportionment,  and  by  the  very  report  now  before  us 
we  are  asked  to  provide  for  another  Board,  that  must,  of  course,  entail  a 
great  expense  upon  the  State,  and  it  seems  to  me  we  are  going  u}x>n 
uncertain  ground.  We  are  likely  to  tie  the  Legislature  down  so  that  it 
cannot  do  what  the  interests  of  the  State  demand.  It  is  better  to  leave 
it  as  it  is.  I  do  not  think  they  have  abused  this  power  in  the  past.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  demand  for  this  thing.  Let  us  leave  it  to  the 
Legislature.  Let  them  determine  what  the  rate  shall  be.  It  is  safe  in 
their  hands,  and  then  there  will  be  no  need  of  this  exception  in  regard 
to  great  public  danger  and  calamity,  or  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  would  like  to  know  if  war  is  not  a  calamity.  I 
would  like  to  know  if  famine  is  not  a  calamity.  If  we  are  going  to 
doctor  it  up,  it  strikes  me  we  had  better  do  it  in  a  little  better  shape. 
If  we  propose  to  use  the  word  calamity,  let  us  use  that  word,  and  not 
use  any  surplus  words.  I  am  not  going  to  attempt  to  doctor  it  myself, 
but  I  suggest  it  to  the  gentleman  who  offered  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  will  add  the  words  "or  other  calamity."  I  don't 
want  it  to  apply  to  any  member  of  this  Convention. 

Mr.  GREGG.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  section  had  better  be 
stricken  out.  The  limitation  would  only  cause  the  State  Board  of 
Equalization  to  increase'  the  valuation  of  property  throughout  the  State, 
in  order  to  get  the  necessary  amount  of  revenue.  The  Board  has  that 
power,  and  they  will  certainly  use  it,  when  the  State  falls  short  of  money. 
The  section  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Estee. 

Division  was  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  amendment 
was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  44  ayes  to  42  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  nf)w  on  the  motion  to  strike  out 
the  section. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  We  have  already  stricken  out  the  section  in  regard 
to  poll  taxes,  and  it  is  proposed  by  some  to  put  a  clause  in  there  wnich 
shall  prohibit  the  Legislature  from  ever  levying  a  poll  tax. 

Mu.  LARKIN.  I  don't  understand  that  this  Convention  decided 
anything  upon  that  question  except  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislature.  I 
hope  the  gentleman  will  not  use  it  as  an  argument. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  we  put  the  proper  restrictions  upon 
the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  appropriate  money,  that  is  all  that  is 
required.  The  restriction  should  go  to  the  power  to  appropriate  money, 
and  not  upon  their  power  to  raise  money.  They  must  have  power  to 
pay  the  expenses  of^the  State  Government.    They  must  pay  salaries 
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aud  other  expenses,  if  thej  have  to  go  in  debt  to  do  it.    This  section 
should  certainly  be  stricken  out. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  oommitt%e  divided,  and  the  motion  to 
strike  out  the  section  prevailed,  by  a  vote  of  48  ayes  to  38  noes. 

STATR   BOARD  OP   RQUALIZATION. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  fifteen. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read; 

Sec.  15.  A  State  Board  of  Equalization,  consisting  of  two  members 
from  each  Congressional  district  in  this  State,  shall  be  elected  by  the 
qualified  electors  of  their  respective  districts,  at  the  general  election  to 
be  Jield  in  the  year  eighteen  nundred  and  seventy-nine,  and  every  four 
years  thereafter,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  equalize  the  valuation  of  the 
taxable  property  in  the  State  for  purposes  of  State  taxation.  The  Boards 
of  Supervisors  of  the  several  counties  in  the  State  shall  constitute  Boards 
of  £(^ualization  for  their  respective  counties,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to 
equalize  the  valuation  of  the  taxable  property  in  the  county  for  the  pur- 
pose of  county  taxation. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  an  amendment  to  section 
fifteen. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Amend  section  fifteen  by  striking  out  the  words,  'two  members/  in 
line  one,  and  insert  instead  the  words,  'one  member.'" 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man froni  San  Francisco, Mr.  Barbour,  to  strike  out  the  word  "two,"  and 
insert  "one." 

Mr.  FREEMAN.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  road: 

"Amend  section  fifteen  by  striking  out  the  words,  'two  members 
from  each  Congressional  district,'  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  the 
words,  'three  members,  no  two  of  whom  shall  be  residents  of  the  same 
Congressional  district.' " 

BEIIARKS   of    MR.    FREEMAN. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman :  •!  think  three  members  are  suf- 
ficient to  constitute  a  State  Board  of  Equalization.  The  Board  which 
existed  some  years  ago  had,  I  believe,  only  three  members,  and  there 
was  no  dissatisfaction.  The  objection  to  having  four  members  is  this: 
that  there  is  very  likely  to  be  a  tie  vote  on  every  important  question 
which  will  come  before  the  Board.  It  will  alwavs  require  a  vote  of 
three  to  one.  Now,  I  do  not  propose  that  the  Board  shall  be  elected  by 
Congressional  districts,  only  that  no  two  of  them  shall  come  from  the 
same  Congressional  district.  It  will  always  leave  out  one  of  the  Con- 
gressional districts,  but  that  is  a  very  immaterial  matter.  It  is  not  so 
material  that  there  shall  be  one  from  each  district  as  it  is  that  the  Board 
shall  be  of  a  number  and  size  which  will  enable  it  to  act  successfully. 
If  there  are  four  members,  it  will  require  three  to  pass  any  proposition. 
Three  members,  therefore,  will  make  a  more  efficient  Board  tnan  four. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    EDOERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  section  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Revenue  and  Taxation  is  the  section  introduced  and  prepared 
by  the  gentleman  from  Yuba,  Judge  Belcher.  The  question  as  to  the 
number  that  should  constitute  the  Board  was  considered  at  some  length 
by  the  committee,  and  it  was  urged  there  that  there  ought  to  be  at  least 
two  members  from  each  Congressional  district,  for  this  reason,  that  in 
one,  at  least,  of  the  Congressional  districts  there  is  a  large  amount  of 
mining  property,  and  also  a  large  amount  of  property,  agricultural  in 
its  character;  and  that  if  the  people  of  the  district  elect  a  man  from  the 
agricultural  ix>rtion  of  the  district,  he  would  not  be  likely  to  be  informed 
as  to  the  value  of  mining  property,  and  vice  versa.  Therefore  it  w^as 
argued  that  there  ought  to  be  one  representative  acquainted  with  the 
value  of  mining  propertv,  and  one  to  represent  the  agricultural  portion 
of  the  district.  That  is  the  reason  th&committee  settled  upon  this  num- 
ber, so  as  to  make  it  a  thoroughly  representative  Board,  and  we  retained 
the  section  as  prepared  and  offered  by  Judge  Belcher. 

Now,  it  may  be  well  enough,  inasmuch  as  this  is  a  new  subject,  to 
refer  to  other  States.  It  is  true  we  had  a  BoanLsome  years  ago,  consist- 
ing of  three  members;  but  under  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
ihis  State  its  powers  were  held  to  be  very  limited,  and  ita  functions  were 
such  as  to  attract  very  little  attention.  I  have  investigated  this  question 
somewhat  extensively,  to  ascertain  how  these  Boards  are  constituted  in 
other  States,  and  if  the  Convention  desires  the  experience  of  those  States 
I  will  submit  the  result  of  my  investigations.  Now,  the  State  of  New 
York  has  a  Board  that  is  partially  ex  officio,  and  partially  an  ap()ointed 
Board,  consisting  of  thirteen,  embracing  the  Lieutenant-Governor, 
Speaker  of  the  Assembly,  Secretary  of  State,  Controller,  Treasurer, 
Attorney -General,  and  State  Engineer.  In  addition  to  these  officere, 
the  Governor  appoints  a  Board  of  State  Assessors,  composed  of  three;  so 
that  the  Board  consists  of  thirteen  members. 

In  the  State  of  Nebraska,  the  State  Board  consists  of  the  Governor, 
State  Auditor,  and  lYeasurer.  There  is  an  executive  Board  of  three 
members.  In  Ohio,  which  is  a  large  State,  the  Board  consists  of  one 
member  elected  from  each  Senatorial  District.  It  is  a  very  large,  rt'pre- 
scntative  Board,  as  the  State  has  thirty-two  Senators,  I  believe.  The 
State  Board  equalizes  proi>erty  once  in  ten  years,  and  that  constitutes 
the  basis  of  assessment  for  all  real  property  in  the  State.  In  the  State 
of  Missouri,  the  State  Senate  constitutes  the  State  Board  of  Equalization, 
consisting,  I  think,  of  thirty -three  members — a  very  thoroughly  repre- 
sentative Board.  They  do  this  business  during  the  session  of  the  Legis- 
lature. In  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  the  State  Board  consists  of  the  State 
Senate,  with  the  Secretary  of  State  sitting  as  an  ex  officio  member,  and 
the  Senate,  I  believe,  numbers  some  twenty-five. 

I  8upi)ose  this  is  as  important  a  branch  of  this  subject  as  this  Conven- 
tion will  have  to  deal  with.  In  my  judgment  there  will  be  no  danger 
of  getting  the  Board  too  largo,  and  that  Boaixl  should  be  puffioiently 


representative  in  its  character.  I  do  not  think,  in  view  of  the  diver- 
sified interests  in  this  State,  that  there  should  be  less  than  two  members 
from  each  Congressional  district.  One  man  is  not  apt  to  be  familiar 
with  both  mining  and  agricultural  property.  That  is  the  reason  the 
committee  settled  down  upon  two  members  from  each  district.  There 
are  now  four  Congressional  districts,  which  gives  the  Board  eight  mem- 
bers. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BARBOUR. 

Mr.  HXRBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  can  see  no  necessity  for  so  large 
a  number  as  provided  for  in  the  report  of  the  committee.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  the  ])riucipal  duty  of  equalizing  values  falls  to  the  County 
Boards.  And  to  equalize  the  assessments  among  the  counties  is  the  prin- 
cipal duty  of  the  btate  Board,  to  be  composed  of  representatives  from 
each  district.  Estimating  the  population  m  these  districts,  and  compar- 
ing the  population  of  San  Francisco,  it  will  be  found  that  the  represen- 
tation is  about  the  same,  according  to  population.  As  to  the  objection 
of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Freeman,  in  my  opinion  that 
is  clearly  obviated  in  the  next  sentence,  befiause  I  have  no  doubt  that 
California  will  gain  an  additional  representative,  making  five  districts. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  At  the  proper  time  1  propose  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment, making  the  Controller  of  State  ex  officio  a  member  of  the  Board. 
„  Mr.  BARBOUR.     He  could  decide  in  case  of  a  tie  vote. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  In  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Barbour,  I  would  say  that  there  is  a  provision  at  the  end  of  ihis 
report  requiring  the  Legislature  to  pass  all  laws  necessary  to  carry  oat 
the  provisions,  and  it  will  be  entirely  competent  for  the  Legislature  to 
provide  for  this  contingency. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.  MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  argument,  or  suggestion 
about  increasing  the  Congressional  districts,  appears  to  me  a  conclusive 
objection  to  the  proposition  presented  by  the  committee,  and  also  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour.  The 
indications  are  that  there  will  be  an  increase  of  two  Congressional  dis- 
tricts in  this  St^te,  which  will  make  six  in  all.  In  the  ^committee's 
report  it  provides  for  two  from  each  district,  which  would  make  twelve. 
According  to  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Barbour,  we  would  have  six.  I 
believe  it  will  be  generally  conceded  that  when  we  had  three  members 
of  the  Board  that  was  enough.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento  is  the  proper  amendment,  and  avoids  all  diffi- 
culty about  an  increase  in  the  number  of  Congressional  tlistrict-s.  The 
amendment,  as  I  heard  it  read,  is  that  there  shall  be  three  elected,  and 
in  no  case  more  than  one  from  one  Congressional  district.  Therefore, 
no  matt4)r  how  many  districts  there  may  be,  there  will  be  no  increase  in 
the  number  of  members  of  the  Board.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment, 
to  strike  out  all  the  words  between  "of"  and  "at"  in  line  three,  and 
insert  "of  this  State,"  so  as  to  read,  the  "qualified  electors  of  this 
State,"  instead  of  "  of  their  respective  districts."  I  think  the  officers 
who  are  to  serve  the  State  at  large  should  be  elected  by  the  State  at 
Itrge. 

Mr.  FREEM.^N.     I  accept  that  amendment. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.    WINANS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Freeman.  I  see  no  necessity  for 
the  adoption  of  a  method  by  which  this  State  Board  is  to  be  accumu- 
lated. They  are  to  be  accumulated  according  to  population,  while  their 
entire  province  is  in  reference  to  matters  of  the  State.  I  do  not  think, 
therefore,  that  the  accumulation  of  their  number,  according  to  the 
growth  of  the  State,  is  at  all  consistent.  We  considere<l  that  three  were 
enough  to  determine  all  railroad  interests  in  the  State,  and  they  are 
quite  as  ponderous  as  those  which  concern  the  assessment  of  propertv  in 
tnis  State.  All  the  data  required  can  be  had  by  hearing  evidence.  I'his 
will  be  their  especial  duty,  and  they  will  make  themselves  familiar  with 
all  classes  of  land  values  in  the  State.  And  if,  sir,  thirteen  men,  shift- 
ing as  some  of  them  are,  are  sufficient  to  determine  the  value  of  the 
lauded  interest  in  the  great  State  of  New  York,  three  will  surely  be 
enough  in  California.  For  these  reasons  I  shall  support  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento. 

SPEECH   OF    MR.    BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Sacramento  will  not  prevail.  I  desire  to  have  this  State 
Board  a  representative  body  of  the  interests  of  the  State.  And  in  order 
that  they  may  be  so  they  ought  to  be  elected  by  the  electors  of  different 
parts  of  the  State,  so  that  these  varied  interests  may  be  represented. 
We  have  the  agricultural  interest  and  the  mining  interest,  and  the  only 
way  that  they  can  be  represented  in  the  State  Board  of  Equalization 
will  be  to  have  the  members  of  that  Board  elected  by  a  constituency 
who  arc  interested  in  these  things.  I  do  n<it  believe  that  the  Board 
provided  for  will  be  too  large.  There  is  an  immense  amount  of  labor 
for  the  Board  to  attend  to.  It  has  not  only  to  equalize  taxation  upon 
the  landed  interest,  as  has  been  incidentally  mentioned,  but  it  must 
also,  if  we  look  at  the  next  section,  assess  all  railroad  property  within 
the  State,  and  then  divide  the  taxes  upon  that  property  oetween  the 
different  divisions  and  subdivisions  of  the  State.  And  it  is  an  essential 
thing  that  there  should  be  members  enough  to  do  the  work  auickly ; 
and,  as  I  said,  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  representative  Board,  in  order 
to  avoid  trouble  which  might  arise  in  a  Board  consisting  of  an  equal 
number  of  members,  I  propose  to  offer  an  amendment.  Insert  in  the 
sixth  line,  after  the  word  "taxation,"  the  words:  "The  Controller  of 
State  shall  be  ex  officio  a  member  of  said  Board."  At  the  proper  time 
I  shall  offer  this  amendment,  so  as  to  avoid  the  difficulty  arising  from  a 
tie  vote. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to 
the  election  by  the  State  at  large,  because  the  result  of  it  will  be  to  give 
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the  commercial  centers  the  entire  control  of  the  Board.  I^ow,  I  am  in 
favor  of  electing  one  from  each  Congressional  district,  and  to  avoid  the 
difficulty  of  a  tie  vote,  to  add  the  Controller,  hj  virtue  of  his  office. 
And  there  is  another  reason  for  it;  the  Controller  has,  perhaps;  more 
accurate  knowledge  of  the  affairs  of  the  State  than  any  other  officer,  and 
that  is  a  good  reason  for  his  being  a  member  of  the  Board. 

SPBBCH   OF  UK.   SHAFTKR. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  trust  the  C/onvention  will  adhere 
to  the  report  of  the  committee.  There  are  other  questions  here  which 
will  have  to  be  decided  also.  By  whom  is  the  assessment  to  be  made, 
and  bow  is  it  to  be  equalized  ?  These  are  questions  yet  to  be  solved  by 
this  Convention.  Whether  we  are  to  have  Township  Assessors,  or  County 
Assessors,  is  not  yet  decided.  But  whether  we  have  Township  Assessors 
or  not,  the  county  officers  will  make  the  assessments  and  will  report  to 
the  Boards  of  Supervisors,  who  will  have  to  equalize  the  assessments 
between  the  citizens  of  the  county.  Now,  what  nas  this  State  Board  to 
do?  Is  it  to  go  back  to  the  primary  assessments  and  undertake  to 
equalize  between  man  and  man?.  No,  sir,*  it  is  to  do  no  such  thing.  Is 
it  to  go  back  and  take  a  dollar  off  of  Smith's  assessment  and  add  it  to 
that  of  Jones?  Is  that  what  the  State  Board  is  to  do?  No,  sir.  It  will 
equalize  between  the  counties,  and  have  authority  over  the  County 
Boards.  It  will  be  impossible  for  them  to  go  into  every  county,  on  to 
every  man's  farm,  on  to  every  man's  minmg  claim,  and  equalize  the 
value  of  the  property.  Of  course  economy  is  a  thing  to  be  taken  into 
consideration,  but  this  must  be  a  Board  large  enough  to  do  its  work. 
Take  the  Third  Congressional  District,  which  comprises  the  northern 
part  of  the  State.  That  district  extends  for  hundreds  of  miles,  and 
what  can  one  man  know  as  to  the  value  of  the  property  in  different 
portions  of  that  district?  Two  men  would  be  better  tnan  one.  A  man 
living  in  the  mining  counties  would  know  nothing  of  the  value  of 
property  in  the  agricultural  districts.  It  is  all  the  more  difficult  here 
because  values  change  so  often.  In  my  native  State  it  is  referred  back 
to  the  Legislature,  and  they  equalize  between  the  townships  throughout 
the  State.  It  is  easily  done  there  once  in  five  years.  But  here  it  is  dif- 
ferent. There  the  land  is  of  the  same  character.  It  is  not  so  here.  The 
larger  the  number  on  this  Board  the  more  likely  we  shall  be  to  get  cor- 
rect information  from  these  several  districts,  and  especially  in  those 
counties  where  there  are  railroad  interests,  as  this  Board  is  to  assess  all 
railroad  property .  You  will  be  more  apt  to  get  at  the  truth  of  the  mat- 
tor  if  vou  have  two  men  from  a  district,  than  by  having  only  one. 

With  regard  to  the  liability  of  a  tie  in  the  Board,  that  is  very  simple. 
Some  man  will  Ixi  sick;  some  man  will  always  be  away,  so  that  there  is 
likely  to  be  an  odd  number  there.  You  can,  however,  provide  for  that 
by  simply  adding  the  Controller.  He  is  here,  the  records  are  here,  and 
he  has  the  conveniences  foY  keeping  these  records.  It  is  true,  we  ought 
to  study  economy  in  all  we  do,  but  not  to  such  an  extent  as  to  cripple  or 
impair  the  efficiency  of  a  Board  charged  with  such  an  important  duty  as 
this.  All  our  troubles  about  taxation  have  arisen  for  want  of  this  Board. 
I  am  in  favor  of  electing  them  by  districts.  It  is  true  that  the  men 
coming  from  the  different  districts  are  apt  to  be  zealous  in  defending 
their  own  interests,  but  it  is  as  fair  for  one  as  for  the  other.  I  trust  that 
for  once  the  Convention  will  adhere  to  the  report  of  a  committee. 

8PKKCH    or    MR.   BARBOUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman  :  A  small  Board  will  be  much  more 
likely  to  a>;ree  than  a  large  one,  as  is  well  illustrated  by  this  Conven- 
tion. The  larger  the  numoer  of  men  the  more  difficult  it  is  to  arrive  at 
conclusions.  In  the  matter  of  equalizing  assessments  all  over  the  State, 
the  more  you  add  the  less  likely  they  will  be  to  agree.  I  am  opposed  to 
the  proposition  of  a  big  Board.  One  or  two  good  accountants  can  do  the 
whole  thing.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  is 
open  to  two  objections,  both  of  which  are  fatal.  In  the  first  place,  I 
would  like  to  know  how  the  gentleman  is  going  to  provide  a  represent- 
ative Board  when  one  of  the  districts  is  entirely  unrepresentea  in  the 
Board.  He  asserts  the  principle  of  district  representation,  and  thus  pro- 
vides a  Board  of  three  when  there  are  four  districts.  One  district  must 
necessarily  be  left  out,  since  these  candidates  must  be  residents  of  their 
respective  districts.  The  other  objection  is  that  he  provides  that  these 
men  shall  be  voted  for  by  the  State  at  large.  And  I  was  surprised  at  the 
position  taken  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Winans,  when 
lie  asserted  that  lie  was  contending  for  the  same  principle  advocated  and 
adopted  by  the  Committee  on  Corporations,  in  reference  to  the  Railroad 
Commissioners.  The  Commission,  it  is  true,  has  but  three  members,  but 
they  come  from  districts.  The  State  is  divided  into  districts  for  that 
pur{>ose,  and  no  district  is  unrepresented.  If  the  gentleman  had  pro- 
posed that  this  Board  be  elected  in  the  same  manner,  it  would  have  ueen 
a  proper  argument. 

Mr,  winans.  I  merely  referred  to  the  size  of  the  two  Commissions, 
not  as  to  the  manner  of  their  election.  As  far  as  this  matter  is  con- 
cerned, I  do  not  see  why  these  Commissioners  could  not  be  elected  from 
the  same  districts  as  the  Railroad  Commissioners. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Well,  if  you  propose  to  take  the  division  prescribed 
for  the  Railroad  Commission,  that  is  one  way.  If  you  propose  to  pre- 
scribe it  here  in  this  section,  that  is  all  right.  But  that  is  not  the  prop- 
osition before  the  committee. 

SPRECH   OF   MR.    DUDLEY. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  report  of  the 
committee  will  be  adhered  to,  unless  it  should  be  to  add  the  Controller. 
Now,  while  it  is  true  that  objections  can  be  urged  against  every  large 
Board,  still  a  Board  composed  of  two  members  rroni  each  district  is  not 
90  large  as  to  be  objectionable.  Now,  if  that  Board  is  going  to  act  at  all, 
it  must  act  upon  information.  A  Board  composed  of  three  members, 
elected  from  the  central  portions  of  the  State,  will  have  very  little 
knowledge  of  the  actual  values  of  property  in  other  part«  of  the  State, 


and  it  will  be  difficult  to  get  a  Board  with  the  requisite  knowledge,  com- 
prised of  a  less  number  than  two  from  each  district.  As  to  being  elected 
Dy  the  State  at  large,  I  think  the  reasons  assigned  by  other  gentlemen 
on  this  floor  are  sufficient  against  it.  They  ought  to  be  elected  by  dis- 
tricts, and  two  is  not  too  large  a  number.  Perhaps  it  would  be  well 
enough  to  elect  one  at  one  election,  and  another  in  two  years,  so  as  to 
make  a  continuous  Board.  There  is  no  objection  to  that.  But  I  hope 
the  committee  will  vote  down  these  amendments,  and  permit  us  to  have 
a  Board  of  at  least  two  from  each  district.  The  difficulty  arising  from 
a  tie  vote  is  not  very  great  and  can  be  easily  obviated. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  If  the  Congressional  districts  shall  be  extended 
after  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty  to  six  districts,  the  gentleman  will 
be  in  favor  of  having  twelve  members  of  the  Board. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,     f  am,  most  assuredly. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  It  will  be  a  great  additional  expense  on  the 
people  of  this  State. 

Mr.  DUDLEY.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  expense  of  this  Board 
of  Equalization  amounts  to  anything,  whether  it  shall  consist  of  twelve 
or  twenty  members,  if  they  accomplish  the  purposes  for  which  they  are 
intended.  It  will  be  a  very  little  additional  expense  when  spread  out 
over  the  State,  compared  with  the  loss  of  millions  of  dollars  which  are 
not  now  upon  the  assessment  rolls.  If  this  Board  can  succeed  in  equal- 
izing the  assessments  upon  property,  the  expense  will  not  be  felt  in  the 
slightest.  Three  men  will  not  have  the  requisite  knowledge  to  do  this.* 
Gentlemen  speak  of  three  men  equalizing  values.  They  may  not  know 
any  more  about  the  value  of  property  in  some  parts  of  the  State  than 
the  man  in  the  moon.  I  do  not  know  as  it  is  necessary  for  this  Board 
to  travel.  They  might  travel  for  information — I  do  not  know  that  they 
will.  It  is  not  expected  that  this  Board  shall  travel  round  over  the 
State,  and  look  at  every  piece  of  land  in  the  State.  Every  part  of  the 
State  ought  to  be  represented  in  the  Board,  otherwise  it  will  have  no 
accurate  knowledge  of  the  value  of  property  in  the  various  parU  of  the 
State. 

SPKBCH   OP   MR.   FREEMAN. 

Mr.  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  the  argument  of  the  gentleman 
be  true,  this  Board  of  Equalization  ought  to  consist  of  about  three  hun- 
dred members,  one  from  each  township,  perhaps  one  thousand  mem- 
bers. It  is  not  to  be  expected  that  a  Board  can  oe  created  so  large  that 
each  individual  will  have  an  exact  knowledge  of  the  value  of  th€  proj>- 
erty  in  the  district  which  he  represents.  The  best  and  most  that  can  be 
expected  of  this  Board  is  that  ifPwill  use  its  official  time  to  make  such 
inquiries  as  will  be  necessary  to  enable  it  to  determine  the  questions 
brought  before  it.  A  small  Board  of  Equalization,  a  Board  consisting  of 
three  members,  can  travel  about  the  State,  as  the  other  Board  of  Equal- 
ization did;  they  can  make  inquiries  in  respect  to  the  various  counties. 
We  do  not  want  to  create  a  legislative  body,  which  shall  sit  here  in  ses- 
sion, which  shall  make  that  kind  of  an  equalization  which  the  members 
individually  want  for  their  respective  districts.  If  we  make  it  twelve  or 
fifteen,  or  any  other  large  number,  they  will  meet  here  as  a  kind  of  a 
legislative  body,  and  about  all  that  will  be  done  will  be  to  ask  the  mem- 
bers from  each  district  whether  he  is  satisfied  with  the  assessment  from 
that  district. 

Now,  with  regard  to  State  representation,  and  local  representation, 
I  take  issue  witn  the  gentleman.  The  great  bad  act  of  the  old  Con- 
stitution was  that  it  provided  for  a  number  of  Assessors  to  be 
elected  by  districts,  or  rather  counties.  The  result  was  the  election  of  a 
number  of  persons  from  the  various  counties,  and  their  popularity  at 
home  de;)ended  upon  the  reduction  of  the  county  assessments  to  the 
lowest  mark.  The  result  of  that  was  low  assessments  all  over  the  State. 
And  when  this  State  Board,  consisting  of  three  members,  began  to  act, 
they  raised  the  assessments  up  three  hundred  or  four  hundred  per  cent, 
over  the  local  assessments,  and  not  an  individual  dared  complain, 
because  they  knew  it  was  right.  I  say  the  members  of  this  Board 
should  not  be  considered  as  merely  the  representatives  of  the  local  dis- 
tricts. Such  a  policy  tends  to  make  them  the  champions  of  the  local- 
ities from  which  they  are  elected.  This  amendment  which  I  -have 
offered  provides  that  no  two  of  them  shall  be  elected  from  the  same  dis- 
trict, but  they  are  not  to  be  officers  of  the  districts,  but  officers  of  the 
State.  Elect  three  or  four  gentlemen  who  consider  their  duty  simply  to 
be  to  represent  the  interests  of  their  parts  of  the  State,  and  the  result 
will  probably  be  that  by  a  kind  of  general  consent  between  them  each 
district  would  be  let  alone.  None  of  them  will  be  very  anxious  to  tread 
upon  the  corns  of  the  others. 

SPRECH   OF   MR.    KDOERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  the  Board  is  to  consist  of  three 
members,  elected  by  the  State  at  large,  you  might  just  as  well  abandon 
it,  or  hand  it  over  to  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  where  my  friend 
Winans  lives.  As  to  the  suggestion  that  no  two  should  be  elected  from 
the  same  district,  I  believe  all  the  districts  corner  at  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Our  State  officers  have  to  be  elected  by  the  Slate 
at  large.  Did  you  ever  know  of  all  (he  State  officers  Ijcing  elected  from 
that  corner? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  There  are  some  sixteen  or  seventeen  State  offi- 
cers— Controller,  Attorney-General,  Superintendent,  etc. — and  those 
interests  are  entirely  different;  that  is  a  aifferent  consideration  entirely. 
The  interests  here  are  of  very  great  magnitude,  and  I  believe  that  this 
Board  should  be  a  representative  body,  and  elected  by  districts,  and  not 
by  the  State  at  large.  As  to  there  being  but  one  from  each  district — the 
farmers  in  the  district  will  want  a  farmer  elected  to  the  Board,  and  the 
miners  will  want  a  miner.  You  cannot  have  both.  I  would  like  to 
know  what  a  gentleman  who  has  lived  in  the  mines  for  twentv-five 
years  knows  about  the  values  of  farming  property.  I  would  ifke  to 
know  what  a  farmer,  who  has  never  been  in  the  mines,  knows  about  the 
value  of  mining  property.  It  is  all  importemt  that  these  two  great 
interests,  which  togetner  constitute  the  basis  of  our  prosperity,  should 
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be  represented  on  this  Board,  and  I  think  two  from  each  Congressional 
district  will  not  be  too  many.  Now,  about  this  matter  of  expense. 
I  would  like  to  know  by  what  rule  gentlemen  compute  the  ex}>ense. 
Somebody  says  five  thousand  dollars  a  year.  I  see  no  necessity  for  pay- 
ing these  gentlemen  any  such  salary.  I  suppose  they  will  be  paid  a 
reasonable  compensation  for  their  services.  But  certain  gentlemen 
overlook  this  consideration,  that  the  adjustment  of  values  in  this  State, 
increasing  the  values  of  pro]>erty  in  this  State  to  somewhere  near  their 
cash  value,  would  be  of  such  benefit  that  the  salaries  of  these  gentlemen 
would  be  a  mere  bagatelle,  as  compared  with  the  increased  revenue. 
Now,  I  find  that  in  the  State  of  Illinois  they  elect  one  from  each  Con- 
gressional district,  and  I  believe  they  have  fourteen  districts  in  that 
State.  Nobody  complains  of  the  number  there,  and  they  travel  about 
the  State.  In  the  State  of  New  York  the  Assessors  are  compelled  to 
visit  every  county  in  the  State.  These  States  have  representative  Boards, 
which  are  satisfactory  to  the  people,  and  a  vast  increase  in  the  amount 
of  taxable  property  brought  out  is  the  result,  and  that  will  be  the  result 
here. 

BKMARKS   OF   MR.   LABKIK. 

Mb.  LAREIN.    Mr.  Chairman:   I  deem  it  essential  that  these  men 

should  be  selected  by  districts.    As  the  gentleman  has  just  said,  we  have 

different  interests  in  this  State,  and  those  interests  should  be  represented 

•  on  this  Board.    They  can  be  represented  by  having  one  from  each  Cou- 

?;re8sional  district.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  member 
rom  San  Francisco.  I  believe  one  member  from  each  district  will  be 
sufficient,  by  adding  the  State  Controller. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Take  this  district.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of 
a  man  who  has  been  engaged  in  mining,  who  is  mmiliar  with  farm 
values  in  the  agricultural  counties  ? 

Mr.  LARKIN.  There  are  a  great  many  men  who  are  connected  with 
farming  and  mining  interests  both,  and  have  been.  In  our  county  the 
interests  are  about  equally  divided  at  present.  And  these  four  men,  with 
the  addition  of  the  Controller,  who  is  selected  with  reference  to  his 
fitness,  will  be  qualified  to  do  this  work. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  Controller  of  State  has  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  values  of  property  in  this"  State.  You  might  elect  a  mer- 
chant, or  a  sailor,  or  a  lawyer,  as  Controller,  and  they  might  make  excel- 
lent officers. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  The  men  we  have  elected  would  have  made  good 
members  of  such  a  Board.  The  histogr  of  the  State  shows  it.  Judging 
from  what  I  have  seen  of  the  office,  the  Controller  ought  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board.  He  would  be  a  valuable  member  of  the  Board  when  it 
comes  to  assessing  railroad  property.  I  believe  we  ought  to  have  four 
members.  If  this  Convention  cannot  agree  upon  one  from  each  district, 
then  I  would  prefer  two  from  each  district. 

Thr  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  amendment  was  lost  by  a  vote  of  44  ayes 
to  55  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  next  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Freeman. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  The  next  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    The  amendment  offered  by  myself  was  accepted. 

The  chairman.  The  gentleman  had  no  power  to  accept  iL  It 
was  no  part  of  the  amendment.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum. 

Lost. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Insert  after  the  word  *  property,'  in  line  six,  the  following:  *  of  the 
several  counties.' " 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  will  then  read :  "  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to 
equalize  the  valuation  of  the  taxable  property  of  the  several  counties 
in  the  State  for  purposes  of  State  taxation."  etc.  This  will  remove  some 
of  the  objections  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Marin,  that  we  propose 
to  equalize  the  property  of  individuals. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Adopted. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The. SECRETARY  read: 

"A  State  Board  of  Equalisation,  consisting  of  five  members,  and  no 
more,  four  of  whom  shall  be  elected  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
State  at  the  general  election  to  be  held  m  the  year  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy- nine,  and  every  four  years  thereafter;  and  the  Controller 
of  State  shall  be  ex  officio  a  member  of  the  Board ;  and  no  two  members 
shall  be  elected  from  the  same  Congressional  district." 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  propose  to  follow  this  amend- 
ment up.  There  seems  to  be  some  disposition  to  have  a  large  Board.  I 
think  this  will  be  ample  for  all  time.  This  is  a  kind  of  a  compromise 
between  the  two  sets  oi  opinions.  I  do  not  offer  it  as  a  compromise,  but 
simply  because  I  consider  it  best. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  ask  the  gentleman  whether  that  don't  provide  for 
the  election  by  the  State  at  large? 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment.. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Insert  after  the  word  .'taxation,'  in  the  sixth  line,  the  following: 
'The  Controller  of  State  shall  be  ex  officio  a  meniber  of  said  Board.'  " 


Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  this  Convention  has 
determined,  by  the  votes  just  taken,  that  this  Board  shall  consist  of  two 
members  from  each  district.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  if  we  provide  that 
the  Controller  shall  be  a  member  of  the  Board,  we  will  have  done  all 
that  it  is  advisable  to  do. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Would  the  Controller  be  allowed  any  additional  com- 
pensation for  such  services?  There  might  be  some  objection  raised  upon 
that. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    That  matter  can  be  settled  in  another  place. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer. 

Adopted. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Heiskell,  as  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Practically  it  seems  to  be  the  same  as  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Freeman. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman  ;  I  will  simply  say  that  the  difference, 
as  I  understand  it,  in  this  case,  between  this  and  Mr.  Freeman's  amend- 
ment is,  that  this  clearly  states  that  no  two  members  of  the  Board  shall 
be  from  the  same  district.  And  this  makes  it  very  different  from  the 
amendment  the  gentleman  speaks  of.  That  did  not  define  it,  but  left 
them  to  be  elected  at  large,  but  that  no  two  of  them  should  be  from  the 
same  Congressional  district.  This  defines  it,  makes  it  distinct,  and  pre- 
vents centralization. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Heiskell. 

Lost. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WYATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  section 
fifteen,  so  as  to  define  the  powers  of  the  Board.  And  as  I  have  it  writ- 
ten out  in  the  printed  section,  I  ask  leave  to  read  it: 

"  Add  to  section  fifteen :  '  Provided,  that  said  State  and  County 
Boards  of  Equalization  shall  be  and  they  are  hereby  authorized  and 
empowered  to  increase  or  lower  the  entire  assessment  roll,  or  the  as9e.<«s- 
ments  contained  therein,  so  as  to  equalize  the  assessment  of  the  property 
contained  in  said  assessment  roll,  so  as  to  make  said  assessments  con- 
fonn  to  the  true  money  value  of  the  property  assessed." 

I  wish  to  add  that  to  the  section.  The  reason  I  propose  this  amend- 
ment is  that  we  now  have  County  Boardsof  Equalization,  and  they  have 
run  counter  to  the  Supreme  Court.  It  is  heaged  about  by  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  which  says  that  the  County  Board  has  no  power  to 
interfere  with  the  assessment  of  the  Assessors.  Now,  in  order  to  make 
it  effective,  it  is  necessary  to  give  them  power  that  is  concurrent  with 
the  powers  of  the  Assessors,  so  that  if  they  see  whole  sections  of  country, 
or  if^  they  see  property  assessed  for  twenty -five  thousand  dollars,  which 
is  mortgaged  for  nfty  thousand  dollars,  like  some  of  the  assessments  in 
niy  county,  it  can  be  rectified.  It  is  for  the  Board  to  equalize  upon  their 
own  motion,  and  raise  these  assessments,  without  compelling  A.  to  fi;o 
before  the  Board  and  make  personal  application.  He  is  denied  the 
privilege  of  having  school  houses,  because  these  landholders  are  there 
to  intimidate,  there  to  hire  men  to  vote  against  levying  taxes  for  a 
school  house.  If  you  expect  these  Boards  to  accomplish  any  good,  you 
must  give  them  more  power.  They  must  have  the  power  to  increase 
or  lower  these  assessments  on  their  own  motion. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Monterey 
that  the  word  ''equalize"  comprises  all  that  is  contained  in  his  proposed 
amendment.  That  means  that  they  can  increase  or  decrease.  I  see  no 
necessitv  for  the  amendment  at  all. 

Mr.  WYATT.  This  amendment  reads:  "Provided,  that  said  State 
and  County  Boards  of  Equalization  shall  be  and  they  are  iiereby  author- 
ized and  empowered  to  increase  or  lower  the  entire  assessment  roll,  or 
the  assessments  contained  therein,  so  as  to  equalize  the  assessment  of 
the  property  contained  in  said  assessment  roll,  so  as  to  make  said  assess- 
ments conform  to  the  true  money  value  of  the  property  assessed." 

speech   of   MB.    SMITH. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  was  about  to 
introduce  an  amendment  covering  the  same  point.  The  Supreme  Court 
has  decided  that  on  account  of  the  Assessor  being  provided  for  by  the 
Constitution,  that  Boards  of  Equalization,  in  attempting  to  equalize  the 
assessments,  by  raising  or  lowering  values,  were  doing  the  duties  of 
constitutional  officers.  And  on  that  account  it  was  decided  that  the 
powers  of  Boards  of  Equalization  were  limited.  Now,  that  section  has 
been  stricken  out,  and  one  similar  to  it  proposed  by  the  committee. 
Before  I  left  my  county  I  was  often  reminded  of  the  necessity  of  giving 
to  Boards  of  Equalization  full  power  to  review  assessments.  Now',  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  amendment  proposed  does  not  fully  cover  the 
point.  He  gives  it  power  to  raise  or  lower  the  assessments  made  by  the 
Assessor.  But  he  does  not  give  power  to  the  Board  to  put  on  the  assess- 
ment roll  property  that  might  be  omitted  by  the  Assessor.  We  had  a 
case  in  our  county.  Lands  belonging  to  the  railroad  company  were 
omitted  from  the  assessment  roll,  and  under  the  law,  when  the  matter 
came  up  before  the  Board,  it  was  held  that  the  Board  had  no  power. 
Now,  the  amendment  I  was  about  to  propose  covers  the  whole  matter, 
and  I  will  read  it:  "And  the  State  Board  of  Equalization,  for  State  pur- 
poses, and  the  County  Board,  for  county  purposes,  shall  have  full  power 
to  review  and  reform  State  and  county  assessments."  Now,  I  have  been 
somewhat  timid  about  offering  amendments  here.  It  seems  to  me  that 
resolutions  coming  from  certain  members  of  this  Convention  are  taken 
notice  of  more  than  those  coming  from  others.  There  seem  to  be  certain 
undercurrenta  here  that  have  interfered  with  the  business  long  enough. 
It  has  a  depressing  effect,  and  I  am  tired  of  it.  I  came  here  to  represent 
my  constituents,  not  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  prestige  here.  I  am  tired 
of  this  thing  of  members  taking  advantage  to  introduce  amendments. 
Now,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Wyatt  amendment,  as  far  as  it  goes;  but  it 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  cover  the  ground.     I  want  the  Boards  to  have 
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full  power  to  review^  and  full  power  to  reform  assessments  made  by  the 
Assessors  of  the  State.  I  offer  this  as  an  amendment:  ''And  the  State 
Board  of  Equalization,  for  State  purposes,  and  the  county  Boards,  for 
county  purposes,  shall  have  full  power  to  review  and  reform  State  and 
county  assessments." 

Mr.  £DG£RT0N.  The  amendments  are  utterly  unnecessary,  and  it 
is  only  piling  a  lot  of  surface  matter  into  the  Constitution  which  ought 
not  to  oe  inserted.  The  section,  as  it  stands,  provides  that  the  S^te 
Board  shall  equalize  the  property  between  the  counties,  and  the  county 
Boards  shall  equalize  the  property  in  the  counties — that  is,  between 
individuals — and  the  word  "  equalize  "  means  that  they  may  raise  or 
decrease  the  value — that  is  what  it  means.  The  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kern  makes  them  act  together. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  WTATT. 

Mr,  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  eenti«man  does  not  meet  the  difficulty  under  which  we  are  laboring. 
We  have  now  a  County  Board  of  Equalization,  and  the  law  says  they 
are  authorized  to  equalize  the  assessment  roll.  When  the  assessment 
roll  is  returned  to  them  they  find  they  are  without  the  power  to  do  that, 
except  to  increase  the  per  cent.,  and  lowering  all  the  assessments  that 
are  reasonable  down  to  those  which  are  too  low,  so  as  to  ma^e  them 
conform  to  the  lowest  assessments  upon  the  list.  But  if  they  undertake 
to  raise  any  assessment  the  law  informs  them  that  a  complaint  must  be 
filed;  you  have  got  to  serve  notice.  A  has  to  institute  a  lawsuit  against 
B  to  make  him  pay  taxes  in  which  A  has  no  interest.  A  has  to  go  to 
the  Clerk  and  to  the  Sheriff  and  ask  for  subposnas,  the  Clerk  wants 
money  for  issuing  the  subpoanas,  and  I  am  speaking  now  from  the 
records. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Do  you  understand  that  there  is  no  law  permitting  a 
citizen  to  complain  to  the  County  Board  of  Equalization  to  have  the 
assessments  raised  up  ? 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  am  giving  you  the  details.  You  have  to  go  and  file 
a  complaint,  and  describe  the  land.  Then  you  have  to  say  it  was 
assessed  at  a  certain  price.  Then  you  have  to  say  the  price  is  too  low, 
and  that  it  should  have  been  assessed  at  such  a  price.  Then  you  have 
to  call  your  witnesses  and  prove  it.  And  you  have  to  serve  notice  and 
papers  upon  the  party.  Then  to  get  your  witnesses  you  must  take  out 
a  subpoena.  The  Clerk  wants  money.  The  Sheriff  must  serve  them, 
and  he  wants  money  for  his  services.  The  witnesses,  who,  perhaps,  live 
under  the  shadow  of  some  big  landed  estate,  do  not  voluntarily  come 
unless  they  are  legally  subpoenaed.  And  all  this  process  requires  time 
and  money.  And  this  time  and  money  must  be  spent  by  a  man  who 
has  no  interest  beyond  the  general  interest  of  the'county.  That  is  a 
kind  of  process  we  went  through  in  our  county.  We  served  notice  on 
the  party,  and  who  do  you  suppose  we  brought  before  the  Board? 
Well,  sir,  we  brought  there  Miller  k  Lux.  Tney  brought  witnesses 
there,  and  we  had  to  fight  an  immense  array  of  capital.  That  is  the 
kind  of  a  hornet's  nest  vou  stir  up,  when  you  undertake  to  proceed 
under  the  present  law.  That  is  the  kind  of  stumbling  blocks  thrown  in 
your  way  when  you  undertake  to  proceed  now. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Do  you  mean  that  the  Board  shall  have  arbitrary 
power  to  raise  any  party's  taxes,  without  giving  him  the  right  to  pro- 
duce testimony,  and  without  notice  ?    If  you  do  I  am  oppos^  to  it. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  wish  to  authorize  the  Board  to  act  upon  their  own 
motion.  I  wish  to  give  them  the  power  to  act  upon  their  own  motion, 
without  the  necessity  of  the  circumlocution  which  exists  now.  And  this 
amendment  does  it.  Our  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  nobody  can 
assess  but  the  Assessor.  You  have  to  institute  a  regular  lawsuit  now. 
It  gives  the  Board  of  Supervisora  something  to  hide  behind.  It  gives 
the  officials  something  to  hide  behind.  You  nfust  give  this  power  to 
the  Board  directly,  so  that  they  can  be  held  directly  responsible. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.     I  wish  to  ask  a  question 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJUURNlfKKT. 

Mr.  shoemaker.  Mr.  President:  I  move  the  Convention  do  now 
adjourn. 

Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  p.  m.  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  to-mor- 
row morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  SECOND  DAY. 

Sacramemto,  Tuesday,  January  7th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes a.  m..  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


PRB8KNT. 

ATKS. 

Andrews, 

Bell, 

Chapman, 
Condon, 

Andrews, 

Brown, 

Farrell, 

Ayers, 

Biggs, 

Ayers, 

Caples, 

Filcher, 

Barbour, 

Blackmer, 

Cross, 

Barbour, 

Davis, 

Finney, 

Barry, 

Brown, 

Crouch, 

Barry, 

Dowling, 

Freud,. 

Barton, 

Burt, 

Davis, 

Barton, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Gorman, 

Beerstecher, 

Caples, 

Dowling, 

Bell, 

Estee, 

Graves, 

Belcher, 

Casserly, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin. 

Biggs, 

Eve  v. 

Harrison, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Dunlap, 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estee, 

Estey, 

Evey. 

Fftrreil, 

Filcher, 

Finney, 

Freeman, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Graves, 

Hager, 

Hale, 

Hall, 

Harrison, 

Heiskell, 

Herold, 

Herrington, 

Hi)  born, 

Hitchcock, 

Holmes, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Huestis, 

Hughey, 

Hunter, 

Inman, 

Johnson, 

Joyce, 

Kelley, 

Barnes, 

Berry, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Campbell, 

Charles, 

Cowden, 

Dean, 

Doyle, 


Kleine, 

Lampson, 

Larkm, 

Larue, 

Lavigne, 

Lewis, 

Mansfield, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

McCallum, 

McComas, 

McConnell, 

McCoy, 

McFarland, 

McNutt, 

Mills, 

Moffat, 

Moreland, 

Morse, 

Nason, 

Nelson, 

Noel, 

Ohleyer, 

Overton, 

Prouty, 

Pulliam, 

Reddy, 

Reed, 

Reynolds, 

Rhodes, 

Ringgold, 

Rolfe, 

Schell, 

Shafter, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 


ABSEKT. 


Fawcett, 

Glascock, 

Gregg, 

Harvey, 

Jones, 

Kenny, 

Keyes, 

Laine, 

Lindow, 


Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Stedman, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Stuart, 

Sweasey, 

Swenson, 

Swing, 

Terry, 

Thompson, 

Tinnin, 

Townsend, 

TuUy, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Dyke, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Waters. 

Webster, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 

West, 

Wickes, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Winans, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President. 


Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Miller, 

Murphy, 

Neunaber, 

O'Donnell, 

O'Sullivan, 

Porter, 

Schomp, 

Wilson,  of  Ist  District. 


LRAVK  OF    ABSBNCR. 

Leave  of  absence  for  two  davs  was  granted  Mr.  Kenny. 

Leave  of  absence  for  seven  days  was  granted  Mr.  Gregg. 

Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Boggs,  on  account  of  sick 


uess. 


THK   JOURNAL. 


Mr.  tinnin.    Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal be  dispensed  with*  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

AMENDMENTS   TO   RULES 

Mr.  McCOMAS.  Mr.  President:  On  yesterday  I  gave  notice  of  a 
motion  to  amend  Rule  Two.     I  now  desire  to  call  up  that  motion. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

''Amend  Rule  Two  so  as  to  read  as  follows:  'The  Convention  shall 
take  a  recess  each  day  from  half-past  twelve  o'clock  to  two  o'clock  p.  m., 
and  from  five  o'clock  to  seven  o'clock  p.  m.'  " 

Mr.  STEDMAN.    Mr.  President:   I  second  the  motion. 

Mr.  grace.  •  Mr.  President:   I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment: 

"  Resolved,  That  Rule  Two  be  amended  to  read  as  follows:  '  The  Con- 
vention shall  meet  at  two  o'clock  a.  m.  on  the  day  succeeding  the  passage 
of  this  rule,  and  shall  remain  thereafter  in  continuous  session  until  the 
completion  of  its  labors;  and,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  such  con- 
tinuous session,  a  committee  of  three  shall  be  appointed  to  divide  the 
meipbers  into  two  separate  watches,  one  of  which  shall  serve  from  twelve 
o'clock  M.  to  twelve  o'clock  p.  m.,  and  the  other  to  serve  from  twelve 
o'clock  p.  M.  until  twelve  o'clock  m.'  " 

The  object  of  this  rule  is,  that  the  time  is  growing  short. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  reso- 
lution is  out  of  order. 

The  president.    Undoubtedly  so. 

Mr.  LARKIN.     I  call  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 

Messrs.  Wellin,  Whit«,  Grace,  and  Estee  seconded  the  call  for  the  ayes 
and  noes. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  President:  I  understand  it  requires  a  two- 
thirds  vote  to  change  this  rule.  Then,  in  that  case,  if  we  adopt  this 
rule,  we  cannot  avoid  a  night  session,  except  by  a  two-thirds  vote.  I  am 
in  favor  of  having  some  night  sessions,  but  we  can  do  that  as  the  rules 
now  stand,  by  a  majority  vote,  therefore  I  think  we  had  better  not  have 
this. 

The  roll  was  called,  with  the  following  result: 
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Heiskell, 

Herold, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Hunter, 

Inman, 

Joyce, 

Kleine, 

Larkin, 

Lavigne, 

Mansfield, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

McComos, 

McConnell, 


McCoy,    - 

McNutt, 

Moreland, 

Nason, 

Nelson, 

Noel, 

Ohleyer, 

Prouty, 

Rhodes, 

Ringgold, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Stedman, 

Stevenson, 

Swing, 


Tinnin, 

Tully, 

Tuttle, 

Vaoquerel, 

Waters, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 

West, 

Wickes, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wyatt— 62. 


Blackmer, 

Condon, 

Crouch, 

Dudley,  of  San 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estey, 

Garvey, 

Grace, 

Hale, 

Horringtou, 

Holmes, 

Huestis, 

HuTghey, 

Johnson, 


NOBS. 

Kelley, 
Larue, 
Lewis, 
Joaquin,McCallum, 
McFarland, 
Mills, 
Moffat, 
Morse, 
Overton, 
Pulliam, 
Reed, 
Reynolds, 
Rolfe, 
Shafter, 
Shurtleff, 


Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Smith, of  San.  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Steele, 

Stuart, 

Sweasey, 

Terry, 

Thompson, 

Townsend, 

Turner, 

Van  Dyke, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Winans, 

Mr.  President — 45. 

Thk  president.  Two  thirds  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative, 
the  amendment  is  lost. 

Mr.  tinnin.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  take  from  the  table  the 
resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Noel,  to  amend  Rule  Forty-three. 

Carried. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

''RuLB  XLIII.  No  member  shall  speak  more  than  once  on  one  ques- 
tion, nor  more  than  ten  minutes  at  a  time,  except  the  Chairman  of  a 
standing  committee,  who  may  speak  twice  on  the  same  question,  and 
shall  be  allowed  thirty  minutes  each  time.  This  rule  shall  not  be  sus- 
pended except  by  unanimous  consent." 

Mr.  tinnin.  Mr.  President:  The  Convention  has  just  decided,  by 
a  vote,  not  to  hold  night  sessions,  and  it  is  evident  to  every  member  here 
that  unless  some  curtailment  is  had  of  the  long-set  speeches  that  are 
being  made  here,  that  we  will  stay  here  until  the  time  to  ratify  the  Con- 
stitution, if  we  do  make  one.  It  is  evident  that  these  speeches  have  no 
efiecf  on  this  body  and  are  of  little  use  to  the  people  outside  of  IL  I 
hope  that  this  Convention  will  now  establish  some  system  by  which  the 
labors  of  this  bod^  may  be  completed,  as  the  time  of  the  sitting  of  the 
Convention  is  limited. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  President:  I  am  in  favor  of  getting  along  -with  the 
work  of  this  Convention,  and  any  rule  that  will  be  fair  and  equal  I  am 
in  favor  of;  but  I  do  not  want  to  give  the  man  that  offers  a  resolution 
an  hour,  w^hen  no  other  man  has  more  than  ten  minutes.  If  the  amend- 
ment was  to  allow  the  Chairman  to  speak  fifteen  minutes,  I  should  not 
oppose  it, but  I  do  not  propose  to  give  him  ten  times  the  amountof  time 
that  any  other  gentleman  has. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out 
''ten"  and  inserting  ''five,"  and  striking  out  ''thirty"  and  inserting 
"fifteen." 

Mr.  rolfe.  Mr.  President:  That  amendment  is  susceptible  of 
division,  and  I  call  for  a  division  of  it.  I  call  for  a  separate  vote  upon 
that  last  part,  which  requires  unanimous  consent 

The  President,     it  is  not  capable  of  that  division. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  lay  the  whole  matter  on  the 
fable. 

Lost. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President:  I  call  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion. There  are  two  points  embraced  in  the  proposition ;  one  is  to  strike 
out  "ten  "  and  insert  "  five,"  and  the  other  is  to  strike  out  "thirty  "  and 
insert  "fifteen."     I  demand  a  division  of  the  question. 

Thr  PRESIDENT.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  strike 
out  "ten"  and  insert  "five." 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  3.3  ayes  to  61 
noes. 

The  president.  The  question  recurs  on  the  motion  to  strike  out 
"  thirty  "  and  insert  "  fifteen." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  motion  will  be 
voted  down.  So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing that  the  Convention  should  put  a  padlock  on  mv  mouth  from  this 
time  out,  but  it  may  happen  that  when  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  and  other  committees,  shall  be 
taken  up,  the  Chairmen  or  those  committees  should  have  more  than 
fifteen  minutes,  if  necessary,  to  explain  these  reports.  I  believe,  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  that  I  have  but  once  transcended  the  fifteen-minute 
rule,  and  that  by  unanimous  consent.  Mv  friend  from  El  Dorado,  Mr. 
Larkin,  wants  to  get  people  on  the  record,  and  he  wastes  more  at  the 
spigot  calling  for  the  ayes  and  noes  than  this  Convention  has  wasted  at 
the  bung  this  whole  session. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  this  amendment  ought 
to  be  adopted.  TJie  Chairmen  of  the  committees  will  really  have  thirty 
minutos  on  each  proposition,  where  no  other  member  has  more  than  ten, 
giving  the  Chairman,  on  every  motion  that  may  be  pending,  three  times 
the  time  that  any  other  member  may  have,     f  would  not  wish  to  cut 


off  the  Chairmen  of  the  coramittoes  from  fair  and  ample  time,  but  I 
think  it  is  getting  late  in  the  dav  for  long  speeches. 

Mr.  EDgERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  do  not  ask  any  such  favor  of 
this  Convention  for  myself.  It  is  only  for  the  benefit  of  the  Convention, 
that  the  Convention  may  be  advised  as  to  the  contents  of  the  report,  I 
concede  that  the  gentleman  can  say  more  in  five  minutes  than  I  can  in 
thirty.  Probably  if  he  was  the  Chairman  of  each  committee  it  would 
be  well  to  limit  this  to  fifteen  minutes. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.     I  wish  to  amend,  if  the  gentleman  will  allow  me. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     I  accept  it  before  you  state  it. 

Mr.  townsend.  I  think  it  will  Ijike  most  of  them  more  than  an 
hour  to  explain  any  report  thev  have  made  here.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  President:  Is  the  proposition  open  to  amend- 
ment now?  I  move  to  amend  by  inserting  "after  the  previous  question 
has  been  ordered."  The  President  will  remember  that  this  is  the  process 
at  Washington.  The  Chairman  of  every  committee  is  allowed  an 
hour  after  the  previous  question  is  ordered,  in  which  to  explain  and 
defend  his  measure,  and  thirty  minutes  is  little  enough  time  here; 
other  business  is  done  under  the  five  minute  rule.  Five  minutes,  after 
the  debate  we  have  had  here,  is  plenty  of  time,  and  ten  minutes  is 
ample.  I  am  in  hopes  that  the  thirty  mmutes  will  be  accorded  to  every 
Chairman  of  a  committee  after  the  previous  question  has  been  ordered. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  President:  1  am  not  opposed  to  allowing  the 
Chairman  thirty  minutes,  or  an  hour.  I  think  we  should  analyze  these 
things  and  see  if  we  can  come  to  the  right  principle;  in  order  to  do  so 
we  must  exchange  ideas.  Now,  when  the  land  question  is  just  coming 
up,  and  the  question  of  suffrage,  the  most  im(x>rtant  question  that  has 
or  will  come  Dcfore  this  body,  we  ought  not  to  adopt  this  rule.  I  tell 
you  that  there  is  no  gentleman  on  this  floor  that  concentrates  his  ideas 
sufficiently  to  give  the  land  grabbers  Justice  in  ten  minutes.  I  regard  it 
in  the  interest  of  land  grabbing  thieves  in  California,  and  I  am  in  hopes 
that  the  Convention  will  vote  it  down. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  President :  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  the  Chair- 
men as  much  time  as  they  choose,  with  the  exception  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  "  thirty  "  and  insert  '•  fifteen." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  San  Joaquin.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  amend 
by  adding,  "  Provided,  that  the  advocates  of  woman  suffrage  shall  have 
one  hour  each  to  forward  the  claims  of  the  suffering  women  to  the 
ballot." 

The  PRESIDENT.     Out  of  order. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    I  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
word  "  time,"  in  line  three,  and  add  as  follows :  "  The  previous  question 
shall  not  be  moved  in  Committee  of  the  Whole."     [Laughter.] 

The  PRESIDENT.  Out  of  order.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption 
of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  President 

The  president.  The  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  McFar- 
land, has  the  floor. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President:  It  does  seem  to  me  that  this 
action  at  this  time 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  would  like  to  know 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  is  out  of 
order  and  will  take  his  seat. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  President :  I 

The  PRESIDENT.    The  gentleman  will  teke  his  seat. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  •  Mr.  President :  It  seems  to  me  that  this  prof>Ofied 
action  at  this  time  is  very  much  like  the  course  that  has  been  pursued 
by  some  gentlemen  here.  After  a  certain  number  of  speeches  have  been 
made  they  are  in  favor  of  the  previous  question.  Now,  sir,  it  does  seem 
to  me  wrong  and  unjust  that  after  certain  gentlemen  on  this  floor  have 
occupied  hours  and  hours  in  the  discussion  of  the  matters  that  were 
interesting  to  them,  that  before  we  have  got  half  through  with  busi- 
ness, this  rule  should  be  adopted  so  that  no  man  shall  speak  more  than 
ten  minutes,  except  by  unanimous  consent.  It  is  a  very  strange  thing 
to  me  that  the  majority  of  this  Convention,  or  even  two  thirds,  cannot 
hear  gentlemen  discuss  a  question,  but  that  any  one  obstreperous  gen- 
tleman can  prevent  a  discussion  of  any  niatter  more  than  ten  min- 
utes. I  do  not  believe  that  is  right  I  say  that  the  history  of  the 
Convention  will  show  that  there  has  not  been  a  solitary  report  sent  into 
this  Convention  which  has  been  adopted  in  the  form  in  which  it  was 
presented,  and  there  has  not  been  a  solitary  question  that  a  majority  of 
this  Convention  were  prepared  to  vote  upon  at  all  here  until  after  full 
discussion.  Take  your  report  on  corporations;  take  your  report  on  rev- 
enue and  taxation;  there  is  not  one  of  these  wiseaicres  knew  how  to 
vote  upon  them.     They  had  no  idea. 

Mr.  TINNIN.     How  do  you  come  to  that  conclusion? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  gentleman 
from  Trinity  seems  enlightened 

Mr.  tinnin.  I  generally  vote  against  the  gentleman  from  Sacra- 
mento, and  I  think  I  am  invariably  right. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  perhaps  may  be  true.  That  was  said  by 
some  one  about  forty  years  ago,  and  has  been  repeated  a  number  of 
times  by  my  friend  from  El  Dorado.  It  is  worn  out.  [Laughter.]  On 
the  question  of  revenue  and  taxation  this  Convention  was  in  a  hubbub 
until  the  last  minute.  They  did  not  know  how  to  vote  until  after  full 
discussion,  and  when  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma  presented  his  amend- 
ment it  was  adopted  because  the  Convention  had  come  to  some  conclu- 
sion. I  should  be  very  much  disappointed  if  some  gentlemen  were 
Btop|)ed  here  at  the  end  of  ten  minutes  by  some  one  member  of  this  Con- 
vention. I  would  like  to  know  how  many  gentlemen  here  are  prepared 
to  vote  on  the  question  of  judiciary.    How  many  gentlemen  are  there 
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here  who  know  whether  they  wish  to  adopt  the  report  as  it  is,  whether 
they  shall  amend  it,  or  whether  they  shall  reject  it  a^ogetber?  Some 
gentleman  takes  the  floor  to  discuss  it,  and  the  Convention  desire  to 
listen  to  him,  but  at  the  end  of  ten  minutes  he  is  stopped  by  one  man, 
and  this  whole  Convention  are  excluded  from  that  privilege,  because 
one  man  wants  to  stop  it.  If  you  grant  the  privilege  to  the  first  gentle- 
man YOU  must  do  it  to  the  next.  I  am  satisfied  that  this  Convention 
would  like  to  hear  a  number  of  gentlemen  upon  a  number  of  questions 
that  will  come  before  it^  and,  therefore,  I  am  opposed  to  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  KLEINE.  If  our  t>usiness  is  to  be  done  without  this  rule  it  will 
take  us  nine  months  longer. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  strike  out  the  words, 
"by  unanimous  consent,"  and  insert  "by  consent  of  two  thirds." 

Mb.  ESTEE.  I  understand  that  the  rules  expressly  provide  that  a 
rule  may  be  suspended  by  a  two-third  vote. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  This  amendment  provides  that  this  rule  shall 
not  be  suspended  except  by  unanimous  consent.  The  point  the  gentle- 
man makes  is  that  this  rule  may  be  suspended  by  a  two-thirds  vote.  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  Chair  for  a  construction  of  that. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Rule  Forty-three  provides  that  the  Convention 
may  give  leave,  which,  of  course,  means  a  majority.  If  this  amend- 
ment is  adopted  it  will  require  unanimous  consent.  Under  the  present 
rule,  the  Convention,  by  a  majority  vote,  may  give  leave. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Then  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  is  in 
error.  This  amendment  of  mine  would  be  necessary.  I  am  in  favor 
of  this  because  it  seems  to  me  that  no  one  member  should  have  a  right 
to  object,  when  all  the  rest  of  the  Convention  may  desire  to  hear  a  mem- 
ber. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  gentleman  will  send  up  his  amendment  in 
writing. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out  the  words  '  by  unanimous  consent,'  in  the  last  line,  and 
insert  '  by  consent  of  two  thirds.* " 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  the  rule  will  not  be  loaded 
down  with  any  such  amendment;  and«  rurthermore,  if  this  amendment 
were  adopted,  it  would  save  no  time,  because  the  parties  would  insist  on 
the  vote  by  division  every  time,  and  the  time  would  be  taken  up  in 
that  manner.    I  hope  that  the  unanimous  consent  clause  will  be  retained. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  It  has  always  been  decided  immediately,  without 
debate. 

Mb.  TINNIN.  I  will  answer  in  this  way.  It  takes  time.  The  time 
occupied  would  be  as  long  as  the  gentleman  would  speak. 

Mb.  grace.  How  do  you  propose  to  make  up  the  time  wasted  in 
the  discussion  of  this  matter  this  morning? 

Mb.  ESTEE.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

Mb.  grace.    I  move  to  lay  the  whole  subject-matter  on  the  table. 

The  PRESI  DENT.    The  motion  is  out  of  order. 

Mb.  ESTEE.    Mr.  President:  I  demand  the  previous  question. 

Messrs.  Larkin,  Larue,  McComas,and  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara,  seconded 
the  demand  for  the  previous  question. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

The  president.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum. 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  51  ayes  to  51 
noes. 

The  PRE^DENT.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  to  the 
rule  as  offered^by  the  gentleman  from  Lake,  Mr.  Noel. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  71  ayes  to  35 
noes. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  President:  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  a  mis- 
take made  on  the  adoption  of  my  amendment.  I  learn  from  one  of  the 
Secretaries,  as  also  from  delegates  around  me,  that  this  amendment  was 
adopted  by  a  majority  vote,  and  that  there  was  a  mistake  in  the  count 
at  tue  desk.    I  learn  that  from  an  Assistant  Secretary. 

The  PRESIDENT.  It  is  too  late  now.  It  has  been  announced  as 
reported  by  the  Secretary. 

STATE  BOABD  OF   EQUALIZATION. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  considering  the  article  on  revenue  and  taxation. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.  Section  fifteen  and  pending  amendments  are 
before  the  committee.    The  Secretary  will  read  the  amendments. 

The  secretary  read : 

"By  Mr.  Wyatt:  Add  to  section  fifteen:  'Provided,  saidfitate  and 
County  Boards  of  Equalization  are  hereby  authorized  and  empowered 
to  increase  or  lower  the  entire  assessment  roll,  or  the  assessments  con- 
tained therein,  so  as  to  equalize  the  assessment  of  the  property  contained 
in  said  assessment  roll,  so  as  to  make  said  assessments  conform  to  the 
true  money  value  of  the  property  assessed.'  " 

"By  Mr.  Smith,  of  Fourth  District:  'And  the  State  Board  of  Equal- 
ization, for  State  purposes,  and  the  county  Board,  for  county  purposes, 
shall  have  full  power  to  review  and  reform  State  and  county  assess- 
ments.' "  , 

BEMAEK3  OF  MB.   SMITH. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  urge  my  amend- 
ment this  morning,  and  I  will  briefly  state  the  reasons  why  I  .do  so.  It 
seems  to  me,  after  looking  over  the  matter  further,  that  the  anriendment 
introduced  by  Mr.  Wyatt  does  not  cover  the  ground.  It  does  not  touch 
the  matter.  The  Supreme  Court  of  th^  State  has  decided  that  the  Board 
of  Equalization  has  the  power  to  ralS;  and  lower.  I  have  the  decision 
before  me,  and  the  trouble  about  this  matter  is  just  this:  that  in  the  Con- 
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stitution  there  is  no  general  provision  as  to  the  powers  of  the  Boards  of 
Equalization  or  as  to  Assessors,  and  the  Legislature  at  various  time^  have 
denned  their  powers,  and  these  Acts  have  been  passed  upon  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  iH  various  ways  the  power  attempted  to  be  eiven 
has  been  crippled.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  necessary  to  give  the  Soard 
of  Equalization  here  a  general  power  in  the  Constitution;  give  them  full 
power,  not  only  to  raise  and  lower,  but  to  add  to  property,  and  not  only 
to  correct  the  assessment  roll  at  the  time,  but  after  tne  time.  Now,  the 
amendment  I  have  ofi*ered  gives  general  power,  so  that  it  will  not  be 
neoessaiy  for  the  Legislature  to  denne  their  powers  and  be  subject  to  be 
overturned  by  th^  Supreme  Court. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  examined  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kern,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  noth- 
ing but  repetition.  It  gives  the  Board  power  to  do  just  precisely  what 
the  section  gives  the  B<Mird  power  to  do — to  equalize.  The  amendment 
of  Mr.  Wyatt  I  will  say  something  about  when  we  come  to  iL 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment, offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kern,  Mr.  Smith. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  president.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  to  section 
fifteen,  offered  by  Mr.  Wyatt, 

BEMABKS  OF  MB.   SHAFTEB. 

Mb.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendment  will  not 
be  adopted.  The  gentleman  on  the  right  yesterday  stated,  what  to  my 
mind  are  insuperahle  objections  to  it.  There  is  no  requirement  on  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  or  the  Equalization  Board  of  the  county,  whoever 
they  may  happen  to  be,  to  give  any  notice  to  the  party  to  whom  the 
assessment  is  raised.  It  simply  declares  their  power  and  creates  the  duty 
in  them  to  raise  and  lower  tne  assessment  as  they  think  fit.  The  law 
will  give  the  Assessor  the  right  to  fix  the  value  of  the  property.  What 
is  the  reason  why  a  man  has  not  a  right  to  rely  upon  that  valuation 
remaining,  unless  he  is  notified  that  it  is  likelv  to  be  changed?  There 
can  be  no  harm  in  informing  him,  and  giving  him  a  chance  to  be  heard. 
Objection  is  made  on  the  ground  of  expense.  Is  that  a  reason  why  a 
man's  property  should  be  taken  from  him  without  a  hearing?  Certainly 
notice  is  essential  to  the  administration  of  justice,  not  only  there,  but 
elsewhere.  For  that  reason  I  do  not  think  that  the  Supervisors,  or  the 
Staie  Board  either,  should  have  the  right  to  chanse  an  assessment,  upon 
which  a  man  has  a  right  to  rely,  without  giving  the  man  notice.  There 
is  no  more  reason  for  allowing  the  Board  to  raise  a  man's  assessment 
without  giving  him  notice,  than  for  taking  away  his  property  without 
giving  him  an  opportunity  to  defend  his  title  to  it.  I  think  that  no  pro- 
vision should  be  adopted  giving  any  Board  the  £0*^01*  to  pass  upon  these 
things  without  giving  notice  to  the  parties.  There  are  other  reasons 
that  were  stated  yesterday,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  forget  them  at 
the  present  moment,  but  that  one  reason  alone  is  sufficient  to  cover  the 
case.  It  has  been  stated  here,  that  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
now  declare  that  the  finding  of  the  Assessor  was  ultimate  and  final  upon 
this  question. 

Well,  now,  I  say  that  an  amendment  has  been  adopted  by  which  the 
election  of  Assessors  has  been  stricken  out  of  the  article.  That  is  to  be 
left  to  legislation.  But  the  difficulty  hitherto  has  been  that  notwith- 
standing the  statute  allowed  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  to  equalize,  the 
trouble  was  that  the  Constitution  forbid  it.  Tne  Assessor  had  the  sole 
power  to  administer  upon  it.  I  hold  that  the  word  "equalize"  covers 
the  whole  ground.  What  is  equalization,  unless  it  is  to  cut  off"  or 
enlarge,  to  increase  or  diminish?  The  very  word  itself  signifies  that. 
You  cannot  equalize  except  by  raising  it  or  lowering  it.  Equalizing 
covers  the  whole  ground,  and  is  just  as  effective  as  this  statement  in  the 
amendment  ofier^  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  Mr.  Wyatt.  Why 
should  we  depart  from  that?  If  you  want  to  say  in  express  terms  that 
these  Boards  shall  go  forward  on  their  own  motion,  without  notice  to 
the  parties  affected  by  it,  and  raise  assessments,  this  will  accomplish  it, 
but  in  so  doing  it  seems  to  me  you  will  violate  the  most  absolute  priiv 
ciples  upon  which  justice  is  administered  among  men.  The  trouble 
before  was  that  the  Assessor  had  all  the  power.  Now  he  is  deprived  of 
it,  and  it  is  given  to  the  State  or  county  Boards,  as  the  case  may  be. 

BEMABKS  OF   MB.   W7ATT. 

Mb.  wyatt.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  was  with  a  view  to  meeting  the 
difficulties  that  have  been  stated  that  I  introduced  this  amendment. 
Under  the  old  Constitution  the  Assessor  was  supreme  in  the  valuation  of 
property,  and  great  abuses  have  grown  up  in  consequence  of  it,  and  the 
Supreme  Court  by  its  decisions  has  hedged  in  these  officers  until  the  Ijeg- 
islature  has  become  incompetent  to  give  a  remedy  in  the  case.  Now, 
what  I  desire  is  not  to  leave  it  simply  a  question  as  to  whether  these  pres- 
ent decisions  shall  be  continued  as  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
but  whether  we  intend  by  the  expression  that  we  make  here  that  they 
are  contrary  to  the  policy  which  we  desire  continued  in  the  future,  and 
that  is  exactly  what  I  want  to  sav  in  this  Constitution.  I  want  to  say 
that  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  of  the  counties  shall  have  power  to  cor- 
rect, upon  their  own  nfbtion,  and  without  the  necessity  of  a  long  law- 
suit, the  errors  or  wrongs — in  many  instances  the  willful  wrongs— of 
the  assessment  of  property.  It  is  impossible  to  raise  the  assessment  l-oU 
up  to  an  equalization,  ana  at  present  the  only  power  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors have  is  that  they  can  lower  property.  We  should  provide  now  so 
that  everybody  shall  pay  an  equal  proportion  of  taxes.  The  only 
remedy  is  to  give  the  ^ard  of  Supervisors  plenary  power,  so  that  the^ 
can  of  their  own  motion  raiy  that  the  assessment  of  A  is  too  low;  that  it 
is  not  correct,  and  that  they  raise  it  ten,  twenty,  one  hundred,  or  one 
hundred  and  fifty  per  cent.,  as  the  case  may  be;  and  if  the  Legislature 
sees  proper  to  say  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  drop  a  letter  into 
the  Post  Office  to  that  effect,  of  course  it  is  all  right  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  that,  but  I  want  them  to  have  the  power,  notice  or  no  notice.  A 
time  is  appointed  for  this  Board  to  meet    It  is  known  to  all  of  the  citi- 


930 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Tuesday, 


zena,  and  they  can  attend  and  see  whether  their  property  has  been  low- 
ered or  increased. 

Suppose  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  this  Winter  should  pass  a 
law  requiring  the  lands  of  the  railroads  in  this  Sftite  to  be  certified  to  the 
railroads.  Then  there  would  be  from  five  to  ten  millions  of  dollars 
worth  of  land  certified  over,  that  would  be  taxable,  running  through 
several  counties,  overriding  all  other  properties  in  those  counties.  Sup- 
pose that  it  is  found  that  they  are  ass^sed  ten,  fifteen, or  thirty  percent, 
oelow  the  true  value  on  these  lands,  and  that  the  county  Board  is  not 
strong  enough  to  handle  them,  then  I  want  the  State  Board  strong 
enough  to  handle  that  particular  property  and  put  it  At  their  own  valu- 
ation. Take  the  property  of  the  Almaden  mine,  in  Santa  Clara.  If  it 
is  too  big  for  the  county  Board  to  handle  it,  then  I  want  the  State  Board 
to  handle  it.  You  do  not  want  to  double  the  taxation  of  all  the  property 
in  the  County  of  Santa  Clara,  but  you  want  to  be  able  to  reach  a  par- 
ticular property,  and  say,  as  Nathan  did  to  David,  "Thou  art  the  man." 

BSMABKS  OF  MR.  TOWKSKND. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  it  was  parliamentary,  I  would 
call  this  the  most  infamous  proposition  I  ever  heard  of  in  my  life.  They 
could  confiscate  a  nian's  property  without  a  man  having  the  time  to 
defend  himself.  The  gentleman  saw  fit  to  cite  the  case  of  Lux  &  Miller, 
for  what  purpose,  I  know  not.  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  it  is  a  crime  for 
a  man  to  be  frugal,  and  industrious,  and  to  acquire  property,  in  this  or 
any  other  country ;  but  it  seems  to  be  so  in  this  body,  by  a  certain  class 
of  men.  If  a  Board  so  constituted  should  meet  together  and  wish  to 
confiscate  a  man's  property,  all  they  would  have  to  do,  under  his  propo- 
sition, would  be  to  assess  his  taxes  to  an  enormous  or  unreasonable 
amount,  and  he  would  not  be  permitted  to  produce  witnesses  to  defend 
himself.  I  think  it  is  a  thing  so  monstrous  and  ridiculous  that  this  Con- 
vention ought  not  to  entertain  it  for  a  moment.  I  am  satisfied  that  it 
will  not.  It  is  creating  a  Commission  with  more  powers  than  any  Board 
that  ever  existed  in  this  republican  government.  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
adopted. 

BSICARKB   OP   MR.   WEST. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  this  amendment  will  be 
adopted.  The  Courts  hold  that  the  Assessor  has  arbitrary  power;  has 
sole  power.  This  amendment  proposes  to  give  that  power  to  the  Board; 
to  provide  that  any  abuses  or  mistakes  that  the  Assessor  may  make  can 
be  corrected  by  the  Board — the  county  Board.  Now,  I  know  that  the 
working  of  the  present  system  is  such  that  if  any  particular  gentleman 
in  the  county,  any  property  owner,  feels  that  he  is  a^;rieved,  that  his 
rights  have  been  in/ringed,  he  can  appear  before  the  %ard  and  get  his 
assessment  reduced;  but  if  it  becomes  absolutely  necessary,  in  order 
that  the  ends  of  justice  and  equality  should  be  served,  that  this  a^ess- 
ment  should  be  raised,  they  must  institute  a  regular  process,  and  the 
process  will  not  expire  until  four  or  five  days  after  the  limited  time; 
and  the  present  svstem  is  a  nullity.  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will 
be  adopted.  We  do  not  expect  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will  be  a 
secret  conclave  to  pull  against  any  citizen  or  confiscate  his  property; 
but  that  they  may  have  an  opportunity,  within  a  reasonable  time,  to 
correct  mistekes  and  to  raise  the  assessment  as  well  as  to  lower  it^ 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.    HERRINGTON. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendment  will 
prevail.  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman  need  be  alarmed  about  property 
Deing  confiscated.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  Convention  are  going  to 
steal  Lux  &  Miller's  land.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  county  Bc^rd  are 
likely  to  pocket  any  of  the  proceeds  of  the  land  of  Lux  &  Miller,  or  of  the 
railroad  company,  or  of  the  gentleman,  or  of  any  gentleman  who  gives 
in  an  honest  assessment.  The  same  objection  that  is  urged  by  the  gen- 
tleman to  the  Equalization  Boards  may  with  equal  propriety  be  urged 
against  the  Courts.  Why  do  you  give  the  Courts  such  ample  power  of 
review,  of  construction,  with  reference  to  any  matter  that  is  pending 
before  them?  You  simply  desire  them  to  hear  and  determine.  You 
give  these  Boards  no  more  power.  They  simply  have  the  right  to  hear 
and  determine  with  reference  to  the  equalization  of  the  taxes  on  the 
asserainent  roll|  and  they  have  power  to  raise  and  lower  these  assess- 
ments when  they  are  not  in  conformity  with  the  true  cash  value  of  the 
property.  What  objection  can  the  gentleman  have  to  having  the  assess- 
ment at  the  true  cash  value? 

Mb.  TOWNSEND.  Does  not  the  author  of  this  amendment  expressly 
stete  that  he  wants  the  assessment  raised  by  the  Board  without  notice  to 
the  parties;  without  their  being  permitted  to  come  in  and  defend  them- 
selves and  show  reason  why  it  snould  not  be  raised  ?  Is  not  that  the 
express  words  of  the  author  of  that  amendment? 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  have  expressed  it  this  way :  that  I  want  the  Board  of 
Equalization  empowered  to  act  upon  their  own  motion  while  equalizing 
the  assessments,  if  they  deem  it  necessary  to  do  so,  and  without  notifying 
the  parties,  or  with  notice  if  they  see  proper  to  give  it. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  That  is  the  language  of  the  author  of  the  amend- 
ment, and  that  is  his  object. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  don't  care  anything  about  the  gentleman's 
argument,  or  what  he  said.  I  am  addressing  myself  to  the  amendment 
as  it  reads,  and  I  call  upon  the  Secretery  to  read  the  amendment  as  it 
now  reads. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    What  is  the  object  of  this  amendment? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  The  object  is  to  give  the  Board  the  power  to 
determine  the  qiiestion  of  the  value. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Don't  the  section  as  reported  by  the  committee 
give  the  Board  the jwwer? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Not  upon  the  same  basis. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Isn't  the  object  of  this  amendment  to  give  them 
the  power  to  act  without  giving  notice? 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.    The  object  is  to  get  at  a  certain  basis,  and  that 


is  to  its  true  cash  value.  That  is  the  purpose  of  it,  and  it  subserves  that 
purpose  admirably.  It  may  be,  in  consequence  of  its  connection  with 
the  amendment  as  reported  by  the  committee,  it  might  possibly  be 
shortened  some,  but  that  does  not  alter  the  merite  of  the  provision  as  it 
now  stends.     I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  I  would  like  to  refer  to  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  to  show  that  the  Board  has  this  power-^ — 

Thk  chairman.  The  gentleman  has  once  addressed  the  Conven- 
tion on  this  amendment. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  BDOERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  the  amendment,  and  I  think  it  should  not  be  adopted. 
It  confers  a  concurrent  power  upon  the  Stete  and  upon  the  county 
Board.  It  gives  the  county  Board  the  power  to  raise  or  lower  the  entire 
assessment  roll  of  any  county  by  one  act,  whereas,  the  office  of  the 
county  Board  of  Equalization  is  to  operate  upon  individual  assessments 
and  equalize  them,  to  increase  or  decrease  the  valuation  of  the  property 
of  individuals.  It  does  more  than  that.  It  gives  the  Stete  Board  and 
the  county  Board  power  to  act  upon  individual  assessments.  Now,  I 
never  have  understood  the  theory  of  a  Stete  Board  of  Equal  fzation  to  be 
that  they  were  to  act  upon  the  individual  assessmente.  I  know  of  no 
Stete  in  the  Union  where  any  such  rule  prevails;  and  if  the  Stete  Board 
is  to  traverse  this  Stete,  and  to  get  up  original  assessmente  of  their  own 
upon  the  assessmente  of  this  Stete,  you  will  have  to  get  up  some  new 
kind  of  almanac  in  order  for  them  to  do  it  in  the  course  of  a  single  year. 
It  is  declared  in  the  section  that  the  Stete  Board  shall  equalize  the  val- 
uation of  the  texable  property  in  the  Stete  for  the  purposes  of  Stete 
taxation, and  that  the  county  Boards  shall  equalize  the  valuation  of  the 
taxable  property  in  the  county  for  the  purposes  of  county  taxation. 
That  is,  the  county  Boards  equalize  between  individuals.  Now,  I  sub- 
mit that  the  process  of  arriving  at  the  resulte  should  be  left  entirely  to 
the  Legislature,  and  that  it  is  not  onlv  unwise,  but  it  might  be  danger- 
ous, for  us  to  fix  any  rule  of  procedure  here  in  the  premises.  I  am 
opposed  to  conferring  this  concurrent  power  on  these  two  Boards  to  act 
in  the  premises.  Now,  sir,  suppose  the  Stete  Board,  acting  on  the  asse^- 
ment,  increases  or  decreases  it,  and  then  the  county  Board  does  the 
same  thing,  and  they  disagree,  how  are  you  going  to  get  out  of  the 
difficulty?  I  think  it  is  a  dangerous  amendment.  Tne  gentleman 
from  Monterey  undoubtedly  desires  that  there  shall  be  a  just  valuation; 
that  property  should  be  valued  at  its  cash  value,  as  nearly  as  may  be. 
Now,  sir,  there  is  no  danger  in  leaving  it  to  be  provided  by  law.  The 
Code  makes  it  a  duty  to  do  so.  It  is  the  duty  or  the  county  Boards  to 
equalize  between  individuals,  and  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Stete  Board 
to  equalize  for  Stete  purposes.  That  power  is  represented  by  the  word 
"equalize."  It  means  to  increase  and  decrease,  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting at  the  stendard  of  value.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  author  intended 
to  confer  any  such  concurrent  power  on  these  two  Boards,  but  the 
amendment  does  do  it.    I  think  the  section  should  be  left  as  it  stends. 

BBMARKS   OF   MR.   ANDREWS. 

Mb.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey.  I  think  the  way  the  section 
stends  now  the  Legislature  could  not  authorize,  or  could  not  empower 
the  Boards  to  equalize  texes  upon  their  own  motion.  The  amend- 
ment is  to  authorize  and  empower  these  Boards  of  Equalization  to  act 
upon  their  own  motion.  Gentlemen  seem  to  be  very  nuich  alarmed 
that  the  Boards  will,  without  notice,  act  upon  individmJs.  But  why 
should  the  gentleman  from  Mendocino  fear  that  Boards  will  act  in 
these  matters  arbitrarily  and  without  notice?  Is  that  the  history  of 
Boards  of  Equalization?  But  the  history  has  been  that  these  Boanls 
had  not  the  power,  that  they  were  surrounded  by  so  many  legal  quib- 
bles, by  so  many  technicalities,  so  much  red  tepe,  that  they  could  not 
reach  equalization,  that  they  could,  not  reach  those  who  are  not  paying 
their  just  proportion. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Why  could  they  not? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Because  they  were  surrounded  by  so  many  techni- 
calities. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  stete  it,  the  reason  they 
could  not  do  it  was  because  of  the  obstede  in  the  Constitution  as  it  now 
existe. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  have  but  ten  minutes  left  and  do  not  like  to  be 
interrupted.  The  gentleman  knows  that,  as  this  now  stends,  with  the 
amendment  he  introduced  yesterday,  it  would  prevent  the  Stete  Boanl 
from  equalizing  taxation.  The  gentleman  from  Mendocino  has  asked 
if  it  is  a  crime  to  acquire  property?  And  here  let  me  say  that  when  I 
feel  a  thing  I  feel  it  ardently.  I  have  felt  the  outrage  of  this  system. 
It  is  not  that  men  should  not  have  the  right  to  acquire  property,  but  it  is 
this  outrage:  that  men  of  wealth  and  corporations  have  not  been  obliged 
to  pay  anything  like  their  equal  proportion  of  the  taxes,  and  that  is 
what  we  want  to  get  at;  we  want  to  prevent  the  wealthy  men  of  the 
land  from  escaping  their  equal  share  of  texation  upon  the  property  they 
own,  and  therefore,  in  order  to  accomplish  this,  we  have  got  to  give 
these  Boards  power  to  act  upon  their  own  motion. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  What  objection  would  you  have,  if  it  is  no  crime 
or  misdemeanor,  to  giving  notice? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Do  you  suppose  that  any  Board  would  refuse  to 
give  notite? 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Why  do  you  want  to  give  them  that  power? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    I  want  them  to  have  the  power  to  do  something. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  The  author  of  the  amendment  says  that  the  only 
objection  was  that  men  come  in  with  their  witnesses  and  their  attorneys 
and  defend^emselves. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  do  not  upderstend  that  the  gentleman  from 
Monterey  has  said  that  he  did  not  believe  that  they  should  give  notice, 
if,  under  the  circumstences  of  the  cose,  notice  could  pro]>erly  be  given. 
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That  18  not  the  intentioD  of  the  gentleman  from  Monterey.  The  inten- 
tion was  this — that  they  should  have  power  to  do  it  upon  their  own 
motion. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Without  notice. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
terey is  in  favor  of  any  such  thing 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    He  said  so. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  But  that  the  Board  should  have  power,  of  its  own 
motion,  to  act. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Without  notice. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  Shasta  if  he  is 
aware  that  this  amendment  gives  the  same  i^ower  to  two  Boards,  and 
suppose  one  exercises  it  in  one  direction, and  the  other  in  the  other,  what 
are  you  going  to  do? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  There  is  no  proposition  thac  an  ingenious  gentle- 
man, like  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  could  not  find  some  ohjection 
to. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  gives  the  same  power  to  the  two  Boards,  and 
they  may  be  in  conflict  all  the  time,  and  there  is  no  way  out  of  the 
difficulty. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  not  noticed  the  language 
articularly,  but  I  believe  that  this  will  be  what  will  be  accomplished 
y  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Monterey.  In  the  first 
place — and  I  will  come  right  down  to  facts — in  some  counties  in  this 
State  four  or  five  men  own  one  half  or  more  than  one  half  of  the  real 
estate  in  the  county,  if  that  real  estate  owned  by  these  four  or  five  men 
was  properly  assessed.  There  is  a  case  where  these  men  n*ot  only  have 
the  Assessor,  but  they  have  the  County  Board  of  Equalization.  Then 
why  should  not  the  State  Board  have  power  to  come  down  on  these 
individual  assessments  and  thus  reach  these  fellows.  If  the  State  Board 
has  no  power  to  reach  individual  assessments  then,  on  real  estate,  in  such 
a  county  as  that,  they  would  have  to  raise  all  the  real  estate  in  the 
county,  when  the  majority  of  the  property  had  been  assessed  up  to  its 
value)  while  these  four  or  five  men  had  not  been  assessed  at  more  than 
one  tenth,  one  fifth,  or  one  third  of  the  value  of  their  property.  That 
has  been  the  history  of  some  of  the  counties  of  this  State;  that  these  few 
large  holders  of  real  estate  not  only  had  the  Assessor,  but  they  had  the 
County  Boards  of  Equalization.  That  has  got  much  to  do  with  this 
question,  as  we  are  proposing  to  reach  equalization.  Without  this  we 
oould  only  reach  equalization  in  the  State  by  coming  down  on  all  the 
taxpayers  in  the  county,  when  their  real  estate,  with  the  exception  of 
these  few  men,  had  already  been  appraised  at  all  it  was  worth. 

RRMARK8  OF   MR.   FILGHRR. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  and  especially  the  idea 
aimed  at.  I  have  seen  instances  where,  if  the  law  was  as  he  proposes, 
it  would  be  to  the  advantage  of  the  whole  tax-paying  community.  The 
Board  of  Equalization,  the  local  Board  particularly,  olten  in  reviewing 
the  assessment  roll,  sees  assessments  that  are  obviously  unjust,  and  yet 
they  have  no  power,  without  a  petition,  to  change  it.  I  say  that  they 
should  have  that  power  when,  on  the  face  of  the  assessment,  it  appears 
unjust.  More  than  that,  it  is  very  inconvenient.  For  instance :  1  dis- 
cover that  a  certain  assessment  is  too  low,  or  mine  is  too  high.  It  is  a 
disagreeable  matter  to  impose  upon  me  to  compel  me  to  go  in  there  and 
make  a  complaint  against  mv  neighbor  or  my  neighoor's  property. 
Therefore  we  elect  officers  for  that  particular  purpose,  officers  to  equalize 
assessments,  and  I  say  that  when  they  come  to  a  certain  piece  of  prop- 
erty and  find  that  it  is  a  little  too  high,  or  another  is  a  little  too  low, 
they  should  put  it  on  a  basis  of  equality,  and  if  their  powers  are  not 
sumcient  to  do  this  then  their  powers  are  not  what  they  should  be. 
While  I  recognize  the  importance  of  this  amendment,  yet  I  also  recog- 
nize the  objections  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Mendocino,  Mr.  Town- 
send,  that  this  power  might  be  exercised  arbitrarily  and  unjustly,  might 
be  exercised  in  such  a  manner  as  to  run  to  the  other  extreme.  I  have 
an  amendment  which  I  would  propose  to  add  on  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  and  which,  I  believe,  will 
meet  the  objection  raised,  and  which,  I  believe,  is  only  objectionable 
because  it  goes  into  legislation,  or  is  of  a  legislative  charact^ .  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  amendment  itself  is  such  that  it  partakes  of  statutory  law, 
to  the  details,  rather  than  to  the  fundamental  principle  laid  down  m  the 
first  part  of  the  section.  I  propose  the  following  amendment  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  Mr.  Wyatt :     . 

"  Provided  further,  that  when  either  of  said  Boards  propose  to  act  on 
their  own  motion,  in  a  manner  affecting  the  taxation  of  property,  it 
shall  be  their  duty  to  give  due  notice  of  their  proposed  action  to  the 
party  or  parties  interested,  and  of  the  time  set  for  the  consideration  of 
the  matter." 

There  can  certainly  be  no  objection  to  that.  I,  for  one,  would  oppose 
the  amendment  if  it  embraces  the  idea  that  it  would  exclude  parties 
from  defending  themselves.  I  do  not  believe  in  any  injustice.  I  do  not 
believe  in  a<lopting  an  unjust  provision  for  the  sake  of  remedying  an 
evil.  I  do  not'believe  that  the  gentleman  from  Monterey  will  admit, 
or  will  assert,  that  he  himself  would  deny  to  any  taxpayer  the  oppor- 
tunity of  appearing  before  the  Board  and  making  the  oest  defense  pos- 
sible. We  do  not  know  the  motives  which  produced  or  eave  rise  to  the 
assessment  as  it  appears  on  the  roll.  It  may  be  just.  There  may  be  a 
cause  for  it.  If  so,  the  parties  should  be  allowed  to  appear  and  show 
cause.  It  becomes  the  auty  of  the  Board  to  do  justice  to  the  taxpayer. 
I  hope  that  the  gentleman  from  Monterey  will  accept  this  amendment. 
I  will  ofifer  it  as  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

REMARKS  OF    MR.   TULLY. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Monterey  proposes  that  the  Board  of  Equalization  may,  upon  its 
own  motion,  and  without  notice,  equalize  taxation.    He  states  that  to  be, 


distinctly,  his  measure.  The  friends  of  the  measure  —  those  besides 
him — say  that  it  does  not  mean  any  such  thing.  Now  I,  for  one,  am 
willing  to  vote  that  the  Board  of  Equalization,  upon  its  own  motion, 
may  do  what  the  ^ntleman  claims  that  he  desires  it  to  do,  if  he  will 
insert  a  clause  providing  that  they  shall  give  notice  to  the  parties.  But 
the  idea  of  dealing  with  this  question  on  their  own  motion,  without 
notice,  is  simply,  to  my  mind,  a  monstrous  proposition ;  and  there  is  no 
better  evidence  of  its  monstrosity  than  the  speech  of  the  gentleman 
yesterday,  when  he  paraded  a  number  of  prominent  men's  names  before 
this  Convention  who  had  come  before  these  Boards  with  their  witnesses 
and  produced  evidence  so  that  the  Board  could  do  nothing.  If  that 
Board  were  imbued  with  the  feelings  and  sentiments  which  the  gentle- 
man exhibits  on  this  floor,  with  reference  to  men  of  property  and  men 
of  land,  I  think  you  could  say  good  bye  to  land,  or  any  other  kind  of 
property,  if  taxes  could  be  raised  or  lowered  without  notice.  I  certainly 
have  never  heard,  or  read,  in  any  civilized  country,  where  a  man  could 
be  deprived,  or  where  the  proposition  was  made  to  deprive  a  man  of  life, 
liberty,  or  property,  without  notice — due  notice.  Now,  I  am  willing  to 
vote  for  the  taxation  of  lands;  that  large  estates  shall  be  taxed  at  their 
cash  value,  the  same  as  little  estates.  I  am  in  favor  of  taxing  all  prop- 
erty in  the  State.  I  will  vote  for  any  measure  that  will  have  that  effect, 
either  real  or  personal  property,  but  I  am  not  willing  to  vote  for  mea- 
sures that  will  rob  men  of  the  fruits  of  their  labor  and  their  enterprise. 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   BELCHER. 

Mr.  belcher.    Mr.  Chairman  :  It  seems  to  me  that  this  amend- 
ment before  the  committee  is  unnecessary  and  uncalled  for.    The  pur- 
pose in  framing  this  article  of  the  Constitution  is  to  make  taxation 
equal — to  equalize  the  burdens  of  taxation.    Now,  when  we  are  framing 
laws  the  mischief  that  is  to  be  overcome,  and  that  we  are  trying  to 
remedy,  is  what  we  are  to  look  at.    Now,  what  has  it  been  7    Under 
the  Constitution  as  we  have  it  now.  Assessors  must  be  elected  by  the 
people  in  the  districts  which  they  are  to  assess.    Because  the  Assessors 
are  to  be  elected  in  the  districts,  in  the  townships,  and  in  the  counties,  it 
has  been  held  that  no  Board — no  State  Board — can  equalize  taxes, 
because  that  would  be  exercising  the  powers  of  Assessors.    Now,  you 
have  stricken  that  out  from  this  Constitution,  and  you  are  going  to  have 
your  Assessors  elected  as  other  officers  are  elected  or  appointed.    Now 
then,  he  is  properly  elected  an  Assessor,  without  his  necessarily  having 
been  elected  in  the  particular  district  in  which  he  is  to  make  the  assess- 
ment.   That  is  the  element  that  comes  into  the  present  Constitution, 
which  is  to  be  eliminated  from  the  new  one.    Now,  then,  what  more 
have  you  to  do?    Your  Assessors  have  the  fullest  powers  to  assess  that 
the  Legislature  can  give  them.    Now,  you  must,  as  a  matter  of  necessity, 
have  an  Assessor.    There  must  be  somebody  in  these  counties  who  is  to 
go  around  and  consult  all  the  people  for  that  purpose  and  estimate  the 
values  of  the  property  first.     Now,  it  is  undoubtedly  true  that  the 
Assessors  sometimes  fail  to  assess  equally.    One  man's  property  is  placed 
higher  than  another,  in  proportion.    "Why,  if  everybody's  property  was 
assessed  at  the  same  per  cent.,  it  would  be  all  right  for  county  purposes, 
because  each  man  there  would  bear  his  just  proportion  for  county  pur- 
poses.   Having  then  the  Assessor,  it  is  important  that  there  be  a  Board 
capable  of  reviewing  his  actions,  and  determining  whether  or  not  he  has 
assessed  all  men  at  the  same  rate,  and.  to  that  end  you  must  have  a 
County  Board  of  Equalization.    Having  then  a  county  Board,  exercis- 
ing the  power  in  the  counties,  it  is  of  the  same  importance  that  all  the 
men  in  the  State,  and  the  counties,  should  bear  their  equal  share  of  the 
Stale  burdens.    Now,  it  may  happen  that  the  Assessors  of  the  diff^erent 
counties  may  assess,  and  the  different  county  Boards  may  eq^ualize  at  a 
different  rate.    That  is  all  right  for  the  county  purposes,  but  it  is  wrong 
when  it  comes  to  the  State.    Now,  you  want  one  for  State  purposes  that 
there  shall  be  equality  between  the  counties.    Now,  then,  this  provision 
is  for  a  Board  to  equalize  county  taxes,  and  another  Board  to  equalize 
the  State  taxes.    It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  as  complete  as  it  can  be. 
Here  is  the  machine  to  be  set  in  motion  to  work  out  this  result.     How  ? 
Why,  the  Legislature   must  prescribe  the  details.     The  Legislature 
must  come  in  and  determine  how  property  shall  be  assessed.    The  law 
now  says  it  shall  be  assessed  at  its  full  cash  value.    The  Legislature 
must  provide  how  the  Boards  shall  proceed ;  upon  what  notice  and  how 
they  snail  act  ,*  where  they  shall  meet  and  how  long  remain  in  session. 
The  law  must  come  in  and  prescribe  the  method  of  their  action.    The 
Constitution  simply  provides  the  instrumentality,  but  the  Legislature 
must  prescribe  the  time  of  action  and  the  notice  upon  which  the  Board 
shall  act.    Now,  I  say  that  you  cannot  do  anything  to  this  that  will  add 
any  force  or  effect  to  it.    It  is  as  complete  now  as  it  can  be.    Gentlemen 
have  spoken  about  the  notice  to  be  given.    We  are  here  simply  framing 
the  groundwork  of  the  law,  the  CToundwork  of  this  superstructure,  and 
when  we  frame  that  the  Legislature  must  come  in  and  provide  the 
method  of  carrying  it  out.     It  has  been  said  many  times,  and  it  is  true, 
that  Constitutions  are  not  self-executing.    They  declare  the  principles 
upon  which  rest  the  framework  of  the  government.    After  that  you 
must  have  legislation  to  carry  out  those  principles.     The  section  as 
reported  gives  the  Boards  the  power  to  equalize.    Does  it  p;ive  them  any 
power  by  adding  this  amendment?    It  seems  to  me  that  it  does  not  add 
anything  to  it.     I  believe  it  is  better  to  leave  this  as  it  is;  leave  it  to 
the  Legislature  to  prescribe  the  means  and  manner  of  carrying  it  out. 
Leave  simply  the  power  to  do  the  thing  in  the  manner  the  Legislature 
shall  prescribe.    What  more  can  there  be  needed.    The  gentleman  from 
Monterey  says  that  he  wants  a  Board  with  power  to  act  without  notice. 
I  do  not  want  any  such  Board.    I  do  not  believe  the  Lc^slature  wants 
any  such  Board.    You  first  prescribe  that  a  man  shall  give  a  statement 
under  oath  of  all  the  property  he  has.    He  is  assessed  and  he  knows 
what  his  assessment  is.     I  do  not  want  any  Board  that  can  come  in  and 
say,  arbitrarily,  and  without  any  notice  to  anybody,  this  man's  taxes 
shall  be  raised  five,  ten,  or  fifteen  per  cent.    He  has  been  assessed  by 
one  officer,  and  it  would  not  be  right  to  act  otherwise  than  to  let  him 
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know  wheo  they  are  going  to  act  upon  it  again.  The  law  has  always 
prescribed  that,  and  it  will  prescribe  that.  But  I  say  that  these  pro- 
visions of  the  Constitation  do  not  want  to  go  into  that.  We  are  not 
making  a  code  of  laws.  We  are  not  prescribing  the  method  of  this 
action.  We  are  simply  making  the  Board  and  leaving  it  then  for  the 
Legislature  to  provide  the  method  of  its  action. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  IKMAN. 

Mr.  INMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey  will  be  accepted.  This  Convention 
has  already  decided  that  three  men  are  fully  capable  of  eoualizing 
freights  and  fares  on  that  great  property  of  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  and  if  three  men  are  competent  for  that  work,  I  think  cer- 
tainly nme  are  for  this.  I  am  a  little  afraid  injustice  may  be  done,  and 
I  certainly  see  no  harm  that  can  befall  any  one  by  this  matter  of  notice 
being  inserted.  I  am  not  afraid  of  it.  I  hope  this  discussion  will  stop 
here  and  that  we  will  proceed  with  the  business.  Time  is  precious^ 
talking  amounts  to  but  little,  and  I  hope  we  will  proceed  to  a  vote. 

remarks  of  MR.   BIGOfl. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  be 
adopted.  I  agree  with  Jud^e  Belcher,  that  it  is  unnecessary.  The  idea 
of  getting  up  here  and  saymg  that  a  man  should  not  have  his  day  in 
Court!  Why,  you  will  arrive  at  such  a  state  of  things  in  California 
that  you  will  try  a  man  for  his  life  or  take  his  property  without  any 
notice  or  without  due  process  of  law!  Such  a  thing  is  unheard  of;  and 
that  is  the  substance  or  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Monte- 
rey. If  you  adopt  that  amendment  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  cutting 
men  off  from  protecting  their  property  and  their  rights.  Kow,  sir,  such 
a  thing  is  outra^^us.  I  hope  this  Convention  will  not  disgrace  them- 
selves bv  adopting  any  sucn  amendment.  I  hope  thev  will  not  be 
guilty  of  such  a  fraud  as  to  provide  that  a  Board  could  take  away  what 
little  property  I  have  worked  for  and  got.  The  Board  of  Supervisors 
may  levy  a  tax  that  will  amount  to  confiscation.  Notwithstanding 
I  may  give  in  the  property  at  its  full  value,  thev  may  raise  it  five  hun- 
dred or  one  thousand  per  cent,  and  confiscate  the  property  I  may  own. 
I  ought  to  be  allowed  to  bring  my  neighbors  to  prove  that  I  have  been 
assessed  to  the  full  value  already.  Let  every  man  protect  his  rights.  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted  down  and  that  we  will  take  the 
report  of  the  committee. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  TBRRT. 

Mr.  terry.    Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  misap- 

Srehension  in  regard  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  sentleman  from 
[onterey.  I  do  not  find  any  provision  in  this  amenament  to  confis- 
cate property.  It  provides  that  they  shall  equalize  assessments  and  raav 
raise  and  lower  them,  and  it  is  supposed  they  will  use  discretion.  It  is 
not  to  be  presumed  that  the  Boaras  of  Supervisors  are  going  to  consti- 
tute themselves  a  band  of  robbers  for  the  purpose  of  swindling  any- 
body, but  that  in  every  case  where  notice  is  necessary  thev  will  give 
notice.  But  in  case  that  the  Supervisors  should  know  of  their  own 
knowledge  that  the  assessment  upon  a  particular  piece  of  property  was 
very  far  below  its  value,  I' do  not  suppose  they  would  think  it  necessary 
to  give  notice.  If  I  know  a  fact  no  amount  of  evidence  would  satisfy 
me  that  it  was  not  so.  I  presume  that  the  Supervisors  know,  and  where 
they  do  not  know  that  the  assessment  is  not  proper  they  are  not  going 
to  raise  it  unles9Upon  complaint,  and  after  complaint  is  made,  then,  of 
course,  notice  would  be  given.  I  object  to  any  requirement  for  notice, 
for  then  there  would  always  be  a  question  as  to  whether  the  notice  had 
been  properly  served.  A  man  can  know  when  the  Board  of  Equaliza- 
tion is  going  to  meet,  and  he  can  go  and  look  after  it. 

Mr.  BIGuS.    He  might  have  to  go  two  hundred  miles. 

Mr. 'TERRY.    Yes;  but  he  can  be  there  by  himself  or  his  agent. 

Mr.  TULLY.  What  good  would  it  do  him  to  be  there  if  they  are 
empowered  to  do  it  without  any  hearing? 

Mr.  terry.  I  do  not  suppose  they  are  going  to  do  it  without  they 
know  it  themselves.  If  I  know  that  there  is  a  certain  piece  of  land 
worth  twenty  dollars  an  acre,  for  which  I  am  willing  to  give  that 
amount,  what  do  I  want  to  hear  evidence  for  as  to  its  value.  I  know 
it  myself,  and  no  amount  of  evidence  would  change  my.  opinion. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Suppose  you  know  that  a  man  is  killed,  and 
know  that  a  certain  man  killed  him,  do  you  propose  to  have  him  brought 
to  bar  and  condemned  without  trial? 

Mr.  terry.  I  do  not  see  the  parallel.  The  Assessor  goes  round 
and  he  puts  his  own  valuation  upon  it.  The  m^  knows  what  that 
valuation  is,  and  he  knows  whether  it  is  just  or  not.  If  it  is  not  just  it 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  stand.  I  take  it  that  these  Boards  are  not 
public  robbers.  They  certainly  will  have  no  personal  interest  in  increas- 
ing a  man's  assessment,  unless  it  be  done  by  a  sense  of  public  dut^,  and 
if  there  is  any  doubt  about  it  ample  notice  will  be  given  in  their  own 
manner,  and  the  party  will  have  the  right  to  appear  and  be  heard. 

Mr.  TULLY.    Why  not  provide  that  it  shall  be  given? 

Mr.  terry.  Because  I  do  not  want  questions  to  rise  whether  it  was 
pro  perl  V  served. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  amendment  gives  a  concurrent  power  to  the 
State  Board  and  to  the  county  Board. 

Mr.  terry.    I  do  not  understand  it  so. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  provides  that  the  State  and  county  Boards  may 
do  the  same  thing.  Suppose  the  State  Board  puts  one  figure  on  the  prop- 
erty and  the  county  Board  another? 

Mr.  terry.  I  suppose  that  the  State  Board  will  meet  after  the 
county  Board,  and  if  the  county  Board  has  not  done  its  duty  the  Stale 
Board  will  supervise  it. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    There  is  no  limitation  to  the  power. 

Mr.  terry.    You  can  amend  it  so  that  it  will  not 

Mr.  TULLY.    The  Assessor  can  give  you  a  list. 


Mr.  terry.  But  you  do  not  know  what  value  he  places  upon  the 
property. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    You  sign  the  list. 

Mr.  TERRY.  He  may  ask  you  what  the  furniture,  and  what  this 
and  that  are  worth,  but  he  does  not  ask  you  how  much  the  land  is  worth 
an  acre.    He  puts  his  own  valuation  upon  it  himself. 

Mr.  TULLY.  After  the  Assessor  makes  his  return,  is  not  the  assess- 
ment open  then  to  any  citizen  of  the  county?  You  can  always  go  and 
see  it.  But  this  Board  of  Equalization  meets  the  day  after  and  raises 
your  taxes,  and  you  never  hear  of  it. 

Mr.  terry.  And  then  you  go  before  the  State  Board,  if  you  are 
improperly  treated.  They  are  elected  because  they  are  supposed  to  be 
proper  men.  The;^  may  do  honest  things;  men  do  not  steal  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  would  like  now  to  understand  your  position. 
Your  object  is  to  clothe  the  Board  with  power  to  raise  an  assessment 
without  notice  to  the  parties. 

Mr.  terry.  To  raise  the  assessment  with  or  without  notice.  I  take 
it  for  granted  that,  if  it  is  necessary,  they  will  give  the  notice.  I  do 
not  want  any  question  raised  as  to  whether  notice  has  been  properly 
served. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  Tehama.  Do  vou  not  think  that  if  this  Board  was 
elected  by  a  sectional  part^  that  they  might  be  liable  to  do  wrong? 

Mr.  terry.  I  think  if  a  man  commits  robbery  it  is  for  his  own 
good. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  have  raised  an  obiection  to  this  amendment 
which  the  sentleman  has  not  answered,  and  I  challenge  him  to  answer. 
This  amendment  says 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  is  the  third  time  the  gentle- 
man has  spoken  on  this  question. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  gentleman  has  spoken  once,  and  he  has  a 
right  to  speak  a  second  time. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Is  that  the  rule,  that  a  gentleman  can  speak  on 
each  amendment? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  amendment  says:  "Pro- 
vided, said  State  and  County  Boards  of  Equalization  are  hereby 
authorized  and  empowered  to  increase  or  lower  the  entire  assessment 
roll,  and  the  assessments  contained  therein,  so  as  to  equalize  the  assess- 
ment of  property  contained  in  said  assessment  roll,  so  as  to  make  said 
assessments  conform  to  the  true  money  value  of  the  property  assessed." 
Both  of  these  Boards  have  power  to  increase  or  lower  the  entire  assess- 
ment roll  of  any  county.  Then  each  of  these  Boards,  the  State  and  the 
county  Board,  have  the  power  to  increase  or  lower  any  individual  assess- 
ment. Now  then,  suppose  the  county  Board  does  one  thing  and  the 
State  Board  does  another,  what  are  you  going  to  do? 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Suppose  the  District  Court  does  one  thing  and  the 
Supreme  Court  does  another? 

Mr.  terry.  If  you  will  read  the  first  part  of  the  section  yon  will  see 
that  it  provides  that  the  State  Board  shall  equalize  the  valuation  of  the 
taxable  property  in  the  State,  for  the  purpose  of  State  taxation.  It  ffives 
the  State  Board  only  the  power  of  equalization  on  the  property  which 
belongs  to  the  county. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman 
understands  the  history  of  Boards  of  Equalization,  and  I  challenge  him 
to  point  out  an  instance  where  a  State  Board  of  Equalization  does  any- 
thing but  equalize  the  valuation  between  counties.  Now,  in  our  State 
the  Legislature,  in  the  case  of  the  first  Board  of  Equalization  and  the 
secoi)d,  conferred  that  power  upon  the  Board  and  no  other.  They  never 
have  acted  upon  the  individual  assessments  at  all. 

Mr.  terry.  It  means,  then,  as  it  is  in  the  section,  that  they  have 
only  the  right  as  regards  the  property  of  the  county — ^the  County  Court 
House,  the  jail,  et«. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  State  Board  of  Equalization  is  to  equalize 
between  the  counties.  Now,  I  say  that  this  amendment  creates  this  con- 
flict between  these  two  Boards.  And,  as  to  the  rest  of  it,  it  is  but  an 
amplification  of  the  original  section.  Now,  one  word  as  to  this  action  of 
the  Board,  even  if  it  could  be  done,  to  affect  the  property  of  individuals 
without  any  notice  at  all.  It  strikes  me  simply  as  monstrous,  and  the 
eentleman  might  as  well  say  that  the  Judge  of  a  District  Court  should 
declare  a  man  guilty  of  a  felony,  or  any  other  crime,  simply  because,  in 
his  own  breast,  he  carried  the  knowledge  of  his  guilt.  Why,  sir,  is  there 
anvthing  that  affects  a  man  more  closely  than  this  question  of  taxation? 
Why  should  there  be  any  star  chamber  proceeding  about  this  matter? 
Men  assuming  that  they  know  the  value  of  property,  and  refusing  to 
hear  evidence  on  the  subject.  Such  a  question  ought  to  be  heard  and 
determined  upon  evidence,  and  there  ought  to  be  no  secret  decision.  A 
man  ought  to  be  heard  upon  this,  to  him,  all  important  question,  which 
affects  his  property  and  taxes. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  This  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Monterey 
ought  not  to  be  adopted  as  it  reads  at  present.  It  says  that  the  St«te 
and  County  Boards  of  Equalization  shall  be  **  authorized  and  empowered 
to  increase  or  lower  the  entire  asseasment  roll,  or  the  assessments  con- 
tained therein,  so  as  to  equalize  the  assessment  of  the  property  contained 
in  said  assessment  roll,  so  as  to  make  said  assessment  roll  conform  to  the 
true  money  value  of  the  property  assessed."  That  is,  the  assessment  of 
John  Doe,  in  Los  Angeles,  is  too  low.  Where  are  the  books?  Why,  in 
Los  Angeles.  And  if  the  Board  should  invite  him  to  appear,  where 
would  thev  invite  him  to?  Would  they  invite  him  to  come  to  Sacra- 
mento to  snow  why  the  assessment  should  not  be  raised  from  three  dol- 
lars to  ten  dollars?  It  is  ridiculous.  The  State  Board  of  Equalization 
ought  to  have  power  to  control  assessments,  and  in  some  cases  change 
assessments,  even  in  individual  cases;  that  is,  they  may  change  it,  and 
notify  the  local  Board  of  Equalization  to  notify  John  Doe  to  appear 
before  that  local  Board  to  show  cause  why  it  should  not  be  done.  I 
suggest  that  that  is  the  only  way  that  it  would  be  fair.  I  understand  it 
would  be  in  the  New  York  law. 
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Mb.  EDGERTON.  There  they  assessed  the  railroads  by  the  State, 
and  we  propose  to  do  it  here.    The  New  York  law  says : 

**  Skc.  76.  The  Board  of  Equalization  shall  meet  in  the  City  of 
Albany  on  the  first  Tuesday  in  September  in  each  year,  for  the  purpose 
of  examining  and  revising  the  Taluations  of  the  real  and  personal 
estate  of  the  several  counties,  as  returned  to  the  office  of  the  Comptroller, 
and  fixing  the  aggregate  amount  of  assessment  for  each  county,  on 
which  the  Comptroller  shall  compute  the  State  tax.  The  Board  of  Equal- 
ization may  increase  or  diminish  the  aggregate  valuation  of  real  estate 
in  any  county,  by  adding  or  deducting  such  sum  as,  in  their  opinion, 
may  be  just  and  necessary  to  produce  a  just  relation  between  all  the  val- 
uation of  real  estate  in  the  State;  but  they  shall  in  no  instance  reduce 
the  aggregate  valuation  of  all  the  counties  below  the  aggregate  valua- 
tion thereof,  as  returned  by  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  to  the  Controller's 
office." 

There  is  no  State  in  the  Union  where  the  State  Board  touches  indi- 
vidual assessments. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Whether  it  be  so  or  not,  if  it  is  right  it  should  be  done. 
But  can  the  Board  of  Equalization  do  it  under  this  section?  I  maintain 
that  it  would  be  wrong  to  change  the  assessment  of  a  man's  property  in 
Los  Angeles,  or  San  Bernardino,  or  San  Francisco,  by  the  State  Board 
here.  After  the  local  Board  in  that  county  have  hear^  the  objections  to 
the  assessment,  and  then  to  have  the  State  Board  of  Equalization,  in 
some  individual  C4ise,  here  at  the  StAto  Capitol,  without  notice  to  the 
party,  change  that  assessment,  would  be  extraordinary,  and  I  claim  that 
there  is  no  example  for  it  an v where.  The  best  way  to  do  would  be  this: 
If  they  find  that  there  is  a  large  tract  of  land  in  a  certain  county  that 
is  not  assessed  proportionately  with  the  other  lauds,  they  notify  the  local 
Boards  to  have  a  hearing  before  their  own  Boards,  where  both  the  people 
of  the  county  and  the  State  and  the  owner  of  the  land  can  be  heard.  I 
maintain  that  no  other  rule  would  be  just.  Without  notice  there  can  be 
no  hearing,  there  can  be  no  trial ;  it  is  a  one-sided  proposition ;  it  is 
conviction  before  trial,  and  it  results  in  wrong.  How  can  you  learn  the 
value  of  property  unless  both  sides  are  heard — without  hearing  the 
witnesses,  ana  without  allowing  them  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses? 
Such  a  provision  would  be  extraordinary. 

RKMARKS  OF  MR.   WIL80X,  OP  TEHAlfA. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  Tehama.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  don't  know  what  us 
old  farmers  have  done  to  be  the  subject  of  this  discussion.  We  went  up 
here  to  the  foot  of  the  mountains  and  we  got  a  little  land  and  workea, 
and  when  we  got  a  little  more  money  we  bought  some  more  land;  and 
it  seems  as  though  these  people  here  have  got  a  great  prejudice  against 
us  because  some  of  us  have  got  a  thousand,  some  five  thousand,  and 
some  ten  thousand  acres  of  land.  I  have  known  but  very  few  men  but 
what  have  paid  the  full  value  for  their  lauds.  There  are  very  few  in 
our  county..  Where  the  wrong  comes  in  is  here :  there  has  been  men 
that  have  legislated  to  themselves  one  half  of  our  domain,  from  here  to 
the  Missouri  River.  These  men  now  want  to  divert  attention  from  the 
true  cause  of  this  great  wrong  to  the  men  who  have  got  their  property 
legitimately.  You  can  see  it  in  these  papers  here  every  day.  Here  is 
the  Record-Union  here^  it  never  says  anything  about  these  lands  that 
are  gobbled  up  by  corporations,  but  is  all  the  time  pointing  to  the  large 
land  grabbers.  What  do  they  mean?  It  seems  as  though  these  old 
fanners  that  went  out  and  took  up  lands  and  worked  them  ought  to  have 
some  credit.  When  they  got  a  little  more  money  they  bought  more 
land ;  but  that  is  the  trouble.  They  want  to  divert  the  attention  of  the 
people  from  the  true  cause  of  this  great  evil.  The  true  cause  is  in  incor- 
porated companies.  I  believe  that  associated  capital  is  oppressive  enough 
any  way.  I  would  not  more  than  allow  men  to  go  into  partnership  if  I 
had  ray  way.  We  were  old  Mexican  soldiers,  and  we  come  here  and 
hunted  for  homes.  We  all  come  here,  and  the  land  was  free,  and  the 
water  was  free,  and  everything  was  free.  But  these  chartered  monopo- 
lies and  corporations  went  into  our  county  and  legislated  themselves 
these  lands.  Every  acre  of  land  I  have  got  I  bought  and  paid  for  it, 
and  I  defy  any  man  to  go  and  show  where  I  have  not  given  every  dollar 
that  it  was  worth.  We  hear  talk  here  every  day  about  us  from  men 
that  I  know  would  not  have  gone  out  there'  amongst  the  Indians  and 
taken  up  that  laud.  But  they  want  to  get  farms.  They  seem  to  want 
our  improved  farms,  you  know.  *  Now,  they  want  to  get  up  a  separate 
Board — a  separate  Board  from  the  Supervisors — and  I  don't  think  it  is 
right,  and  not  even  allow  us  a  hearing.  I  am  surprised  at  some  men 
here  that  would  advise  such  a  thing.  When  Mr.  Wyatt  first  offered  it  I 
did  not  exactly  understand  it,  but  now  I  see  through  it,  and  I  don't  think 
it  is  right. 

Thi  chairman.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  rilcher: 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Provided  further,  That  when  either  of  said  Boards  propose  to  act  on 
their  own  motion,  in  a  manner  affecting  the  taxation  of  property,  it 
shall  be  their  duty  to  give  due  notice  or  their  propomd  action  to  the 
party  or  parties  interested,  and  of  the  time  set  for  the  consideration  of 
the  matter." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  want  to  suggest  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Placer,  Mr.  Filcher,  and  the  author  of  the  amendment,  that 
perhaps  the  whole  difficulty  could  be  avoided  by  adding  to  the  section 
as  it  now  stands,  the  following :  "  Said  Board  shall  have  such  further 
powers  and  perform  such  further  duties  as  may  be  prescribed  by  law." 

REMARKS   or   ME.    WEBSTER. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  Evidently  the  design  of  this 
amendment  is  to  correct  evils  which  have  existed,  without  any  doubt, 
and  it  has  been  principally  in  regard  to  the  personal  service  of  these 
notices.  I  wish  to  state  one  case  that  fully  illustrates  the  point.  Last 
Fall,  in  Alameda  County,  a  number  of  persons  and  corporations  were 


cited  to  appear  before  the  Board  of  Equalization  and  show  cause  why 
their  assessments  should  not  be  raised.  Among  them  were  several 
prominent  companies,  Mr.  Adams,  and  some  others.  Mr.  Brown 
appeared  for  Mr.  Adams,  and  he  claimed  that  the  Board  had  no  right  to 
raise  the  assessment,  for  the  reason  that  the  personal  service  was  not 
le^al,  or  rather  that  there  had  not  been  any  service  at  all;  and  the 
minutes  show  that  Mr.  Harvey  Brown,  appearing  for  the  parties,  and 
declaring  that  there  had  been  no  notice  served,  the  subject  was  dis- 
missed from  the  Board ;  and  it  being  near  the  end  of  the  term  for  which 
the  Board  had  provided,  there  not  being  time  to  give  ten  days'  notice, 
the  whole  matter  was  dismissed.  Now,  sir,  in  cases  like  that,  where  it 
is  a  mistake  or  oversight,  I  think  that  the  State  Board  of  Equalization 
should  have  the  right  to  control.  I  think  that,  so  far,  at  least,  the  State 
Board  ought  to  control.  So  far  as  the  notice  is  concerned,  the  Legisla- 
ture can  provide  for  that;  but  that  a  personal  notice  should  be  served 
in  a  certain  way,  and  because  it  is  not,  that  these  cases  should  be 
defeated,  I  think' it  is  not  right. 

remarks  OV   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  shall  move,  when  it  is  in  order, 
to  amend  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  by  inserting 
after  the  wora  "  empowered "  the  words  "  under  such  rules  of  notice 
as  the  county  Boards  may  prescribe  as  to  county  assessments,  and  such 
rules  of  notice  as  the  State  Board  may  prescribe  as  to  the  action  of  the 
State  Board."  Now,  sir,  I  admit  that  it  is  proper  that  some  notice 
should  be  given  when  an  assessment  is  to  be  raised,  because,  otherwise, 
as  has  beeu  suggested,  you  practically  take  a  man's  property  from  him 
without  any  notice,  and  that  is  contrary  to  all  rules.  But  if  you  under- 
take to  prescribe  that  there  shall  be  due  notice,  then  the  Courts  will  be 
full  of  questions  about  what  is  "  due  notice."  But  if  you  leave  it  to 
the  Board  to  fix  the  rules,  they  will  fix  practical  rules  which  can  be 
euforced  without  great  bills  of  expense  in  relation  to  ^e  equalization  of 
taxation.  Therefore  it  is  that  the  county  Boards  should  have  the  right 
to  fix  their  own  rules  of  notice  and  the  State  Board  should  have  the 
right  to  fix  its  own  rules  of  notice;  because  they  will  fix  rules  which 
can  bo  enforced.  The  presumption  is  that  they  would  not  undertake  to 
raise  an  assessment  without  some  sort  of  notice ;  but  I  think  the  matter 
should  bo  provided  for  in  the  Constitution,  and  that  we  should  say  that 
thev  shall  give  notice  according  to  rules  which  they  may  prescribe. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Filcher. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  now  offer  the  following:  "Pro- 
vided, said  State  and  County  Boards  of  Eaualization  are  hereby  author- 
ized and  empowered,  under  such  rules  or  notice  as  the  county  Boards 
may  prescribe  as  to  the  county  assessments,  and  under  such  rules  of 
notice  as  the  State  Board  may  prescribe  as  to  the  action  of  the  State 
Board,  to  increase  or  lower  the  entire  assessment  roll,"  etc.  My  part  of 
the  amendment  oomes  right  in  after  the  word  "empowered." 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  see  what  necessity  there 
is  for  it  in  the  case  of  the  State  Board.  I  do  not  understand  that  they 
raise  the  tax  in  the  case  of  individuals. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  that  the  report  of 
the  committee  gives  that  power.  Suppose  the  railroad  is  assessed,  and 
the  State  Board  should  raise  it;  then  I  think  the  railroad  should  have 
some  kind  of  notice. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  principle,  but  I  would  like 
to  hear  it  read. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"After  the  word 'empowered':  'Under  such  rules  of  notice  as  the 
County  Boards  may  prescribe  as  to  the  county  assessments,  and  under 
such  rules  of  notice  as  the  State  Board  may  prescribe  as  to  the  action  of 
the  State  Board.' " 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  have  merely  to  suggest  that  it  don't  mean  any- 
thing at  all.  There  never  was  a  constitutional  provision  drawn  as 
loosely  as  that  Rules  of  notice !  What  does  it  mean  7  Notice  to  whom  ? 
Notice  how?  It  don't  mean  anything.  The  Legislature,  in  providing 
for  service  of  summons  in  a  civil  action,  provides  that  that  summons 
shall  be  served  personally  on  the  defendant. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  We  are  not  compelled  in  this  Constitution  to  go  into 
a  code  of  practice.  This  amendment  gives  to  the  State  and  county 
Boards  the  right  to  prescribe  the  rules,  and  therefore  they  will  prescribe 
what  sort  of  notice  is  necessary.  It  seems  to  me  that  our  friend  is  get- 
ting rather  sharp — I  do  not  like  to  say  hypercritical — but  entirely  too 
sharp  for  me. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  appears  to  me  in  this  case,  when 
the  matter  is  thoroughly  understood  before  these  Boards  of  Equalization, 
and  they  are  given  the' right  to  serve  iust  such  notices  as  they  choose, 
that  there  is  sufficient  power  given  them,  and  the  matter  will  be  suf- 
ficiently understood ;  and  when  there  is  sufficient  power  given  them 
what  they  serve  will  be  legal  and  constitutional.  I  cannot  see  that  there 
will  be  any  great  deficiency  in  that  respect,  because  the  laws  heretofore 
made  by  the  Legislature  of  this  State  are  intended  to  conform  to  the 
great  constitutional  law,  and  be  dovetailed  in,  if  such  an  expression 
may  be  used ;  therefore  there  will  be  no  deficiency  in  this  respect.  There 
has  been  much  study  in  this  instance  in  order  to  have  the  matter  work 
rightly  and  equally,  and  nobody  to  be  injured  by  the  Board  of  E>)ualiza- 
tion;  and  it  is  very  important,  in  this  instance,  to  have  the  man  whose 
property  is  to  be  affected  by  their  decisions  in  these  cases  before  them. 
They  must  undoubtedly  lay  down  the  law  correctly ,  and  all  the  minuties, 
which  is  only  referred  to  in  the  Constitution,  can  be  carried  out,  and  it 
is  expected  that  it  will  be  carried  out.  The  question  appears  to  be  clear 
before  this  body,  and  I  am  in  hopes  that  the  amendn>ent  will  pass. 

Mr.  McCALtiUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  I  see  nothing  in  the  objection  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  committee - 
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Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  take  it  all  back,  after  the  copious  notes  and 
illustrations  of  the  gentleman  from  Tulare. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Perhaps  you  will  take  it  back  still  more  after  you 
have  heard  me  a  little  further. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     I  shall  insist  upon  it  then.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  listened  to  this  discussion, 
and  I  have  been  thoroughly  convinced  that  there  ought  to  be  notice, 
but  I  saw  the  difficulty  as  to  how  that  notice  should  be  given.  I  think 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  has  aptly  solved  the  difficulty  in  leav- 
ing that  to  the  appropriate  Board — the  Supervisors  in  the  one  case  and 
the  State  Board  or  Equalisation  in  the  other.    The  only 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     My  opinion  is  now  changed.     [Laughter.] 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  60  ayes  to  28 
noes. 

Mr.  HALE.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  fifteen  as  amended,  by  adding  thereto  the  following: 
'  The  members  of  said  Board,  except  the  Controller  of  State,  shall,  at 
their  first  meeting  after  their  election,  so  arrange,  by  lot,  that  one  of  their 
number  from  eacn  Congressional  district  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  end 
of  two  years,  and  their  successors  shall  be  elected  at  the  next  general 
election  thereafter  to  be  holden  by  the  qualified  electors  of  each  of  said 
districts.' " 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is,  I 
think,  obvious  on  the  face  of  it,  to  retain  always  on  the  State  Board  of 
Equalization  one  half  of  the  members,  whose  experience  will  be  a  guide 
to  the  new  members  who  are  elected.  The  policy  is  the  same  in  regard 
to  that  which  is  provided  by  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary 
for  the  organization  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  also  by  the  Committee 
on  Legislative  Department  for  the  Senate.  The  purpose  is  to  retain 
always  in  office  a  portion  of  the  Board,  whose  experience  for  the  pre- 
ceding two  years,  or  more,  will  enable  them  to  conduct  the  business 
better  than  a  full  Board  of  new  members  without  experience.  Other 
States  have  pursued  this  policv,  and  found  it  to  be  very  valuable.  I 
apprehend  that  it  will  be  touna  wise  and  expedient,  and  I  hope  it  will 
be  adopted. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment ofiered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  70  ayes  to  11 
noes. 

Mr.  WELLER.    Mr.  Chairman :   I  have  an  amendment  to  ofier. 

Thb  secretary  readi 

"  Add  to  section  fifteen,  after  the  word  '  taxation,'  in  line  six,  '  pro- 
vided, that  the  Legislature  shall  have  power  to  reduce  the  number  to  one 
from  each  Congressional  district,  when  said  districts  shall  be  increased  in 
number.* " 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  55  ayes  to  32 
noes. 

Mr.  LARUE.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  ofier  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  fifteen  by  inserting  after  the  word  'taxation,'  in  line 
six,  as  follows:  'and  whose  compensation  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of 
two  thousand  dollars  each,  per  annum.'  " 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    That  is  too  much  I     You  ought  not  to  allow  that! 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  trust  that  that  will  not  be  adopted. 
It  is  understood  that  thev  will  not  sit  over  two  months  in  the  year,  and 
that  is  altogether  beyond  what  the  people  would  like  to  see  paid  to  these 
men  for  that  service.  I  should  tnink  twenty  dollars  a  day  would  be 
ample.  The  former  Board  got  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  a  year, 
and  everybody  was  speaking  of  it  as  a  piece  of  extravagance,  for  they 
were  only  in  session  four  weeks  in  the  year. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  ^ntleman  what  authority 
he  has  for  stating  that  the  old  Board  was  not  in  session  more  than  four 
weeks  in  the  year? 

Mr.  white.  I  do  not  need  any  authority.  Doesn't  the  gentleman 
suppose  I  lived  in  the  State  then  ? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  Board  was  in  actual  session  more  than  six 
months  of  the  year,  and  engaged  in  the  work  nearly  nine  months. 

Mr.  white.  I  knew  one  of  the  Board  and  I  never  went  to  his  house 
without  finding  him  at  home  all  that  time.  Here  is  nine  of  them,  and 
we  are  to  pay  these  men  each  two  thousand  dollars  for  two  months'  serv- 
ices.   I  say  that  fifteen  dollars  a  day  is  enough  for  these  men. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Five  dollars  is  enough. 

Mr.  white.  No.  I  say  ten  dollars  is  enough.  Why  can't  you 
leave  it  to  the  Legislature?    I  am  perfectly  willing  to  do  that. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    That  is  the  place  for  it. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  amendment  ought  to  be  put  in  a 
separate  section.  Let  us  leave  something  in  the  Constitution  that  is  not 
attached  to  the  fifteenth  section  of  this  report.  We  have  got  the  powers 
of  the  State  Board  of  Equalization,  the  powers  of  the  county  Boards,  the 
way  of  equalizing  property,  and  the  character  of  notice  to  be  given,  when 
they  are  to  meet,  tne  number  of  members,  and  from  what  districts,  and 
that  they  are  to  draw  lots  as  to  which  shall  hold  long  terms  and  short 
terms  in  one  section,  and  the  whole  thing  is  ridiculous.  I  hope  we  will 
not  do  any  more  to  section  fifteen.  I  think  the  amendment  is  a  good 
one  in  its  place. 

Mr.  LARUE.    I  thought  that  would  make  the  section  complete. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  do  not  see  anything  that  we  could  possibly  add  to  it, 
except  what  the  gentleman  proposes;  but  I  would  suggest  that  we  have 
another  section.     I  hope  that  this  section  will  be  sent  to  the  committee 


to  be  straightened  out,  and  I  shall  move  that  it  be  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee for  the  purpose  of  reformulating  the  section. 

Mr.  HOWARD.     I  object  to  that 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    So  do  I. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  We  adopted  an  amendment  yes- 
terday to  follow  the  word  "  taxation."  To-day  we  have  added  another 
amendment  to  follow  the  word  "  taxation,"  in  line  six,  the  one  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara.  Now,  here  is  another  amendment 
proposed  to  go  into  the  section  after  the  word  "  taxation,"  in  the  sixth 
line.  Now,  it  occurs  to  me  that  it  will  be  necessary,  not  only  for  the 
members  of  the  Board  of  Eaualization  to  draw  lots  to  see  who  shall  go 
out  and  who  shall  stay  in,  but  that  the  amendments  themselves  will 
have  to  draw  lots  to  see  which  shall  have  precedence. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendment  will  prevail. 
I  think  this  section  needs  to  be  completed.  It  is  entirely  too  short.  Let 
us  lengthen  it  out  a  little  more. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.     Read  it. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  fifteen  bv  inserting,  after  the  word  'taxation,'  in 
line  six,  as  follows:  '  And  whose  compensation  shall  not  exceed  the  sum 
of  two  thousand  dollars  each  per  annum.' " 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Mr.  turner.  I  move  to  amend  by  adding:  "Everything  that  has 
been  forgotten  by  the  Convention  may  be  added  by  the  Legislature." 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise  and 
recommend  that  section  fifteen  be  rereferred  to  the  Committee  on  Rev- 
enue and  Taxation,  for  the  purpose  of  formulating  the  section. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  not.  It  is  all  right  as  it 
stands.     It  cannot  be  helped  any. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

C&rrifid 

IN  CONVENTION. 

•  Thb  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  hour  having  arrived,  the  Convention  w4U  take  a  recess  until  two 
o'clock  p.  If. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  u.,  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

STATE   BOARD   OF   BQUALIZATION. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the  purpose  of 
further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Tax- 
ation. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  sixteen. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  16.  The  State  Board  of  Equalization  shall  assess  the  value  of  all 
the  property  of  all  railroad  corporations  in  this  State.  For  the  purpose  of 
taxation,  the  value  of  all  lands,  workshops,  depots,  and  other  buildings 
belonging  to  or  under  the  control  of  each  railroad  corporation,  shall  be 
apportioned  by  said  Board  to  the  counties,  cities  and  counties,  cities,  town- 
ships, and  districts  in  which  such  lands,  workshops,  depots,  and  other 
buildings  are  situate;  and  the  aggregate  value  of  all  other  property  of  such 
railroad  corporation  shall  be  apportioned  by  said  Board  to  each  county, 
city  and  county,  city,  town,  or  district  in  which  its  road  shall  be  located, 
according  to  the  ratio  which  the  number  of  miles  of  such  road  completed 
in  such  county,  city  and  county,  city,  town,  or  district,  shall  bear  to  the 
whole  length  of  such  railroad. 

REMARKS   OP    IfR.   EDGBRTOK. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  several  of  the  other  States- 
Missouri,  Illinois,  and  some  others,  I  do  not  remember  which  ones 
now — the  power  to  assess  all  railroad  property  is  lodged  in  a  central 
Board  of  this  kind.  The  idea  is  to  treat  that  property  as  a  unit.  In 
this  State,  the  objection  is  raised  that  railroad  property  is  assessed  at  one 
valuation  in  one  county,  and  at  a  different  valuation  in  others.  Now, 
the  idea  of  this  section  is  to  treat  that  property  as  a  unit,  and  to  have  it 
assessed  together  by  this  central  Board.  AH  the  lands,  workshops,  and 
buildings,  which  are  permanent  property,  will  be  given  to  the  localities 
where  they  are  situated.  But  wneu  it  comes  to  the  other  property — 
rolling  stock,  engines,  cars,  etc — they  are  in  one  county  one  day,  and 
in  another  at  another  time.  All  this  property,  with  the  franchises  and 
capital  stock,  is  assessed  and  apportioned  according  to  the  ratio  of  mile- 
age to  the  political  subdivisions  along  the  whole  length  of  the  road. 
That  is  the  theory  of  the  section. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  would  ask  if  the  amendment  to  section  fifteen 
does  not  obviate  the  necessity  for  this  section  ? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  think  that  is  a  very  unjust,  very  unfair  ques- 
tion to  ask  of  me,  for  if  ever  there  was  a  Philadelphia  lawyer  who 
could  understand  section  fifteen  I  have  not  heard  of  him.     I  think  not. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  From  the  wording  of  it,  I  understand  that  it 
gives  the  State  Board  power  to  equalize  individual  assessments  in  the 
counties. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    If  the  gentleman  will  examine  section  fifteen,  he 
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Villi  find  that  it  gives  merely  the  power  to  equah'ze.  It  has  the  power 
to  increase  or  decrease  the  valuation  as  fixed  by  these  local  Assessors 
and  local  Boards,  and  applies  to  the  whole  mass  of  property  in  the 
county.  This  section  sixteen  applies  to  special  kinds  of  property — the 
railroad  property  of  the  State.  The  County  Boards  and  local  Assessors 
will  have  nothing  to  do  with  it  whatever.  Now,  as  I  understand  section 
fifteen,  it  contemplates  the  assessment  of  all  the  property  referred  to  in 
that  section  by  the  local  Araessors  first;  and  second,  equalization  of  that 
property  by  the  county  Boards.  Section  sixteen  exempts  from  the  gen- 
eral mass  of  property  this  railroad  property,  and  leaves  the  State  Board 
to  act  upon  it,  as  Assessors  in  the  first  mstance. 

Mb.  NOEL.    For  what  purpose  are  they  exempt? 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  It  was  deemed  by  the  committee,  following  the 
example  of  other  States,  wise  to  have  this  railroad  property  treated  as  a 
unit;  to  have  the  State  Board  examine  it  as  it  runs  through  all  the 
counties,  in  order  to  have  uniformity,  instead  of  having  the  roadbed 
taxed  at  one  thing  in  one  county,  and  another  in  another  county.  In- 
stead of  that,  have  one  central  Board  to  fix  a  uniform  valuation  upon  it. 

Mb.  NOEL.  I  ask  if  the  assessment  was  permitted  to  be  made  oy  the. 
local  Assessors,  and  the  Board  had  a  right  to  equalize  it,  would  it  not  be 
correctly  done  by  the  power  of  the  Board  to  equalize  the  assessments  of 
the  various  counties? 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  have  stated  that  one  object  is  to  have  this  prop- 
erty treated  aa  a  unit.  They  would  be  much  more  likely  to  arrive  at 
correct  conclusions.    That  has  been  the  experience  in  other  States. 

Mb.  van  dyke.  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  of  the  sixteenth  section, 
as  the  fifteenth  section  has  been  amended.  Now,  sir,  the  shops,  build- 
ings, and  other  property,  aside  from  the  track,  is,  of  course,  or  different 
value  in  the  different  counties,  according  to  the  character  of  the  prop- 
erty. You  cannot  have  a  unit  between  the  shops  and  buildings  in  Oak- 
land and  those  in  Sacramento.  I  can  see  no  necessity  for  this  section. 
I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  the  property  of  railroads  should  not  be  sub- 
ject to  the  same  rules  as  the  property  of  others. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  How  are  you  going  to  assess  the  franchise  of  a 
railroad  company,  unless  done  under  such  a  system?  How  are  you  going 
to  assess  its  capital  stock  ? 

Mb.  van  dyke.  It  must  be  assessed  where  the  corporation  has  its 
headquarters. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Then  the  one  county  gets  the  whole  benefit  of  that 
tax,  unless  we  distribute  it  over  the  State. 

Mb.  van  DYKE.  How  are  you  going  to  manage  it  for  county  pur- 
poses? 

Mb.  BARTON.  It  is  debarring  the  local  Assessors  from  their  right  to 
assess,  and  the  State  Board  afterwards  to  equalize  the  assessment. 

BKMABKS   OF   MB.   WRST. 

Mb.  west.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  system  of  taxation  has  been  in 
operation  in  several  States,  especially  in  the  western  States.  They  have 
adopted  it,  after  trying  different  modes  of  assessment.  They  have 
adopted  this  system,  and  it  has  given  universal  satisfaction.  The  entire 
length  of  the  road  belonging  to  one  company  in  the  State,  with  all  the 
property  belonging  thereto,  whether  shops  or  rolling  stock,  used  in 
operating  the  road,  is  assessed  as  an  entirety,  and  the  pro  rata  assessment 
per  mile  is  distributed  by  the  Board  on  the  statement  of  the  Auditor  of 
each  county  in  the  State.  In  the  State  of  Iowa  it  is  made  the  duty  of 
the  County  Auditor  to  distribute  the  same  by  townships,  so  that  the 
county  and  townships  receive  their  share  for  road  purposes,  and  school- 
house  purposes,  and  eveiy  other  purpose  for  which  a  tax  may  be  required. 

In  every  particular  railroad  property  is  placed  upon  an  equality  with 
all  other  property,  and  taxed  just  the  same  way,  and  for  the  same  pur- 
poses as  ail  other  property  in  the  State.  I  believe  the  present  system  is 
entirely  incompetent.  The  local  Assessors  elected  thus  were  entirely 
incompetent  to  judge  of  all  the  articles  used  by  the  company  in  operat- 
ing their  road.  I  believe  this  section  is  well  and  caremlly  drawn.  I 
believe  it  covers  the  entire  ground.  I  know  from  experience  when  I 
say  it  is  a  system  that  will  give  entire  satisfaction  and  do  justice  to  all 
concerned,  giving  a  practical  apportionment  of  the  taxes  to  the  locali- 
ties, better  than  any  other  system  that  can  be  adopted.  I  hope  the  sec- 
tion will  be  adopted. 

BEMABKS    OF  MB.   BOLFE. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  any  par- 
ticular objection  to  this,  as  far  as  assessing  the  roadbed  and  rolling  stock 
is  concerned,  but  as  far  as  the  depots,  workshops,  and  such  things  are 
concerned,  which  are  local  in  their  nature,  located  in  the  different 
counties,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentlemen  of  that  committee  what  rea- 
son there  is  why  that  property  should  not  be  assessed  just  the  same  as 
any  other  local  property.  I  can  see  a  very  good  reason  why  the  road- 
bed, rolling  stock,  and  everything  movable  should  be  assessed  in  this 
way.  But  the  same  reasons  do  not  apply  to  the  depots,  workshops,  and 
other  stationary  property  belonging  to  the  railroad  company.  But  as 
we  have  stricken  out  section  thirteen,  in  regard  to  the  mode  of  assessing 
and  collecting  taxes,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Chairman  of  the  committee 
if  he  does  not  think  it  would  be  advisable  to  strike  this  out  also.  Then 
it  would  be  left  to  the  Legislature  to  provide  for.  Let  them  provide  this 
system  if  they  wish  to. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  The  gentleman  has  asked  me  a  question  which  I 
*  thought  I  had  answered  at  least  twenty -five  times.  I  am  opposed  to 
this  sort  of  legislation  in  the  Constitution.  If  I  had  the  power  I  would 
provide  for  a  State  Board  of  Equalization,  declare  the  general  principles 
of  taxation,  and  there  leave  it.  But  it  seems  to  be  the  disposition  of^he 
Convention  to  proceed  to  legislate,  and  to  carry  out  all  the  details  in  the 
Constitution,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  the  principle  declared  in  section  six- 
teen. I  think  there  will  be  a  far  more  emcient  assessment  of  the  railroad 
property  in  this  State  if  it  is  done  by  one  central  Board,  assessing  it  as  a 


totality,  than  there  has  been  by  the  local  Assessors.  That  is  my  judg- 
ment. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  I  do  not  see  but  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  also.  I 
approve  of  this  mode  as  far  as  I  know  anything  about  such  things.  I 
have  had  some  little  experience  in  collecting  taxes. 

Mb.  terry.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  There  is  nothing  before  the 
committee,  as  no  amendment  has  been  offered. 

Tmb  chairman.  Does  the  gentleman  propose  an  amendment  to 
the  section  ? 

Mb.  ROLFE.  No,  sir;  I  have  no  amendment.  I  was  talking  at 
random,  like  all  the  rest  here. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.    I  offer  an  amendment 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  by  inserting  in  line  two,  after  the  word  'State,'  the  words 
'including  gross  receipts.' " 

BEMABKS   or   MB.    EDOEBTON. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  section  provides  that  <Hhe 
State  Board  of  Equalization  shall  assess  the  value  of  all  the  property  of 
all  railroad  corporations  in  this  State."  If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me 
to  explain  that  the  purposes  and  objects  the  committee  had  in  view  was 
to  make  it  so  that  the  Legislature  could  establish  such  a  rule  as  was 
recognized  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Railroad  Tax  cases,  which  arose 
in  the  State  of  Illinois,  where  the  State  Board  of  Illinois,  having  the 
power,  assessed  the  railroad  property  in  this  way:  First  came  the  rail- 
road track,  which  included  the  right  of  way  one  hundred  feet  wide. 
Then  another  assessment  for  rolling  stock,  which  embraced  cars«  engines, 
etc.,  and  all  movable  property.  Then  they  have  another  assessment  for 
personal  property,  which  includes  tools,  horses,  carts,  and  all  that  kind 
of  property.  And  then  they  have  still  another  assessment  upon  lands 
lying  outside  of  the  railroad  track.  Now,  then,  when  they  assessed  the 
value  of  the  franchises  and  capital  stock,  they  arrived  at  it  in  this  way : 
they  took  the  market  vaMe,  or  fair  cash  value  of  the  indebtedness  of 
the  company,  and  the  market  or  cash  value  of  the  shares  of  stock  of  the 
company,  and  add  them  up.  From  that  aggregate  deduct  the  value  of 
the  tangible  property,  and  the  excess,  if  any,  is  treated  as  the  franchise 
or  stock,  and  taxed. 

BEMABKS   OF   MB.    HOWABB. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  think  that 
wo\ild  include  gross  receipts.  Now,  it  has  been  declared  by  the  Supreme 
Court  that  taxation  of  gross  receipts  is  proper  and  legitimate.  I  think  it 
is  the  only  way  this  State  can  reach  the  property  of  railroad  companies. 
I  propose,  therefore,  to  amend  by  inserting  the  words  "  including  gross 
receipts.**' 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Probably  the  case  my  friend  refers  to  was  a 
case  where  they  taxed  the  gross  receipts  of  the  corporation,  and  nothing 
else. 

Mb.  HOWARD.    No,  sir;  you  are  mistaken. 

Mb.  ED(?ERT0N.  I  should  like  to  know  why  you  should  tax  the 
gross  receipts,  when  they  go  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  road.  You  have 
already  taxed  all  the  tangible  property,  and,  in  addition  to  that,  the 
excess  over  and  above  that  property  that  the  franchise  is  worth.  These 
gross  receipts  go,  first,  to  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the  road ; 
second,  to  the  payment  of  interest  on  the  debt  of  the  road;  next,  to 
the  payment  of  dividends  to  the  stockholders.  If  you  tax  the  gross 
receipts,  certainly  you  ought  not  to  tax  the  capital  stock  and  francSiise. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  The  gentleman  will  recollect  that  the  Supreme 
Court  held  that  it  was  competent  to  tax  the  property,  the  capital  stock, 
and  the  gross  receipts.  It  might  possibly  come  in  under  this  section,  but 
I  want  to  make  it  perfectly  clear. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  ask  the  gentleman :  if  you  tax  this  indebted- 
ness, tax  its  interest  that  is  paid  on  the  debt,  and  tax  these  dividends 
that  are  paid  upon  the  capital  stock,  does  not  that  come  out  of  the  gross 
receipts? 

Mb.  HOWARD.  It  might  and  it  might  not  come  out  of  the  gross 
receipts.  Unless  you  do  reach  the  gross  receipts  you  do  not  reach  all  the 
property  of  the  railroad  company.  For  instance,  the  gross  receipts  of  the 
Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company  is  ten  millions,  or  nearly  that.  The 
only  way  you  can  reach  that  property  is  by  assessing  the  gross  receipts. 
You  must  either  do  that  or  provide  an  income  tax.  You  must  do  one 
thing  or  the  other,  in  order  to  reach  the  property. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    You  have  taxed  the  capital  stock. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  The  capital  stock  is  all  paid  up.  The  profits  are 
another  thing  entirely.  There  is  as  much  sense  in  taxing  the  profits  of 
a  railroad  as  there  is  in  taxing  the  profits  of  a  mine. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  have  only  to  say  that  it  seems  to  me  after  you 
have  taxed  the  roadbed  and  the  rolling  stock,  after  you  have  taxed  all 
the  personal  property,  and  after  you  have  taxed  the  capital  stock,  and 
after  you  have  taxed  the  franchise,  you  ought  to  quit. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  have  handed  me  the  Constitution  of  Missouri. 
There  they  tax  all  the  property,  the  franchise  and  capital  stock,  and  the 
gross  earnings  and  net  earnings. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Take,  for  instance,  a  poor  road,  struggling  along 
for  a  living,  and  suppose  the  gross  receipts  amount  to  a  million  dollars; 
suppose  the  net  receipts  are  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars. 
Now, the  seven  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  are  used  how?  Used 
in  paying  the  interest  on  the  debt;  used  to  pay  the  running  expenses  of 
the  road.  Now,  I  submit  it  would  be  an  act  of  rank  injustice  to  tax  the 
gross  receipts  of  such  a  concern  as  that. 

Mb.  HOWARD.    If  they  were  as  poor  aa  that  they  would  have  no 

fross  receipts.     I  do  not  propose  to  go  for  these  little  narrow  gauge  roads, 
propose  to  go  for  the  big  corporations  whose  profits  run  up  in  the 
millions. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  If  the  gentleman  will  send  up  an  amendment 
taxing  the  gross  receipts  of  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company  I  will 
vote  for  it. 
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Mr.  HOWARD.  I  don't  want  to  injure  the  gentleman's  feelings  by 
doing  anything  of  the  sort. 

Mr.  more  land.  I  move  to  insert  between  the  word  "property"  and 
the  word  "all,"  in  the  second  line,  the  words,  "except  lands  other  than 
roadbeds,"  and  also  strike  out  "  all  lands,"  in  the  third  line,  and  insert 
the  word  "roadbeds."  Also  insert  the  word  "roadbeds"  in  the  sixth 
line. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  would  leave  other  lands  to  be  assessed  by 
the  local  Assessors. 

Mr.  DUNLAP.    I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  whole  section. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  All  property  of  railroad  corporations  shall  be  assessed  in  the  manner 
providea  by  law." 

Thk  chairman..  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  General  Howard. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  As  far  as  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Dunlap  is  con- 
cerned, ^ou  might  as  well  strike  out  the  whole  section  and  leave  it  to 
the  Legislature.    That  is  all  it  means. 

Division  being  called  for  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Howard, 
the  vote  stood :  ayes,  26 ;  noes,  50. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.   No  quorum  voting.  I  will  put  the  question  again. 

The  amendment  was  lost,  on  division,  by  a  vote  of  27  ayes  to  65  noes. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Moreland. 

Adopted. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  substitute  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Dunlap. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Strike  out  all  after  the  word  '  State,'  in  the  second  line,  down  to  the 
end  of  the  sixth  line,  ending  with  the  word '  situate,'  and  substitute  the 
following:  '  For  the  purpose  of  taxation,  the^alue  of  all  lands,  work- 
shops, depots,  or  other  buildings,  and  all  movable  personal  property, 
except  rolling  stock  belonging  to  or  under  ihe  control  of  such  railroad 
corporation,  shall  be  apportioned  by  said  Board  to  the  counties,  cities 
and  counties,  cities,  townships,  and  districts  in  which  such  lands,  work- 
shops, depots,  and  other  property  are  situate.' 


It 


RElfARKS   OF    IfR.    HALt.  , 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  this  substitute  so  as  to  include 
in  it  all  personal  property  other  than  rolling  stock.  The  reason  is  this: 
for  instance,  in  the  County  of  Placer,  there  are  about  one  hundred  and 
twenty  miles  of  railroad,  and  there  are  probably  at  any  month  of  the  year 
over  five  hundred  thousand  cords  of  wood  in  the  county  belonging  to 
the  railroad  company,  and  which,  by  the  terms  of  this  section  as  it  now 
stands,  would  be  taxed,  and  the  tax  distributed  to  all  the  counties  in  the 
State.  Now,  for  the  same  reason  that  you  include  workshops,  road- 
beds, etc.,  you  ought  to  include  this  other  personal  property.*  The  pur- 
pose of  this  amendment  is  to  cover  that  point. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  I  understand  your  amendment,  it  modifies  the 
section,  it  substitutes  rolling  stock  and  movable  property  for  rolling 
stock. 

Mr.  hale.  It  includes  all  movable  personal  property  except  rolling 
stock.  It  includes  in  the  list  of  property  belonging  to  the  county  all 
movable  personal  property  except  the  rolling  stock,  and  leaves 'that 
subject  to  the  rule  in  the  last  clause.  Is  not  that  the  intention  of  the 
committee? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  committee  intended  to  include  all  movable 
property.    That  is  the  rule  in  some  of  the  other  States. 

Mr.  hale.  Is  it  the  intention  to  subject  all  personal  property,  say 
wood,  for  instance,  where  there  is  a  large  amount  of  wood  m  a  county — 
that  is  movable  property. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  is  a 
very  proper  one,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  it 

Mr.  hale.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  very  important  item.  I  know 
it  is  a  large  item  in  my  county,  and  in  many  other  counties  of  the  State. 

REMARKS  or  HE.   CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman:  Although  a  member  of  the  committee 
which  reported  this  section,  I  opposed  it  in  committee,  and  I  shall  oppose 
certain  things  in  the  section  here,  for  reasons  which  I  will  state,  and 
which  I  hope  will  commend  themselves  to  members.  The  property  of 
a  railroad  corporation  consists  of  roadbed,  structure  of  the  road,  rolling 
stock,  certain  building  occupied  for  the  purpose  of  business,  as  well  as 
town  lots,  freight  buildings,  workshops,  ana  the  like.  Now  I  do  not 
understand  by  what  rule  the  State  Board  should  assess  the  workshops  of 
a  railroad  company  in  the  town  of  Oakland,  while  the  local  Assessors 
will  there  assess  the  workshops  of  other  corporations  and  private  indi- 
viduals. I  do  not  understand  why  the  State  Board  will  be  more  com- 
petent to  place  a  value  upon  a  lot  here  in  the  City  of  Sacramento  than 
the  local  Assessor  will.  Ir  the  local  Assessor  is  competent  to  put  a  value 
on  a  lot  on  the  east  side  of  Front  street  in  this  city,  I  do  not  see  why  he 
is  not  the  proper  person  to  assess  the  value  of  a  lot  which  belongs  to  the 
railroad  company  on  the  west  side  of  the  street.  Now,  the  object  in 
selecting  a  local  Assessor  is  to  get  a  man  who  has  some  knowledge  of 
the  value  of  property  in  the  locality,  and  who  has  at  his  command  the 
means  of  getting  the  necessary  information.  Now,  sir,  if  the  State 
Board  is  to  assess  the  value  of  a  depot  up  in  Nevada  County,  and  to 
say  what  value  shall  be  placed  upon  it,  then,  sir,  I  pretend  to  say 
before  the  Board  can  place  any  proper  assessment  upon  that  building, 
they  must  go  to  that  building  and  see  it.  They  must  not  only  see  the 
building,  but  they  must  see  the  lot  upon  which  it  stands,  and  they  must 
examine  the  lot  with  reference  to  its  value  as  a  business  property.  And 
not  until  it  has  made  such  an  examination,  and  inquires  the  value  of 
similar  property  in  that  locality,  can  it  properly  assess  that  lot.     Now,  I 


want  to  know  why,  when  the  local  Assessors  are  permitted  to  assess  vaU 
uable  lots  belonging  to  individuals,  they  should  not  also  be  permitted  to 
assess  lots  belonging  to  the  railrcKad  company.  It  seems  to  me  it  is 
making  a  great  mistake  when  we  try  to  establish  a  difi^erent  rule  for  the 
assessment  of  that  kind  of  property  used  by  a  railroad  corporation.  I 
believe  we  should  have  laws  tnat  are  practical  in  this  matter,  and  not 
make  different  rules  for  assessing  the  property  of  corporations.  As  soon 
as  we  adopt  any  measure  which  may  oe  construed  as  doing  an  injustice 
to  these  corporations,  then  they  will  have  some  excuse  for  saying  they 
are  compelled  to  fi^ht.  The  railroad  company  has  a  depot  building  in 
this  town.  There  is  no  reason  why  the  local  Assessor  should  not  be  just 
as  competent  to  assess  the  value  of  these  buildines,  situated  there  on  the 
west  side  of  Front  street,  as  he  is  to  assess  the  vtUue  of  Booth's  store  on 
the  other  side  of  the  street 

There  is  another  proposition  here  which  says  the  value  of  property 
shall  be  divided  among  the  several  counties  according  to  the  number  of 
miles  of  road  they  contain.  Now,  according  to  that  a  mile  of  road  in  a 
county  where  the  rieht  of  way  is  worth  nothing  is  to  be  valued  at  just 
as  much  as' a  mile  of  right  of  wav  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  A  mile 
of  road  in  Nevada  County  will  be  valued  at  just  as  much  as  a  mile  in 
the  County  of  San  Francisco.  I  do  not  understand  that  to  be  a  reason- 
able proposition.  It  seems  to  me  a  ver^  unreasonable  one.  I  think 
this  railroad  property,  as  far  as  it  possibly  can  be  done,  ought  to  be 
assessed  by  the  local  Assessors  of  the  counties  where  the  property  is 
situated.  If  the  man  makes  a  mistake  from  any  cause,  it  can  be  cor- 
rected by  the  State  Board  of  Equalization,  according  to  the  provisions 
already  adopted.  If  the  assessment  is  erroneous,  the  Board  can  raise  or 
lower  it,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  any  man  should  want  to  have  rail- 
road property  assessed  by  a  different  mode  from  what  other  property  is 
assessed,  unless  he  hopes  by  a  difi^erent  rule  to  gain  an  advanlaire  either 
for  or  against  it.  In  regard  to  the  franchises  and  rolling  stock,  I  can  see 
that  that  property  can  be  more  properly  assessed  by  the  State  Board,  for 
the  reason  that  the  franchise  is  not  local ;  the  rolling  stock  is  not  local. 
The  rolling  stock  might  be  assessed  by  assessing  it  on  a  particular  day ; 
and  yet  they  might  run  all  the  rolling  stock  into  a  county  where  taxes 
are  the  lowest,  and-thereby  evade  their  just  share  of  taxation.  For  that 
reason  it  seems  to  me  that  the  rolling  stock  and  franchises,  also,  should 
be  assessed  by  the  State  Board.  For  these  reasons  I  hope  we  may  ^et 
this  section  into  better  shape.  I  shall,  when  the  proper  opportunity 
presents  itself,  offer  an  amendment  as  substitute  for  this  provision,  that 
the  State  Board  of  Equalization  shall  assess  the  value  oi  all  franchises 
and  rolling  stock  of  all  railroad  corporations  in  this  State,  and  the 
aggregate  value  of  such  franchises  and  rolling  stock  of  such  railroad 
corporations  shall  be  apportioned  by  said  Board  among  the  various 
counties  in  which  the  property  is  situate.  In  order  to  build  a  school 
house,  or  in  order  to  make  any  other  local  improvement,  they  would 
have  to  call  on  the  State  Board  of  Equalization  to  assess  some  building, 
or  some  land,  or  something  belonging  to  the  railroad  company. 

RBMAEKS  or  MR.   EDGERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  All  the  authorities  have  to  do  is 
to  extend  the  tax  upon  the  assessment,  or  upon  the  list,  as  made  by  the 
State  Board,  and  in  such  cases  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  .invoke  the 
assistance  of  the  State  Board  at  all.  The  State  Board  makes  one  assess- 
ment of  all  the  property  for  the  entire  year,  and  that  is  at  the  command 
of  the  local  authorities.  It  is  a  matter  of  record.  That  has  been  the 
habit  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  it  can  be  done  here.  There  is  no  diffi- 
culty at  all.  In  the  State  of  Ohio  the  State  Board  lists  the  entire  real 
estate  of  the  State,  and  taxes  are  extended  on  the  assessment  for  a  period 
of  ten  years,  and  there  is  no  annual  assessment  at  all.  It  is  the  rule  in 
many  of  the  States,  and  will  be  the  rule  in  this  State,  no  doubt,  when 
property  has  assumed  some  degree  of  permanence  in  its  character. 

My  friend  from  Nevada  admits  that  the  franchise  of  a  railroad  cor- 
poration and  its  capital  stock  should  be  assessed  by  this  central  Board, 
because  it  is  difl^cult  or  impossible  for  the  local  Assessors  to  do  it  How 
are  you  going  to  assess  this  intangible,  invisible  thing  called  a  franchise? 
I  know  of  no  practical  rule,  except  that  which  I  have  alluded  to;  that 
is,  to  add  the  value  of  the  capital  stock  and  the  value  of  the  debts,  and 
from  that  aggregate  deduct  the  value  of  the  tan^ble,  visible  wealth  of 
the  corporation.  I  shbmit  that  the  same  authority  that  is  to  assess  the 
franchise  and  the  capital  stock  should  have  power  to  assess  and  estimate 
the  value  of  this  property,  that  they  may  arrive  at  a  better  result  than 
they  could  to  take  the  multiform  assessments  of  these  local  Assessors, 
because  they  will  vary  in  each  parallel  of  latitude  throughout  the  State. 
It  will  be  four  thousand  dollars  a  mile  in  one  place,  and  six  thousand 
dollars  in  another,  and  so  on.  There  is  no  justice  in  it,  and  the  object  of 
this  provision  is  to  get  a  just  tax  upon  this  property. 

Mr.  cross.  Will  not  the  same  inequalities  arise  in  other  cases?  Is 
not  that  the  reason  why  we  have  provided  a  State  Board  of  Equaliza- 
tion? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  It  is  entirely  different  from  any  other  property. 
It  is  not  connected  with  any  consideration  bearing  upon  capital  stock, 
upon  considerations  affecting  the  franchise.  There  are  no  deductions  to 
be  made,  there  are  no  additions  to  be  made,  or  other  complex  consid- 
erations to  affect  the  assessment  of  the  property. 

Mr.  cross.  Would  it  not  be  of  the  same  value,  whether  it  be  i:ail- 
road  property  or  the  property  of  private  individuals? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  If  section  hfleen  remains  as  it  is,  I  can  see  no  reason 
why  the  State  Board  should  have  any  further  powers. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Allow  me  to  ask  you  a  question. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  How  are  you  going  to  assess  the  value  of  a  fran- 
chise? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  don't  believe  I  know,  or  that  the  gentleman,  or  any- 
body else  knows. 
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Mb.  EDGERTON.  The  Supreme  Court  have  already  established  a 
rule  in  the  State  tax  cases  in  niinois.  - 

REMABKS  or   MR.  BSTBB. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  know  what  it  is.  They  take  the 
market  value  of  the  stock,  and  the  amount  of  the  debta,  and  so  on,  as 
vou  have  said.  You  take  all  the  property  first,  which  is  something  vis- 
ible; the  stock,  which  represents  the  probable  future  value,  as  well  as 
the  present  value,  and  then  the  total  debt,  and  you  have  the  three  factors 
in  working  out  the  problem.  But  it  is  not  that  feature  of  the  report  I 
base  my  objections  upon.  Section  fifteen  says  the  State  Board  shall 
equalize  the  assessments  as  between  counties,  and  also  the  assessments 
as  between  individuals.  Now,  if  that  be  so,  we  will  suppose  that  in 
Sacramento  County  the  local  authorities  assess  the  railroad  at  five 
thousand  dollars  per  mile.  In  San  Joaquin  they  assess  it  at  twenty 
thousand  dollars  per  mile.  The  State  Board  will  certainly  see  that  there 
are  inequalities  in  those  assessments,  and  will  equalize,  as  it  is  their 
duty  to  do,  as  between  those  counties  and  the  whole  State ;  and  they 
will  say,  for  instance,  that  the  assessment  shall  be  twelve  thousand  dol- 
lars per  mile  in  all  the  counties  in  the  State  through  which  the  railroad 
passes.  That  is  made  the  duty  of  the  State  Board  by  section  fifteen. 
Why  say  that  they  shall  have  another  duty  to  perform  with  regard  to 
railroad  companies  in  section  sixteen,  because  section  sixteen  says  the 
State  Board  shall  have  the  assessment  of  all  railroad  property  in  the 
State.  Now,  the  State  Board  will  meet  here,  in* Sacramento,  say.  Sup- 
pose they  meet  on  the  first  day  of  August.  They  remain  in  session,  say 
thirty  days.  All  the  Assessors  from  the  different  sections  of  the  State 
report  to  them.  They  will  have  some  system  whereby  they  will  have  a 
report  from  the  County  Assessors  in  relation  to  the  railroad  property, 
because  it  will  have  to  be  assessed  for  county  purposes  as  well  as  for 
State  purposes.  Section  fifteen  expresslv  provides  tnat  the  State  Board 
shall  eoualize  the  valuation  of  the  taxable  property  of  the  State  for  pur- 
poses 01  State  taxation.  Then  the  county  j^oards  will  have  to  assess  it 
for  county  purposes.  Under  section  fifteen  the  State  Board  will  make 
the  assessment  over  the  entire  State. 

Again,  section  sixteen  provides  that  the  State  Board  shall  assess  this 
property,  and  apportion  it  to  the  different  counties  interested.  They  can 
do  that  without  making  any  assessment  at  all.  It  is  their  duty  to  do  it 
under  section  fifteen.  The  State  can  give  them  further  power  at  least, 
by  which  they  can  do  it.  I  do  not  see  how  they  are  going  to  apportion 
the  rolling  stock  correctlv.  They  might  find  one  thousand  cars  m  San 
Francisco,  and  they  might  find  five  miles  of  railroad  in  San  Francisco, 
and  twenty-five  miles  of  railroad  in  some  little  county,  and  they  propose* 
to  apportion  the  value  of  all  this  rolling  stock  among  the  counties 
according  to  the  number  of  miles  of  track,  and  San  Francisco,  with  all 
her  rolling  stock,  would  onlv  get  one  fifth  as  much  as  the  little  obscure 
county  with  twenty-five  miles  of  track.  Why,  it  is  ridiculous.  In  San 
Francisco  the  compapy  has  buildings  worth  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars, 
which  San  Francisco  protects  from  fire,  and  protects  in  every  way 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  We  do  not  propose  to  apportion  that  at  all.  You 
do  not  read  it  right. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  That  may  be  true;  it  may  not  be  open  to  that  con- 
struction. I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  section;  I  do  not  believe  it 
will  meet  the  evil  complained  of.  I  think  section  fifteen  will  answer 
the  same  purpose  that  this  is  intend^  for.  And  more  than  that,  if  we 
are  going  to  tax  franchise^why  not  apply  it  to  all  corporations  ?  Some  of 
the  most  valuable  franchises  in  this  State  are  franchises  other  than  rail- 
road franchises.  Why  not  say  that  the  Board  shall  assess  the  value  of 
all  franchises  in  the  State?  Give  them  full  power.  Now,  I  think  the 
argument  of  the  gentleman  ffom  Nevada  simply  unanswerable.  The 
State  Board,  coming  here  from  different  parts  of  the  State,  would  have 
a  very  poor  chance  of  knowing  the  value  of  railroad  property  in  different 
oouiv^es  of  the  State.  The  local  Assessors  of  Sacramento,  San  Fran- 
cisco, and  Placer,  and  Nevada  Counties  have  far  better  opportunities  for 
knowing  the  value  of  the  local  property  of  those  railroad  companies  than 
any  State  Board  can  have.  The  State  Board  have  all  the  powers  they 
should  have  in  matters  of  this  kind. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.    I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Add  to  section  sixteen,  'provided,  that  for  purposes  of  local  assess- 
ment and  taxation,  the  valuation  and  apportionment  made  by  said  Board 
next  before  making  such  local  aasessments,  shall  constitute  the  basis  for 
such  local  assessment  and  taxation.'  n  - 

The  chairman.    It  is  not  in  order  just  at  present. 

BEMABKS  or  MR.   HBRRINQTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  that  as  a  precautionary 
measure,  to  protect  the  rights  of  different  localities  in  the  State  where 
local  assessments  are  desirable.  I  don't  know  but  I  may  be  in  favor  of 
striking  out  the  section,  but  for  fear  it  may  not  be  stricken  out  I  propose 
that  amendment,  so  that  when  there  is  any  apportionment  made  by  the 
State  Board,  it  will  stand  as  the  basis  for  any  local  assessment  required 
for  local  purposes.  I  understand  that  when  this  provision  is  put  into 
the  Constitution  there  can  be  no  local  assessments  upon  railroad  prop- 
erty, because  it  was  exclusively  confined  to  the  State  Board,  and  there 
was  no  provision  made  for  local  assessments.  And  that  is  the  reason 
why  I  have  offered  this  amendment,  in  order  to  secure  to  these  various 
localities,  for  local  purposes,  such  as  school  house,  and  other  town  and 
district  purposes,  their  share  of  taxation  on  the  railroad  property.  If 
the  section  is  not  amended,  the  railroad  property  will  escape  taxation 
altogether  for  local  purposes,  because  it  confines  this  matter  exclusively 
to  the  State  Board. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   FILGHER. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  discussion  has  terminated  on 
the  idea  of  striking  out  the  section.    Now,  sir,  I  hope  the  section  will 
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be  allowed  to  stand.  I  don't  know  exactly  what  idea  the  committee 
had  in  view  when  they  formulated  the  section,  but  I  know  it  struck  me 
as  a  good  section,  and  one  which  ought  to  be  adopted  for  that  reason. 
There  is  no  doubt  but  -the  railroad  companies  exercise  more  political 
influence  in  the  State  of  California  than  any  other  institution.  In  the 
matter  of  taxation,  as  in  all  other  matters,  they  are  brought  face  to  face 
with  the  strongest  political  power  in  the  State,  and  in  this  respect  there 
is  an  advantage  which  this  gives  to  the  people  over  these  corporations;  it 
affords  them  a  better  opportunity  to  obtain  justice  than  if  we  were 
forced  to  meet  them  single-handed.  I  know  what  the  experience  has 
been  in  Placer  County.  We  assess  them  for  what  in  our  judgment  the 
property  is  worth ;  and  it  is  often  the  case  that  they  persistently  refuse 
to  pay  taxes  on  the  assessments  that  we  impose  upon  them.  Year  after 
year  we  have  fought  them  at  great  expense.  Other  counties  in  the 
State  have  had  exactly  the  same  experience.  But  while  some  of  us  were 
spending  our  time  and  monev  in  this  way,  others  who  were  equally 
interested  in  the  result  stood  back  and  reaped  the  benefit  oi  our 
exertions.  Every  citizen  in  the  State  has  an  interest  at  the  rate  of  sixty 
centa  on  the  one  hundred  dollars,  and  yet  they  took  no  part  in  the  fight; 
took  no  part  in  the  contest  against  the  corporations,  and  yet  they  have 
the  same  interest  that  we  have.  And,  sir,  other  counties,  which  also 
took  no  part,  were  equally  interested  with  us.  And,  sir,  in  view  of  the 
immensity  of  this  power  concentrated  in  these  corporations,  there  is  no 
power  so  able  to  cope  with  it  as  the  State  itself.  No  county  has  been 
able  to  do  it,  and  therefore  it  seems  to  me  a  wise  provision,  a  wise 
exception  for  the  purpose  of  assessing  the  railroad  property  of  the  State, 
that  the  whole  power  of  the  State  should  be  brought  to  bear  to  compel 
them  to  pay  their  taxes.  In  regard  to  the  distribution  of  the  taxes,  I 
agree  somewhat  with  the  exceptions  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco in  relation  to  the  distribution  of  the  taxes  per  mile  of  road.  An 
amendment  could  easily  be  made  covering  that  proposition.  I  believe 
this  system  can  be  adjusted  and  made  to  work  weil,  and  that  by  its  pro- 
visions these  corporations  can  be  made  to  pay  their  taxes. 

REMARKS  or    MR.   ATKRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  the  railroads  of  the  State 
ought  to  be  assessed  by  the  State  Boalxl  of  Equalization  on  their  road- 
beds and  rolling  stock,  and  the  tax  apportioned  to  the  several  counties, 
and  I  believe  all  their  property  outside  of  this,  throughout  the  State, 
should  be  left  to  the  local  authorities- to  make  the  assessments.  That 
property  belongs  to  the  counties,  and  should  be  assessed  by  them ;  and 
when  the  proper  time  comes,  I  shall  offer  an  amendment  that  will  cover 
this  view  of  the  case: 

''Add  to  the  end  of  section  sixteen:  'The  franchise,  roadway,  road- 
bed, and  rolling  stock  of  all  railroads  in  this  State,  operated  in  more 
than  one  county,  shall  be  assessed  by  the  State  Board  of  Equalization  at 
their  actual  value,  and  the  same  shall  be  apportioned  to  the  counties, 
cities,  townships,  and  districts  in  which  such  railroads  are  located,  in 
proportion  to  the  number  of  miles  of  railway  laid  in  such  counties;  and 
all  other  property  of  railroads  shall  be  assessed  by  the  counties  in  which 
such  property  is  situated.' "  % 

I  think  a  provision  of  that  character  will  cover  the  entire  ground.  It 
will  do  justice  to  the  counties,  and  it  will  enable  the  State  Board  to  take 
in  the  whole  scope  of  continuo\is  property  of  the  railroads  and  assess  it 
at  its  fair  value. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    BOOERTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  One  word  in  reply  to  the  remarks 
of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Estee.  I  read  a  paragraph 
from  the  State  Tax  Cases,  in  the  Ninety-second  United  States  Reports: 

<'It  is  obvious,  however,  that  while  a  fair  assessment  under  these  two 
descriptions  of  property  will  include  all  the  visible  or  tangible  property 
of  the  corporation,  it  linay  or  may  not  include  all  its  wealth.  There 
may  be  otner  property  of  a  class  not  visible  or  tangible  which  ought  to 
respond  to  taxation,  and  which  the  State  has  a  right  to  subject  to  taxa- 
tion. Thus  it  may  occur,  as  in  fact  is  claimed  by  one  of  these  compa- 
nies, that  being  insolvent,  and  its  eartiings  not  being  sufficient  to  pay 
anything  beyond  its  necessary  expenses  for  operating  the  road  and  its 
repairs,  this  tangible  property  represents  more  than  the  real  wealth  of 
the  company  and  its  property,  while  on  the  other  hand,  another  one 
of  these  companies  is  so  rich  that  after  paying  its  expenses  and  interest 
on  a  large  amount  of  debt,  it  declares  large  dividends;  and  this  interest 
and  these  dividends,  when  Iboked  to  in  reference  to  what  is  called  the 
tangible  property,  show  that  there  is  here  another  element  of  wealth 
which  ought  to  pay  its  share  of  the  taxes.  This  element  the  State  of 
Illinois  calls  the  value  of  the  franchise  and  capital  stock  of  the  corpora- 
tion, the  value  of  the  right  to  use  this  tangible  property  in  a  special 
manner  for  purposes  of  sain." 

Now,  sir,  they  treated  the  franchise  or  privilege  as  an  element  of  wealth, 
and  they  arrive  at  its  value  as  I  have  repeatedly  explained  to  this  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Is  not  that  measured  by  the  value  of  the  stock  itself, 
and  the  probable  income  from  the  property? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  No,  sir.  As  I  have  already  stated,  it  is  not 
arrived  at  by  the  deduction  of  the  debts  from  anything.  They  add  up 
the  value  of  all  ita  tangible  propei*ty — all  the  real  estate,  rolling  stock, 
everything  you  can  see  and  handle — and  that  constitutes  one  sum.  That 
constitutes  the  sum  total  of  the  property.  Then  they  take  the  fair  cash 
or  market  value  of  the  capital  stock,  or  shares  of  stock,  and  then  take 
the  indebtedness  of  the  company  and  add  these  sums  together,  and  from 
that  aggregate  they  deduct  tne  sum  total  of  the  tangible  property,  and 
the  excess  is  treated  as  the  franchise,  as  the  value  of  the  franchise. 
Does  the  gentleman  understand? 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  is  the  way  they  arrive  at  the  franchise  and 
capital  stock  of  a  railroad  company.    Now,  sir,  it  is  urged  by  Col.  Ayers 
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that  it  ought  to  he  left  to  the  local  Assessors  to  assess  the  value  of 
all  the  local  tangible  property  of  these  companies.  I  say  not.  What  is 
assessed  at  one  price  in  one  county  by  one  Assessor  is  put  down  at  an 
entirely  different  price  in  another  county. 

Mb.  AYERS.  13  it  possible  that  in  any  two  counties  the  same  kind 
of  property  would  be  actually  of  the  same  value? 

Mr.  EDGERTOK.  Of  course,  I  don't  pretend  to  speak  from  personal 
knowledge,  but  it  is  my  opinion  that  in  some  counties  the  property  is 
assessed  at  half  its  value,  while  in  others  it  is  assessed  far  in  excess  of 
iU  value.  There  is  absolutely  no  uniformity  in  the  assessment  of  rail- 
road property,  and  the  idea  of  the  committee  was  to  have  all  this  prop- 
erty assessed  by  one  central  Board,  and  by  that  means  get  at  a  iust,  and 
fair,  and  uniform  valuation  of  all  the  tangible  property,  and  by  the 
means  I  have  indicated  arrive  at  the  value  of  the  franchise.  Now,  I 
say  this  State  Board  has  got  to  examine  all  this  property  critically  and 
carefully,  in  order  to  arrive  at  the  value  of  the  franchise  and  capital 
stock,  according  to  the  rule  that  has  been  adopted  in  Illinois  and  other 
States.  And  inasmuch  as  they  have  to  do  that,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is 
better  to  surrender  the  whole  question  into  their  hands  of  assessing  the 
railroad  property  of  the  State.  There  is  no  difficulty  at  all,  as  somebody 
has  suggested.  Of  course,  the  Legislature  will  expand  on  this  section 
and  provide  that  the  State  Board  shall  communicate  with  the  local 
authorities,  in  order  to  acquire  the  necessary  information. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  My  objection  is  that  I  am  opposed  to  this  centraliza- 
tion. I  am  in  favor  of  the  local  authorities  making  the  original  assess- 
ments. There  would  be  a  conflict  of  jurisdiction,  which  might  lead  to 
serious  results,  and  cause  the  loss  of  the  entire  tax  on  the  railroad  prop- 
erty of  the  State.  We  had  better  leave  it  as  it  is.  Let  the  local  Asses- 
sors make  the  assessments,  and  the  local  Boards  equalize  them,  and  then 
let  the  State  Board  correct  them. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  that  be  so  then  there  is  no  power  to  tax  these 
franchises,  because  the  local  Assessors  cannot  do  it.  They  have  to  be 
assessed  by  some  central  power. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Not  at  all;  for  the  stock  is  something  which  has  a 
market  value  in  the  commercial  world,  and  it  is  easy  to  obtain  the 
value  of  the  franchise.  There  is  nothing  invisible  about  it.  The  value 
appears  in  the  stock  itself. 

Mr.  lark  in.  I  think  the  gentleman's  argument  from  Sacramento 
makes  it  perfectly  clear  that  this  section  ougnt  to  be  stricken  out.  I 
don't  like  to  see  a  rule  whereby  the  railroad  property  of  the  State  is  to 
be  assessed  differently  from  anybody  else's.  I  don't  like  to  see  this 
oppressive  fi^ht  that  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  is  making.  He 
proposes  to  discover  values  that  no  one  else  has  discovered,  and  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  section  so  as  to  assess  them  as  they  are  now  assessed. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   DUDLEY. 

• 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  result  will  be  the 
same,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  the  report  as  it  stands.  The  railroad  prop- 
erty of  the  State  ought  to  be  assessed  as  an  entirety.  It  is  the  only 
means  by  which  we  can  arrive  at  the  real  value,  and  secure  the  assess- 
ment of  all  the  property  belongijag  to  the  corporations.  It  cannot  be 
done  under  the  present  system.  I  have  seen  it  tried  and  it  has  failed. 
They  were  assessed  upon  the  basis  of  the  value  of  the  iron  and  ties,  if 
they  were  torn  up  ana  piled  up  in  a  pile,  to  be  sold  for  old  iron  and  Are 
wood.  That  has  been  tne  system,  and  it  is  wrong  in  principle.  Under 
this  system  it  is  proposed  to  assess  the  roads  at  wnat  they  are  worth  for 
railroad  uses;  and  for  the  purpose  of  running  a  railroad  track,  land  for 
right  of  way  in  San  Francisco  is  worth  no  more  than  land  in  Placer 
County.  It  is  to  be  assessed  at  what  it  is  worth  for  railroad  uses,  and 
the  other  property  used  by  the  corporations  is  valuable  because  it  is 
used  for  this  purpose,  and  it  is  valuable  for  no  other  reason.  Its  value 
beffrs  a  relation  to  the  value  of  the  road.  The^alue  of  these  depots 
and  workshops  depends  upon  the  uses  to  which  they  are  put.  They  are 
valuable  because  tne  railroads  have  use  for  them. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Have  we  not  already  adopted  the  principle  that 
all  lands  shall  be  assessed  at  the  ^ame  price.  I  would  ask  if  the  gentle- 
man is  not  violating  the  principle  for  which  he  voted? 

Mr.  DUDLEY.  There  is  a  vast  difference  in  the  two  propositions.  A 
piece  of  land  is  not  alone  valuable  because  it  is  being  used  in  raising 
wheat.  It  is  valuable  because  it  is  at  any  time  capable  of  being  used  for 
that  purpose,  hence  the  land  that  is  not  being  used  is  intrinsically  as  val- 
uable as  the  land  alongside  of  it,  which  is  in  use.  But  the  value  of  this 
railroad  property  is  in  its  use.  The  land  for  railroad  tracks  is  valuable 
because  it  is  used  for  that  purpose.  I  believe  if  there  is  a  good  provision 
in  this  report,  certainly  tnis  is,  and  the  committee  will  make  a  veir 
great  mistake  if  they  strike  it  out.  As  far  as  the  Hale  amendment  is 
concerned,  I  have  no  objection  to  it.  As  far  as  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  is  concerned,  I  desire  to  say  that  I 
do  not  think  it  is  necessary  at  all.  The  report  of  the  committee  reads 
as  follows : 

*'  The  State  Board  of  Equalization  shall  assess  the  value  of  all  the 
property  of  all  railroad  corporations  in  this  State.  For  the  purpose  of 
taxation,  the  value  of  all  lands,  workshops,  depots,  and  other  buildings 
belonging  to  or  under  the  control  of  each  railroad  corporation,  shall  be 
apportioned  by  said  Board  to  the  counties,  cities  and  counties,  cities, 
townships,  and  districts  in  which  such  lands,  workshops,  depots,  and 
other  buildings  are  situate;  and  the  aggregate  value  of  all  other  prop- 
erty of  such  railroad  corporation  shall  be  apportioned  by  said  Board  to 
each  county,  city  and  county,  city,  town,  or  district  in  which  its  road 
shall  be  located,  according  to  the  ratio  which  the  number  of  miles  of 
such  road  completed  in  such  county,  city  and  county,  city,  town,  or  dis- 
trict, shall  bear  to  the  whole  length  of  such  railroad." 

I  do  not  see  the  value  of  the  amendment  suggested  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles,  Colonel  Ayers. 
Mr.  HERRINGTON.    I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  section  fiOeen, 


which  says  that  the  sole  power  of  the  State  Board  of  Equalization  is  to 
equalize  for  State  purposes : 

"Sec.  15.  A  State  Board  of  Equalization,  consisting  of  two  members 
from  each  Congressional  district  in  this  State,  shall  be  elected  by  the 
qualified  electors  of  their  respective  districts,  at  the  general  election  to 
be  held  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-nine,  and 
every  four  yeai-s  thereafter,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  equalize  the  valua- 
tion of  the  taxable  property  in  the  State  for  purposes  of  State  taxation." 

That  confines  their  power  to  that  purpose. 

Mr.  DUDLEY.  It  is  a  separate  grant  of  power.  Considering  the 
difficulties  arising  from  collecting  revenue  from  these  companies,  and 
the  q^uibble^  they  resort  to  in  order  to  avoid  the  payment  of  taxes— con- 
sidering all  these  things,  I  certainly  think  this  committee  is  prepared  to 
sav  that  these  railroad  companies  shall  be  considered  and  valued  as  a 
wnole,  and  not  in  parts.    Tnere  is  no  difficulty  whatever  in  it. 

THE   PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  LARKIN.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  PuUiam,  Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  and  West. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale. 

Lost,  on  division — ayes,  19. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  Question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  El  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin,  to  strike  out  the  section. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  The  next  question  is  on  the  substitute  proposed 
by  the  ^ntleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Dunlap. 

Division  being  called,  the  committee  dividea,  and  the  substitute  was 
rejected,  by  a  vote  of  37  ayes  to  57  noes. 

Mr.  ayers.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Insert  after  'section  sixteen,'  in  the  first  line,  the  following:  'The 
franchise,  roadway,  roadbed,  and  rolling  stock  of  all  railroads  in  this 
State,  operated  in  more  than  one  county,  shall  be  assessed  by  the  State 
Board  of  Equalization  at  their  actual  value,  and  the  same  shall  be  appor- 
tioned to  the  counties,  cities,  townships,  and  districts  in  which  such  rail- 
foads  are  located,  in  proportion  to  the  numberof  miles  of  railway  laid  in 
such  counties,  and  all  otner  property  of  railroads  shall  be  assessed  by  the 
counties  in  which  such  property  is  situate.' " 

Mr.  CROSS.     I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

The  chairman.     It  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  cross.    An  amendment  to  the  amendment,  then. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  The  State  Board  of  Equalization  shall  assess  the  value  of  all  fran- 
chises, roads,  and  roadbeds,  and  rolling  stock  of  all  railroad  corporations 
in  this  State,  and  the  aggregate  value  of  such  franchises  and  roUine 
stock  of  such  railroad  corporations  shall  be  apportioned  by  said  Board 
to  the  counties,  cities  and  counties,  cities,  towns,  or  districts  in  which 
such  railroad  shall  be  located,  according  to  the  ratio  which  the  number  of 
miles  of  such  road  completed  in  said  county,  city  and  county,  town,  or 
district,  shall  bear  to  the  whole  length  of  such  railroad." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  That  ledds  to  the  same  difficulty  which  I  men- 
tioned awhile  ago.  The  Board  will  have  to  take  the  multiform  assess- 
ments of  all  these  local  Assessors.  One  Assessor  will  assess  the  value  of 
the  property  at  half  what  another  Assessor  will ;  the  State  Board  will 
be  bound  by  it,  and  will  have  to  arrive  at  the  value  of  the  franchise  by 
the  figures  so  taken,  whereas,  if  it  is  lefl  to  them,  they  will  probably 
assess  it  nearer  to  one  standard  of  value. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   VAN   DTKE. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that,  aside  from 
the  roadbed  and  rolling  stock,  the  State  Board  will  necessarily  be  obliged 
to  depend  upon  the  local  Assessors  for  their  information.  How  else  will 
the  Board  ascertain  the  value  of  depots,  lots,  shops,  etc^in  Los  Angeles 
County? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  By  going  and  making  an  examination.  They 
will  have  to  travel  all  oveY  the  State. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  The  company  owns  lots  and  blocks  in  San  Fran- 
cisco which  have  no  connection  with  the  road,  and  the  same  is  true  in 
Alameda  County,  and  it  may  be  the  same  thing  is  true  in  this  and  other 
counties.  Now,  the  local  Assessor,  or  whatever  officer  shall  be  consti- 
tuted Assessor,  will  better  know  what  prop<rtv  these  railroad  companies 
own,  outside  of  the  roadbeds  and  rolling  stock,  in  the  county,  than  this 
State  Board  can  possibly  know.  Take  this  county,  for  instance.  The 
Assessor,  of  course,  has  a  list  of  all  the  property  before  him,  with  map 
and  diagrams.  He  assesses  along  a  certain  street,  or  along  a  certain 
road  outside  of  the  city,  and  knows  all  the  property  that  belongs  to  the 
railroad  companies.  'The  State  Board  cannot  possibly  know  this.  They 
must  necessarily  ascertain  these  facts  from  the  local  authorities.  Now, 
my  objection  to  this  section  is  that  it  attempts  too  much.  As  far  as  the 
local  property  is  concerned,  it  ought  to  be  arrived  at  by  the  local  Asses- 
sors first,  with  this  power  of  eoualizing  which  has  already  been  placed 
in  the  State  Board.  Again,  I  ooject  to  it  for  another  reason.  There  are 
many  railroads  in  this  State,  and  gentlemen  seem  to  forget,  in  their 
efforts,  to  drive  at  the  main  railroad,  that  in  some  counties  there  are 
short  lines  of  railroad  for  local  purposes,  and  which  will  come  within 
the  provisions  of  this  section  as  it  now  stands.  Now,  why  take  a  local 
railroad  in  Humboldt  County,  that  runs  but  a  few  miles,  and  throw  the 
assessment  of  that  property  upon  the  State  Board?  It  is  not  the  office 
of  the  Board.    It  ought  to  be  assessed  by  the  County  Assessor,  the  same 
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as  all  other  property  in  Humboldt  County,  or  Mendocino  County.  Why 
not  allow  the  local  Board  to  review  that  aaseasmenty  and  then  the  State 
Board  to  adjust  it?  For  that  reason  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  gentleman  voted  to  allow  this  State  Board 
to  change  any  individual  assessment  in  tliis  State — practically  to  make 
any  individual  assessment  in  this  State.  Why  did  you  not  allow  the 
local  Assessors  to  do  that? 

Mr.  van  dyke.  There  are  a  ^veat  many  cases  where  the  local 
Assessors  have  refused  to  assess  certam  individuals  and  corporations  as 
they  should  be  assessed,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  allowing  the  State  Board 
power  to  reform  these  assessments. 

Mr.  EDGERTON;  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  the  local  Assessors  have 
not  assessed  railroad  property  at  widely  varying  figures,  all  through  the 
St4ite  ?  In  that  event,  the  State  Board  has  to  act  upon  it,  and  why  not 
give  them  power  to  assess  it  in  the  first  iustauce? 

Mr.  van  dyke.  You  allow  the  local  Assessors  to  describe  the 
property  and  assess  it.  The  State  Board,  with  the  power  they  already 
possess,  can  equalize  the  assessments,  if  they  assess  toe  property  too  low 
or  too  high.  There  is  no  danger,  if  you  provide  a  State  Board  with 
ample  powers  to  equalize  assessments.  That  has  been  the  growing  evil. 
They  have  lacked  the  power  to  equalize.  We  have  seen  instances  of 
unjust  and  unequal  assessments  in  this  State  without  any  power  to  rem- 
edy the  evil.  That  is  the  main  evil,  and  if  this  Convention  were  simply 
to  provide  a  Board  with  power  to  equalize  these  assessments,  and  stop 
right  there,  in  mv  opinion  it  would  be  an  act  of  wisdom,  because,  by 
these  complicated  provisions,  we  may  find  ourselves  tied  up  so  that 
nothing  can  be  done. 

RIJIARKS  OP  MR.  XSTRX. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Avers,  not  because  I 
think  it  just  the  thing,  but  because  I  think  it  will  help  the  matter 
some.  Now,  I  oppose,  and  I  believe  when  they  come  to  examine  this 
matter,  three  fourths  of  the  Convention  will  oppose,  any  proposition 
which  interferes  with  the  uniformity  of  assessments.  Everywhere, 
in  every  State,  almost,  you  will  find  that  the  established  rule  for 
raising  money  for  the  support  of  the  government.  Hero  you  are  vio- 
lating the  very  first  rule.  You  are  violating  the  very  first  rule  which 
we  laid  down,  by  providing  one  rule  for  the  taxation  mf  railroads,  and 
another  rule  for  tne  taxation  of  other  property.  Whenever  you  do 
that  you  are  laying  the  foundation  for  trouble,  and  openine  a  loophole 
through  which  these  corporations  will  escape  taxation.  We  ougnt  to 
adopt  uniform  rules  of  taxation,  and  tax  railroads  as  all  other  prop- 
erty is  taxed — at  its  full  cash  valuo.  Let  the  local  Assessors  assess 
it,  and  let  the  local  Boards  equalize  it,  and  then  to  remedy  the  evils 
spoken  of  by  the  gentleman,  let  the  State  Board  of  Equalization  see  that 
this  property  is  assessed  alike  in  all  the  counties  of  the  State,  and  in  that 
way  you  will  accomplish  the  object  aimed  at.  Now,  for  one,  I  protest 
against  this,  because  it  is  contrary  to  the  true  principles,  of  taxation ; 
because  the  very  fundamental  doctrines  of  taxation  rest  upon  the  prop- 
osition that  every  dollar  shall  be  taxed  by  a  rule  which  shall  be  uniform 
throughout  the  State.  Tax  railroads  in  each  county  like  other  property, 
and  let  the  same  officers  do  it,  and  then  see  that  the  Assessors  do  their 
dutv.  I  am  in  favor  of  one  universal  rule,  and  the  motion  to  amend  by 
striking  out  ought  to  prevail.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles  will  relieve  it  of  a  portion  of  the  objectionable 
features. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Has  there  been  any  uniformity  in  the  assessment  of 
railroads  heretofore? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  No,  sir,  because  there  has  been  no  State  Board  of 
Equalization.  But  we  have  now  provided  for  a  Board  with  full  power 
to  act  in  the  matter,  and  equalize  the  assessments  in  the  various  counties. 
The  State  Board  will  not  know  anything  relative  to  the  value  of  the 
property  in  the  several  counties.  What  do  they  know  about  the  value 
of  property  in  Napa  County  ,*  what  do  they  know  of  the  value  of  prop- 
erty in  Chico?  They  would  have  to  inquire  of  people  who  xnow 
about  it. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Does  the  gentleman  know  a  single 
instance  where  the  value  placed  by  the  local  Assessors  upon  railroads 
approximated  any  whore  near  the  true  value? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  No,  sir ;  and  that  is  what  the  State  Board  is  for.  There 
will  be  no  influence  behind  them ;  but  allow  the  Assessor  to  assess  the 
property  as  he  assesses  others ;  let  the  local  Boards  equalize  it,  and  then 
let  the  State  Board  come  in  with  the  information  of  the  local  Assessors 
and  local  Boards  and  equalize  as  between  counties  and  individuals,  and 
then  you  will  have  a  uniform  system  which  will  stand  criticism. 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.   WEST. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mi'.  Chairman :  I  fully  agree  with  the  gentleman,  that 
we  should  adopt  a  rule  that  will  be  uniform  in  its  operation.  But  cer- 
tainly I  disagree  with  him  when  he  says  we  cannot  have  the  railroad 
property  in  this  State  assessed  by  a  State  Board  of  Equalization.  In  that 
particular  it  would  be  a  State  Board  of  Assessors.  Now,  it  is  well  known 
that  the  railroad  property  is  peculiar  property  in  itself.  It  does  not  bear 
any  particular  relation  to  the  localities,  as  other  property  does.  It  is 
considered  as  sm  entirety.  The  rolling  stock  and  all  belong  to  the  road 
as  a  whole,  and  ought  to  be  assessed  as  a  part  of  the  entire  line.  All  the 
property  used  is  a  part  of  the  road,  and  the  value  can  much  better  be 
ascertained  by  assessing  it  all  together.  Now,  there  appears  to  be  a 
mistake  here  on  the  part  of  some  gentlemen  who  have  argued  this 
question.  They  seem  to  suppose  that  this  State  Board  is  to  levy  the  tax. 
They  are  not.  They  simply  certify  to  the  County  Boards,  or  the  Super- 
visors, as  to  the  amount  allotted  to  the  several  counties. 

Mr.  barton.    It  says  the  Board  shall  assess. 

Mr.  west.    That  is  right;  they  assess  it,  not  tax  it.    They  assess  the 


entire  road,  then  they  certif}^  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  each  county 
the  number  of  miles,  and  fractions  of  miles,  and  they  pro  rata  the  value 
of  the  road,  including  the  rolling  stock  and  all  the  property  used.  I  have 
a  substitute  which  I  believe  will  fully  meet  the  objections  urged  by  Mr. 
Van  Dyke.  It  is  that,  on  the  first  Monday  in  March,  in  each  year,  the 
State  Board  of  Equalization  shall  assess  the  value  of  the  property  of  all 
railroad  corporations  in  this  State.  It  is  the  Illinois  plan,  in  short,  and 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  is  somewhat  partial  to  that  State.  I 
believe  it  will  meet  the  objections  urged  by  the  gentleman.  Now,  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  members  to  the  fact  tnat  by  assessing  the 
railroad  as  a  whole,  it  will  not  be  possible  to  assess  it'simply  as  old  iron, 
it  will  be  valued  as  a  road  in  full  operation.  There  is  not  a  county 
through  which  a  railroad  passes  that  will  not  be  benefited  by  this  mode 
of  assessment. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   8HAFTBR. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  very  easy  to  get  excited  and 
criticise  a  section,  but  it  is  not  so  easy  to  suggest  something  better.  Now, 
the  proposition  submitted  by  the  Chairman  of  this  committee  is  a  very 
plain  one  indeed,  and  a  verv  simple  one.  We  all  agree  with  the  prin- 
cipal elements  of  it.  The  object  of  the  section  is  to  have  one  assessment 
of  this  class  of  property  instead  of  three  or  four.  All  the  members  seem 
to  agree  that  a  portion  of  this  property  should  be  assessed  by  the  State 
Board.  Now,  sir,  if  that  Board  is  the  most  competent  authority  to  assess 
any  portion  of  this  property,  why  is  it  not  competent  to  assess  all  of  it? 
Instead  of  having  a  dinerent  assessment  for  each  county,  and  each  city, 
and  town,  and  school  district,  it  is  proposed  to  have  one  assessment  made 
by  this  State  Board,  and  apportioned  where  it  belongs.  The  school  dis- 
trict has  one  Assessor  to  assess  the  property.  The  road  district  assesses 
it  again.  Then  another  Assessor  assesses  it  for  township  purposes.  The 
county  has  another,  and  the  city  another.  Each  in  turn  has  jurisdiction 
for  local  purposes.  Now,  is  this  a  wise  plan  ?  Is  it  rational  to  have  four 
or  five  assessments  by  four  or  five  Assessors?  It  is  not.  I  say  it  is  much 
more  reasonable  to  let  this  State  Board  make  the  assessment  of  this 
property  throughout  the  State,  and  then  apportion  the  assessment  among 
the  several  counties  interested.  Why  isn't  that  the  best  and  simplest 
way  ?  We  shall  select  the  members  comprising  this  £ioard  from  different 
parts  of  the  State,  with  e.8pecial  reference  to  their  fitness.  They  must 
make  themselves  fully  ao(^uainted  with  property  values  in  every  county 
in  the  State  before  they  will  be.qualifiea  to  equalize  assessments.  They 
must  go  and  examine  this  property  for  themselves,  and  not,  as  some 
gentlemen  have  suggested,  sit  down  in  their  office  at  the  Capitol  and 
depend  on  the  local  Assessors.    They  must  examine  the  property,  and 

glace  a  value  upon  it.  It  is  far  better  for  them  to  go  out  through  the 
tate  and  see  the  character  of  the  property,  and  draw  their  information 
in  that  way,  than  to  sit  here  all  the  year  round  and  try  to  gain  a  knowl- 
edge by  hearing  testimony.  Now,  when  it  comes  to  this  railroad 
property,  the  question  is  whether  they  shall  equalize  or  assess  it.  The 
Convention  has  assented  to  one  proposition,  and  that  is  that  the  Board 
shall  assess  a  portion  of  it.  Then  why  not  let  them  assess  the  whole 
of  it?  The  members  concede  that  they  shall  assess  a  portion  and 
eoualize  a  portion.  Now  what  is  involved  in  equalizing  property? 
Why,  a  personal  examination  of  the  •  property.  They  have  got  to 
go  and  make  a  personal  examination  of  the  property  in  the  several 
counties  in  order  to  equalize  the  value.  Is  it  possible  for  the  State 
Board  to  sit  in  the  office  here  and  determine  the  value  of  the  railroad 
property  in  San  Francisco?  No;  they  must  go  down  and  look  at  it. 
There  are  local  roads  in  several  counties,  sometimes  running  through 
one  county,  sometimes  through  several.  They  must  make  a  personal 
examination  in  order  to  equalize  the  value,  for  every  county  in  the  State 
places  a  different  value  on  railroad  property,  so  that  the  information 
given  by  the  local  Assessors  will  be  no  guide.  They  cannot  determine 
the  value  by  hearing  testimony.  One  man  will  place  the  value  at  one 
thousand  dollars  per  mile,  another  at  six  thousand  dollars.  For  eveiy 
witness  introducea  by  the  State  the  railroad  company  will  bring  an  off- 
set. Where  will  they  ever  stop?  There  will  be  no  end  to  it.  The  Board 
must  have  power  to  investigate  this  question  for  themselves.  It  is  the 
cheapest  way,  and  the  only  way.  One  road  has  new  rails,  another  has 
old;  one  uses  steel,  another  iron.  One  is  a  narrow  gauge,  another  a 
broad  gauge.  There  is  no  end  to  the  inquiry.  A  man  can  go  and  look 
at  them  and  decide  in  five  minutes. 

Now,  in  relation  to  assessing  the  franchise.  The  Chairman  of  the 
committee  has  explained  this  matter  fully.  They  are  the  only  Board 
that  can  assess  franchises.  To  do  that  they  must  have  in  view  the  entire 
property.  When  they  equalize  the  assessments  it  is  equivalent  to  mak- 
ing an  assessment,  and  why  should  they  not  be  allowed  to  do  it  in  the 
first  instance?  The  gentleman  complains  that  it  is  not  a  uniform  sys- 
tem. It  is  uniform  over  the  same  subject-matter.  It  would  be  far  less 
a  uniform  system  to  have  the  Board  assess  a  part  of  the  property  of  rail- 
road corporations,  and  the  local  Asseraors  another  part.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary that  the  same  system  should  be  adopted  for  assessing  a  horse  or  a 
church.  They  must  be  uniform  over  the  same  class  of  subjects.  And 
that  is  just  exactly  what  is  done  here. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  I  should  rather  stick  to  the 
report  of  the  committee.  I  have  more  confidence  in  men  elected  by 
large  districts  than  I  have  in  Assessors  elected  by  counties.  For  instance, 
in  many  counties  the  railroad  company  elects  the  Assessor,  and  as  a 
result,  assesses  its  own  property,  therefore  I  had  rather  trust  the  State 
Board. 

THE  PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  SHOEMAKER.    I  move  the  previous  question. 
Seconded  by  Messrs.  Howard,  McCallum,  Terry,  and  Wyatt. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 
Carried. 


940 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Wednesday, 


Thb  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada. 

Division  was  called,  and  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  rejected, 
hy  a  vote  of  47  ayes  to  51  noes. 

Thb  chairman.  The  next  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  eentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Ayers. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  was  adopted,  by  a  vote  of 
66  ayes  to  39  noes. 

▲SSBSSINO  CORPORATIONS. 

Thk  secretary  read  section  seventeen  as  follows : 

Sec.  17.  The  value  of  the  capital  stock  of  a  corporation  shall  be  assessed 
in  the  county  in  which  its  principal  place  of  ousiness  is  located,  and 
separately  from  all  other  property  belonging  thereto;  and  such  stock 
shall  be  assessed  at  its  market  value  when  the  assessment  is  made.  The 
real  and  other  personal  property  of  such  corporation  shall  be  assessed  in 
the  several  counties  respectively  in  which  the  same  is  situate.  The 
value  of  such  stock,  over  and  above  the  aggregate  value  of  such  real  and 
other  personal  property,  aocording  to  such  assessment,  shall  be  taxed  in 
the  county  in  which  the  principal  place  of  business  of  such  corporation  is 
located;  and  the  value  of  such  real  and  other  personal  property  shall  be 
taxed  in  the  several  counties  respectively  in  wnich  the  same  is  situate. 
The  shares  of  stock  belonging  to  the  stockholders  in  such  corporation 
shall  be  exempt  from  taxation;  provided  that  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  not  apply  to  railroad  corporations. 

Mr.  REDDY.    imove  to  strike  out  section  seventeen. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
section. 

RKMARKS  OF  MB.  RBODT. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman :  My  reasons  for  making  this  motion 
are  as  follows:  We  provide  for  ascertaining  the  value  of  property,  real 
and  personal,  of  corporations;  now,  when  we  find  the  true  value  of 
that  property  we  do  not  need  to  inquire  about  the  value  of  the  stock, 
because  that  merely  represents  the  value  of.  the  property,  and  if  you 
assess  both  it  is  double  taxation.  There  is  no  distinct  value  in  them. 
There  are  no  two  values  there.  The  stock  simply  represents  the  value 
of  the  real  and  personal  property ;  that  being  ascertained,  and  assessed 
and  taxed,  you  have  all  the  value  there  is,  all  the  proj^erty  of  the  corpo- 
tion,  because  it  is  provided  that  the  surplus  of  value  is  to  be  retained 
by  the  county  wher»  the  principal  place  of  business  is  located.  Now, 
all  stock  is  to  be  assessed ;  all  stock  is  to  be  taxed.  What  has  become  of 
the  balance?  All  stock  is  to  be  assessed.  To  whom?  To  the  corpora- 
ration?  Now,  it  is  a  new  rule,  it  seems  to  me,  to  assess  property  to  a 
party  not  the  owner  of  the  property,  and  not  in  possession  of  the  prop> 
erty.  'The  corporation  does  not  own  the  corporate  stock,  as  a  rule. 
There  must  be  a  great  portion  of  it  out,  anyway.  The  stock  is  owned 
by  the  corporators  ana  not  by  the  corporation,  and  yet  it  is  all  to  be 
assessed  to  the  corporation.  I  cannot  see  any  reason  ibr  assessing  cor- 
porations in  that  way.  The  disposition  of  the  people  of  this  State  is  to 
assess  all  property  equally  and  lairly,  and  assess  it  to  the  owners,  and 
but  once,  but  here  it  is  plain  you  assess  it  twice,  and  I  think  the 
Convention,  if  it  adopts  this  provision,  will  be  going  way  beyond  the 
demands  or  necessities  of  the  State.  How  will  it  work  ?  In  the  south- 
ern part  of  the  State  the  farmers  are  relying  upon  irrigation  to  raise 
crops,  and  companies  must  be  formed  for  that  purpose.  In  forming  a 
system  in  this  way  the  farmers  will  have  to  pay  this  tax,  for  certainly 
the  corporations  will  add  it  to  the  price  of  tbe  water.  I  presume  the 
object  IS  the  same  as  that  of  section  seven,  to  discriminate  against  them 
in  every  ^ay. 

Again,  the  value  of  the  stock  is  to  be  ascertained  by  the  market  price. 
Is  that  fair?  Men  do  not  buy  stock  in  many  instances  on  account  of  its 
present  value,  but  on  account  of  the  value  which  they  hope  it  will 
attain  in  a  certain  length  of  time — speculative  value.  Does  the  State 
want  to  tax  these  prospective  values?  I  suppose  it  does.  It  will  be  an 
unfair  way  of  determining  the  value,  even  if  you  are  going  to  assess  the 
stock.  I  have  known  a  large  majority  of  stock  in  a  corporation  to  be 
sold  for  two  and  three  dollars  a  snare.  There  were  not,  perhaps,  iwo 
thousand  shares  in  cireulation,  and  where  the  stock  in  cireulation  was 
selling  at  two  and  three  dollars  a  share,  they  were  making  strenuous 
efforts  to  sell  seventy-five  thousand  shares  at  one  dollar  a  share.  Now, 
would  it  be  fair  to  make  the  market  value  of  the  few  thousand  shares  in 
circulation  the  criterion  to  go  by  in  assessing  the  entire  number?  Ever^ 
man  who  has  ever  had  any  experience  of  that  kind  knows  that  it  is 
unfair.  I  think  these  reasons  are  quite  sufficient  for  striking  out  the 
section.  It  can  do  no  good.  It  will  simply  work  an  unjust  tax  upon 
thesd  people. 

Mr.  BiJRT.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

The  chairman.    Not  in  order  at  present 

RB1IARK8  OF  MR.   WINANB. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  this  section,  and 
opposed  to  the  motion  to  strike  out  I  conceive  that  the  gentleman  does 
not  perceive  the  real  character  of  this  section.  He  pronounces  it  to  be 
double  taxation.  From  my  understanding,  it  has  no  analogy  to  double 
taxation.  To  the  proposition  of  double  Uxation,  I  am  as  thoroughly 
and  entirely  opposecl  as  he.  But  this  involves  a  question  and  a  principle 
of  an  entirely  different  nature.  The  proposition  here  is  that  the  capital 
stock  of  corporations  shall  be  taxed  at  its  market  value.  It  is  merely 
the  difference  between  the  value  of  the  tangible,  visible  property  and 
the  market  value  of  the  capital  stock  as  stock.  In  San  Francisco,  for 
instance,  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company  is  taxed,  I  think,  on  eight 
million  dollars  of  real  and  personal  propertv.  When  the  city  wishes  to 
buy  the  property,  it  sets  up  a  market  value  of  some  fifteen  million  dollars, 
that  being  the  price  whieh  the  aggregate  stock  would  bring  at  market 
rates.    There  is  a  difference  between  the  property  taxed  and  the  property 


quoted  of  seven  million  dollars,  which  is  an  ample  illustration  of  the 
objects  of  this  section. 

Mr.  REDDY.  I  would  ask  you  one  question.  I  will  ask  you  how  it 
would  operate  in  this  case :  Suppose  there  are  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  or  one  hundred  thousand  shares  of  stock,  of  which  there  are  ten 
thousand  shares  out,  which  would  be  all  the  market  would  stand;  per- 
haps would  flood  the  market.  They  were  sold,  say  at  five  dollars  per 
share,  and  the  balance  of  the  stock,  if  thrown  upon  the  market,  might 
not  be  worth  fifty  cents  a  share,  or  you  might  not  be  able  to  sell  it  at  all. 
Now,  would  it  be  fair  to  tax  the  ninety  thousand  shares  at  the  market 
value  of  the  few  shares  that  are  on  the  market?  Would  it  be  fair  to 
take  that  as  a  criterion  ? 

Mr.  WINANS.  Certainly  not;  but  such  instances  would  be  excep- 
tional in  their  nature.  The  market  is  not  flooded.  It  is  proposed  to 
assess  the  stock  at  its  market  value  at  the  time  the  assessment  is  made, 
and  that  certainly  is  the  highest  and  most  reliable  criterion  we  can  ^ 
by.  Now,  this  proposition  says  to  assess  in  the  different  counties  m 
which  it  is  located,  the  material  property  of  these  corporations.  If  the 
property  is  worth  more  than  the  stock,  that  is  all  they  have  to  pay  on ; 
out  if  their  stock  is  worth  more  than  the  material  property,  they  are 
compelled  to  pay  taxes  upon  the  difference  between  the  value  of  the 
material  property  and  the  value  of  the  stock.  The  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  applies 
exactly  to  this  case.    There  the  Supreme  Court  say : 

"  It  is  obvious,  however,  that  while  a  fair  assessment  under  these  two 
descriptions  of  property  will  include  all  the  visible  or  tangible  property 
of  the  corporation,  it  may  or  it  may  not  include  all  its  wealth.  There 
may  be  other  property  of  a  class  not  visible  or  tangible  which  ought  to 
respond  to  taxation,  and  which  the  State  has  a  right  to  subject  to  taxation. 
Thus  it  may  occur,  as  in  fact  is  claimed  by  one  of  these  companies,  that, 
being  insolvent,  and  its  earnings  not  being  sufficient  to  pay  anything 
beyond  its  necessary  expenses  for  operating  the  road  and  its  repairs,  this 
tangible  property  represents  more  than  the  real  wealth  of  the  company 
and  its  property.  While  on  the  other  hand,  another  one  •f  these  com- 
panies IS  so  rich,  that  after  paying  its  expenses  and  interest  on  a  large 
amount  of  debt,  it  declares  large  aividenas,  and  this  interest  and  these 
dividends,  when  looked  to  in  reference  to  what  is  called  the  tangible 
property,  show  that  there  is  here  another  element  of  wealth  wnich 
ought  to  pay  its  share  of  the  taxes.  This  element  the  State  of  Illinois 
calls  the  value  df  the  franchise  and  capital  stock  of  the  corporation." 

Take  an  insurance  company,  or  a  bank,  in  San  Francisco,  where  the 
stock  is  valuable,  why  should  it  not  pay  its  per  cent,  of  taxation  ?  It  is 
the  price  you'have  to  pay  if  you  wanf  to  purchase  the  stock.  Now,  it 
will  be  observed  that  bv  this  proposition,  tne  stockholder  is  not  taxed. 
The  gentleman  from  ^ono  objected  that  we  taxed  the  corporation,  and 
yet  not  the  stockholders.  The  stockholders  comprise  the  corporation, 
and  the  stock  comprises  the  corporate  property,  which  is  properly  taxed 
against  the  institution.  This  decision  says :  **  This  element  the  State  of 
lUinois  calls  the  value  of  the  franchise  and  capital  stock  of  the  corpora- 
tion— the  value  of  the  right  to  use  this  tangible  property  in  a  special 
manner  for  purposes  of  gain."  Now,  sir,  I  say  the  principle  involved 
in  this  section  is  right  ana  just  Under  it  we  tax  the  property  as  prop- 
erty. Now  gentlemen  have  contended  on  this  floor,  that  everything 
that  has  value  should  be  taxed.  Now  this  stock  certainly  has  value;  it 
has  a  value  of  millions  of  dollars  in  this  State,  which  now  escapes  tax- 
ation, and  which  will  be  reached  and  taxed  by  this  section.  It  is  prop- 
erty which  yields  good  profits.  Some  derive  all  their  income  from  this 
source.  If  ihat  is  so,  why  not  tax  it?  That  it  has  a  distinct  value  is 
obvious  from  the  facts  I  have  stated.  That  it  should  be  taxed  in  the 
county  where  the  principal  place  of  business  b  located,  is  perfectly 
proper.  But  all  the  real  and  personal  tangible  property  should  be  taxed 
wherever  it  belongs.  The  stock  is  to  be  taxed  at  the  principal  place  of 
business  of  the  corporation.  Its  value  is  to  be  ascertained  at  tne  time 
it  is  taxed.  The  ruling  price  of  the  stock  in  the  market  is  taken  as  the 
criterion  of  value.  Then  the  whole  capital  is  assessed  by  that  gauge. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  proposition  bordering  on  double  taxation.  I  say 
if  this  is  adopted  it  will  reach  millions  of  property  which  now  is  beyond 
the  reach  of  the  Tax  Collector. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.  MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  section  seventeen  is  one  of 
the  great  innovations  which,  if  adopted  by  this  committee,  I  have  no 
doubt  will  contribute  its  full  proportion  to  increase  at  the  very  outset 
the  opposition  which  is  being  arrayed  against  this  Constitution  by  certain 
great  interests.  For  my  part,  without  reference  to  that,  I  am  in  favor  of 
this  section  seventeen,  and  opposed  to  striking  it  out,  knowing  full  well 
that  the  result  I  have  indicated  will  be  sure  to  follow. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  if  he 
thinks  we  can  do  anything  to  conciliate  these  monopolies? 

Mr.  McCALLUM..  I  haven't  the  slightest  idea  that  we  shall  do 
anything  to  conciliate  these  interests,  or  the  newspapers  which  they 
employ.  As  to  this  proposition,  with  reference  to  the  great  corporations 
of  San  Francisco,  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  mts  illustrated  the 
point  very  well.  Under  this  particular  clause  the  value  of  the  stock, 
over  and  above  the  aggregate  value  of  the  real  and  personal  property, 
shall  be  taxed.  It  is  very  eas^  to  see  in  that  one  particular  case,  where 
one  great  corporation  of  that  city  escapes  the  payment  of  about  five  mil- 
lion dollars;  that  is,  there  is  that  difference  between  the  value  of  the 
real  and  personal  property  and  the  market  value  of  the  stock. 

Now,  tne  gentleman  from  Inyo  has  raised  a  supposed  case  which  fre- 
quently occurs.  Ten  thousand  shares  of  the  stock  of  a  corporation  might 
be  put  upon  the  market  and  sold,  say  at  five  dollars  a  share,  but  if  you 
threw  the  balance  on  the  market  you  could  not  ^et  ten  cents  a  share  for 
it.  Well,  it  may  be  said,  in  answer  to  that,  that  if  you  sold  a  few  horses 
they  might  bring  a  fair  price,  but  put  all  the  horses  on  the  market  and 
the  price  would  go  down.    But  it  comes  to  this,  as  far  as  mining  corpo* 
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rations  are  concerned :  if  tbey  are  honestly  assessed  there  will  be  no  dif- 
ference between  the  market  value  of  their  stock  and  the  value  of  the 
mine.  Take  a  celebrated  mine  in  Bodie.  If  it  is  worth  ten  dollars  a 
share,  then  it  is  selling  at  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  the  mine 
is  worth  five  hundred  thousand  dollars.  If,  however,  you  take  a  mine 
that  has  been  worked  for  fifteen  years,  and  has  produced  nothing, except 
assessments,  and  it  is  assessed  at  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  while 
being  listed  on  the  market  at  one  million  dollars,  then,  in  that  case,  if  I 
understand  the  theory  of  this  section,  Jthere  are  nine  hundred  thousand 
dollars  which  ought  to  be  taxed.  This  proposition  has  been  sustained  by 
the  highest  Court  in  the  nation.  I  suppose  it  ought  to  be  amended  in 
some  way  so  as  to  conform  to  the  action  of  the  Convention  upon  section 
sixteen.  I  trust  that  the  motion  to  strike  out  will  not  prevail.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  degree  of  prejudice  against  corporations.  They  are 
necessary  to  the  development  of  the  country,  and  should  be  encouraged. 
Let  them  incorporate  as  they  please,  but  let  them  not  be  exempt  from 
taxation. 

THK  PREVIOUS  QUXSTIOK. 

Ms.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Barbour,  Wyatt,  Edgerton,  and  West. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion seventeen. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  motion  to  strike  out  was  lost  by  a  vote 
of  40  ayes  to  58  noes. 

Mr.  BURT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  offer  a  substitute  for  the  sec- 
tion. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  the  section  and  insert  the  following:  'The  capital  stock  of 
all  corporations  and  joint  stock  associations,  organized  under  the  terms 
of  this  State,  shall  be  assessed  to  such  corporations  and  joint  stock  asso- 
ciations in  the  county,  city,  city  and  county,  or  district,  in  which  their 
principai  place  of  business  is  located,  at  its  market  value;  provided,  that 
all  real  and  personal  property  owned  or  possessed  bv  any  such  corpora- 
tions or  associations  shall  be  assessed  ana  taxed  in  the  city,  county,  city 
and  county,  or  district,  in  which  the  same  is  situated.  The  excess  in 
value  of  such  capital  stock,  over  and  above  the  aggregate  value  of  the 
real  and  personal  property  within  the  State,  according  to  such  assess- 
ment, only  shall  be  taxed,  and  shall  be  so  taxed  in  the  city,  county,  city 
and  county,  or  district,  in  which  the  principal  place  of  business  is  situ- 
ated. For  the  purpose  of  taxation,  the  value  of  the  franchises  owned  or 
enjoyed  by  such  corporations  or  associations  shall  be  included  as  forming 
part  of  such  property.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the 
assessment  and  collection  of  an  annual  tax  upon  the  gross  receipts  within 
this  State  of  all  foreign  corporations  doing  business  in  this  State.' " 

RIM  ARKS  OF  MR.  BURT. 

Mr.  BURT.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  principal  object  aimed  at  by  this 
amendment  is  to  reach  those  corporations  organized  and  doing  business 
in  this  State  whose  property  is  entirely  without  the  State.  It  is  a  well 
known  fact  that  nearly  all  the  corporations  doing  business  with  the  San 
Francisco  Stock  Boards,  have  really  no  property  in  the  State  which  the 
Assessor  can  reach,  while  they  enjoy  all  the  privileges  and  immunities 
of  corporations  existing  in  this  State.  Now,  it  is  no  more  than  fair  that 
they  should  help  contribute  to  the  support  of  the  government  which 
protects  them.  As  regards  corporations  doing  business  and  having 
property  in  this  State,  the  provisions  are  similar  to  those  of  the  section 
which  is  before  the  committee.  As  regards  the  matter  of  double  tax- 
ation, if  the  property  is  given  in  to  the  Assessor  at  its  actual  cash  value, 
as  we  have  already  required,  I  am  unable  to  see  where  there  is  any 
excuse  for  saying  that  it  will  be  double  taxation.  There  is  another 
change  of  importance  here.  The  original  clause  provides  for  the  assess- 
ment and  collection  of  taxes  in  each  county.  The  amendment  provides 
for  district  taxes  in  cases  of  local  taxation.  It  also  provides  that  in  list- 
ing the  property,  franchises  owned  or  enjoyed  by  these  corporations,  or 
associations,  shall  form  a  part  of  such  property.  It  seems  to  me,  sir, 
that  the  franchise  should  go  with  the  property  of  the  corporation,  and 
should  be  taxed  where  the  property  is  taxed.  It  provides  lor  an  annual 
tax  upon  the  gross  receipts  of  foreign  corporations  doing  business  in  this 
State.  It  is  the  only  way  of  reaching  this  class  of  corporations,  and 
compelling  them  to  pay  their  share  of  taxes. 

Mr.  swing.    I  move  the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  edgerton.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress, 
and  recommend  to  the  Convention  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Placer  be  printed  in  the  Journal  to-morrow  morning. 

Carried  by  a  vote  of  56  ayes  to  40  noes. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  The  committee  also  recommend  that  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer  be  printed  in  the  Journal. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.    I  move  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Journal. 

So  ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.    I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  to- 
morrow morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  THIRD   DAY. 

Sacramento,  Wednesday,  January  8th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 

present. 

Herrington,  Reynolds, 

Hilbom,  Rhodes, 

Hitchcock,  Ringgold, 

Holmes,  Rolfe, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,Schell, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Shafter, 

Huestis,  Shoemaker, 

Hughey,  Shurtleff, 

Hunter,  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Inman,  Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Johnsoui  Smith,  of  San  Francisco^ 

Joyce,  Soule, 

Kelley,  Stedman, 

Laine,  Steele, 

Lampson,  Stevenson, 

Larkm,  ^                Stuart, 

Larue,        .  '                Sweasey, 

Lavigne,    *  Swenson, 

Lewis,  Swing, 

Mansfield,  Thompson, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Tinnin,. 

McCalium,  Townsend, 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Biggs, 

Blackmer, 

Boucher, 

Brown; 

Burt, 

Caples, 

Casserly, 

Chapman, 

Condon, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 

Davis, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,McComas, 

Dudley,  of  Solano,         McConnell, 

Dunlap,  McCoy, 

Eagon,  McFarland, 

Edgerton,  McNutt, 

Estee,  Mills, 

Estey,  Moffat, 

Farrell,  Moreland, 

Filcher,  Morse, 

Finney,  Nason, 

Freeman,  Nelson, 

Freud,  Neunaber, 

Garvey,  Noel, 

Gorman,  O'Donnell, 

Grace,  OhleyeV, 

Hale,  Ov«rton, 

Hall,  Prouty, 

Harrison,  PuUiam, 

Heiskell,  Reddy, 

Herold,  Reed, 

ABSENT. 

Barnes,  Graves, 

Berry,  Gregg, 

Boggs,  Hager, 

Campbell,  Harvey, 

Charles,  Jones, 

Cowden,  Kenny, 

Dean,  Keyes, 

Evey,  Kleine, 

Fawcett,  Lindow, 

Glascock,  Martin,  of  Alameda, 

LEAVE    OP    ABSENCE. 

Leave  of  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  Mr.  Evey. 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  Cowden,  Keyes,  and 
Graves,  on  account  of  sickness. 

THE  JOURNAL. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of 
the  Journal  be  dispensed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

REVENUE   AND   TAXATION. 

Mr.  edgerton.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committtee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue 
and  Taxation. 

Carried. 

IN   COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

• 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Section  seventeen,  and  the  amendments,  are 
before  the  committee.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Burt. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read : 

"Strikeout  section  seventeen  and  insert  as  follows: 

" '  Sec.  17.  The  capital  stock  of  all  corporations  and  joint  stock  asso- 
ciations organized  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  shall  be  assessed  to  such 
corporations  and  associations  in  the  city,  county,  or  city  and  county,  or 
district  in  which  their  principal  places  of  business  are  located,  at  its 
market  value;  prcvidedf  that  tne  real  and  personal  property  owned  or 
possessed  by  any  such  corporation  or  association  shall  be  asQ^ssed  and 
taxed  in  the  several  cities,  counties,  or  cities  and  counties,  or  districts  in 
which  the  same  is  situated.  The  excess  in  value  only  of  the  capital  stock 
of  such  corporations  or  associations  over  the  aggregate  value  of  their  real 
and  personal  property,  within  this  State,  according  to  sudi  assessment, 
shall  be  taxed,  and  shall  be  so  taxed  in  the  city,  county,  or  citv  and 
county,  or  district  in  which  the  principal  place  of  business  of  such  cor- 


TuUy, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Dyke, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Waters, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 

West, 

Wickes, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Winans, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President. 
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poration  or  association  is  located.  For  the  purposes  of  taxation,  the  list 
and  assessment  of  the  real  and  personal  property  of  persons^  corporations, 
and  associations,  owning  or  enjoying  valuable  franchises,  shall  include 
such  franchises  as  forming  a  part  of  such  property.  The  Legislature 
shall  provide  by  law  for  the  assessment  and  collection  of  an  annual  tax 
upon  the  gross  receipts,  within  this  State,  of  all  foreign  corporations 
doing  business  in  this  State.'  ** 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  would  ask  the  author  of  the 
amendment  why  he  provides  that  *'  for  the  purposes  of  taxation,  the  list 
and  assessment  of  real  and  personal  property  of  persons,  corporations, 
and  associations,  owning  or  enjoying  valuable  franchises,  shall  include 
such  franchises  as  forming  a  part  of  such  property?" 

Mr.  BURT.    The  object 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    "What  is  a  franchise,  real  or  personal  property? 

Mr.  BURT.  The  object  of  having  it  included  with  the  property  is 
that  it  shall  be  taxed  where  their  property  belongs,  and  not  at  their 
place  of  business,  as  forming  a  part  of  their  property. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  see  that  that  clause  has 
any  particular  value  there.  In  fact,  I  think  it  involves  an  inconsistency, 
and  ought  to  be  stricken  out.  Of  course  it  should  be  assessed  and  taxed, 
but  I  think  that  clause  should  be  eliminated  from  the  amendment,  from 
the  words  "  for  the  purposes  of  taxation,''  in  the  tenth  line,  down  to  the 
word  ''property."  If  the  gentleman  will  look  at  the  juxtaposition  of 
that  clause,  if  he  can  take  it  all  in  at  one  view,  he  will  see  that  there  is 
something  wronz  about  it. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President:  Franchises  and  rights  connected 
with  any  corporation,  whether  a  bridge  or  ferry,  is  a  part  of  the  value 
of  that  property,  and  should  be  considered  so,  and  assessed  where  the 
property  is  located. 

MR.  EDGERTON.  It  says  that  it  shall  be  assessed  as  forming  a  part 
of  such  propertv.    Which  is  it,  real  or  personal? 

Mr.  LARKIN.  It  is  part  of  the  personal  property.  In  a  bridge 
franchise  there  is  a  right  if  the  bridge  is  destroyed.  The  same  with  a 
fenr. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  it  is  personal  property,  why  not  say  that  it 
shall  be  taxed  as  personal  property,  and  not  as  real  or  personal  property, 
and  that  it  shall  be  assessed  in  the  county  where  it  is  located?  A  cor- 
poration may  have  its  place  of  business  in  San  Francisco,  and  the  prop- 
erty belonging  to  this  company,  the  ferry,  or  the  bridge,  or  any  other 
property,  should  be  assessed  in  the  county  where  tho.  property  is  located. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Will  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  allow  me  to  ask  him  what 
the  intention  is  of  putting  in  these  words  ''market  value?"  What  if 
it  has  no  market  value?  "Cash  value"; is  the  ordinary  term  applied. 
I  will  ask  the  gentleman  from  Placer  where  he  got  the  term? 

Mr.  BURT.    From  the  original  section. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  You  may  have  a  piece  of  laud  that  has  no  market 
value  and  yet  be  very  valuable.  Cash  value  is  the  term  I  have  alwavs 
seen  used.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  word  "market"  and  insert  the 
word  "cash." 

Ma.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  why  put  in  the  word 
"cash,"  why  not  leave  it  as  it  is? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  "Cash  value"  is  the  term  used  properly.  One  reason 
I  suggest  that  the  word  "  market "  be  stricken  out  and  the  word  "  cash  " 
be  inserted,  is  that  there  are  many  corporations  in  San  Francisco  where 
the  stock  haJB  no  market  value,  because  it  has  no  sale.  Fix  it  at  its 
cash  value. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  a 
point  against  the  term  market  value.  They  have  established  money 
values,  so  I  would  suggest  the  term  "  money  value." 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Well,  cash  is  money,  but  money  is  not  always  cash. 

Mr.  FILCHER.    "  A  mare  is  a  horse,  but  a  horse  is  not  a  mare." 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  that  amendments  are  not 
now  in  order.  I  desire,  at  the  proper  time,  to  offer  an  amendment  to  this 
proposed  section  seventeen  as  now  offered.  It  is  to  insert  the  word 
"other,"  after  the  words  "real  and,"  in  the  fourth  line,  so  that  it  will 
read:  "  Provided,  that  the  real  and  other  personal  property;"  because 
the  capital  stock  itself  is  property  in  the  estimation  of  this  Convention. 
I  would  ask  the  author  of  the  substitute  if  he  would  not  accept  that 
amendment? 

Mr.  BURT.    I  accept  that  amendment. 

Mr.  WINANS.  There  is  one  more  objection  I  would  like  to  state, 
and  that  is  to  the  use  of  the  word  "  such,"  in  the  clause  which  has 
already  been  criticised  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edger- 
ton.  It  is  grammatically  incorrect.  In  that  sentence  the  word  "  per- 
sons "  is  introduced  for  the  first  time,  meaning  natural  persons.  All 
that  has  been  said  theretofore  has  been  in  reference  to  property  of  asso- 
ciations. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  quetstion  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
word  "  market "  and  insert  the  word  "  cash." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  have  observed  that  in  the  other  States  they  use 
the  phrase  "  market,  or  fair  cash  value." 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  do  not  object  to  putting  those  words  in.  The  point 
I  make  is  that  there  are  many  corporations  in  San  Francisco  whose 
stock  have  no  market  value.  Let  it  be  "  market,  or  fair  cash  value." 
Probably  that  is  an  improvement.  After  the  word  "  market "  insert  the 
words"  or  fair  cash." 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Estee. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  RHODES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  the 
substitute. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Add  to  the  substitute :  '  The  shares  of  stock  belonging  to  stockholders 
in  any  of  the  corporations  named  in  this  section  shall  not  be  assessed  to 
such  stockholders.' " 


Mr.  RHODES.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  that  amendment  is 
this:  under  section  two,  as  it  stands,  the  stock  held  by  private  persons 
is  assessable  for  taxation.  If  this  amendment  prevails,  as  submitted 
by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  it  makes  that  stock  taxable  not  only  to 
the  corporation,  but  also  to  the  stockholder,  which  I  think  cannot  be  the 
intention  of  the  mover  of  that  substitute. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

A  division  was  called  for,  the  question  was  put,  and  the  vote  stood 
57  ayes  to  10  noes. 

Thr  chairman.    No  auonim  voting. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Tnis  section  cannot  apply  to  railroad  corpo- 
rations. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  6f  63  ayes  to 
19  noes. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
substitute. 

Thr  secretary  read: 

"  Amend  the  amendment  to  section  seventeen  as  follows :  Strike  out 
all  after  the  word  '  State,'  in  line  two,  and  insert  '  and  the  ctoss  receipts 
within  this  State,  of  all  foreign  corporations  doing  business  m  this  State, 
shall  be  taxed  in  such  manner  as  may  be  provid^  by  law.' " 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  amendment 
proposes  to  strike  out  what  has  just  been  inserted. 

'Thr  CHAIRMAN.     No,  sir. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   VAK   DYKK. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman:  For  one  I  am  afraid  of  attempt- 
ing legislation  in  this  Constitution.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  stricken 
out  the  other  section,  and  I  think  we  should  strike  out  this  for  safety, 
but  the  committee  have  decided  otherwise,  and  the  purpose  of  this 
amendment  is  to  simply  declare  the  purpose  of  this  Convention  to  tax 
this  kind  of  property ;  that  is,  the  capital  stock  of  corporations  organized 
in  this  State ;  in  other  words,  domestic  corporations,  and  the  gross  receipts 
in  this  State  of  foreign  corporations  doing  business  in  this  State,  but  to 
leave  the  machinery  and  tne  amount  of  taxation  entirely  to  the  Legisla- 
ture. Now,  I  think  that  is  altogether  safer  than  it  is  for  us  here  to 
attempt  to  devise  the  plan  and  the  machinery  necessary  to  carry  out 
what  we  simply  should  declare;  that  is,  our  purpose  to  tax  the  capital 
stock  of  domestic  corporations,  and  the  groas  receipts  of  foreign  corpora- 
tions. In  other  woras,  I  think  we  should  stop,  after  we  have  declared 
our  purpose,  and  allow  the  Legislature,  as  experience  may  show  to  be 
just  and  proper,  to  devise  the  means  of  carrying  out  this  declaration.  I 
think  it  is  dangerous  to  attempt  legislation  in  the  Constitution.  I  hope 
the  amendment  will  be  adopted 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  this  amendment  would  have 
the  effect  of  destroying  the  operative  character  of  the  whole  section,  for 
the  reason  that  if  the  matter  was  left  to  the  Legislature,  according  to  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  Legislature,  it  would  be  so  harassed  bv  corporate 
power,  and  corporate  influence,  and  corporate  money,  that  nothing  would 
oe  done  in  the  interest  of  the  people. 

remarks  of   MR.   GROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  not  sure  that  I  fully  understand 
the  effect  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman,  but  if  I  do  understand 
it,  it  amounts  to  this:  After  we  have  made  a  provision  in  our  Constitu- 
tion and  adopted  it,  that,  first,  the  property  of  corporations  shall  be 
taxed — that  is,  its  tangible  property;  second,  that  its  franchise  shall  be 
taxed,  we  now  say  by  this  provision  that  the  Legislature  shall  provide 
for  the  taxation  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  corporations.  Now,  if  this 
provision  be  adopted,  then  the  next  session  of  the  Legislature  must  pro- 
vide for  the  taxation  of  all  the  capital  stock  of  corporations.  Now,  if 
such  a  provision  be  adopted,  it  must  further  be  in  accordance  with  the 
provision  already  adopted,  that  all  taxation  must  be  according  to  the 
value  of  the  property,  and  the  necessary  result  will  be  that  when  the 
Legislature  frames  a  law  upon  this  subject,  it  will  be,  in  effect,  this,  that 
the  tax  shall  be  levied  upon  the  capital  stock  according  to  the  value  of 
the  capital  stock.  If  they  make  a  law  different  from  that  it  would  be  in 
opposition  to  sections  one  and  two.  Then  by  the  adoption  of  this  amend- 
ment as  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  we  will  be  adopting 
a  provision  exactly  like  one  which  we  have  stricken  out  from  previous 
sections.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  taxing  the  property  of  a  corporation  and 
then  taxing  its  capital  stock,  because  it  is  taxing  the  same  thing  twice. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  That  objection  could  be  met  by  using  the  term, 
"  the  capital  stock  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  property." 

Mr.  cross.    Then  we  have  the  provision  of  Mr.  Burt 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Burt's  attempts  to  legislate,  whereas  this  does 
not. 

Mr.  cross.  What  can  the  Legislature  do  except  to  provide  in  what 
manner  the  tax  shall  be  levied?  It  must  be  according  to  the  value  of 
the  capital  stock,  because  we  have  already  made  a  provision  that  all 
property  must  be  taxed  according  to  its  value;  then,  that  stock  roust  be 
taxed  according  to  its  value.  If  we  now  say  that  capital  stock  is  prop- 
erty, for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  whatever  law  the  Legislature  makes,  it 
must  be  a  law  to  tax  the  whole  capital  stock  acconiing  to  its  value; 
thereby  we  will  have  taxed  them  on  the  property,  and  then  taxed  them 
again  upon  the  same  property  by  taxing  the  capital  stock,  which  is  only 
another  name  for  the  property.  The  capital  stock  is  whatever  is  invested ; 
that  is,  the  shares  of  capital  stock.  It  is  whatever  is  invested.  If  two 
merchants  organize  a  mercantile  company,  and  put  in  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars in  monev,  the  capital  stock  is  ten  thousand  dollars.  If  a  man  invests 
ten  thousand  dollars  in  a  ranch,  his  capital  stock  is  ten  thousand  dollars. 
Now,  sir,  this  provision,  in  effect,  will  provide  that  in  the  same  class  of 
cases  we  shall  tax  the  property  and  then  we  shall  tax  it  a^ain  under 
another  name,  under  the  name  of  capital  stock.  The  provision  should 
be  that  the  value  of  the  stock  above  the  value  of  the  property  should  be 


Jan.  8, 1879. 


OP  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


943 


assessed ;  or  the  provision  should  be,  that  the  Legislature  may  provide 
for  a  tax  upon  the  capital  stock  of  corporations,  so  far  as  the  same  is  in 
excess  of  tne  value  or  the  property  which  is  assessed. 

Mb.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  amend  my  amendment 
so  as  to  meet  that  objection. 

Mb.  FILCHER.     I  have  it  written  out  and  will  send  it  up. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"  Amend  the  amendment  to  section  seventeen  as  follows :  Strike  out  the 
words  'capital  stock,'  in  line  one,  and  insert:  'The  excess  of  value  of 
capital  stock,  over  and  above  the  value  of  the  real  and  personal  property 
of  all  corporations  and  joint  stock  associations  organised  under  the  laws 
of  this  State,  and  the  gross  receipts,  within  this  State,  of  all  foreign  cor- 
porations doing  business  in  this  State,  shall  be  subject  to  taxation  in 
such  manner  as  may  be  prescribed  by  law.' " 

Mr.  van  dyke.     I  accept  the  amendment. 

REMABKS   OF   MB.   BLACKMBR. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  these  amendments,  either  of 
them,  is  to  be  adopted,  I  want  to  know  what  the  result  is  to  be,  and  I 
must  confess  that  I  am  a  little  in  doubt.  It  is  proposed  that  all  corpo- 
rations who  have  property  in  this  State,  the  excess  in  value  of  the  cap- 
ital stock  over  and  above  the  amount  of  the  property  shall  be  assessed. 
That  I  consider  to  be  a  fair  proposition.  There  are,  however,  in  this 
State  many  corporations  organized  under  the  laws  of  this  State  whose 
property  is  entirely  outside  of  this  State.  Kow  the  result  will  be  that 
either  we  must  allow  the  property  owned  by  that  corporation,  although 
situated  outside  of  the  State,  to  be  deducted  from  the  capital  stock,  or 
one  of  two  things  will  result:  that  corporation  will  be  obliged  to  pay  a 
tax  upon  the  property  in  the  other  State,  and  then  they  will  be  obliged 
to  pay  a  tax  upon  the  capital  stock  in  this  State,  or  else  we  must  allow 
them  to  deduct  the  property  and  simply  tax  them  on  the  excess.  Now 
that  is  what  I  want  to  get  at.  Corporations  who  own  mines  in  Nevada, 
who  are  organized  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  and  have  their  principal 
place  of  business  in  San  Francisco,  are  they  to  be  allowed  to  deduct  the 
amount  of  the  valuation  of  their  property  in  Nevada  from  the  capital 
stock  in  this  State,  and  be  taxed  on  the  excess  of  it?  If  so,  there  is  no 
objection  to  it  that  I  see,  but  if  not,  the  result  will  be  that  they  will  be 
driven  out  of  the  State,  every  one  of  them.    They  cannot  stand  it. 

Now,  sir,  I  have  had  no  experience  in  this  matter  of  dealing  in  min- 
ing stock.  I  never  owned  a  share  of  mining  stock  in  my  life.  I  do  not 
tlimk  I  am  competent  to  judge  whether  it  is  desirable  to  drive  all  these 
corporations  out  of  the  State  or  not;  but  it  is  the  Question  we  want  to 
meet  here.  We  do  not  want  to  shut  our  eyes  ana  say  that  there  are 
corporations  in  this  State  who  have  worked  an  injury,  and  for  that  rea- 
son we  will  make  a  sweeping  provision  here  that  will  drive  all  of  them 
out  of  this  State,  unless  that  is  the  intention. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  wish  to  answer  the  gentleman.  So  far  as  Mr. 
Burt's  amendment  goes  it  is  only  to  deduct  the  property  in  this  State; 
whereas,  the  other  leaves  it  to  the  Legislature,  as  it  shouM  be,  or  else 
strike  out  the  section. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  I  believe  there  is  a  revenue  already  derived  by 
the  State  from  them.  I  believe  that  the  State  collects  a  license  tax  of 
ten  cents  upon  every  transfer  of  a  certificate.  I  am  not  arguing  either 
for  or  against  it,  but  I  want  to  see  the  question  met  square  in  the  face, 
whether  we  are  determined  to  drive  them  all  out,  or  whether  we  believe 
they  will  stay  here  and  stand  the  double  taxation,  one  upon  the  prop- 
erty in  the  other  State,  and  the  other  upon  the  stock  here.  If  the  Burt 
amendment  is  adopted  it  is  very  eviaeni  that  there  is  an  omission. 
Unless  there  is  a  provision  added  to  it,  it  will  apply  to  all  railroad  cor- 
porations as  well  as  corporations  mentioned,  because  railroad  corporations 
are  included  in  the  term  ''all  corporations  and  joint  stock  associations, 
organized  under  the  laws  of  this  State."  At  the  proper  time  I  shall 
offer  an  amendment  to  add  to  that  section  as  proposed  by  the  member 
from  Placer,  Mr.  Burt,  "  provided,  that  this  section  shall  not  apply  to 
railroad  corporations." 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Why? 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Because  we  have  already  provided  for  their  taxa- 
tion in  the  other  section. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  As  I  understand  the  theory  of  section  sixteen,  as 
to  a  railroad  corporation,  it  is  that  the  property  shall  be  treated  as  a  unit, 
and  assessed  by  the  State  Board  of  Equalization,  and  distributed  "pro 
rata  among  the  counties  according  to  the  ratio  which  the  number  of 
miles  of  such  road  completed  in  such  county,  citv  and  county,  town,  or 
district,  shall  bear  to  the  whole  length  of  such  railroad." 

Mr.  ESTEE.  That  is  true.  But  other  sections  also  declare  that  every 
other  character  of  property 

Ma.  EDGERTON.    The  point  is  here :  there  is  a  direct  conflict. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  That  is  so,  without  any  question.  But  this  is  not  the 
only  conflict.  Here  is  a  mine  in  Nevada.  You  «>  down  to  San  Fran- 
cisco and  you  assess  the  property  to  the  owner,  who  does  not  live  there. 
Well,  under  the  revenue  law,  generally,  the  personal  property  is  assessed 
in  the  county  where  the  owner  lives.  In  other  words,  I  own  stock  in 
the  London  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  and  I  live  in  Alameda  County, 
for  instance,  and  yet  it  is  assessed  in  San  Francisco.  It  would  be  unjust 
and  contrary  to  every  principle  of  taxation. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Is  that  an  objection  to  the  amendment  I  pro- 
pose? 

Mr.  ESTEE.     It  is  an  objection  to  the  whole  section. 

Mb.  BLACKMER.  If  we  want  to  drive  out  all  these  corporations,  all 
right, adopt  the  provision.  But  if  it  is  believed  that  they  will  stay  and 
pay  the  tax,  it  is  no  reason  why  they  should  pay  two  or  three  taxes 
because  they  are  here.    They  want  to  pav  their  just  proportion. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Suppose  the  principal  place  of  business  of  a  corporation 
is  in  Sacramento,  the  stockholders  mav  be  scattered  all  over  the  State. 
They  are  the  owners.  The  corporation  does  not  own  the  stock.  They  are 
the  owners,  and  they  give  in  their  tax  list.    They  are  sworn  to  give  in 


all  their  property.  Under  a  sworn  statement,  a  man  says  he  has  one 
hundred  shares'  in  a  mutual  insurance  company,  or  in  the  Bank  of 
California.  It  is  the  sworn  duty  of  the  Assessor  to  tax  that  property. 
Then  you  go  to  San  Francisco  and  assess  the  whole  number  of  snares, 
five  million  dollars,  of  capital  stock.  Who  will  you  assess  it  to?  The 
corporation  ?  If  you  assess  it  to  the  corporation  you  can  find  an  owner, 
but  if  you  undertake  to  assess  it  to  the  real  owner,  where  is  he? 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Are  there  not  many  corporations  where  the  stock  is 
owned  in  Nevada? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Certainly.  They  will  say:  "John  Doe,  in  Nevada, 
owns  fifty  or  one  hundred  shares.  Can  you  assess  the  stock  if  the  owner 
is  not  here?"  Are  we  not  trving  to  do  an  impossibility?  The  London 
Mutual  in  San  Francisco — where  are  its  stockholders? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     Who  proposes  to  tax  the  stockholders ? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  You  propose  to  tax  the  stock.  Is  it  not  the  law  that 
you  may  tax  the  stock  to  the  corporation  ?  But  if  that  is  done  you  can- 
not tax  the  shares  in  the  possession  or  ownership  of  the  owner.  That  has 
been  the  law  for  years. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  The  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  you  can  tax 
the  corporation  with  the  tax. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  That  is  when  the  corporation  owns  it.  Where  you 
find  an  individual  who  is  owner  of  a  certain  amount  of  the  capital  stock, 
and  he  does  not  live  in  the  State,  I  apprehend  that  you  cannot  tax  it  to 
the  corporation.  That  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  did  not 
decide. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  the  gentlemen  will  read  the  State  Railroad 
Tax  case,  they  will  be  abundantly  enlightened. 

Mi(?  VAN  DYKE.    This  amendment  only  taxes  the  capital  stock. 
'  The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  has  already  spoken  once. 

REMARKS   or   MR.   OVERTON. 

Mb.  OVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  If  it  is  the  intention  of  parties  on 
this  floor  to  enact  a  law  in  the  Constitution  that  is  going  to  drive  every 
foreign  corporation  out  of  the  State,  then  we  had  better  adopt  this  sec- 
tion. If  they  feel  authorized  by  their  constituents  to  adopt  that  kind 
of  law,  then  they  are  obeying  the  wishes  of  their  constituents  who  sent 
them  here,  because  it  will  have  that  efiect.  I  do  not  think  the  people 
of  this  State  expect  us  to  pass  a  law  that  would  in  effect  drive  every  lor- 
eign  corporation  out  of  this  State ;  and  I  would  here  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco,  that  if  they  pass  this  law,  tliey  will  make  a 
great  many  vacant  offices  in  San  Francisco,  and  I  speak  in  relation  to  a 
matter  that  I  am  cognizant  of.  The  people  of  my  town  are  working  a 
mine  in  Arizona.  The  stock  of  that  mine  is  principally  owned  in  Santa 
Rosa.  Probably  we  have  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  invested  in 
that  mine.  That  property  is  taxed  in  Arizona  and  their  income  from 
the  bullion  is  taxed  in  that  Territory.  Now,  you  not  only  propose  to 
tax  them  upon  their  capital  stock,  but  it  goes  farther  than  that.  It  pro- 
poses to  tax  that  stock  in  San  Francisco,  where  the  office  is  located. 
Notwithstanding  our  people  have  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  invested 
in  that  mine,  living  in  Santa  Rosa,  their  property  is  taxed  in  Arizona. 
Now,  Mr.  Burt's  amendment  proposes  to  enforce  another  tax  upon  them, 
and  our  oountv  does  not  ^et  the  benefit  of  the  tax,  but  it  is  taxed  in  San 
Francisco.  li'^the  stock  is  going  to  be  taxed,  the  County  of  Sonoma 
should  have  it.  The  effect  is  to  run  every  foreign  corporation  out  of 
this  State,  and  I  do  not  believe  the  people  desire  to  do  that. 

In  the  first  place,  there  was  an  Act  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  this 
State,  which  required  that  each  transfer  of  stock  shall  pay  to  the  State 
ten  cents.  I  know  that  I  could  not  get  any  transfer  of  stock  in  the 
company  that  I  am  a  member  of  unless  I  paid  it,  and  I  see  by  the 
papers  that  they  receive  about  nine  hundred  dollars  a  week  by  reason 
of  that  ten  cents.  That  amounts  to  considerable.  So  the  State  is  getting, 
as  it  were,  a  benefit  from  the  transfer  and  the  business  that  these  for- 
eign corporations  do.  Now,  then,  if  this  section  is  passed  as  it  is,  it 
will  in  effect  drive  them  all  out  of  this  State,  because  tney  cannot  afibrd 
to  pay  a  tax  upon  the  property  in  Arizona  or  Nevada,  and  then  be  taxed 
here. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.  TINNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opp>osed  to  section  seventeen. 
I  am  opposed  to  all  the  amendments  that  have  been  offered  to  it,  for 
the  reason  that  I  believe  it  would  lead  to  injurious  legislation.  If  I 
desired  to  defeat  the  Constitution  I  would  vote  for  just  such  amend- 
ments as  these.  I  believe  that  it  would  result  in  great  evil  to  all  the 
corporations  in  this  State.  I  object  to  one  point  particularly.  Corpora- 
tions are  organized  in  the  counties  of  this  State,  but  their  places  of 
business  are  fixed  in  San  Francisco.  For  what  ?  For  the  convenience  of 
those  interested.  Now,  nine  tenths  of  the  stock  of  the  corporation  are 
held  in  the  counties  of  this  State.  Now,  what  would  be  the  result  of  this 
system  of  taxation?  Why,  the  counties  will  pay  to  San  Francisco  the 
taxes  that  justly  belong  to  the  counties.  Whv  ?  Because  the  capital 
stock  being  held  in  the  counties  they  are  taxed  where  the  corporation 
has  its  principal  place  of  business,  which  is  San  Francisco.  I  am 
opposed  to  such  a  system  of  taxation. 

RBMARKS   OF    MR.   GRACE. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  taxation 
of  stocks  is  perfectly  proper.  If  men  organize  a  company  in  Trinity  or 
Nevada,  of  anywhere  in  the  gold  belt,  for  the  purpose  of  mining,  how 
is  it  that  they  have  their  place  of  business  in  San  Francisco?  If  they 
fjo  to  San  Francisco  they  say  we  will  get  the  tax  th^e.  I  tell  you  there 
18  the  mine  in  San  Francisco.  They  have  their  principal  place  of  busi- 
ness in  San  Francisco,  and  there  is  their  whole  field  of  operation.  It  is 
down  there  in  order  to  get  the  hard-earned  dollars  of  the  population  of 
San  Francisco.  There  is  where  there  is  three  hundred  thousand  inhabi- 
tants. That  is  where  they  open  their  business,  and  there  is  where  they 
get  their  money,  and  not  from  the  mines.  And  this  money  is  made  off 
the  working,  toiling  people  of  San  Francisco,  and  there  is  where  the  tai^ 
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shpuld  be.  If  a  mine  is  in  Arizona,  and  our  people  have  their  money 
invested  in  it,  when  we  tax  that  stock  we  are  just  taxing  that  mone^. 
If  a  man  did  not  have  his  money  in  that  stock  he  would  have  it  m 
something  else.  If  he  takes  that  same  money,  and,  instead  of  buying 
mining  stock,  buys  horses,  or  cows,  or  any  other  kind  of  stock — cattle, 
or  anything — then  they  do  not  say  but  what  we  can  tax  it.  It  is  just 
as  legitimate  to  tax  it  if  it  is  in  mining  stock,  aa  if  it  was  in  horses. 

Mb.  TINNIN.     It  is  not  the  money  we  are  taxing,  it  is  the  stock. 

Mr.  grace.    The  stock  is  money. 

Mb.  McCOY.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  the  whole  section. 

RKMABKS   OF   MB.   HOWABO. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  glad  to  see  at  least  one  work- 
ing man  that  has  sense  enough  to  perceive  the  effect  of  this  matter. 
Now,  sir,  why  should  not  a  corporation,  foreign  or  domestic,  pay  for  pro- 
tection upon  its  money  as  well  as  a  private  individual?  Why  should  a 
foreign  corporation,  which  has  the  protection  of  the  government  to 
enforce  the  protection  of  its  property  and  the  collection  of  its  dues,  not 
pay  on  its  property  as  well  as  anybody  else?  Why  should  not  the 
domestic  corporation  pay?  Sir,  the  section  as  reported  by  the  committee 
is  eminently  correct,  just,  and  proper,  and  without  it,  it  is  useless  to  talk 
of  equality  or  uniformity  of  taxation. 

BBMABKS   OF   MB.   BABBT. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  motion  to  strike  out  will 
prevail.  The  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Grace, 
were  in  about  the  same  line  as  those  used  when  other  sections  w^e  up 
before  the  committee,  as  regards  the  capital  stock  of  corporations  whep 
they  form  for  the  purpose  of  doing  business  in  this  State.  They  gfet  on 
the  wildcat,  and  imagine  if  they  attack  them  that  they  will  be  able  to 
accomplish  their  point  in  this  Convention,  and  directly  prevent  the 
purpose  that  we  desire  to  have  accomplished,  and  that  is  to  prevent 
the  taxation  of  the  capital  stock  of  corporations  formed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  mining.  The  gentlemen  grow  perfectly  wild  when  it  comes 
to  wildcat,  and  they  think  if  they  attack  stocks  and  corporations  gener- 
ally that  the  evil  will  be  remedied,  while  it  is  not  true.  This  would  be 
a  blow  at  our  legitimate  mining  interests.  The  mining  interests  of  this 
State  should  be  held  sacred  in  this  case.  No  blow  should  be  aimed  at 
them.  As  far  as  foreign  corporations  are  concerned,  it  may  be  right  and 
proper  to  compel  them  to  pay  upon  their  incorporations  to  assist  the 
revenues  of  the  State.  But  this  committee,  by  their  action  on  the  other 
sections,  certainly  declared  that  so  far  as  capital  stock  was  concerned,  it 
should  not  be  taxed.  The  substitute  for  section  two  certainly  meant 
that  the  capital  stock  of  a  corporation  should  not  be  taxed.  Now  we  go 
on  and  declare  tiiat  they  shall  be  assessed.  What  is  the  use  of  declaring 
that  they  shall  be  assessed  when  we  declare  that  they  shall  not  be  taxed? 
As  Mr.  Estee  truthfully  said,  it  would  be  taxing  the  capital  stock  of  any 
corporation  or  association  in  San  Francisco,  and  taxing  their  property, 
real  and  personal,  in  Siskiyou,  or  any  other  county  where  it  happened  to 
be,  and  it  would  be  double  taxation.  But  gentlemen  all  the  time  get  off* 
on  the  idea  of  aiming  at  wildcats,  and  reaching  that  evil.  While  they 
imagine  that  it  has  that  effect,  and  that  perhaps  it  might  lessen  it  in 
some  degree,  I  cannot  see  how  it  would.  If  they  formulate  any  section 
that  will  remove  that  evil,  I  will  gladly  support  it.  But  this  section  is 
double  taxation. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    The  Supreme  Court  says  it  is  not. 

Mr.  BARRY.  The  gentleman  says  it  is.  I  have  never  read  that 
decision.  It  may  be  true.  I  believe  that  if  this  section  is  stricken  out, 
and  another  section  put  in  its  place,  to  leave  it  so  that  the  Legislature 
can  provide  for  the  necessary  legislation  in  this  matter,  I  think  it  would 
be  better.  If  the  gentlemen  want  to  remove  that  great  evil  of  wildcat 
mines  in  this  State,  or  the  speculation  that  these  men  indulge  in,  we 
will  agree  with  them.  Anything  that  can  be  done  we  are  ready  to  do. 
But  we  ought  to  remember  the  mining  interests,  not  simply  on  account 
of  the  miners,  whose  interests  we  are  lK)und  to  protect,  but  we  claim  we 
are  protecting  the  interests  of  this  State  in  protecting  the  mining  inter- 
est, which  is  one  of  its  greatest  resources.  It  should  not  be  impaired, 
and  the  great  work  of  development  should  not  be  prevented.  Their 
capital  stock  should  not  be  taxed,  when  often  it  has  but  a  Petitions  value. 
It  does  certainly  amount  to  double  taxation,  even  if  the  Supreme  Court 
may  hold  that  it  does  not.  I  hope  the  motion  to  strike  out  the  section 
will  prevail. 

REMARKS  OF  MB.   WBLLIN. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  know  that  this  section  is 
exactly  what  we  desire.  It  does  not  seem  exactly  right  to  me,  but  at 
the  same  time  where  there  is  nothing  better  offered,  I  hope  we  will 
adopt  it.  Gentlemen,  in  talking  of  the  effect  on  mining  companies,  seem 
to  forget  that  we  have  a  few  corporations  in  San  Francisco,  and  when 
the  Assessor  goes  after  them  they  put  in  probably  two  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  and  yet  we  know  that  these  companies  have  property  worth 
perhaps  a  million  or  two.  Take  the  San  Francisco  Gas  Company,  under 
the  present  management  we  can  hardly  get  any  taxes  out  of  that  con- 
cern at  all,  and  yet  their  capital  stock  is  worth  a  large  sum  of  money, 
and  this  seems  to  be  the  only  practical  way  for  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  to  get  a  fair  tax  upon  that  property. 

We  have  also  got  a  water  company,  a  very  powerful  and  a  very  rich 
company,  and  unless  we  get  something  of  this  kind  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  people  will  see  that  they  do  not  pay  their  just  share  of  the  taxes. 
But  we  have  still  another  company  there  in  San  Francisco  which  per- 
haps is  more  powerful  than  either  of  these,  and  that  is  the  Nevada 
Bank.  It  has  a  paid  up  capital  of  ten  million  dollars.  We  do  not  know 
what  their  stock  is  worth.  They  pay  upon  about  two  million  five 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  while  they  have  a  ten  million  paid  up  capi- 
tal. Are  we  just  simply  to  take  an  assessment  upon  two  million  five 
hundred  thousand  dollars  of  that  corporation,  and  let  the  other  seven 


million  five  hundred  thousand  go  untaxed,  simply  because  some  one 
thinks  a  blow  is  aimed  at  them,  or  because  some  small  miner  is  to  be  hurt? 
If  they  think  this  will  injure  legitimate  mining  enterprises,  why  don't 
they  offer  us  a  plan  by  which  we  can  strike  a  blow  at  these  men  that 
escape  taxation?  Let  them  prepare  such  an  article  and  we  will  support 
it.  I  shall  certainly  vote  to  retain  this  section  seventeen  until  they 
give  us  something  that  will  reach  these  rich  corporations  and  make 
them  bear  their  just  share  of  taxation. 

The  ones  I  have  mentioned  are  only  the  most  glaring  ones  and  we 
have  a  large  number  of  other  ones.  AH  the  Assessor  can  reach  in  the 
way  of  real  estate  will  not  amount  to  ten  per  cent,  of  the  value  of  the 
capital  stock.  The  people  desire  to  reach  this.  I  maintain  that  we 
want  section  seventeen  or  something  else  that  will  reach  these  people. 

BEMABKS   OF   MR.   FII.CHBB. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  the  objec- 
tions urged  by  some  of  my  friends  from  the  mining  counties  against 
this  section,  are  not  well  founded.  And  more  than  that,  I  would  say 
in  this  connection,  that  in  the  matter  of  regulation  of  corporations,  it 
seems  to  me  that  a  great  deal  depends  upon  whose  ox  is  gored.  We  are 
all  disposed  to  impose  the  most  stringent  measures  upon  the  Central 
Pacific  Railroad  Company,  because,  perhaps,  none  of  us  own  any  stock 
in  it;  but  when  it  comes  to  corporations  within  our  own  locality,  the 
members  of  which  are  our  own  constituents,  we  feel  a  delicacy  in  regard 
to  regulating  them.  For  my  part,  I  think  fairness  is  only  fair;  right  is 
only  right,  under  any  circumstanoes ;  and  any  corporation  in  this  State, 
mining  or  otherwise,  if  it  cannot  stand  what  is  right,  fair,  and  just  in 
the  way  of  regulation,  let  it  go  down.  There  is  no  double  taxation  sug- 
gested in  this  section.  There  is  no  unjust  proposition.  The  idea  arri  v^ 
at  is  this,  simply :  if  the  capital  stock,  at  the  regular  market  value, 
whatever  it  is  worth  in  market,  is  worth  more  than  the  real  and  per- 
sonal property  of  any  corporation,  that  excess  in  value  shall  be  repre- 
sented on  the  assessment  roll.  There  is  certainly  no  double  taxation  in 
that.  ^ 

Now  a  mining  corporation  in  my  county  owns  property  there,  by  way 
of  mines  and  appurtenances  necessary  for  mining  purposes,  to  the  amount 
of  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  or  more,  and  that  is  the  whole  of  it  in 
a  tangible  shape,  and  yet  the  capital  stock  of  that  corporation  represents 
two  million  dollars  in  the  market.  I  say  that  that  excess  in  value  should 
be  represented  on.  the  assessment  roll,  for  it  represents  value  in  this  State. 
Though  I  favored  the  substitute  as  submitted  by  my  colleague,  Mr.  Burt, 
yet  I  believe  that  the  one  emanating  from  the  gentleman  irom  Alameda 
18  preferable.  It  is  the  idea  aimed  at,  and  it  is  expressed  in  terse  and 
plain  terms:  simply  that  the  excess  in  value  of  the  capital  stock,  over 
and  above  the  vaiue  of  the  property,  shall  be  assessed,  out  it  leaves  the 
details  to  the  Legislature,  and  that  is  why  I  prefer  it  to  this  section. 
Here  we  go  on  in  the  Constitution  and  attempt  to  provide  the  details, 
and  in  the  event  that  they  should  piDve  wrong,  or  come  in  conflict  with 
some  other  part  of  the  Constitution,  they  mignt  prove  not  harmonious 
and  be  beyond  reparation.  We  should  therefore  provide  in  the  Consti- 
tution the  fundamental  principle  and  let  the  details  go. 

The  next  idea  aimed  at  is  getting  at  these  foreign  corporations.  It  has 
been  asserted  that  if  we  adopt  this  we  will  drive  all  the  foreign  corpora- 
tions out  of  the  State.  I  say  let  us  drive  them  out,  then.  If  they,  who 
bring  their  capital  here  and  command  the  laws  of  this  State  for  their 
protection;  who  receive  protection  from  the  State;  if  they  cannot  afford 
to  pay  a  portion  of  the  revenue  for  the  support  of  the  government,  let 
us  drive  them  out  and  get  some  one  who  can.  All  the  regulations  we 
have  thus  far  made  bear  on  our  local  corporations;  those  belonging  to 
California;  those  instituted  by  California  capital. 

I^Ib.  cross.  The  objections  urged  in  this  particular  part  of  the  house 
against  the  substitute  are  not  urged  against  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Van  Dyke.  I  ask  that  that  provision 
be  now  read. 

Mb.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  That  is  my  reason  for  desiring  to 
address  the  committee  at  this  time.  The  discussion  has  wandered  off  as 
to  these  details,  and  the  amendment  ofiered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Alameda,  immediately  under  consideration,  seems  to  have  been  over- 
looked entirely.  I  believe  my  friend  from  Trinity  cannot  seriously  and 
earnestly  object  to  that  amendment,  as  it  stands  now.  There  are  onlv 
two  points.  One  is,  that  these  corporations  shall  be  assessed  to  the  full 
extent,  and  at  the  same  time  avoid  double  taxation ;  and  the  other  is, 
that  a  tax  shall  be  received  from  these  foreign  corporations  doing  busi- 
ness on  this  coast,  and  doing  it  under  the  protection  of  the  laws  of  Cali- 
fornia. If  there  is  anything  in  those  two  points  that  is  objectionable  I 
would  like  to  have  the  objections  set  forth. 

BEMABKS   OF   MB.    MCFABLAND. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  offering 
my  condolence  and  syrapathv  to  the  gentleman  from  Sierra,  his  neigh- 
bors of  Nevada,  and  some  other  gentlemen  from  counties  interested  in 
mines.  I  am  very  sorry,  indeed,  that  they^  are  unable  to  direct  the  storm 
that  thev  have  helped  to  raise,  so  that  it  shall  injure  the  property  of 
everybody  else  except  their  constituents. 

Mb.  cross.  Don't  you  know  that  we  have  stood,  from  the  first, 
against  any  kind  of  double  taxation? 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  You  have  stood  against  anything  that  would  tax 
a  mine.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  cross.  We  are  all  willing  to  have  the  mine  and  the  mining 
franchise  taxed  for  what  it  is  worth. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  Now,  sir,  when  this  Convention  started,  there 
was  apparently  a  large  majority  in  favor  of  doing  what  we  call  **  cinch- 
ing corporations."  They  said  to  you :  "  Strike  a  corporation  on  the  head 
whenever  you  see  it  1  Burst  up  the  corporations  I  Drive  them  out  of 
the  State  I  They  are  bloated  monopolies,  all  of  them  1"  And,  if  I  am 
not  wrong  in  my  recollection,  my  iriends  over  there  were  among  the 
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loudest  mouths  that  took  that  position.  They  are  beginning  to  find  that 
when  you  start  a  fire  it  is  not  so  easy  to  control  it.  I  admit  that  this  is 
the  most  ridiculous  proposition  ever  heard  of,  to  tax  the  property  and 
then  tax  the  capital  stock.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  nonsense.  It  is 
double  taxation  of  the  worst  kind.  But  it  is  very  clear  that  this  is  only 
one  of  the  results  of  the  storm  which  these  gentlemen  have  helped  to 
raise,  and,  while  I  shall  do  what  I  can  to  prevent  it,  if  they  and  their 
constituents  go  down  before  it  I  shall  feel  very  sorry  for  them. 

RBlfARKS   OF   MB.    BESRSTEGHBB. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Burt,  as  printed  in 
to-day's  Journal.  There  are  only  two  objections  urged  to  this  section, 
and  the  first  is  that  it  is  virtually  double  taxation,  which  is  an  error. 
The  section  provides  for  the  assessment  of  the  real  and  personal  prop- 
erty of  the  corporation.  The  real  and  personal  property  shall  be 
assessed  and  taxed,  and  the  tax  collected  in  the  locality,  the  district,  or 
the  city  in  which  the  real  and  personal  property  is  located.  That  is 
the  first  taxation  ,*  provided,  however,  that  if  the  corporation  have  cor- 
porate stock,  the  cash  value  of  which  is  above  the  value  of  the  real  and 
personal  property  assessed,  then  the  excess  in  the  value  of  stock  shall 
be  assessed'  in  the  place  where  the  principal  office  of  the  company  is 
located.  Now,  there  is  no  double  taxation  about  it  at  all,  because  a 
deduction  is  made  out  of  the  value  of  the  stock  to  the  amount  of  the 
value  of  the  real  and  personal  property  which  is  taxed.  In  other  words, 
the  property  taxed  is  taken  out  of  the  property  not  taxed,  and  the  bal- 
ance is  taxed,  if  there  be  a  balance.  It  is  said,  however,  that  the  stock 
ought  to  be- taxed  where  the  stockholder  resides.  We  know  very  well 
that  it  is  the  easiest  thing  po^ible  for  a  person  possessed  of  stock  to  take 
that  stock  and  lock  it  up,  and  no  Assessor  can  find  it,  and  no  Assessor 
will  find  it,  and  the  consequence  is  that  stocks  will  escape  and  always 
have  escaped  taxation.  This  is  the  only  possible  method  of  reaching 
the  capital  stock  of  corporations. 

^  Again,  the  objection  is  urged  that  it  is  taxing  the  company  and  not 
taxing  the  stockholder.  The  objection  is  fallacious,  because  the  com- 
pany is  the  stockholder,  and  you  cannot  take  the  stockholder  outside  the 
company,  because  if  you  have  no  stockholders  you  have  no  company, 
and  you  have  no  corporation.  The  value  of  the  stock  consists  in  the 
value  of  the  corporate  franchise,  and  not  only  that,  but  also,  perhaps,  in 
speculative  values.  Undoubtedly  in  California  it  coi^sists  mainly  in 
speculative  values.  Stock  from  which  a  dividend  is  received,  the  com- 
pany at  all  times  before  that  dividend  is  paid,  takes  out  the  amount  of 
expenses,  and  the  tax  which  the  company  pays  upon  the  stock  will  sim- 
ply be  carried  over  to  the  expense  account,  and  the  stockholders  will 
i-eceive  so  much  less  dividend.  Therefore,  the  stockholders  virtually 
j>ay  the  tax,  because  it  is  one  of  the  necessary  expenses  of  the  corpora- 
tion, and  the  burden  falls  upon  the  stockholders,  airectly  in  proportion 
to  the  amount  of  stocks  which  they  own.  Therefore,  both  of  the  objec- 
tions fall  to  the  ground.  First,  it  is  not  double  taxation,  because  the 
deduction  is  made;  second,  it  is  a  payment  of  the  tax  directly  by  the 
stockholder,  because  the  amount  oi  the  tax  is  deducted  from  the  amount 
of  his  dividends,  and  his  stock  is  worth,  so  much  less.  The  taxes  will 
form  a  part  of  the  necessary  expenses  of  every  corporation,  and  must  of 
necessity  be  paid  by  the  stockholders  in  proportion  to  the  stock  which 
they  possess  or  hold. 

Ma.  OVERTON.  Does  it  permit  a  deduction  of  the  amount  of  the 
property  if  the  mine  is  located  out  of  the  State?  The  author  says  it 
does  not. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  It  says:  "The  capital  stock  of  all  oorjwra- 
tions  and  joint  stock  associations  organized  under  the  laws  of  this  State 
shall  be  assessed  to  such  corporations  and  associations  in  the  city, 
county,  or  city  and  county,  or  aistrict,  in  which  their  principal  places  of 
business  are  located,  at  its  market  value;  provided,  that  tne  real  and 
personal  property  owned  or  possessed  by  any  such  corporation  or  asso- 
ciation shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  in  the  several  cities,  counties,  or 
cities  and  counties,  or  districts,  in  which  the  same  is  situated.  The 
excess  in  value  only  of  the  capital  stock  of  such  corporations  or  asso- 
ciations over  the  ciggregate  value  of  their  real  and  personal  property, 
within  this  State, according  to  such  assessment,  shall  be  taxed,  and  shall 
be  so  taxed  in  the  city,  county,  or  city  and  county,  or  district,  in  which 
the  principal  place  of  business  of  such  corporation  or  association  is 
located.  For  the  purposes  of  taxation,  the  list  and  assessment  of  the 
real  and  personal  property  of  persons,  corporations,  and  associations 
owning  or  enjoying  valuable  franchises,  shall  include  such  franchises  as 
forming  a  part  of  such  property.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law 
for  the  assessment  and  collection  of  an  annual  tax  upon  the  gross 
receipts,  within  this  State,  of  all  foreign  corporations  doing  business  in 
this  State." 

The  amendment  would  allow  of  a  deduction  of  the  value  of  the  real 
and  personal  property  located  within  this  State  from  the  value  of  the 
capital  stock,  and  of  course,  the  objections  that  have  been  «rged  by  the 
gentleman  from  Nevada  fall  to  the  ground,  it  not  being  double  taxation, 
and  it  not  being  a  payment  of  taxes  by  the  company  outside  of  the 
stockholders. 

Mr.  cross.  Do  you  claim  that  any  gentleman  from  Nevada  has 
said  that  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Van  Dyke,  as  now  amended,  amounts 
to  double  taxation  ?  If  you  do,  you  do  not  understand  what  was  said. 
The  gentlemen  from  Nevada  universally  support  that  amendment. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  In  so  far  as  my  argument  may  clash  with 
that  of  the  gentleman,  I  claim  that  my  arguments  will  stand  against 
his  assertions. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman :  Believing  that  we  have  |^ad  sufficient 
discussion  upon  this  subject  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  main  question  was  ordered  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  60  ayes  to 
29  noes. 
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Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Nevada,  to  strike  out  section  seventeen.  ' 

The  motion  prevailed,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  62  ayes  to  47  noes. 

Thk  chairman.  The  section  is  stricken  out  The  Secretary  will 
read  section  eighteen. 

The  secretary  read : 

Src.^.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  all  laws  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  article. 

Mr^  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  add  the  follow- 
ing section. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    I  have  a  substitute  for  section  nine. 

INCOME  TAX. 

Thk  secretary  read  the  additional  section  offered  by  Mr.  Dudley, 
as  follows: 

"Income  taxes  may  be  assessed  to  and  collected  from  persons,  corpo- 
rations, joint  stock  associations,  and  companies,  resident  or  doing  business 
in  this  State,  or  any  one  or  more  of  them,  in  such  case  or  Amounts  and 
in  such  manner  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  law."  , 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   DUDLEY. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  this  additional  sec- 
tion to  this  article  for  the  reason  that  I  believe — as  I  think  every  other 
gentleman  who  has  thoroughly  considered  the  subject  must  believe — 
that  any  system  of  taxation  that  is  confined  entirely  to  raising  revenue 
by  levying  a  per  cent,  upon  property  values,  is  radically  wrong;  that  it 
is  wrong  m  theory;  that  it  would  be'  unjust  in  its  operations;  and  that 
it  will  in  the  future,  as  in  the  past,  prove  very  decidedly  unsatisfactory 
in  results.  It  is  well  known  to  every  gentleman  here,  that  there  are  in 
this  State  a  variety  of  corporations  and  associations  that  have  in  the  past 
shirked  their  just  proportions  of  taxation ;  and  I  believe  that  the  only 
method  in  the  world  to  reach  them  is  to  tax  gross  receipts  or  income. 
This  proposition  will  not  make  it  obligatory  to  levy  such  a  tax,  but  it 
provides  that  the  Legislature  may  levy  a  tax  upon  persons  or  corpora- 
tions, or  any  class  of  corporations,  and  that  this  tax  may  be  different  in 
amounts  in  different  cases,  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case.  That  is, 
the  Legislature  may  discriminate.  I  have  no  fear  that  any  Legislature 
will  be  unjust,  and  I  believe  that  thev  will,  in  every  instance,  aiscrimi- 
nate,  and  discriminate  properly,  Ibr  the  very  purpose  of  effecting  justice. 
The  first  section  of  this  article,  as  adopted  by  the  committee,  is  m  very 
nearly  the  words  of  the  old  Constitution — that  is,  that  taxation  shall  l>e 
equal  and  uniform — if  my  memory  serves  me  correctly.  I  believe  that 
gentlemen  Are  ready  to  acknowledge  that  the  injustice  and  inequality  of 
the  present  system  of  taxation  grew  out  of  the  construction  by  the  Courts 
of  that  very  expression.  If  we  adopt  it  in  this  new  Constitution,  with 
that  expression  unmodified  and  unchanged,  and  the  Legislature  are 
compelled  to  apply  this  unbending,  unyielding  rule,  the  same  injustice 
will  exist  in  the  future  that  has  existed  in  the  past.  I  offer  the  amend- 
ment, and  ask  the  serious  consideration  by  the  members  of  this  commit- 
tee of  that  matter.  I  do  not  believe  that  gentlemen  are  afraid  to  trust 
the  Legislature  in  this  matter.  Let  us  see  if  there  cannot  be  invented 
And  adopted  some  system  of  taxation  that  will  work  more  justly  than 
the  present  one.  There  is  nothing  unjust  in  it,  and  to  my  mind  it  is 
very  important. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WYATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope,  sir,  that  the  proposition  offered 
by  the  gentleman 'from  Solano  as  an  independent  section  will  be  adopted 
by  this  committee,  and  I  have  very  little  question  but  it  will,  as  all  of 
those  who  stand  in  opposition  to  the  views  that  I  have  usually  voted 
for  have  constantly  claimed  that  all  these  matters  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
Legislature.  Now,  upon  this  proposition  of  taxing  incomes,  I  agree 
with  them  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislature.  And,  sir,  I  do  it  upon  the 
principle  that  the  old  Constitution  was  not  found  flexible  enough  to  do 
justice  in  the  collection  of  the  revenues  of  this  State,  and  that  it  fixed 
itself  upon  a  few  items  of  property  that  could  not  be  hid,  and  there 
derived  all  the  revenues  of  this  State;  that  it  ignored  the  more  recent 
characters  in  which  property  has  assumed  large  proportions  in  later 
days,  in  the  shape  of  mortgages,  and  in  the  shape  oi  intangible  property 
that  could  not  be  taken  hold  of,  as  land  or  other  property  that  could  be 
seen  or  felt,  and  for  the  purpose  of  reaching  this  class  of  property,  and 
that  the  Legislature  can  reach  them,  and  reach  them  in  the  shape  of 
foreign  corporations  and  foreign  corporations  alone,  or  in  the  shape  of 
domestic  corporations  and  domestic  corporations  alone,  and  in  the  snape 
of  an  income  that  cannot  escape  taxation  as  land  cannot  escape  taxation. 
For  the  purpose  of  making  taxation  according  to  valuations  in  this  State, 
I  support  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  and  I  hope  that 
it  will  be  supported  by  a  majority  of  this  committee,  and  that  it  will  be 
engrafted  as  an  article  in  our  Constitution.  It  will  give  that  elasticity 
and  flexibility  to  your  Constitution  that  it  needs  in  order  to  enable  the 
Legislature  of  this  State  to  place  taxes  where  they  should  be  placed. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   BROWK. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  amendment  may  be  considered 
a  little  new,  yet  I  am  impressed  with  the  opinion  that  it  is  correct  in 
principle.  Now,  it  is  evident  that  the  article  on  taxation  has  not  been 
matured  according  to  the  wishes  of  a  majority  of  the  members  of  this 
body.  Something  more  could  be  done  to  carry  out  more  effectually  the 
system.  This  is  not  a  clause  to  be  placed  in  the  Constitution  by  which* 
it  is  imperative  upon  the  Legislature  to  levy  this  tax,  but  the  matter 
goes  before  the  people  of  the  State.  The  members  of  the  Legislature, 
coming  fresh  from  the  people,  will  be  prepared  to^carrv  out  the  senti- 
ment and  wishes  of  the  people  upon^this  subject.  The  matter  will 
undergo  a  fair  investigation,  and  these  members,  after  feeling  in  that 
way  the  drift  of  public  sentiment,  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Legisla- 
ture to  it,  and  they  may  act  accordingly.  I  am  impressed  with  the 
opinion  that  it  is  correct|  and  that  income  should  be  taxed,  and  that  the 
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people  of  this  State  will  approve  of  this;  but  there  will  be  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  investigation  by  the  people  before  anything  of  the  kind  can 
pass.  Under  these  impressions,  it  appears  to  me  that  this  independent 
section  is  unobjectionable,  and  may  be  adopted  by  the  most  fastidious 
members  of  this  Convention.  [A  sneeze  ana  laughter.]  I  shall  have  to 
pronounce  that  one  an  imitation.    [Laughter.] 

KKMABKS   OF   MR.   WSBSTER.  ^ 

Mr.  Webster.  Mr.  chairman.*  I  am  in  favor  of  this  ^><*tion  as  it 
has  been  read.  I  believe,  sir,  that  the  people  of  this  State  will  accept 
something  that  is  tangible,  something  tnat  will  offer  some  relief  in  the 
matter  of  equalization  of  taxation.  I  am  of  the  opinion,  sir,  that  no 
relief  whatever  will  come  to  those  who  are  in  the  most  need  of  it,  from 
sections  one  and  five  of  this  report,  as  adopted.  In  my  opinion  it  will 
revert  right  back  into  the  old  channel  of  assessment  with  each  incum- 
brance and  with  each  delay,  without  any  benefit.  The  principles  in- 
volved in  sections  two  and  five  are  equitable  and  just  in  theory,  especially 
in  section  five,  but  in  my  opinion  it  will  be  impracticable  in  its  opera- 
tion, and  it  will  be  found,  when  it  is  put  in  force>  that  it  will  turn  to 
dust  and  ashes,  and  offer  no  relief  whatever.  This  principle  of  an  income 
tax  is  one  that  is  equitable  and  just,  and  one  by  which  we  can  reach  a 
certain  class  of  subjects  that  have  always  wholly  escaped  taxation.  This 
has  been  a  matter  that  has  been  discussed  very  seriously  by  some  mem- 
bers of  this  body  for  the  last  month,  and  we  have  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  this  will  be  more  effective  in  its  operation  than  anything 
which  can  be  adopted.  It  is  right,  for  the  reason  that  the  ability  of  an 
individual  to  pay  taxes  is  in  the  exact  ratio  of  the  amount  of  his  net 
income.  Sir,  tnis  question  of  taxation  has  grown  enormously  within  the 
last  twenty  years.  The  expenditures,  both  State  and  municipal,  have 
grown  so  enormously  that  the  burdens  of  taxation  are  beginning  to 
bear  heavily  upon  the  whole  people,  and  they  are  orying  for  relief.  I 
hold,  sir,  that  with  this  section  much  relief  will  be  offered.  But  the 
greatest  relief,  sir — and  I  wish  to  impress  it  upon  the  members  of  this 
Convention — is  retrenchment  and  reform  in  expenditure.  Sir,  it  is 
notorious  that  the  people  of  this  State  and  the  people  of  the  nation  have 
been  piling  in  and  piling  in  their  revenues  and  their  resources  into  the 
public  crib,  year  after  vear,  while  cormorants  and  foxes  have  been  taking 
it  out  at  the  bottom.  We  want  to  stop  these  holes,  and  we  want  to  reduce 
the  aggregate  amount  of  taxes  which  are  raised.  In  this  State,  sir,  last 
year,  twelve  million  dollars  were  required  for  State,  county,  and 
municipal  purposes;  four  million  dollars  for  the  State — nearly  five — and 
eight  millions  for  the  counties.  One  half  of  that  amount,  alluost,  for  the 
counties,  and  two  millions  and  a  half  for  the  State,  Vould  have  been 
all  sufficient,  if  we  would  reduce  our  system  to  that  equity  and  that 
retrenchment  and  reform  which  is  required.  As  to  the  odiousness  of 
this  tax,  sir,  I  do  not  conceive  that  it  is  more  odious  or  more  inquisi- 
torial than  the  personal  tax.  What  is  more  inauisitorial  than  to  have 
the  Assessor  come  into  your  house  and  inquire  aoout  every  piece  of  fur- 
niture? It  does  not  have  that  objection.  It  will  offer  more  relief  than 
any  section  which  has  been  placed  in  this  report,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
adopted. 

RSHARKS   OF   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  it  is  in  order,  I  move  to  amend 
the  section  as  proposed,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "  persons,"  in  line 
two,-  the  words  "on  money  loaned,  and  on,"  so  that  it  will  read: 
"Income  taxes  may  be  assessed  to  and  collected  from 'persons  on  money 
loaned,  and  on  corporations,  joint  stock  associations,  and  companies 
resident  or  doing  business  in  this  State,  on  any  one  or  more  of  them,  in 
such  case  or  amounts,  and  in  such  manner,  as  shall  be  prescribed  by 
law."  Then  it  will  be  limited  to  money  loaned,  and  to  corporations, 
joint  stock  associations,  and  companies  resident  or  doing  business  in  this 
State.  Will  the  Secretary  read  ttie  section  aa  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Solano,  Mr.  Dudley? 

Thr  secretary  read: 

"  Income  taxes  may  be  assessed  to.  and  collected  from  persons,  corpo- 
rations, joint  stock  associations,  and  companies  resident  or  doing  busi- 
ness in  this  State,  or  any  one  or  more  of  them,  in  such  case  or  amounts, 
and  in  such  manner,  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  law." 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Now,  will  the  Secretary  read  the  amendment  which 
I  send  up? 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"Income  taxes  may  be  assessed  to  and  collected  from  persons  on 
money  loaned,  and  on  corporations,  joint  stock  associations,  and  com- 
panies resident,  or  doing  business  in  this  State,  or  any  one  or  more  of 
them,  in  such  case  or  amounts,  and  such  manner,  as  shall  be  prescribed 
by  law." 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  amendment  I  propose  takes 
away  the  objection  of  its  being  an  inquisitorial  tax,  because  any  indi- 
vidual has  to  be  queationetl  upon  the  subject  of  money  loaned.  Again, 
sir,  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  found  practically  any  other  method  of 
reaching  money  loaned,  and  especially  money  loaned  by  cor{x>rations. 
The  facility  for  concealments  are  notoriously  so  great  that  unless  you 
reach  it  in  the  shape  of  an  income  tax,  you  cannot  reach  it  at  all.  Every 
English  writer  on  political  economy,  since  Adam  Smith,  has  advocated 
an  income  tax.  Tnere  is  not  an  exception.  Mr.  Leroy  and  Professor 
Walker  also  advocated  an  income  tax,  as  being  the  fairest  tax  that  can 
»be  levied.  Now,  how  else  are  you  to  reach  money  loaned;  and 
especially  how  are  you  to  reach  money  loaned  by  corposa^ions?  In  the 
lost  report  of  the  State  Board  of  Equalization  they  show  that  the  return  of 
the  banks  for  cash  ^n  hand  was  two  million  eighty-two  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  thirty  dollars,  whi^h  everybody  knows  is  a  ridiculously  low 
estimate,  and  is  not  a  fair  return  at  all  of  the  money  now  on  hand. 

Now,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  a  little  less  than  a  year 
ago,  the  Bank  Commissioners  while  in  San  Francisco  summoned  wit- 
nesses before  them  in  relation  to  the  amounts  of  money  had  and  loaned  ' 


by  the  deposit  banks,  and  it  appears  from  that  testimony — it  is  published 
in  the  Chronicle  of  that  date— a  paper  that  has  published  uniformly 
very  valuable  commercial  and  statistical  information.  The  Savings 
Union,  with  a  capital  stock  of  four  hundred  thousand  dollars,  had  on 
deposit  eight  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars;  loaned  on  real 
estate  seven  million  five  hundred  thousand.  German  Bank,  capital 
stock/two  hundred  thousand  dollars ;  deposits,  eight  million  six  hun- 
dred thousand  six  hundred  dollars ;  Hibemia  Bank,  no  capital  stock, 
but  a  guaranteed  fund  of  one  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars; 
deposits,  fourteen  million  dollars;  loans  on  real  estate  and  approved 
bonds.  French  Bank,  no  capital  stock ;  surplus  fund,  two  hundred  and 
eighty  thousand  dollars;  deposits,  six  million  dollars;  loans  on  real 
estate  and  county  bonds.  Odd  Fellows  Bank,  no  capital  stock,  but  a 
surplus  fund  of  sixty-nine  thousand  dollars ;  deposits,  five  million  six 
hundred  thousand  dollars;  money  loaned  on  real  estate  and  municipal 
bonds.  Security  Bank,  capital  stock,  three  hundred  thousand  dollars; 
deposits,  two  million  five  nundred  thousand  dollars;  aggregate  deposits 
loaned  as  returned  by  the  testimony  of  the  officers,  thirty-seven  million 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  And  yet  it  is  perfectly  notorious  that 
under  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  tne  case  of  the  Hibemia 
Bank  that  there  was  no  revenue  at  all  derived  by  taxation  from  these 
immense  loans. 

Now,  then,  it  is  perfectly  immaterial  whether  the  tax  should  have 
been  paid  by  the  banks  or  the  depositors.  II  was  so  much  money,  so 
much  property,  which  should  have  been  taxed,  and  the  failure  to  tax 
that  property  has  added  to  the  levy  upon  every  other  taxpayer;  and 
therefore,  I  say  it  is,  that  without  an  income  tax  you  never  can  reach 
these  funds;  you  never  can  tax  this  property;  because  you  will  never 
ascertain  with  any  accuracy  bow  much  they  have  had  deposited,  and 
how  much  they  have  loaned.  It  strikes  me,  therefore,  that  this  amend- 
ment is  a  good  one,  especially  as  this  matter  is  left  to  the  Legislature, 
and  they  will  not  probably  resort  to  it  unless  they  find  justice  requires 
it.  I  see  no  objection  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Solano. 
On  the  contrary,  it  seems  to  be  eminently  proper  and  right,  and  a  pro- 
vision that  should  be  engrafted  in  this  Constitution. 

RRMARK8  OF   MR.   BDOBRTOIT. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  only  to  say  that  I  am 
in  favor  of  this  amendment  as  amended  by  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  adopted  solely  upon  the  principle  that 
we  ought  to  be^Donsistent  You  have  provided  that  solvent  debts  shall 
be  taxed.  You  have  got  it  fixed  so  that  you  tax  the  poor  washwoman 
on  her  passbook  and  you  tax  the  banker  on  the  same  money,  and  now  I 
think  there  should  be  an  additional  burden  upon  that  money  loaned. 
I  think  it  is  eminently  proper.  And  when  it  is  all  done  we  will  present 
the  most  inviting  field  for  capital  that  can  be  found  on  the  globe. 

Mr.  BARTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  for  any 
burlesque  in  this  matter.  It  simply  gives  the  Legislature  the  power  to 
use  a  drag-net,  such  as  is  required  in  this  State.  It  meets  the  ends  of 
justice,  and  that  is  all  that  can  be  said.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  it  will  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  That  is  a  very  convincing  speecli 
of  the  gentleman  from  Humboldt,  and  corroborates  my  view.  It  is 
merely  permissive;  it  is  merely  a  suggestion  to  the  Legislature  that  it 
can  do  this.  I  protest  against  loading  down  this  organic  law  with  pro- 
visions of  this  Kind,  which  are  permissive  in  character.  Everybody 
knows  that  knows  anything  about  it,  that  under  our  form  of  govern- 
ment, the  Legislature  can  do  everything  that  it  is  not  prohibited  from 
doing  by  the  Constitution  of  the  State  or  the  United  States.  Why  this 
Convention  should  suggest  a  thing  to  be  done  by  the  Legislature  when 
they  can  do  it  in  the  absence  of  a  prohibition  in  the  Constitution,  I  do 
not  see. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  ask  whether  the  Legislature 
has  not  this  power  already?  I  am  in  favor  of  this  idea  of  income  taxes 
in  certain  cases,  but  has  not  the  Legislature  that  power  without  assert- 
ing in  the  Constitution  that  it  has  such  power? 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Yes;  but  the  gentleman  knows,  as  a  member  of  the 
bar,  that  the  fact  that  a  provision  was  rejected  by  a  direct  vote  of  the 
Constitutional  Convention  has  always  been  an  argument  against  its  valid- 
ity in  construction. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  can  see  no  use  in  lumbering  up  the  Constitu- 
tion with  sections  giving  the  Legislature  permission  to  do  something  it 
can  do  without  permission. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    What  is  the  harm  ? 

Mr.  McCALIjUM.  I  see  a  good  deal  of  harm  in  putting  in  anything 
that  is  unnecessary.  I  would,  though,  be  in  favor  oi  making  it  roanda- 
tory,  which  is  entirely  a  different  thing.  I  do  not  understand  that  this 
amendment  is  intended  to  do  anything  towards  making  double  taxa- 
tion in  case  of  mortgages,  because  we  have  already  provided  for  a  tax 
on  money  secured  by  mortgages  and  upon  other  solvent  debts.  Now, 
to  tax  the  income  from  money  loaned  as  interest,  aa  this  section  pro- 
vides, I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  if  that  is 
not  double  taxation  to  that  extent?  You  tax  the  interest  received  from 
the  mortgage  and  tax  the  mortgage  itself. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  The  gentleman  is  anticipating  a  thing  that  probably 
never  will  occur.  It  is  to  be  done  by  the  Legislature,  and  he  is  antici- 
pating that  the  Legislature  will  be  guilty  of  toe  absurdity  of  taxing  the 
money  on  mortgages  and  then  levying  an  income  tax  upon  it.  That  is 
not  to  be  presumed  at  all.  The  proposition  does  not  present  that  idea 
at  all.  If  they  have  taxed  it  in  another  form  it  is  not  to  be  presumed 
that  they  will  tax  it  in  the  shape  of  an  income,  unless  we  assume  that 
the  Legislature  will  be  guilty  of  an  absurdity,  which  we  have  no  right 
to  assume. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Strike  out  the  other  and  make  it  mandatory,  and 
I  would  like  to  vote  for  it.  We  have  provided  for  taxing  the  solvent 
debt,  and  I  object  to  these  two  provisions. 
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REMARKS   or   MR.   BXERSTEOHSR. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  Experience  in  the  eastern 
States  during  and  for  some  years  after  the  war  has  shown  that  an  income 
tax  was  obnoxious  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  I  hope  that  this 
proposition  will  be  promptly  voted  down. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  is  not  aware  that 
that  income  tax  included  the  income  upon  occupations  as  well  as  an 
income  on  property. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  ia  such  a  thing  as  going 
too  far.  There  is  such  a  thing  as  con fiscation#  I  believe  in  taxation,  but 
I  believe  in  stopping  where  taxation  ends  or  where  confiscation  begins. 
Now,  gentlemen,  we  have  said  that  mortgages  are  to  be  taxed,  and  we 
have  said  that  solvent  debts  are  to  be  taxei^  If  you  tax  solvent  debts, 
and  if  you  tax  mortgages,  and  they  are  honestly  put  upon  the  assess- 
ment roll,  and  the  tax  is  scrupulously  and  honestly  paid,  if  you  then  go 
to  work  and  tax  the  man's  income  you  certainly  tax  him  twice. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  in  what  way  you 
are  to  get  at  that  vast  number  of  people  who  pay  no  taxes,  but  live  on 
the  incomes  from  Government  bonds,  except  by  an  income  tax?  One 
fifth  of  the  values  of  this  country  are  so  held. 

Me.  BEERSTECHER.  The  answer  is  this:  I  have  heard  it  repeated 
and  reiterated  a  thousand  times,  not  onlv  through  the  public  press  of 
the  countrv,  but  also  from  the  stump  and  on  the  street  corners,  about 
the  bloatea  bondholders  that  hold  the  United  States  bonds,  but  I  have 
never  seen  them  in  the  State  of  California.  There  is  probably  one  man 
in  ten  thousand  who  holds  any  Government  bonds  in  this  State.  They 
are  held  east  of  the  Mississippi  and  beyond  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  We  are 
not  to  tax  probabilities  at  all. 

Mr.  AYERS.  They  exist  here  in  large  numbers — hundreds  of  mil- 
lions— ^and  the  number  will  be  larger  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  The  experience  under  the  income  tax  during 
and  immediately  succeeding  the  war  was  this:  The  man  of  small 
means,  the  tradesman,  and  the  small  capitalist  paid  that  income  tax, 
but  the  rich  man,  the  large  capitalist,  and  the  monopolist,  escaped  the 
income  tax,  as  he  will  inevitably  escape  any  other  tax  that  you  may  see 
fit  to  levy  upon  him.  I  tell  you  that  the  big  fish  are  going  to  break 
your  net  every  time,  and  the  small  fish  and  the  medium  sized  fish  are 
going  to  be  caught  by  it. 

Mr.  AYERS.     We  wish  to  reverse  the  rule. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  You  will  not  succeed  in  doing  anything 
except  loading  down  the  Constitution.  I  believe  in  taxing  the  mort- 
gages. X  believe  in  taxing  solvent  debts.  I  believe  in  taxing  the 
stock  of  corporations;  I  believe  in  taxing  the  property  of  corporations, 
but  I  do  not  believe  in  an  income  tax.  An  income  tax  is  obnoxious  to 
the  people,  and  whether  that  income  tax  be  levied  upon  the  people  by 
the  way  of  a  legislative  enactment,  or  whether  it  be  placed  upon  them 
by  the  Constitution,  it  is  equally  obnoxious  and  a  stench  in  the  nostrils 
or  the  community. 

REMARKS    OF   MR.   FREUD. 

Mr.  FREUD.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  h(U)e  that  the  amendment,  or  rather 
the  section,  as  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  will  be  adopted. 
There  are  two  principles  involved  in  taxation  recognized  by  all  the 
writers  on  political  economy,  and  when  we  can  combine  these  two 
principles,  that  taxation  is  the  best.  First,  taxation  should  be  in  pro- 
portion to  protection ;  and  second,  taxation  should  be  in  proportion  to 
ability  to  pay.  Now,  sir,  the  words,  as  coming  from  my  young  friend 
from  San  Francisco,  do  not  come  with  good  grace.  We  have  been  levy- 
ing taxes  upon  the  producer;  we  have  been  levying  taxes  upon  the 
business  men ;  we  have  been  levying  taxes  upon  all  the  walks  of  life ;  but 
this  income  tax  is  intended  to  anect  professional  men.  Now,  sir,  if  the 
gentlemsyp  from  San  Francisco  has  an  income  of  ten  thousand  dollars  a 
year  which  he  derives  from  his  profession  by  his  ability,  by  the  capacity 
of  his  brain,  then,  sir,  I  say,  if  the  Government  gives  him  protection  for 
that  ten  thousand  dollars,  he  should  be  compelled  to  pay  some  ratio  of 
it  back  to  the  Government  for  that  protection.  I  know  this  income  tax 
is  obnoxious  in  some  ways,  but  there  is  no  tax  that  is  not  obnoxious.  I 
know  that  it  is  inquisitorial ;  but,  sir,  other  taxes  necessarily  involve 
inquisitorial  measures  also.  I  know  that  it  has  derived  a  great  deal  of  its 
obnoxious  character  from  the  days  of  the  war ;  but  that  was  merel  v  a  tem- 
porary expedient.  Furthermore,  the  principle  involved  prevails  in  the 
taxes  that  are  levied  in  England  and  in  France.  I  cannot  understand  how 
axfy  gentleman  can  oppose  this  income  tax.  It  is  levied  on  the  principle 
of  ability  to  pay.  Let  the  Legislature  exempt  all  incomes  below  two 
thousand  dollars,  or  some  such  similar  measure,  and  it  will  only  afiect 
those  who  can  well  afford  to  pay  a  fair  pro  rata  to  the  Government  for 
its  protection. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   FREBMAV. 

Mr.  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  proposition  will  not 
prevail.  In  the  first  place,  I  think  every  man  will  concede  that  the 
Legislature  will  have  the  power,  if  it  sees  proper,  to  levy  an  income  tax. 
I  see  no  necessity  for  loading  down  this  Constitution  with  a  direct  prop- 
osition for  an  income  tax,  which,  wherever  it  has  prevailed,  has  been 
considered  an  odious  tax,  and  which  is  more  odious  m  the  United  States 
than  anywhere  else,  and  more  odious  in  California  than  in  any  other 
part  of  the  United  States.  Now,  this  tax,  I  believe,  was  introduced  in 
England  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixteen,  and  he 
then  declared  that  it  ought  not  to  be  a  permanent  tax,  but  could  only  be 
justified  by  the  necessities  of  war. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Has  it  not  since  become  a*  permanent 
source  of  income  in  England? 

Mr.  FREEMAN.    As  far  as  my  information  extends,  it  has  not. 

Mr.  DUDLEY.     It  has,  for  years. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  will  correct  the  gentleman  in  regard  to  Sir  Robert 
Peel  being  the  author  of  the  original  income  tax.    The  first  income  tax 


Vas  levied  in  seventeen  hundred  and  ninety- eight,  and  after  it  had 
been  suspended  was  reintroduced  by  Sir  Bobert  Peel. 

Mr.  freeman.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  book  published  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty-three,  by  an  eminent  author,  in  which  he  speaks  of 
Sir  Robert  PeePs  scheme,  and  in  that  debate  Sir  Robert  Peel  declares  that 
it  was  an  obnoxious  tax ;  that  it  should  be  reserved  to  time  of  war;  that 
nothing  but  an  emergency  would  justify  its  imposition.  And  he  did  not 
deny  that  it  was  an  inquisitorial  tax.  He  admitted  that  it  would  fall 
with  peculiar  severity  on  those  who  were  determined  to  act  honestly, 
and  that  a  g^ood  deal  of  inconvenience  must  arise  from  inquiries  that 
must  be  instituted.  Up  to  the  time  of  the  publication  of  this  work,  an 
income  tax  had  been  renewed  in  England,  but  not  up  to  that  time  as  a 
permanent  tax.  Just  before  the  publication  of  this  book,  it  had  been 
increased  for  the  purpose  of  bearing  the  expenses  of  the  great  war  with 
Russia;  but  as  then  proposed,  it  was  only  to  have  an  existence  for  a 
period  of  seven  years.  Now,  the  reason  I  think  this  tax  is  more  objec- 
tionable in  California  than  elsewhere,>is  that  it  is  a  tax  upon  production; 
it  is  a  tax  upon  industry ;  it  is  a  tax  upon  enterprise ;  and  a  relief  to  that 
kind  of  speculation  which  holds  property  solely  for  the  sake  of  a  rise. 
We  have  men  in  this  country  that  nold  lar^e  tracts  of  land  that  are  add- 
ing nothing  to  its  industry,  nothing  to  its  enterprise,  nothing  to  its 
wealth.  Under  this  system,  that  class  of  men  having  no  income  are  not 
taxed,  and  it  is  simply  adding  an  additional  burden  to  those  who  are 
active,  enterprising,  and  industrious. 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   HUBSTIS. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  adoption  of  this 
section.  It  will  be  remembered  that,  pending  the  consideration  of  the 
question  of  taxation  of  mortgages,  it  was  argued  that  in  case  mortgages 
were  taxed,  or  money  secured  by  mortgage,  that  there  would  he  no 
money  loaned  upon  mortgage,  and  as  the  object  of  the  taxation  of 
mortgages  was  to  secure  the  tax  upon  money,  and  if  the  arguments  be 
true  that  were  then  urged,  how,  I  ask,  would  that  tax  be  secured  in 
any  other  way  than  through  a  medium  of  this  character?  I  submit 
that  it  is  a  question  among  lawyers  whether  the  Legislature  would  have 
the  power  to  levy  an  income  tax  unless  that  power  was  especially  dele- 
gated through  this  Constitution. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   ATERS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  this  committee,  or  the 
Convention,  will  not  fail  to  give  the  power  to  the  Legislature  at  any  future 
time  to  impose  an  income  tax.  It  is  a  question  among  the  lawyers  of 
this  Convention  whether,  if  it  is  not  declared  in  this  Constitution,  that 
the  Legislature  has  power  to  impose  such  tax — whether  it  would  have 
such  a  power.  The  reak>ns  given  are  that  the  various  taxes  will  be 
enumerated  in  this  Constitution  which  the  Legislature  shall  impose, 
and  this  being  left  out,  the  argument  will  be  that  they  have  no  rignt  to 
impose  any  other  taxes  than  those  enumerated  in  the  Constitution.  It  is 
necessary  in  this  State,  as  well  as  in  other  States,  to  reach  these  vast 
incomes  bv  taxation,  which  now  escape.  The  people  complain  that 
none  but  tne  producing  and  the  enterprieine  classes*  are  paying  taxes, 
while  those  who  have  vast  incomes  are  not  mrnishing  their  just  quota 
to  the  support  of  the  Government.  It  is  not  fair,  it  is  not  equal,  and  it  is 
pot  uniform.  As  to  the  obloquy  which  is  said  to  have  attached  to  this  tax 
when  it  was  imposed  by  the  Federal  Government,  allow  me  to  say  that 
it  was,  perhaps,  more  due  to  the  character  and  immensity  of  the  tax 
which  was  imposed  by  that  law  than  anything  else.  The  first  two  years 
in  which  that  tax  existed  the  tax  was  three  per  cent,  on  all  over  five 
thousand  dollars,  and  five  per  cent,  on  all  over  ten  thousand  dollars. 
The  law  was  amended  so  as  to  make  it  five  per  cent,  and  ten  per  cent. 
The  ten  per  cent,  was  certainly  a  tax  under  which  any  people  would 
groan,  and  which  would  raise  cries  of  opposition.  Its  obnoxiousnese 
arose  more  particularly  from  that  than  from  any  other  reason.  I  paid 
the  tax  when  it  was  in  force,  and  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  felt  very 
sore  over  it.  I  found  nobody  who  did,  except  that  class  who  have 
immense  incomes  and  could  stand  it.  These  people,  with  their  power 
and  their  influence,  exercised  such  an  influence  upon  the  organs  of 
public  opinion  that  they  rendered  the  tax  odious.  But  there  never  was 
a  tax  more  easy  upon  the  poor  man  than  the  income  tax.  It  was, 
indeed,  the  friend  oi  the  poor  man.  Now,  I  say  that  if  we  would  do 
anything  in  this  Constitution  to  reach  these  incomes  that  escape  taxa- 
tion altogether,  let  us  leave  the  power  with  the  Legislature  to  impose 
such  a  tax. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   BLACKMBR. 

Mb.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  section,  as  ofifered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Solano,  will  be  adopted.  I  do  not  see  how  we  can 
reach  a  large  amount  of  property  and  compel  it  to  pay  taxes  in  this  State 
without  it.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  wise  for  this  committee  to  attempt 
to  digest  and  produce  a  plan  for  the  purpose,  but  I  believe  it  could  be 
left  to  the  Legislature.  I  u^^derstand  very  well  that  this  tax  is  con- 
sidered and  looked  upon  as  an  odious  tax,  but  we  are  not  to  look  to  that. 
If  it  is  just,  if  there  is  no  other  means  by  which  we  can  obtain  the 
revenue  that  this  part  of  the  community  ought  to  pay,  then  we  should 
provide  that  the  Legislature  ma^  impose  such  a  tax.  In  the  State  of 
Massachusetts  they  have  always  imposed  an  income  tax  since  the  year 
sixteen  hundred  and  forty-six;  and  I  read  from  the  report  of  the  Com- 
missioners, relating  to  taxation,  made  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and 
seventy-five,  after  the  famous  report  that  has  been  referred  to  here  so 
many  times,  of  the  New  York  Commission,  I  find  that  in  sixteen  hun- 
dred and  forty-six  they  passed  an  Act,  in  which  was  this: 

"And  for  all  such  persons  as,  by  the  advantage  of  their  arts  and 
trades,  are  more  enabled  to  help  bear  the  public  charge  than  common 
laborers  and  workmen ;  as  butchers,  bakers,  brewers,  victualers,  smiths, 
carpenters,  tailors,  shoemakers,  ioiners,  barbers,  millers,  and  masons, 
with  all  other  manual  persons  and  artists,  such  are  to  be  rated  for  returns 
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and  gains,  proportionable  unto  other  men,  for  the  produce  of  theif 
estates." 

Now,  sir,  it  goes  on  to  discuss  this  question  of  income  tax,  and  I  will 
read  a  very  short  selection  here : 

"  However  unpopular  an  income  tax  is — and  we  admit  that  it  is 
extremely  so-r-and  however  irregular  and  inefficient  its  administration — 
all  which,  in  the  actual  fact,  it  would  be  difficult  to  exaggerate — it  seems 
to  us  that  no  one  can  clearly  understand  this  tax  without  admitting  both 
its  economy  and  its  justice.  'The  subjects  of  every  State,'  says  Adam 
Smith,  in  his  Wealth  of  Nations,  'ought  to  contribute  to  the  support  of 
the  government,  as  nearly  as  possible,  in  proportion  to  their  respective 
abilities — that  is,  in  proportion  to  the  revenue  they  enioy  under  tne  pro- 
,  tection  of  the  State.  In  the  observation  or  neglect  of  this  maxim  con> 
sists  what  is  called  the  equality  or  inequality  ot  taxation.' " 

They  go  on  to  show  the  result  of  the  tax  in  that  State;  and  further 
on,  in  the  appendix  to  the  report,  is  printed  the  argument  that  was  made 
by  Br.  A.  Z.  Brown,  who  was  one  oi  the  principal  Assessors  of  the  City 
01  Cambridge,  and  had  been  for  twelve  years,  and  the  result  of  his  expe- 
rience in  collecting  this  tax.  With  the  permission  of  the  committee  I 
would  like  to  read  from  it: 

''The  total  value  of  personal  estate  and  income  taxed  to  residents  of 
said  ward  is  four  million  three  hundred  and  sixteen  thousand  six  hun- 
dred and  fifty  dollars.  Of  this  sum,  one  million  and  sixty-five  thousand 
dollars  is  for  incomes,  being  about  twenty-five  per  cent,  of  the  total 
value  of  personal  property  toxcd  to  residents  of  the  ward,  and  between 
one  thirteenth  ana  one  murteenth  of  the  total  valuation  of  the  ward. 
Deduct  twenty-eight  thousand  dollars  for  abatements  from  the  total 
value  of  income,  and  there  remains  the  sum  of  one  million  and  thirty- 
seven  thousand  dollars  from  which  taxes  are  to  be  derived.  Twenty- 
seven  persons,  nearly  all  of  them  the  wealthiest  residents  of  the  ward, 
pay  a  tax  on  income  valued  at  five  hundred  and  nineteen  thousand  four 
hundred  dollars— that  is,  tweniy-seven  of  the  three  hundred  and  two 
individuals  in  this  ward  taxed  on  incomes,  pay  more  than  the  remaining 
two  hundred  and  seventy-five  persons ;  one  hundred  and  seventy-six  of 
the  three  hundred  and  two  are  taxed  on  four  hundred  and  fifty -four 
thousand  six  hundred  dollars,  and  one  hundred  are  taxed  on  seventy 
thousand  dollars. 

"The  latter  class  is  composed  of  the  less  favored  as  to  property. 
Repeal  the  law,  and  distribute  upon  property  the  amount  taxed  as 
income,  and  the  share  that  would  fall  to  these  twenty-seven  wealthy 
individuals  would  be  a  little  less  than  two  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
instead  of  five  hundred  and  nineteen  thousand  dollars,  as  it  now  is." 

And  he  goes  on  at  the  very  last  of  the  report  and  says  this: 

"  For  twelve  years  I  have  enforced  this  Jaw  precisely  as  stated,  and 
have  taxed  income  derived  from  all  sources,  irrespective  of  what  use 
has  been  made  of  it,  in  the  same  manner  as  other  property  not  specially 
exempted  by  lar;;  and  my  observation  of  its  operations  dunng  that 
time  has  convinced  me,  more  than  any  mere  theoretical  reasoning  could 
have  done,  that  the  tax  is  as  just  and  as  easily  borne  as  any,  and  that 
there  is  no  more  difficulty  in  applying  the  law  taxing  income,  than  the 
law  taxing  personal  property," 

I  am  reaaing  from  the  appendix  of  the  report  of  the  Commissioners, 
relating  to  taxation,  of  Massachusetts,  an  argument  made  before  a  legis- 
lative committee  by  Dr.  A.  Z.  Brown,  one  of  the  principal  Ksataaon  of 
Cambridge. 

Now,  sir,  it  is  said  that  this  tax  is  inquisitorial.  I  admit  it  in  some 
respects.  But  I  beg  to  know  what  tax  there  is  that  is  not?  Is  not  the 
tax  on  personal  property?  I  contend  that  this  tax  is  no  more  inquisi- 
torial than  that.  This  tax  is  levied  for  the  purpose  of  making  each 
individual  pay  what  he  is  able  to  pay,  according  to  his  ability,  lor  the 
support  of  the  Government.  If  we  were  only  to  make  tax  laws  for 
honest  people,  if  there  were  none  who  would  attempt  to  evade  the  law, 
no  one  would  complain  that  it  was  inquisitorial.  Any  man  who  is 
desirous  or  willing  to  pay  the  amount  of  tax  that  his  property  should 
bear,  does  not  consider  it  inquisitorial  for  the  Assessor  to  come  to  him 
and  inouire  in  regard  to  his  property  ,*  and  I  pretend  to  say  that  any 
man  who  desires  to  evade  his  taxes  will  consider  any  tax,  or  any  efifort 
of  the'Assessor  to  find  out  what  property  he  has,  inquisitorial. 

Mr.  SCHELL.    Mr.  Chairman:   I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  24  ayes  to 
67  noes. 

Thv  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the  sec- 
tion as  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  Mr.  Dudley. 

The  section  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  66  ayes  to  39  noes. 

POLL  TAX. 

^  Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  now  offer  an  additional  section, 
to  take  the  place  of  section  nine.  s 

The  secretary  read : 

"  No  poll  or  capitation  tax  shall  ever  be  imposed  on  any  citizen  of  this 
State." 

Mr.  CAPLES.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  a  substitute  for  that  section. 

The  secretary  read: 

"The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  levy  and  collection  of  an 
annual  poll  tax  of  not  less  tnan  two  dollars  on  every  male  inhabitant  of 
this  State  over  twenty -one  and  under  sixty  years  of  age,  except  paupers, 
insane  persons,  idiots,  and  Indians  not  taxed  ]  and  such  taxes  shall  be 
paid  into  the  County  Hospital  Fund  of  the  county  in  which  such  taxes 
shall  have  been  paid." 

remarks   OV  MR.  CAPLES. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  equity,  the  propriety,  the  justice 
of  the  poll  tax,  it  would  seem,  is  too  apparent  for  discussion,  or  argu- 


ment, or  serious  consideration.  The  idea  that  the  whole  burden  of  gov- 
ernment should  rest  exclusively  on  property,  as  suggested,  is  wrong  in 
principle.  Let  us,  Mr.  Chairman,  examine  the  philosophy  of  taxation. 
Why  does  the  Government  take  from  the  citizen  a  certain  amount  of 
money  annually?  What  for?  What  is  the  equivalent?  If  there  is  no 
equivalent,  then  it  is  robbery.  But  there  is  an  equivalent  That  equiv- 
alent is  protection.  Is  there  nothing,  bnt  property  protected?  If  not, 
then  it  would  be  right  to  say  that  property  should  bear  the  whole  bur- 
den of  government.  For  property  is  protected.  But  persons  are  pro- 
tected, and  things  are  protected,  evidences  of  indebtedness,  if  you  please, 
bonds,  mortgages,  and  not^s  of  any  kind,  and  choses  in  action  are  pro- 
tected in  law,  and  therefore  ought  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  that  protection  which  the^  receive.  Now,  this  being 
the  case,  I  hold  that  it  is  self-evident,  that  it  is  conclusive,  that  persons 
owe  to  the  Government  an  equivalent  for  the  protection  that  they  receive. 
Why  ?  I  demand  to  know  why  should  not  the  individual,  the  citizen, 
the  mere  inhabitant  over  twenty-one  years  of  age  contribute  two  dol- 
lars per  annum  for  the  protection  that  he  receives  from  the  Government? 
In  the  substitute  I  offer,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  tax  of  two  dollars  per 
annum  is  proposed  to  be  devoted  to  the  Hospital  Fund,  to  provide  a 
home  for  tnose  who  have  not  been  provident  in  providing  for  them- 
selves ;  a  home  in  sickness,  infirmity,  and  old  age.  I  am,  Mr.  Chairman, 
utterly  at  a  loss  to  grapple  with  the  theory  that  persons  owe  nothing  to 
the  Government.  It  is  so  utterly  unfounded,  that  I  am  confounded  at 
the  assertion  of  the  theory  that  the  men  who  are  protected  by  the  Gov- 
ernment ;  who,  in  the  protection  of  their  property  or  persons,  impose 
upon  the  Government  a  large  proportion  of  its  expenditure,  owe  nothing 
to  that  Government.  Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  the  very  climax  of 
absurdity  to  assert  any  such  thing.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  our  Courts  are 
largely  occupied  in  matters  and  things  in  connection  with  the  admin- 
istration of  justice,  growing  out  of  that  obligation  that  the  Government 
owes  to  the  citizen  for  the  protection  of  his  person  ? 

Is  it  not  a  fact,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  those  who  are  so  imprudent  as  not 
to  have  provided  for  themselves  in  the  event  of  infirmity,  sickness,  and 
old  age,  are  provided  for?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  every  county  in  the 
State  has  its  county  hospital  that  is  supported  at  the  expense  of  the 
thrifty,  the  industrious,  and  the  energetic,  and  those  who  provided  not 
only  for  themselves,  but  for  those  who  vere  not  sufficiently  prudent  to 
provide  for  themselves?  Now,  I  ask,  in  the  name  of  reason,  in  the 
name  of  justice,  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  why  these  men  who, 
while  they  are  able  to,  are  producing  wealth,  and  make  two,  three,  or 
five  hundred  dollars  a  year,  and  souandering  it,  why  they  should  not 
contribute  two  dollars  a  year  to  the  Hospital  Fund,  when  they  are  liable 
to  become  a  charge  upon  public  charity?  It  seems  to  me  there  can  be 
no  objection — no  real  objection — raised  to  this,  except  it  be  based  upon 
the  legal  proposition  that  persons,. as  such,  owe  no  obligation  to  the  Gov- 
ernment that  protects  them.  Now,  if  gentlemen  will  get  up  here  and 
assert  this  proposition,  we  will  know  where  to  meet  them;  but  I  appre- 
hend that  no  gentleman  upon  this  floor  is  prepared  to  put  himself  in 
the  position  of  asserting  that  the  individual,  tne  citizen,  as  such,  owes 
nothing  to  the  Government  that  protects  his  life,  protects  his  person,  and 
protects  his  interests.  Now,  Mr.- Chairman,  if  this  position  is  assumed, 
that  property  alone — property,  as  such — must  of  necessity  bear  all  the 
burdens  of  Government,  then  it  seems  to  me  that  our  action  has  been 
wrong  in  assuming  that  things,  that  choses  in  action,  owe  a  certain  sup- 
port to  the  Government,  and  that  we  have  a  right  to  treat  them  as  prop- 
erty,  because  the  Government  protects  them.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  this 
position  be  assumed  successfully,  that  property  alone  must  sustain  the 
Government,  that  then  our  action  has  been  wholly  wrong,  and  that  we 
should  go  back  and  undo  oar  action,  and  say  that  evidences  of  indebt- 
edness, bonds,  mortgages,  and  choses  in  action,  not  being  corporal  prop- 
erty, should  not  be  compelled  to  pay  anything  for  the  support  oi  the 
Government.  * 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  has  expired. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee 
now  rise,  and  report  to  the  Convention  that  they  have  had  under  con- 
sideration the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have 
made  some  amendments  thereto,  and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further 
consideration  of  that  report. 

The  motion  prevail^,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  53  ayes  to  43  noes. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation,  have  made  amend- 
ments thereto,  and  report  the  same  back  to  the  Convention,  with  the 
recommendation  that  it  be  adopted. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  four  hundred  and 
eighty  copies  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation, 
with  the  amendments  adopted  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  be  printed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President :  I  would  like  it  if  the  gentleman 
from  Sacramento  would  accept  an  amendment  to  his  motion.  It  is  in 
respect  to  section  two,  and  in  order  that  the  members  of  this  Conven- 
tion may  have  section  two,  as  proposal,  without  any  ambiguity,  before 
them,  I  wish  to  propose  in  the  Convention,  at  the  proper  time,  a  slight 
amendment,  which  is  covered  by  this  proposition  wnicn  I  now  send  up. 
The  idea  is  to  have  this  printed  with  this  report,  so  that  it  will  be  laid 
on  the  desks  of  the  members,  and  they  can  have  an  opportunity  to 
examine  it  critically  and  vote  upon  it  intelligently  in  Convention. 

The  secretary  read  : 

"  Laws  shall  be  passed  taxing  all  moneys,  credits  secured  by  mort- 
gage, deed  of  trust,  contract,  or  other  obligations  affecting  property,  and 
credits  not  so  secured,  investments  in  bonds,  franchises,  and  all  other 
property,  real,  personal,  or  mixed,  according  to  their  true  value  in 
money,  except  as  hereafter  provided  j  but  the  Legislature  may  authorize 
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the  deduction  of  debts  due  to  bona  fide  residents  of  this  State  from 
credits,  except  credits  secured  by  mortgage,  deed  of  trust,  contract,  or 
other  obligation  affecting  property ;  growing  crops  and  such  property  as 
may  be  used  exclusively  lor  public  schools,  and  such  as  may  belong  to 
the  United  States,  this  State,  any  county,  or  municipal  corporation 
within  this  State,  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation." 

Mb.  £DG£RT0N.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

The  president.  This  amendment  is  not  before  the  Convention. 
It  must  be  offered  at  some  other  time.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of 
the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Mb.  HILBORN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  leave  of  absence  for  the 
remainder  of  the  week  for  Mr.  McStay,  the  Journal  Clerk. 

Thr  president.  If  there  be  no  objection,  leave  of  absence  will  be 
granted. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  ir.  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 

Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  next  report  on  file  is  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department. 

Following  is  the  proposed  article : 

ABTICLE   VI. — JUDICIAL   DEPABTMBMT. 

Section  1.  The  judicial  power  of  the  State  shall  be  vested  in  the 
Senate  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,  in  a  Supreme  Court,  Superior 
Courts,  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  such  inferior  Courts  as  the  Legislature 
may  establish  in  any  incorporated  city  or  town,  or  city  and  county. 

Sec.  2.  The  Supreme  Court  shall  consist  of  a  Chief  Justice  and  six 
Associate  Justices.  The  Court  may  sit  in  departments  and  in  bank, 
and  shall  always  be  open  for  the  transaction  of  business.  There  shall 
be  two  departments,  denominated  respectively  Department  One  and 
Department  Two.  The  Chief  Justice  shall  assign  three  of  the  Associate 
Justices  to  each  department,  and  such  assignment  may  be  changed  by 
him  from'  time  to  time.  The  Associate  Justices  shall  be  competent 
to  sit  in  either  department,  and  may  interchange  with  each  other 
by  agreement  among  themselves  or  as  ordered  bv  the  Chief  Justice. 
Each  of  the  departments  shall  have  the  power  to  hear  and  determine 
causes  and  all  questions  arising  therein,  subject  to  the  provisions  here- 
inafter contained  in  relation  to  the  Court  in  bank.  'The  presence  of 
three  Justices  shall  be  necessary  to  tran<3act  any  business  in  either  of 
the  departments,  except  such  as  may  be  done  at  Chambers,  and  the 
concurrence  of  tbr^e  Justices  shall  be  necessary  to  pronounce  a  judg- 
ment. The  Chief  Justice  shall  apportion  the  business  to  the  depart- 
ments, and  may,  in  his  discretion ^^rder  any  cause  pending  before 
the  Court  to  be' heard  and  decided  9  the  Court  in  bank.  The  order 
may  be  made  before  or  after  judgment  pronounced  by  a  department; 
but  where  a  caua»  has  been  allotted  to  one  of  the  departments,  and 
a  judgment  jpronounced  thereon,  the  onler  must  be  made  within 
thirtpr  days  after  such  judgment,  and  concurred  in  by  two  Associate 
Justices,  and  if  so  made  it  shall  have  the  effect  to  vacate  and  set  aside 
the  judgment.  If  the  order  be  not  made  within  the  time  above  limited, 
the  judgment  shall  be  final.  No  judgment  by  a  department  shall  become 
final  until  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  thirty  days  aforesaid,  unless 
approved  by  the  Chief  Justice  in  writing,  with  the  concurrence  of  two 
Associate  Justices.  The  Chief  Justice  may  convene  the  Court  in  bank 
at  any  time,  and  shall  be  the  presiding  Justice  of  the  Court  when  so 
convened.  The  concurrence  of  four  Justices  present  at  the  argument 
shall  be  necessary  to  pronounce  a  judgment  in  bank ;  but  if  four  Justices, 
so  present,  do  not  concur  in  a  judgment,  then  all  the  Justices  qualified 
to  sit  in  the  cause  shall  hear  the  argument;  but  to  render  a  judgment  a 
concurrence  of  four  Justices  shall  be  Hecessary.  In  the  determination 
of  causes,  all  decisions  of  the  Court  in  bank  or  in  departments  shall  be 
given  in  writing,  and  the  grounds  of  the  decision  shall  be  stated.  The 
Chief  Justice  may  sit  in  either  department,  and  shall  preside  when  so 
sitting,  but  the  Justices  assigned  to  each  dep>artment  shall  elect  one  of 
their  number  as  a  presiding  Justice.  All  sessions  of  the  Court,  whether 
in  bank  or  in  departments,  shall  be  held  at  the  capital  of  the  State.  In 
.case  of  the  absence  of  the  Chief  Justice  from  the  place  at  which  the 
Court  is  held,  or  his  inability  to  act,  the  Associate  Justices  shall  select 
one  of  their  own  number  to  perform  the  duties  and  exercise  the  powers 
of  the  Chief  Justice  during  such  absence  or  inability  to  act 

Sec.  3.  The  Chief  Justice  and  the  Associate  Justices  shall  be  elected 
by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  Stat«  at  large,  at  the  general  State  elec- 
tions, at  the  times  and  places  that  State  officers  (ire  elected;  and  the 
term  of  office  shaft  be  twelve  years,  from  and  after  the  fivst  Monday  of 
January  next  succeeding  their  election ;  prognded,  that  the  six  Associate 
Justices  elected  at  the  first  election  shall,  at  their  first  meeting,  so  clas- 
sify themselves,  by  lot,  that  two  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  «nd 
of  four  years,  two'of  them  at  the  end  of  eight  years,  and  two  of  them 
at  the  end  of  twelve  years,  and  an  ^ntry  of  such  classification  shall  be 
made  ip  the  minutes  of  the  Court  in  bank,  signed  by  them,  and  a 
duplicate  thereof  shall  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
If  a  vacancy  occur  in  the  office  of  a  Justice,  the  Governor  shall  appoint 
a  person  to  hold  the  office  until  the  election  and  qualification  of  a  Jus- 
tice to  fill  the  vacancy,  which  election  shall  take  place  at  the  next  suc- 
ceeding general  election,  and  the  Justice  so  elected  shall  hold  the  office 
for  the  remainder  of  the  unexpired  term.  The  first  election  of  the  Jus- 
tices shall  be  at  the  first  general  election  after  the  adoption  and  ratifica- 
tion of  this  Constitution. 

Sec.  4.  The  Supreme  Court  shall  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  all 
cases  in  equity ;  also  in  all  cases  at  law  which  involve  the  title  or 
possession  of  real  estate,  or  the  legality  of  any  tax,  impost,  assessment, 
toll,  or  municipal  fine,  or  in  which  the  demand,  exclusive  of  interest, 


or  the  value  of  the  property  in  controversy,  amounts  to  three  hundred 
dollars;  also  in  cases  oi  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  and  in  all  such  pro- 
bate matters  as  may  be  provided  by  law;  also  in  all  criminal  cases 
amounting  to  felony  on  questions  of  law*  alone.  The  Court  shall  also 
have  power  to  issue  writs  of  mandamus,  certiorari,  prohibition,  and 
habeas  corpus,  and  also  all^writs  necessary  or  proper  to  the  complete 
exercise  of^  its  appellate  jurisdiction.  Each  of  the  Justices  shall  have 
power  to  issue  writs  of  habeas  corpus  to  any  part  of  the  State,  upon 
petition  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  person  held  in  actual  custody,  and  may 
make  such  writs  returnable  before  himself  or  the  Supreme  Court,  or 
before  any  Superior  Court  in  the  State,  or  before  ax»y  Judge  thereof. 

Sec.  b.  The  Superior  Courts  shall  have  original  jurisdiction  in  all 
cases  in  equity,  and  in  all  cases  at  law  which  involve  the  title  or  pos- 
session of  real  property,  or  the  legality  of  any  tax,  impost,  assessment, 
toll,  or  municipal  fine,  and  in  all  other  cases  in  which  the  demand, 
exclusive  of  interest  or  the  value  of  the  pro{»erty  in  controversy,  amounts 
to  three  hundred  dollars,  and^n  all  criminal  cases  amounting  to  felony, 
and  cases  of  misdemeanor  not  otherwise  provided  for;  also  in  actions  of 
forcible  entry  and  detainer,  of  proceedings  in  insolvency,  of  actions  to 
prevent  or  abate  a  nuisance;  also  of  all  matters  of  probate,  and  also  of 
divorce  and  for  annulment  of  marriage,  and  all  sucn  special  cases  and 

Croceedings  as  are  not  otherwise  provided  for.  And  said  Courts  shall 
ave  the  power  of  naturalization,  and  to  issue  papers  therefor.  They 
shall  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  such  cases  arising  in  Justices'  and 
other  inferior  Courts  in  their  respective  counties  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
law.  Said  Courts  shall  be  always  open  (legal  holidays  and  non-judicial 
days  excepted),  and  their  original  jurisdiction  shall  extend- to  all  parts 
of  the  State.  Said  Courts,  and  their  Judges,  shall  have  power  to  issue 
writs  of  mandamus,  certiorari,  prohibition,  quo  warranto,  and  habeas 
corpus,  on  petition  by,  or  on  behalf  of  any  person  in  actual  custody,  in 
their  respective  counties. 

Sec.  6.  There  shall  be  in  each  of  the  organized  counties,  or  cities  and 
counties,  of  the  State,  a  Superior  Court,  for  each  of  which  at  least  one 
Judge  shall  be  elected  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  county,  or^ity  and 
county,  at  the  general  State  election ;  provided,  that  in  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  there  shall  be  elected  twelve  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Court,  any  one  or  more  of  whom  may  hold  Court.  There  may 
be  as  many  sessions  of  said  Court,  at  the  same  time,  as  there  are  Judges 
thereof.  "Tba  said  Judges  shall  choose  from  their  own  number  a  pre- 
siding Judge,  who  may  be  removed  at  their  pleasure.  He  shall  dis- 
tribute the  business  of  the  Court  among  the  Judges  thereof,  and  pre8crii)e 
the  order  of  business.  The  judgments,  orders,  and  proceeding  of  any 
session  of  the  Superior  Courts  held  by  any  one  or  more  of  the  Judges  of 
said  Courts,  respectively,  shall  be  equally  effectual  as  if  all  the  Judges  of 
said  respective  Courts  presided  at  such  session.  In  each  of  the  Counties 
of  Sacramento,  Los  Angeles,  and  Alameda,  there  shall  be  elected  two 
such  Judges.  The  term  of  office  of  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  shall 
be  six  years,  from  and  after  the  first  Monday  of  January  next  succeeding 
their  election ;  provided,  that  the  twelve  Judges  of  the  Superior  Court, 
elected  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  at  the  first  election  held 
under  this  Constitution,  shall,  at  their  first  meeting,  so  classify  them- 
selves, by  lot,  that  four  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of  two 
years,  and  four  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of  four  years, 
and  four  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of  six  years,  and  an 
entry  of  such  classification  shall  be  made  in  the  minutes  of  the  Court, 
signed  by  them,  and  a  duplicate  thereof  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  The  first  election  of  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  shall 
take  place  at  the  first  general  election  held  after  the  adoption  and  ratifi- 
cation of  this  Constitution.  If  a  vacancy  occur  in  the  office  of  Judge  of 
a  Superior  Court,  the  Governor  shall  appoint  a  person  to  hold  the  office 
until  the  election  and  qualification  of  a  Judge  to  fill  the  vacancy,  which 
election  shall  take  place  at  the  next  succeeding  general  election,  and  the 
Judge  so  elected  shall  hold  office  for  the  remainder  of  the  unexpired 
term. 

Sec.  7.  In  any  county,  or  city  and  county,  other  than  the  Citv  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  in  which  there  shall  be  more  than  one  Judge 
of  the  Superior  Court,  the  Judges  of  such  Court  may  hold  as  many  ses- 
sions of  said  Court,  at  the  same  time,  as  there  are  Judges  thereof,  and 
shall  apportion  the  business  among  themselves  as  equally  as  may  be. 

Sec.  8.  A  Judge  of  any  Superior  Court  may  hold  a  Superior  Court  in 
any  county,  at  the  request  of  a  Judge  of  the  Superior  Court  thereof,  and 
upon  the  request  of  the  Governor  it  shall  be  his  duty  so  to  do. 

Sec.  y.  The  Legislature  shall  have  nopower  to  grant  leave  of  absence 
to  any  judicial  officer;  and  any  such  officer  who  shall  absent  himself 
from  the  State  for  more  than  sixty  consecutive  days  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  forfeited  his  office.  The  Legislature  of  the  State  may  at  any  time, 
two  thirds  of  the  members  of  the  Senate  and  two  thirds  of  the  members 
of  the  Assembly  voting  therefor,  increase  or  diminish  the  number  of 
Judges  of  the  Superior  Court  in  any  county,  or  city  and  county,  in  the 
State;  promdedf  tnat  no  such  reduction  shall  affect  any  Judge  who  has 
been  elected. 

Sec.  10.  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Courts,  may  be  removed  by  concurrent  resolution  of  both  houses  of  the 
Legislature,  adopted  by  a  two-third  vote  of  each  house.  All  other  judi- 
cial officers,  except  Justices  of  the  Peace,  may  be  removed  by  the  Senate 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Governor;  but  no  removal  shall  be  made 
by  virtue  of  this  section  unless  the  cause  thereof  be  entered  on  the  Joiir- 
nal,  or  unless  the  party  complained  of  has  been  served  with  a  copy  of 
the  complaint  against  him,  and  shall  have  had  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard  in  his  defense.  On  the  question  of  removal,  the  ayes  and  noes 
shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal. 

Sec.  11.  There  shall  be  one  Justice  of  the  Peace  elected  in  each  town- 
ship in  the  State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  determine  the  number  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace  to  be  elected  in  each  incorporated  city  and  town, 
or  city  and  county,  and  shall  fix  by  law  the  powers,  duties,  and  respon- 
sibilities of  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  provided,  such  powers  shall  not  in  any 
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case  trench  upon  the  jurisdiction  of  the  several  Courts  of  record,  except 
that  said  Justices  shall  have  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the  Superior 
Courts  in  cases  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  where  the  rental  value 
does  not  exceed  twenty-five  dollars  per  month,  and  where  the  whole 
amount  of  damages  claimed  does  not  exceed  two  hundred  dollars. 

Sic.  12.  The  Supreme  Court,  the  Superiot  Courts,  and  such  other 
Courts  as  the  Legislature  shall  prescribe,  shall  be  Courts  of  record. 

Skc.  13.  The  Legislature  shall  fix  by  law  the  jurisdiction  of  any  infe- 
rior Courts  which  may  bo  established  in  pursuance  of  section  one  of  this 
article,  and  shall  fix  by  law  the  powers,  duties,  and  responsibilities  of 
the  Judges  thereof.     . 

Sxa  14.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  election  of  a  Clerk  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  County  Clerks,  District  Attorneys,  Sheriffs,  and 
other  necessary  officers,  and  shall  fix  by  law  their  duties  and  compensa- 
tion. County  Clerks  shall  be  ex  officio  Clerks  of  the  Courts  of  record  in 
and  for  their  respective  counties,  or  cities  and  counties.  The  Legislature 
may  also  provide  for  the  appointment  by  4he  sever^  Superior  Courts  of 
one  or  more  Commissioners  in  their  respective  counties,  or  cities  and 
counties,  with  authority  to  perform  Chamber  business  of  the  Judges  of 
the  Superior  Courts,  to  take  depositions,  and  perform  such  other  business 
connected  with  the  administration  of  justice  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
law. 

Sso.  15.  K6  judicial  officer,  except  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Court 
Commissioners,  shall  receive  to  his  own  use  any  fees  or  perquisites  of 
office. 

Sro.  16.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  speedy  publication  of 
such  opinions  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  it  may  deem  expeaient,  and  all 
opinions  shall  be  free  for  publication  by  any  person. 

Sec.  17.  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  and  Judges  of  the  Supe- 
rior Courts  shall  severally,  at  statea  times  during  their  continuance  in 
office,  receive  from  the  State  treasurv,  for  their  services,  a  compensation 
which  shall  not  be  increased  or  diminished  during  the  term  for  which 
they  shall  have  been  elected.  During  the  term  of  the  first  Judges  elected 
under  this  Constitution,  the  annual  auaries  of  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court  shall  be  six  thousand  dollars  each.  The  Superior  Judges  shall  be 
divided  into  four  classes j  those  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, and  of  the  Counties  of  Alameda,  San  Joaquin,  Los  Angeles,  Santa 
Clara,  Sacramento,  and  Sonoma,  shall  constitute  the  first  class,  and  shali 
e^ch  receive  an  annual  salary  of  five  thousand  dollars,  payable  quar- 
terly;  those  of  the  Counties  of  Butte,  El  Dorado,  Amador,  Colusa,  Con- 
tra, Costa,  Humboldt,  Mendocino,  Monterey,  Napa,  Nevada,  Placer, 
Santa  Cruz,  Solano,  Tulare,  Yolo,  Kern,  Yuba,  and  San  Bernardino, 
shall  constitute  the  second  cla»s,  and  shall  i^eceive  an  annual  salary  of 
four  thousand  dollars  each,  payable  quai'terly ;  those  of  the  Counties  of 
Calaveras,  Fresno,  Lake,  Marin,  Merced,  Plumas,  San  Benito,  San 
Diego,  San  Luis  Obispo,  San  Mateo,  Santa  Barbara,  Sierra,  Shasta,  Sis- 
kiprou,  Stanislaus,  Sutter,  Tehama,  Tuolumne,,  and  Ventura,  shall  con- 
stitute the  third  class,  and  receive  an  annual  salary  of  three  thousand 
dollars  each,  payable  quarterly;  and  those  of  all  other  counties  in  the 
State,  not  above  enumerated,  shall  constitute  the  fourth  class,  and  receive 
an  annual  salary  of  two  thousand  dollars  each,  payable  quarterly. 

Sbo.  is.  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts,  shall  be  ineligible  to  any  other  office  than  a  judfcial 
office  during  the  term  for  which  they  shall  have  been  elected. 

Src.  19.  Judges  shall  not  charge  juries  with  respect  to  matters  of 
fact,  but  may  state  the  testimony  and  declare  the  law. 

Sec.  20.  The  style  of  all  process  shall  be,  "  The  People  of  Che  State 
of  California,''  and  all  prosecutions  shall  be  conducted  in  their  name 
and  by  their  authonty. 

Sec.  21.  The  Justices  shall  appoint  a  Reporter  of  the  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  who  shall  hold  his  office  and  be  removable  at 
their  pleasure.  He  shall  receive  an  annual  salary  of  twenty-five  hun- 
dred aollars,  payable  quarterly. 

Src.  2  2.  The  Judges  and  .Justices  of  the  Peace  shall  not  practice  law 
in  any  Court  of  the  State  during  their  continuance  in  office. 

Src.  23.  A  Grand  Jury  shall  be  composed  of  twelve  jurors,  and  a 
concurrence  of  nine  shall  be  necessary  to  the  making  of  a  presentment, 
or  the  finding  of  an  indictment. 

Sec.  24.  No  one  shall  be  eligible  to  the  office  of  Justice  of  the 
Supreme  Court  unless  he  be  at  least  thirty-five  years  of  age,  and  shall 
have  been  admitted  to  practice  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State ; 
and  no  one  shall  be  eligible  to  the  office  of  Judge  of  the  Superior  Court 
unless  he  be  at  least  thirty  years  of  ag^,  and  shall  have  been  admitted 
to  practice  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the 
Convention  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in 
the  chair,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee 
on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  one. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Section  1.  The  judicial  power  of  the  State  shall  be  vested  in  the 
Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,  in  a  Supreme  Court,  Superior 
Courts,  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  such  inferior  Courts  as  the  Legislature 
may  establish  in  any  incorporated  city  or  town,  or  city  and  county. 

The  chairman.  If  there  is  no  amendment  to  section  one,  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  2.  The  Supreme  Court  shall  consist  of  a  Chief  Justice  and  six 
Associate  Justices.  The  Court  may  sit  in  departments  and  in  bank,  and 
shall  always  be  open  for  the  transaction  of  business.  There  shskll  be  two 
departments,  denominated,  respectively,'  Department  One  and  Depart- 
inent  Two.  The  Chief  Justice  shall  assign  three  of  the  Associate  Jus- 
tices to  each  department,  and  such  assignment  may  be  changed  by  him 


from  time  to  time.  The  Associate  Justices  shall  be  competent  to  sit  in 
either  department,  and  may  interchange  with  each  other  by  agreement 
among  themselves  or  as  ordered  by  the  Chief  Justice.  Each  of  the. 
departments  shall  have  the  power  to  hear  and  detennine  causes  and  all 
(questions  arising  therein,  subject  to  the  provisions  hereinafter  contained 
in  relation  to  the  Court  in  bank.  The  presence  of  three  Justices  shall 
be  nece&%iry  to  transact  any  business  in  either  of  the  departments,  except 
such  as  may  be  done  at  Chambers,  and  the  concurrence  of  three  Justices 
shall  be  necessary  to  pronounce  a  judgment.  The  Chief  Justice  shall 
apportion  the  business  to  the  departments,  and  may,  in  his  discretion, 
order  any  cause  pending  before  the  Court  to  be  heard  and  decided  by 
the  Court  in  bank.  The  order  may  be  made  before  or  after  judgment 
pronounced  by  a  department;  but  where  a  cause  has  been  allotted  to 
one  of  the  departments,  and  a  judgment  pronounced  thereon,  the  order 
must  be  made  within  thirty  days  after  such  judgment,  and  concurred  in 
by  two  Associate  Justices,  and  if  so  made  it  shall  have  the  effect  to  vacate 
and  set  aside  the  judgment.  If  the  order  be  not  made  within  the  time 
above  limited,  the  judgment  shall  be  final.  No  judgment  by  a  depart- 
ment shall  become  final  until  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  thirty  days 
aforesaid,  unless  approved  by  the  Chief  Justice,  in  writing,  with  the 
concurrence  of  two  Associate  Justices.  The  Chief  Justice  may  convene 
the  Court  in  bank  at  any  time,  and  shall  be  the  presiding  Justice  of  the 
Court  when  so  convened.  The  concurrence  of  four  Justices  present  at 
the  argument  shall  be  necessary  to  pronounce  a  judgment  in  bank;  but 
if  four  Justices,  so  present,  do  not  concur  in  a  judgment,  then  all  the 
Justices  qualified  to  sit  in  the  cause  shall  hear  the  argument;  but  to 
render  a  judgment  a  concurrence  of  four  Judges  shall  be  necessary.  In 
the  determination  of  causes,  all  decisions  of  the  Court  in  bank'  or  in 
departments  shall  be  given  in  writing,  and  the  grounds  of  the  decision 
shall  be  stated.  The  Chief  Justice  may  sit  in  either  department,  and 
shall  preside  when  so  sitting,  but  the  Justices  assigned  to  each  depart- 
ment shall  elect  one  of  their  number  as  presiding  Justice.  All  sessions 
of  the  Court,  whether  in  bank  or  in  departments,  shall  be  held  at  the 
Capital  of  the  State.    In  case  of  the  absence  of  the  Chief  Justice  from  the 

J  lace  at  which  the  Court  is  held,  or  his  inability  to  act,  the  Associate 
ustices  shall  select  one  of  their  own  number  to  perform  the  duties  ami 
exercise  the  powers  of  the  Chief  Justice  during  such  absence  or  inability 
CO  act. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.     Mr.  Chairman:   I  move  to  amend. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"In  line  thirtv -seven,  after  the  word  *  State,'  insert,  'in  Los  Angeles 
and  such  other  places  as  the  Legislature  may  provide.'  " 

Mr.  crouch.    I  move  an  amendment  to  the  section,  or  a  substitute. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  section  two,  and  insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  2.  Tire  Supreme  Court  shall  consist  of  a  Chfkf  Justice  and  two 
Associate  Justices.  The  presence  of  two  Justices  shall  be  necessary  for 
the  transaction  of  business,  exc^MI  such  business  as  ma^  be  done  in 
Chambers,  and  the  concurrence  oRwo  Justices  shall  be  necessary  to  pro- 
nounce judgment." 

Mr.  crouch.  Mr.  Chairman:  That  is  a  copy  or  the  section  as  it 
now  stands  in  the  present  Constitution,  except  that  it  substitutes  three 
instead  of  five.  I  think  a  Court  of  three  men  is  sufficient  to  transact  all 
the  business,  therefore  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

speech   op   me.  WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of 
the  Convention:  I  desire  to  state  briefly  the  reasons  which  have  im- 
pelled the  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  to  recommend  section 
two  for  adoption  by  the  Convention  as  the  new  judicial  system,  as  far  as 
the  Supreme  Court  is  concerned.  The  Supreme  Court,  as  at  present  con- 
stitutea,  consists  of  a  Chief  Justice  and  four  Associate  Justices.  Under 
section  two  of  the  old  Constitution,  which  is  covered  by  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Napa,  the  Supreme  Court  has  been  unable 
to  fully  dispatch  the  business  before  it.  I  have  no  strictures  to  pass  upon 
that  Court  as  constituted.  I  think  it  may  be  said,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, that  the  Justices  of  that  Court  have  worked  as  industriously 
as  any  body  of  men  could  have  worked  in  their  places.  The  busine^  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  California  is,  I  think,  larger  than  that 
of  any  Supreme  Court  in  the  American  Union;  larger  than  the  Supreme 
Court  of  any  other  State.  The  report  made  to  the  Convention  by  the 
Clerk  of 'the  Supreme  Court  shows  that  during  the  four  years  past  there 
have  been  brought  and  filed  in  that  Court  some  two  thousand  and  sixty- 
seven  cases,  making  an  immense  calendar  for  that  period  of  time.  The 
Supreme  Court  has  decided,  during  that  time,  some  two  thousand  two 
hundred  and  forty-two  cases.  Of  course,  it  decided  more  cases  than 
were  filed  during  that  period,  the  excess  being  caused  by  the  old  cases 
on  file  previoi^  U>  th^lr  going  into  office.  We  have  thus  an  average  of 
five  hundred  and  sixty-six  and  one  half  cases  a  year  decided  by  the  pres- 
ent Supreme  Court  during  the  last  four  years,  which  is  an  almost  incred- 
ible amount  of  labor.  I  do  not  think  it  has  been  surpassed,  or  can  be 
surpassed,  anywhere.  But  in  order  to  enable  the  Court  to  accomplish 
that  work,  it  had  to  decide  five  hundred  and  fifty-nine  cases  without 

f;iving  any  opinion  in  writing.  If  it  is  proper  and  right  that  a  Court  of 
ast  resort  should  deliver  opinions  in  writing,  giving  the  reason^for  its 
decisions,  we  have  it  demonstrated  that  the  Court,  as  heretofore  consti- 
tuted and  organi:^,  could  not  possibly  perform  its  duties,  for  it  could 
not  have  rendered  that  number  of  decisions  and  have  delivered  written 
opinions  upon  them.  The  importance  of  requiring  the  Court  to  give 
written  opinions  cannot  be  overrated.  They  not  only  become  the  settled 
law  of  the  State,  and  are  precedents  for  subsequent  cases,  but  in  many 
causes  where  the  litigation  is  not  ended  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  new  trials  are  consequent  upon  a  reversal,  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  should  be  given  in  writing,  and  reasons  assigned,  for 
they  are  instructions  to  the  Court  below,  and  are  the  controlling  rule  in 
the  subsequent  litigation. 
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Any  gentleman  who  has  practiced  in  the  Supreme  Court  knows  that 
cases  have  been  sent  back  for  new  trial,  without  written  opinions,  and 
the  Courts  below  have  been  unable  to  ascertain  the  full  views  of  the 
appellate  Court  upon  the  case.  Four  or  five  points  may  be  presented. 
The  Supreme  Court  niav  reverse  the  case,  and  send  it  back  for  a  new 
trial,  upon  some  one  of  those  points,  but  upon  which  point  the  lawyers 
are  unable  to  say — whether  on  five  points  or  on  one.  The  result  is  that 
the  new  trial  in  the  Court  below  takes  place  without  any  light  from 
above,  and  the  case  may  be  appealed  a  second  time,  and  again  reversed 
upon  some  one  of  th'e  saii^  points,  and  so,  ad  infinitum ;  whereas,  if  a 
written  opinion  wene  rendered,  it  might  end  the  case  without  a  second 
appeal.  That  practice  shows  the  ineflnciency  of  any  system  where  written 
opinions  are  not  required,  and  everywhere  throughout  the  United  States 
the  Courts  are  required  to  deliver  written  opinions,  stating  the  grounds 
of  the  decision,  as  we  have  provided  in  this  section.  Undoubtedly  it 
will  insure  a  careful  examination  of  the  cases,  and  result  in  well  con- 
sidered opinions,  because  they  must  come  before  the  jurists  of  the  ciun- 
try  and  be  subjected  to  the  severest  criticism.  I  think  every  lawyer 
will  agree  with  me,  that  in  every  case  there  should  be  an  opinion  in 
writing.  It  tends  to  purity  and  honesty  in  the  administration  of  justice. 
But,  as  the  Supreme  Court  is  now  constituted,  it  is  unable  to  dispose  of 
the  cases  annually  coming  before  it  and  render  written  dMjsions,  for  no 
five  men  on  the  face  of  the  earth  can  deliberately  determine  five  hun- 
dred and  sixty  cases  a  year,  and  render  written  opinions  on  them, 
commensurate  with  the  importance  and  character  of  the  cases  brought 
in  this  Court.  The  object,  then,  of  the  committee,  was  to  increase  the 
{>ower  of  the  Supreme  Court,  not  simply  in  point  of  numbers,  but  to 
increase  its  effective  working  power;  and  the  Question  was  simply  this: 
How  shall  we  enable  the  Court  to  perform  its  duties?  how  shall  we 
increase  its  effective  working  power?  Now,  to  increase  the  number  of 
Judges  does  not,  in  itaelf,  increase,  to  any  great  extent,  the  working 
power  of  the  Court,  because,  instead  of  five' Judges^  canvass  a  case,  and 
read  the  transcript  and  briefs,  we  would  have  seven  men  to  do  the  same 
work,  which  would  rather  retard  than  dispatch  business.  Wo  have, 
therefore,  after  mature  consideration  and  much  thought  over  the  mat- 
ter, concluded  to  adopt  the  plan  of  increasing  the  number  of  Judges 
from  five  to  seven,  and  authorizing  the  Court  to  sit  in  two  departments 
at  the  State  Capital. 

The  State  has  provided  Court- rooms  and  a  library  which  belongs  to  the 
Court.  In  this  way  we  secure  a  Court  of  almost  twice  the  working 
capacitv  of  the  old  Court,  as  the  ordinary  current  of  cases  may  easily  be 
decided;  by  a  department  of  three  Judges,  and  as  we  will  have  two 
departments  sitting  at  the  same  time  in  different  chambers,  it  will 
enable  the  Court  to  dispatch  nearly  twice  as  much  business.  There  is 
also  a  power  here  enabling  the  Court  to  sit  in  bank  in  special  cases. 
Great  and  important  cases  would,  of  course,  be  heard  before  the  full 
bench.  Constitutional  qtfcstions  would  be  so  heard  an<#  decided.  The 
great  object  has  been  to  secure  an  increased  working  capacity  in  the 
Court.  The  committee,  therefore,  recommends  this  system  as  one  wllich 
will  enable  the  Court  to  dispatch  the  current  business,  and  also  write 
opinions  on  all  of  the  cases.  I  call  attention  to  the  telegrams  sent  by  the 
Associated  Press  to  the  newspapers  on  this  coast  concerning  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  Whatever  objection  may  be  made  on  the 
score  of  the  unreliability  of  such  dispatches  on  political  subjects,  I  sup- 

Cose  there  is  no  motive  for  correspondents  to  misrepresent  matters  of  this 
ind.  According  to  this  report,  there  are  on  the  docket  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  about  one  thousand  cases,  and  the  Court 
cannot  dispose  of  more  than  about  two  hundred  and  sixty  cases  a  year. 
The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  composed  of  nine  Judges- 
effective,  active,  working  men— are  unable  to  dis{x>se  of  more  than  two 
hundred  and  sixty  cases  a  year,  while  the  Supreme  Court  of  this  State 
has  disposcA  ot'  five  hundred  and  sixty  c&ses  a  year.  But  they  were 
only  enabled  to  do  that,  as  I  said  before,  by  omitting  written  opinions; 
wherea^he  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  universally  delivers  writ- 
ten opinions,  giving  the  reasons  in  full.  Nor  can  it  be  said  that  their  cases 
are  more  important  than  ours.  Of  course,  there  are  questions  of  great 
national  importance  decided  there;  but  in  the  State  of  California  some 
of  the  most  important  questions  that  have  ever  been  considered  in  the 
United  States  have  arisen,  not  only  in  regard  to  the  principles  involved, 
but  from  the  magnitudje  of  property  in  litigation.  This  correspondent 
of  the  Associated  Press  to  wnich  I  have  referred,  goes  on  to  say,  after 
stating  that  the  Court  can  only  dispose  of  about  two  hundred  and  sixty 
cases  a  year,  that  the  business  of  the  Court  is  nearly  three  years  behind, 
there  being  cases  on  the  docket  brought  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
six.  This,  he  says,  induced  the  President  to  make  the  recommendation 
concerning  the  creation  of  new  Circuit  Judges,  limiting  jurisdiction  to 
cases  involving  an  amount  not  less  than  ten  thousand  dollars,  instead  of 
five  thousand  dollars,  the  present  limit. 

This  morning  I  went  to  the  Clerk's  office  and  obtained  the  fM^sent 
calendar  of  our  Supreme  Court  [showing  the  calendar]  to  be  held  in  San 
Francisco.  Gentlemen  will  understand  'that  thjs  is  merely  the  San 
Francisco  calendar.  As  at  present  constituted  the  Supreme  Court,  under 
nn  Act  of  the  Legislature,  sits  at  Sacramento,  San  Francisco,  and  Los 
Angeles,  and  the  calendars  are  made  up  with  reference  to  the  localities 
named,  so  that  this  book  does  not  include  the  Sacramento  and  Los 
Angeles  cases.  Here  is  a  volume  containing  three  hundred  cases  in  the 
San  Francisco  calendar  alone.  In  most  of  these  cases  the  transcripts 
were  filed  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  a  few  of  them  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-seven,  and  but  one,  I  think,  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-six — so  there  are  no  old  cases.     They  are  the 

g resent  and  current  litigation.  Now,  if  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
tates,  with  nine  Judges,  can  only  dispose  or  two  hundred  and  sixty 
cases  a  year,  how  is  it  to  be  expected  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  Cali- 
fornia will  decide  the  cases  which  are  on  the  calenaar,  when  in  this  one 
single  division,  the  San  Francisco  district,  there  are  three  hundred  cases? 
The  result,  of  courae,  is  that  all  these  cases  will  not  be  reached.    The 


Court  will  sit  in  San  Francisco  and  hear  some  of  these  cases,  and  the  rest 
must  go  over  to  the  next  San  Francisco  term.  I  know  by  experience, 
and  every  lawyer  practicing  in  that  Court  will  affirm  what  I  sav,  that 
only  a  part  of  these  cases  will  be  heard  this  year.  The  Court  will  then 
go  to  Los  Angeles.  They  will  hear  a  number  of  cases  there,  but  not  all 
on  that  calendar,  and  then  come  to  Sacramento.  In  the  meantime,  the 
large  majority  of  these  cases  will  not  be  disposed  of.  Now,  I  say  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Court  to  keep  up  with  the  business;  it  is  impossible 
for  any  five  men  to  perform  the  labor,  under  the  system  prevailing  here- 
tofore, and  I  look  upon  that  as  so  fixed  a  fact  that  we  are  now  called 
u^n  to  devise  a  plan  by  which  the  Court  will  be  enabled  to  keep  pace 
with  the  business.  It  is  very  desirable  that  this  should  be  done.  It  is 
in  the  interest  of  the  citizens  of  this  State.  It  is  their  right,  when  they 
are  compelled  to  resort  to  the  Courts,  to  have  their  cases  speediliv 
adjudicated  and  determined.  I  have  known  these  long  delays  to  vforK 
an  absolute  denial  of  justice.  I  do  not  believe  you  can  accomplish  any 
valuable  reform  unless  you  change  the  system,  and  allow  the  Court  to 
sit  in  departlnents.  The  Chief  Justice  will  have  the  general  supervision 
of  the  business  of  the  Court,  and,  of  course,  will  be  constantly  engaged 
assigning  cases  to  the  departments  and  reviewing  decisions  on  petitions 
for  rehearing.  By  this  system  we  have  practically  two  Courts.  The 
Court  sittinsr  in  departments  can  discharge  almost  twice  the  business.  I 
believe,  under  this  system*  the  Court  will  be  enabled  to  clear  the  calen- 
dar every  year,  and,'at  the  same  time,  deliver  written  decisions  in  each 
case.  Of  course,  there  will  always  be  some  cases  disposed  of  without 
written  opinions.  Sometimes  a  case  goes  off  on  some  formal  motion,  or 
is  dismissed  on  a  technical  question  of  practice.  But  I  am  speaking 
generally,  of  cases  argued  imd  submitted  upon  their  merits,  and  there 
the  decision  is  of  litUe  account  as  settling  the  law,  unless  the  Court 
gives  its  reasons  for  the  decision  in  writing.  I  would  say,  in  addition, 
that  this  particular  section  has  been  canvassed  by  a  great  many  lawyers, 
and,  with  but  few  exceptions,  it  has  received  the  approval  of  everybody 
with  whom  I  have  conversed.  In  San  Francisco,  the  bar  held  a  meeting 
upon  this  subject,  and  I  think  some  eighty  of  the  leading  members  of 
the  bar  indorsed  this  system,  and  undouhtedly  their  opinions  are  entitled 
to  some  weight  in  such  matters  as  this,  when  we  take  into  consideration 
that  San  Francisco  has  about  one  third  of  the  business  which  i^mes 
before  this  Court.  That  body  of  lawyers  has  been  in  constant  attend- 
ance before  the  Supreme  Court,  and  understands  the  practical  working 
of  the  old  system,  and  has  a  right  to  speak  authoritatively  upon  this 
subject;  and  the  opinions  of  that  body,  I  repeat,  are  entitled  to  great 
respect.  .They  could  certainly  have  no  improper  or  selfish  motives  for. 
i-ecommending  this  plan.  They  recommend  it  only  because  it  accords 
with  their  judgment,  because  they  well  know  that  a  Court  organised 
upon  the  present  basis  is  entirely  unable  to  dispose  of  cases  upon  its 
calendar  in  anv  one  year.  It  is  hardly  worth  while  for  this  Convention 
to  go  back  agafu  to  the  old  system,  under  section  two  of  the  old  Constitu- 
tion, because  it  is  perfectly  inefficient  and  inadequate  to  our  wants,  and 
its  antiquity  alone  recommends  it. 

In  regard  to  the  proposed  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles,  I  will  say  this:  that  a  divided  Court — a  Court  compelled  to  sit 
in  three  places — will  not  be  so  efficient  or  dispatch  as  much  business. 
It  is  a  very  pleasant  thing  for  us  in  San  Francisco  to  have  a  Supreme 
Court  at  our  Yery  doors.  We  certainly  have  a  much  greater  right  to 
sessions  of  the  Court  at  San  Fmncisco  than  the  people  of  Los  Angeles 
have  to  sessions  in  their  county,  for  we  have  one  third  of  all  the  busi- 
ness, while  Los  Angeles  has  not  one  third  as  much  business  as  we  have. 
We  had  some  seven  hundred  and  thirty  cases  during  the  period  of  time 
mentioned,  while  Los  Angeles  during  that  four  years  nad  only  one 
hundred  and  fifty  cases. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  There  were  eighty  cases  in  Los 
Angeles  and  sixty  here  (at  Sacramento),  last  term. 

Mr.  WILSON.  It  is  very  convenient  for  me  and  other  gentlemen  in 
San  Francisco,  to  sit  in  our  offices  until  fhe  Clerk  informs  us  that  our 
cases  are  about  to  be  called,  so  that  we  lose  no  time  in  waiting,  but  go 
directly  to  the  Court-room  and  argue  our  cases.  But  notwithstanding 
that  great  advantage  which  results  to  the  bar  of  that  city  from  the  sit- 
ting in  San  Francisco,  it  has  expressed  a  willingness  to  abandon  and 
give  up  that  advantage,  and  make  the  sacrifice  for  the  sake  of  a  system 
that  will  insure  a  more  speedy  dispatch  of  business;  and  the  gentleman 
from  Los  Angeles  should  be  willing  to  make  the  same  sacrifice  for  the 
same  purpose.  By  this  proposed  system  we  will  have  two  departments, 
and  to  compel  the  Court  to  sit  in  San  Franciseo  and  other  places,  would 
at  once  destroy  its  efficiency,  for  it  will  consume  a  great  deal  of  its  time 
in  traveling  back  and  forth.  It  must  keep  records  in  two  or  three 
places;  the  Clerk  will  have  to  keep  a  Clerk's  office  in  each  place ;  the 
Court  will  be  compelled  to  have  deputies  in  one  place  and  deputies  in 
another.  There  must  be  several  different  Court-rooms,  two  here  and 
two  in  Los  Angeles,  besides  the  Clerk's  office,  all  of  which  will  materi- 
ally increase  the  expense.  The  Court  cannot  always  be  in  session,  on 
account  of  the  time  consumed  in  traveling.  Besides  that,  the  State  has 
its  own  library  which  is  in  the  State  Capitol  here,  and  that  is  a  very 
strong  argument  in  favor  of  having  the  Court  sit  in  Sacramento  alone. 
In  Los  Angeles  they  will  have  no  such  library.  The  Court  will  be  com- 
pelled to  depend  upon  the  private  libraries  of  the  members  of  the  Los 
Angeles  bar.  ^ 

Mr.  AYERS.    We  intend  to  give  them  a  library. 

Mr.  WILSON.  You  intend  to  give  them  a  library?  How  much 
does  the  gentleman  suppose  such  a  library  as  the  Supreme  Court  needs 
would  cost?  I  think  my  learned  friend  is  very  competent  authority  on 
matters  relating  to  printing,  but  he  probably  knows  very  little  about 
the  cost  of  law  Dooks. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  wanted  the  Seventh  of  Howard  out  of  this  library 
and  was  not  able  to  get  it. 

Mr.  WILSON.    I  suppose  you  will  find  twenty  of  them  here. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    The  gentleman  ought  to  find  it  on  the  desk  of  his 
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colleague,  General  Howard,  who  used  it  eztensiyely  in  his  Chinese 
speech. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    The  last  time  I  saw  it,  Mr.  Edgerton  had  it. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  majority  of  the  committee  were  in  favor  of  hav- 
ing the  Court  sit  at  the  capital  alone.  They  ha4  in  view  the  efficiency 
of  the  Court,  the  conveniences  there,  and  the  library,  which  is  a  very 
important  matter  to  the  Supreme  Court.  Now,  there  are  railroad  facili- 
ties all  over  this  State;  facilities  for  traveling  are  increasing  all  the 
time;  and  although  some  inconveniences  may  arise  to  some  gentlemen, 
yet  the  holding  of  Court  in  Los  Angeles  will  not  remove  these  incon- 
veniences altogether.  Of  course  it  is  inconvenient  for  gentlemen  in 
San  Francisco,  or  Oakland,  or  San  Jos6,  to  come  to  the  capital.  These 
inconveniences  affect  all  who  do  not  live  at  the  State  capital.  But  we 
imist  endure  these  inconveniences  in  order  to  insure  efficiency  and 
enable  the  C6urt  to  dispatch  the  business  and  keep  the  calendar  clear. 

SPEficH   OF   MR.   AYBRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  this  Conii%ntion  will 
favorably  entertain  the  amendment  offered  by  my  colleague,  General 
Howard.  I  may  not  be  competent  to  pass  upon  the  merits  of  this 
scheme  as  a  technical  scheme,  but  I  certainly  am  competent  to  paw  upon 
that  portion  pf  it  which  takes  away  the  sessions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
from  Los  Angeles,  and  places  them  solely  at'  the  capital.  And  I  say, 
sir,  that  it  would  be  an  act  of  injustice,  now  that  you  have  established 
seflsion»of  the  Supreme  Court  there,  after  the  people  there  have  gone  to 
the  expense  of  erecting  a  fine  Court- room  for  tne  accommodation  of  the 
Court.  We  have  intended,  and  do  intend,  as  I  have  said,  to  furnish  a 
library,  so  that  the  objection  of  the  gentleman  on  that  score  will  be 
removed.  I  believe  Los  Angeles  is  as  well  provided  with  law  books  as 
any  city  of  its  size  in  the  State,  and  there  will  be  no  difficulty  with 
regard  to  books  of  reference.  Now,  sir,  it  is  not.a  parallel  case  to  cite 
the  City  of  San  Francisco,  as  regards  the  Supreme  Court  sitting  in  the 
capital, and  Los  Angeles.  Our  city  is  over  five  hundred  miles  from  this 
capital.  It  is  very  expensive  to  litigants  to  come  here  to  attend  to  their 
cases.  They  must  send  a  lawyer  here  to  tend  to  their  cases,  and  in 
many  cases  it  works  a  denial  of  justice.  They  must  be  satisfied  with 
the  decisions  of  the  lower  Courts,  unless  their  purses  are  long.  Now, 
sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  memorial  signed  by  all  the  members  of  the 
bar  of  Los  Angeles,  over  forty  members,  in  which  they  ask  that  the 
Supreme  Court  be  allowed  to  hold  its  sessions  in  Los  Angeles,  as  it- does 
now.     I  shall  hand  this  to  the  Clerk,  so  that  members  can  see  it. 

Now,  sir,  at  the  last  session  of  the  Supreme  Court  at  Los  Angeles, 
there  were  seventy-two  cases  before  that  Court,  and  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco  computed  that  there  were  two  hundred  cas^  a  year,  so 
Los  Angeles  is  an  important  factor  in  bringing  business  to  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  WILSON.     Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  a  question T 

Mr.  AYEBS.  No,  sir.  My  reason  simply  is,  that  I  have  not  the 
time;  I  have  some  more  remarks  to  make.  It  is  not  out  of  a  lack  of 
courtesy  that  I  decline.  Now,  sir,  I  can  see  no  good  reason  for  the  oppo- 
sition to  this  amendment  from  gentlemen  of  the  legal  profession,  unless 
it  be  that,  in  a  great  many  cases,  it  is  a  matter  of  interest  to  them.  I 
presume  a  great  many  country  lawyers  have  to  send  their  briefs  to 
lawyers  here,  and  they  profit  by  that  kind  of  business,  but  that  is  not  a 
reason  that  should  have  any  weight  with  thid  Convention.  I  ask  it  as  a 
matter  of  justice,  that  this  Convention  allow  the  sessions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  to  continue  at  Los  Angeles.  I  have  already  shown  on  this  floor 
that  our  section  of  the  State  is  very  inadequately  represented  in  the 
Legislature.  I  hope  you  will  not  put  a  bond  upon  the  Supreme  Court, 
ana  that  you  will  not  so  far  forget  our  claims  upon  you  as  to  take  it 
away  from  us.    Now,  Mr.  Wilson,  I  will  answer  your  question. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  seventy-two  cases  you  spoke  of  are  not  all  from 
Los  Angeles  County;  the  district  embraces  other  counties  north  of  it? 

Mr.  AYERS.  Yes,  sir,  it  embraces  the  whole  district,  including  Kern 
and  Inyo,  and  the  whole  numBer  of  cases  was  seventy-two  in  the  seven 
counties,  while  the  district  of  which  Sacramento  is  the  center,  only  had 
forty-three  cases.  We  have  two  terms,  which  would  give  us  one  hun- 
dred and  forty  cases  a  year. 

Mr.  WILSON.     In  San  Francisco  there  were  six  hundred  cases. 

Mr.  AYERS.  The  discrepancy  is  not  so  great  as  you  make  it  out. 
Now,  I  hope  this  Convention  will  do  an  act  of  simple  justice,  and  allow 
the  Supreme  Court  to  continue  to  sit  in  Los  Angeles.  The  change  is  not 
demanded  by  the  people  of  this  State  I  do  not  believe  that  any  large 
number  of  voters  would  ask  for  the  change. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   BEKRSTECHKR. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee which  made  this  report,  it  is  proper  for  me  to  say  that  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  report,  with  the  addition  of  tne  amendment  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard.  However,  in  considering 
the  report,  the  amendment  has  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  it  in  the  first 
instance.  The  report  is  here  for  consideration,  and  if  we  desire  to  amend 
it  we  can  do  so.  But  the  amendment  in  nowise  affects  the  report.  The 
new  system  as  sought  to  be  provided  by  section  two  adds  two  more 
Judges,  and  provides  that  the  Judges  can  sit  and  do  business  in  two 
departments,  as  has  already  been  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson.  It  is  virtually  giving  us  two  Supreme  Courts, 
or  doubling  the  capacity  of  the  Court.  Now,  although  tne  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco  defends  this  system,  and  says  it  has  met  the  indorse- 
ment of  the  committee,  and  the  indorsement  of  the  bar  of  San  Francisco 
and  of  the  State,  he  says  there  is  an  objection  to  the  Court  going  to  Los 
Angeles,  because  there  would  be  difficulty  about  having  one  section  sit- 
ting at  Sacramento  and  the  other  at  Los  Angeles.  It  seems  to  me  this 
difficulty  can  be  easily  overcome.  The  Court  to-day  sits  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, Sacramento,  and  Los  Angeles.  The  Court  is  composed  of  five 
Judges  to-day.  If  you  add  two  more  Judges  to  the  number,  you  have 
a  new  Court  as  recommended  by  the  committee.     It  is  not  necessary  that 


one  division  of  the  Court  should  proceed  to  Los  Angeles  and  the  other 
remain  in  Sacramento.  Let  the  whole  Court  go  there.  What  is  the 
objection  to  the  people  south  of  San  Francisco  having  Court  at  their  very 
doors?  Delay  is  a  denial  of  justice.  The  Legislature  has  seen  the  pro- 
priety of  allowing  them  to  have  sessions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  by 
mcreasinf  the  number  you  do  not  increase  the  expense  but  a  trifle,  and 
there  is  no  objection  at  all  to  the  Supreme  Court  going  to  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco,  and  having  sessions  in  Sacramento.  For  my  part, 
sir,  I  hope  to  see  the  day  when  neither  the  Legislature  nor  the  Court  will 
sit  in  Sacramento,  for  it  is  the  most  unhealthj(  spot  in  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia. I  think  the  river  will  drown  out  this  city,  ia  spite  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Edgerton. 

Mr.  REED.  Allow  me  to  inform  the  gentleman  that  there  is  not  a 
city  in  the  world  of  the  size,  w^hose  death  rate  is  less  than  that  of  Sacra- 
mento. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    It  is  a  good  place  to  leave. 

Mr.  edgerton.  You  have  only  to  look  at  the  gentleman  himself, 
to  see  a  complete  refutation  of  the  charge  he  has  made.  He  has  gained 
fifty  pounds  this  Wiater. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  took  occasion  to  canvass  this  matter  with 
two  of  the  present  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  had  a  conversation 
with  one  of  t^m,  and  asked  him  to  tell  me  whether  there  was  any 
objection  to  having  the  Supreme  Court  of  this  State  sit  in  three  different 
places,  and  he  said  there  was  not  only  no  objection,  but  that  it  was  an 
advantage,  not  only  to  the  people,  but  to  the  Court.  He  said  the  Judges 
of  the  Court,  by  beinf  obliged  to  sit  in  one  place,  coQld  not  accomplish 
the  amount  of  work  they  could  if  allowed  to  sit  in  two  or  three  different 
places;  that  it  was  an  a[dvantage  to  the  Court,  and  an  advantage  to  the 
people  of  this  State,  were  the  words  of  Chief  Justice  Wallace  to  me,  and 
the  gentleman  has  no  objections  to  the  statements  being  made  public. 
The  amendment  says,  in  the  capital  of  the  State,  and  in  such  other 
places  as  the  Legislat^^re  may  direct.  There  is  no  analogy  between  the 
State  of  California  and  other  Stat^  of  the  Union.  Other  States  are  no 
larger  than  some  of  the  counties  of  this  State.  The  idea  of  asking  the 
people  of  Baltimore  to  go  to,.,3oston  to  have  their  cases  heard,  would  be 
absurd,  and  yet  we  ask  these  people  to  go  five  hundred  miles  to  have 
their  cases  heard.  We  are  not  making  a  Constitution  for  to-day,  or 
to-morrow,  or  next  year  only.  If  this  Constitution  is  adopted  it  will 
continue  for  years,  and  the  southern  part  of  this  State  will  grow,  and 
continue  to  grow,  until  it  has  many  times  the  wealth  and  population 
that  it  now  has,  and  they  should  not  be  debarred,  by  a  constitutional 
provision,  from  having  a  Court  at  their  doors.  They  have  the  Court 
to-day — let  them  continue  to  have  it.  There  is  only  a  trifling  additional 
expense,  such  as  traveling  fe.es,  or  something  of  that  kind.  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  report  submitted  by  the  committee,  with  the  amendment; 
that  is,  that  the  Court  be  allowed  to  sit  in  Los  Angeles,  and  such  other 
places  as  the  Legislature  may  direct.  * 

^  RSMARKS  or   MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Kern.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  don't  see  why  the  Legisla- 
ture should  not  have  the  power  to  try  the  experiment  that  they  have 
attempted  in  allowing  the  Supreme  Court  to  meet  in  different  places  in 
the  State.  There  maybe  some  minor  objections;  there  may  oe  some 
objections  in  detail ;  it  may  conflict  with  the  dispatch  of  business  to 
some  extent,  I  admit;  but  the  difficulties  that  may  be  in  the  way  of  the 
proper  work  of  the  Court,  seem  to  me  cannot  be  so  ereat  as  the  difficul- 
ties and  disadvantages  of  those  who  have  business  in  that  Court.  Now, 
I  know,  from  what  little  experience  I  have  had  in  practicing  in  this 
State,  from  the  distance  I  have  resided,  that  it  is  a  great  disadvantage  to 
attorneys  who  have  to  go  so  far,  and  also  works  in  many  cases  a  denial 
of  justice.  The  expense  of  employing  attorneys  and  payiii^  their  ex- 
penses to  travel  so  far,  results  in  many  cases  in  a  denial  ofjustice,  for 
many  men  cannot  afford  it.  Now,  why  not  leave  this  power  to  the  Leg- 
islature? If  it  shall  turn  out  to  be  a  disadvantage,  why,  the  Legislature 
can  stop  it.  If  it  is  left  to  the  Legislature  they  can  use  their  discretion ; 
if  it  is  put  in  the  Constitution  it  cannot  be  amended.  I  am  in  favor  of 
the  Legislature  having  that  power. 

Mr.  edgerton.  The  amendment  fixes  it  at  Los  Angeles  affirma- 
tively, so  the  Legislature  cannot  change  it.  It  is  not  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  smith.  Now,  several  States  have  had  this  system,  and  seem  to 
like  it.  Missouri  has  the  system;  the  Supreme  Court  meets  in  four  dif- 
ferent places.  Now,  I  believe  in  having  justice  at  every  man's  door,  as 
near  as  possible.  This  is  the  case  in  all  large  States.  Some  other  States 
have  intermediate  Courts.  We  have  provided  for  two  sections,  sitting  at 
the  same  time,  and  they  may  sit  in  bank  when  necessary.  We  have 
one  of  the  largest  States  in  the  Union  in  territory,  and  the  Legislature 
should  certainly  have  this  power,  in  order  to  meet  the  demands  of  the 
State.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  is  not  of  very  great  advantage  to  my 
county.  Travel  to  Sacrameivto  from  Kern  does  not  cost  much  more  than 
to  Los  Angeles.  It  is  some  advantage  to  go  to  Los  Angeles,  but  not  a 
great  deal.  But  it  is  nothing  more  than  justice  to  a  very  important  dis- 
trict of  this  State. 

Mr.  WILSON.    Why  not  have  it  sit  in  Shasta,  too  ? 

Mr.  smith.  The  northern  portion  of  the  State  has  a  very  small 
population  compared  to  the  southern  portion. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   EDGERTON. 

Mr.  edgerton.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  it  is  very  unfair  in  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco  to  allude  to  the  prejudices  or  preferences 
of  the  Supreme  Judges  upon  this  question.  Now,  I  have  no  doubt 
Chief  Justice  Wallace,  who  is  just  as  good  a  fellow  as  anybody  else, 
felt  as  anybody  else  would  have  felt.  He  fell  into  the  hospitable  hands 
of  my  friend  Ayers  and  his  colleague.  Gen.  Howard,  and  we  all  know 
what  delicious  wines  they  make  down  there,  and  what  orange  groves 
they  have  there,  and  it  is  no  wonder  anybody  should  get  a  little  stuck 
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afler  the  city  of  the  angels.  I  expect  if  I  should  go  there  I  would  want 
to  become  an  angel  too.  But  I  do  not  think  this  qu^tion  ought  to  be 
a  question  of  the  preference  of  any  member  of  the  Supreme  Court.  It 
ought  to  be  considered  as  a  question  of  public  policy  and  public  expedi- 
ency alone.  Now^  sir,  it  is  well  known  that  until  four  or  five  years  ago 
the  Supreme  Court  was  permanently  located  here.  It  was  then  agreed 
to  h^ve  a  term  of  Court  in  San  Francisco,  and  San  Francisco  promised 
to  bear  tifie  entire  expense  of  the  renjioval  and  maintenance  of  tne  Court. 
The  agreement  was  tnat  the  State  was  to  be  exonerated  from  any  expense 
on  account  of  the  change.  What;was  the  result?  Last  Winter  the  dele- 
gation from  Los  Angeles  came  here  and  wanted  a  term  of  the  Court  held 
there,  and  they  notified  the  San  Francisco  delegation,  and  it  was  agreed 
if  they  would  carry  the  bill  through  they  would  saddle  upon  the  State  the 
expense  incurred  m  removing  the  Supreme  Court  to  San  Francisco.  Of 
course,  San  Francisco  having  one  third  of  the  members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, together  with  the  southern  delegations,  easily  carried  the  bill.  By 
that  one  removal  alone  this  State  was  put  to  an  expense  of  thirty  thou- 
sand dollars  in  hard  twenty-dollar  pieces,  which  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  had  solemnly  pledged  to  honor,  as  far  as  it  could  do  it, 
t>o  pay  all  this  exf)ense,  and  save  the  State  from  ever  paying  out  a  dollar. 
So  that  as  a  question  of  economy  a  Court  on  wheeis  is  not  a  success. 
There  was  an  expense  of  about  eight  thousand  dollars  for  removing  it  to 
lios  Angeles.  Then  there  has  been  added  to  that  in  various  forms  about 
seven  thousand  two  hundred  dollars,  making  the  total  cost  to  the  State 
thus  far  for  keeping  the  Supreme  Court  on  wheels,  of  thirty -seven  thou- 
sand two  hundred  dollars.    So  much  for  the  question  of  economy. 

Now,  I  claim  that  it  adds  stability  to  the  Government  to  have  all  its 
departments  in  one  place.  Upon  this  question  of  convenience,  the 
gentlemen  of  Los  Angeles  have  to  do  business  in  the  Surveyor  General's 
ofHce,  why  not  have  a  branch  of  this  office  in -Iios  Angeles?  If  ^ou 
speak  of  convenience,  why  not  have  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  to  sit  in  every  State  in  the  Union?  Gentlemen  on  this  floor  have 
traveled  three  thousand  miles  to  attend  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States.  It  would  be  much  more  convenient  to  lawyers  to  have 
the  Court  go  around  to  the  different  States.  But  this  does  not  add 
greatly  to  the  convenience  of  litigants.  The  attorneys  attend  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  the  only  expense  is  the  fees  for  traveling.  Now,  I 
dare  say,  their  calendar  down  there,  is  swollen  with  cases  clear  from 
Santa  Clara. 

Ml.  AYERS.     No,  sir,  only  as  far  as  Sant-a  Barbara. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Well,  it  makes  no  difference  where  they  come 
from,  the^  can  come  here  very  near  as  quick  as  we  can  go  there.  Law- 
yers in  this  end  of  the  State  have  more  or  less  business  U>  do,  no  matter 
where  the  session  is  being  held,  and  it  is  very  inconvenient  for  them  to 
have  to  go  way  down  to  Los  Angeles  in  cases  of  habeas  corpus,  etc. 
Gentlemen  talk  about  employing  counsel  in  Sacramento  to  attend  to 
their  cases.  I  think,  sir,  that  most  every  attorney  in  the  State  who 
is  qualified  to  attend  to  his  cases  in  the  Supreme  Court,  does  so 
himself,  and  does  it,  too,  as  a  matter  of  convenience.  Most  all  lawyers 
have  business  to  attend  to  in  the  laud  department,  or  in  the  Secret%ry 
of  State's  office,  or  the  Attorney  General's  office,  and  they  manage  so  as 
to  attend  to  that  business  at  the  same  time  they  are  before  the  Supreme 
Court;  and  it  is  not  true  that  Sacramento  attorneys  get  much  business  of 
that  kind  by  having  the  Supreme  Court  here.  As  far  as  that  is  con- 
cerned, there  is  no  selfishness  in  it.  As  far  as  health  is  concerned,  sta- 
tistics show  that  this  is  the  healthiest  city  on  the  globe,  Los  Angeles  not 
excepted.  There  are  sudden  cases  of  mortality  here  as  everywhere  else. 
The  people  who  die  here  generally  come  from  Los  Angeles.  [Laughter.] 
Their  climate  down  there  is  very  hot,  and  a  man  soon  gets  lazy  who 
lives  in  it.  [Laughter.]  And  it  would  not  be  very  long,  if  vou  have  the 
Supreme  Court  down  there,  before  you  would  see  the  Chief  Justice,  and 
my  friend.  General  Howard,  walkinf  arm  in  arm  under  huge  Panama 
^hats,  hunting  a  cool  place.     It  will  not  do. 

Now,*the  gentleman  from  Kern  stated,  that  some  States,  among 
others,  Missouri,  have  a  Supreme  Court  on  wheels.  Section  nine,  o? 
article  six,  of  the  Constitution  of  Missouri,  provides  that  the  Supreme 
Court  shall  be  held  at  the  seat  of  government  until  otherwise  directed 
by  law.  Now,  one  word  about  the  sentiment  of  the  lawyers  of  this  State. 
I  know  a  great  many  of  them,  and  have  conversed  with  a  great  many 
of  them,  from  different  counties,  and  as  far  as  I  am  advised,  the  sentiment 
of  the  profession  on  this  matter  is  unanimous,  or  nearly  so,  in  favor  of 
having  the  Supreme  Court  held  at  one  place,  and  that  place  the  capital. 

*     RKMARKS   OF    MR.    HOWARD. 

Mr.  JIGWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  It  was  the  boast  of  a  famous  ruler 
that  he  broughtjustice  home  to  erery  man's  door. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Why  not  have  it  in  every  county,  then? 

Mr.  HOWARD.  In  England  they  did  have  it  in  every  county. 
Now,  sir,  I  say  it  is  a  matter  of  necessity  to  give  to  the  Legislature  the 
power  to  fix  these  terms  at  different  places.  Why,  you  cannot  tell 
what  day  this  tdwn  will  be  drowned  out.  The  Judges  will  be  seen  some 
of  these  days  coming  out  of  the  Court- room  in  a  boat.  '  [Laughter.] 
Yet  they  would  be  obliged  to  stay  here.  I  have  had  some  little  experi- 
ence with  this  climate. myself.  It  is  the  hottest  place  outside  of— the 
one  down  below  we  read  of.  [Laughter.]  If  you  put  it  in  the  Consti- 
tution that  the  Court  shall  sit  nowhere  else  but  here — if  they  have  to  sit 
here  in  regular  session  all  Summer,  they  will  have  to  be  regular  sala- 
manders. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     Do  I  look  fike  a  salamander?    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HOWARD.  You  look  like  a  fellow  that  has  just  got  out  of  some 
fire.  [Uproarious  laughter.]  Now,  I  advise  the  gentleman  to  be  a  little 
cautious  in  regard  to  this  matter,  and  not  demand  too  much,  for  if 
Benicia,  or  Oakland,  or  San  Jos^,  were  to  offer  to-morrow  to  furnish 
State  buildings  free  of  expense  to  the  State,  this  capital  would  travel  so 
fast  that  it  would  make  the  heads  of  your  citizens  swim. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    I  have  no  doubt  they  would  make  the  State  pay 
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for  it  in  the  end,  just  as  they  did  when  they  moved  the  Supreme  Court 
to  Los  Angeles. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  We  made  no  bargains.  The  gentleman  is  entirely 
too  avaricious  for  Sacramento.  Why,  he  wants  everything  here.  If 
he  should  see  a  flock  of  wild  geese  flying  over,  I  am  not  so  certain  but 
he  would  offer  an  amendment  requiring  them  to  light  in  Sacramento. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  had  not  seen  a  flock  of  wild  geese  for  a  long 
time  until  this  Convention  metl    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HOWARD.  The  gentleman  himself  is  about  the  wildest  goose 
here.  [Laughter.]  Now  it  seems  to  me  extraordinary  that  the  whole 
business  of  the  Supreme  Court  has  to  be  measured  by  holding  sessions 
in  Sacran^to.  I  cannot  see  how  it  can  facilitate  the  transaction  of 
business,  bol,  as  the  Judges  have  said  themselves,  just  the  reverse.  And 
as  to  the  members  of  the  bar  wanting  it  to  come  here,  I  have  never  seen 
half  a  dozen  who  wanted  it  here.  They  do  want  to  go  to  San  Francisco. 
That  is  the  place  they  want  to  go  to,  for  the  very  best  of  reasons.  There 
is  an  excellent  library  there,  the  health  is  better,  and  the  Court  can  work 
more  and  to  better  advantage  in  the  Summer  months,  if  the  Court  was 
in  San  Francisco  instead  of  here.  Everybody  knows  that.  Now  they 
had  sixty  cases  h^re  last  term  of  the  Court.  They  had  eighty  cases  in 
Los  Angeles,  so  one  of  the  Judges  told  me.  The  Judges  all  prefer  to  so 
to  Los  Angeles.  Whether  it  is  because  we  have  good  wine  there,  I  do 
not  know;  I  leave  that  for  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento.  Certain  it 
is  that  we  have  good  wine  there.  And  it  is  about  the  only  place  in  the 
State  where  you  can  get  wine  that  is  not  adulterated.  Statistics  show 
that  about  ninety  per  cent,  of  everything  we  drink,  except  the  native 
product,  is  a  villainous  compound,  that  is  poisonous  to  the  system.  The 
best  local  option  law  that  could  be  passed  would  be  one  providing  against 
these  adulterations.  Now,  sir,  I  cannot  see  why  there  should  be  any 
opposition  to  this  Court  traveling.  There  can  be  no  good  reason  urged 
against  it.  On  the  contrary  all  the  argument  is  in  favor  of  it.  And  I 
would  vote  for  a  term  somewhere  in  the  northern  part  of  the  State,  if 
the  people  wanted  it.  It  is  no  disadvantage  to  the  Judges  to  travel.  On 
the  contrary  it  is  a  benefit.  I  can  see  no  earthly  reason  why  this  matter 
should  not  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Legislature. 

RRMARKS  of   MR.   WKST. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  amendment  does  not  attempt  to 
infringe  upon  the  rights  of  any  portion  of  the  people  of  this  State.  We 
do  not  secK  to  deprive  the  people  of  any  portion  of  this  State  of  their 
rights  under  the  Constitution,  out  we  do  ask  the  serious  consideration 
of  this  committee  to  this  fact:  that  in  arbitrarily  placing  in  the  Consti- 
tution a  bar  against  the  Legislature  providing  for  sittings  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  future,  would  be  unwise  and  impolitic  in  the  extreme. 
Therefore,  I  hope  this  committee  will  not  be  guilty  of  the  foolish  act  of 
placing  in  the  Constitution  an  inflexible  rule  that  the  sessions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  shall  be  always  held  at  the  City  of  Sacramento.  Now, 
it  18  well  known,  sir,  that  the  increase  in  wealth,  the  increase  in  popula- 
tion, and  consequent  iiTcrease  of  the  business  of  the  southern  part  of  the 
State,  makes  it  necessary  that  sessions  of  the  Supreme  Court  should  be 
held  in  Los  Angeles.  It  has  been  said  by  those  who  are  opposed  to  it 
that  it  wbuld  cost  a*  great  deal  of  money;  that  it  is  an  unnecessary 
expense.  I  have  hero  an  item  from  the  Record  Union,  from  a  writer 
who  is  well  posted,  and  I  recommend  it  to  the  consideration  of  the 
gentleman  who  has  charged  that  an  increased  expense  of  twenty 
thousand  dollars  was  incurred  annually  by  moving  the  Court  to  Los 
Angeles.  The  writer  says  he  is  confident  the  cost  to  the  State  for  two 
sessions  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Los  Angeles  will  not  amount  to  six 
thousand  dollars  a  year,  and  the  cost  of  those  in  San  Francisco  will  not 
exceed  nine  thousand  dollars  a  year,  making  a  total  of  fifteen  thousand 
dollars  a  year  for  the  two  places.  The  total  expense  of  the  Court  in 
Los  Angeles  will  not  exceed  six  thousand  dollars  a  year,  as  certified  b^ 
the  Clerk  of  that  Court.  Now,  sir,  it  is  very  well  known  that  the  busi- 
ness of  titles,  and  other  business,  in  the  southern  part  of  the  State,  is 
very  unsettled,  and  has  been,  and  necessarily  will  be  for  some  time  to 
come.  This  unsettled  condition  has  grown  out  of  the  peculiar  land 
grant  system  adopted  in  that  part  of  the  State.  All  classes  of  citizens 
are  interested,  and  it  is  a  very  great  hardship  for  them  to  have  to  come 
BO  far.  I  know  that  this  Convention  will  not  be  so  unjust  as  to  place  a 
barrier  in  the  Constitution,  and  make  it  impossible  for  the  Legislature  to 
pro'vide  for  this  matter  in  future. 

RRMARKS  OF   MR.   HBRRINOTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  report 
of  the  committee  myself,  but  I  am  also  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  General  Howard.  I  know  it  is  a  very 
great  convenience  to  our  people  to  have  the  Supreme  Court  in  San  Fran- 
cisco. The  difference  in  the  expense,  it  strikes  me,  cuts  a  yery  little 
figure.  Suppose  it  does  cost  six  thousand  or  seven  thousand  dollars  a 
year  for  the  Court  to  sit  in  Los  Angeles.  I  undertake  to  say  that  the 
expense  for  traveling,  to  bring  these  eighty  cases  to  Sacramento  on 
appeal,  would  cost  a  great  dear  more  tnan  that  sum.  Every  attor- 
ney would  charge  one  hundred  dollars  more  fee  to  try  a  case  before  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Sacramento,  by  reason  of  the  loss  of  time  and  expenses 
of  traveling.  The  State  will  reap  just  as  much  advantage  as  it  would 
by  retaining  the  Supreme  Court  here  in  Sacramento.  For  the  sake  of 
the  health  and  good  feelings  of  the  Court  they  ought  not  to  be  tied  up 
in  Sacramento.  Now,  sir,  gentlemen  have  spoken  about  a  flock  of  wild 
geese  flying  over  Sacramento.  I  might  add  that  hardly  a  yulture  could 
fly  over  th6  City  of  Sacramento  without  dropping  dead  in  his  flight. 
Now,  I  submit  to  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  if  there  is  any  person 
who  goes  away  from  this  place  without  more  or  less  "sand  in  his  craw." 
We  live  upon  it,  we  drink  it  in. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Your  looks  indicate  that  you  come  from  a  very  healthy 
country.     [Laughter.] 
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Mb.  HERMNGTON.  For  about  twenty-seven  days  I  hare  been 
suffering  from  the  effects  of  this  remarkable  climate. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    You  are  a  very  healthy  looking  ghost  even  now. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  The  gentleman  claims  that  this  is  one  of  the 
healthiest  cities  in  the  world.  If  you  will  go  out  to  the  "  city  of  graves," 
you  will  find  it  thickly  populated,  a  city  by  itself,  and  it  has  only  been 
growing  for  tweoty-five  vears.  Now,  I  do  submit  that  this  amendment 
ought  to  be  adopted.  There  ought  to  be  discretionary  power  left  with 
the  Legislature  to  regulate  this  matter  a^exigencies  may  require. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  to  read,  ^' in  San  Francisco,  Los  Angeles,  and  such  other 
places  as  the  Legislature  may  provide." 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.    I  accept  the  amendment 

BBUABKS  of   MB.   HA  LB. 

Mb.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  neither  of  these  amendments 
will  prevail,  and  I  have  nothing  to  say  regarding  the  sanitary  condition 
of  Los  Angeles,  San  Francisco,  and  Sacramento.  It  forn\^  no  part  of 
the  consideration,  in  my  judgment,  that  should  enter  into  this  ques- 
tion. The  State  Capital  has  been  established  here  by  law.  The 
Supreme  Court  is  one  of  the  most  important  functions  ^f  the  State  gov- 
ernment. I  challenge  any  gentleman  to  give  any  good  reason  for 
having  the  legislative  branch  of  the  government  at  the  capital,  which 
does  not  apply  with  equal  force  to  the  judicial  department.  It  has  been 
discussed  here  as  being  a  question  of  convenience  to  the  Judges  them- 
selves, as  if  that  were  the  controlling  interest.  Certainly  it  may  be 
proper  to  consider  the  convenience  of  the  Judges  when  it  does  not 
militate  against  the  value  of  the  public  service  in  which  they  are  con- 
cerned. This  is  the  Court  of  last  resort  for  the  State,  and  the  interest 
of  litigants  is  of  more  consequence,  and  entitled  to  far  more  considera- 
tion at  the  hands  of  this  committee,  when  ^ssing  upon  this  question, 
than  the  mere  convenience  of  the  Judges.  It  is  not  that  it  might  be 
more  pleasant  for  them  to  visit  Los  Angeles ;  not  that  they  find  it  pleas- 
ant to  spend  a  portion  of  the  time  in  San  Francisco.  I  know  it  is  pleas- 
ant there.  I  always  spen4  my  time  with  great  delight  in  San  Francisco. 
I  can  well  understand  why  the  Judges  might  prefer  to  go  there  and 
spend  a  portion  of  their  time,  as  a  matter  of  personal  preference.  But, 
sir,  the  State  Capital  has,  in  the  wisdom  of  tne  people,  or  a  majority  of 
them,  been  established  in  Sacramento,  and  the  arguments  I  make  do  not 
apply  to  the  City  of  Sacramento,  as  such,  but  to  the  capital  of  the 
State.  Why  should  the  Supreme  Court  sit  at  the  capital?  First, 
because  it  is  the  Court  of  last  resort  for  all  the  people  of  the  State.  It 
is  one  of  the  most  important  functions  of  the  government.  Nothing 
concerns  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  State  at  large  more  than  a 
fair  and  efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  of  that  Court.  It  has  been  said 
here  that  the  convenience  of  litigants  is  of  importance.  In  my  judg- 
ment it  is  of  the  highest  moment — more  important  than  the  matter  of 
the  convenience  of  the  Judges.  The  litigants  do  not  have  to  come  here 
with  their  witnesses.  But  they  do  come  by  their  attorneys,  as  has  been 
remarked  here,  and  those  who  are  familiar  with  the  business  of  this 
Court  know  that  there  is  no  State  in  the  Union  in  which  so  large  a 
proportion  of  the  cases  argued  before  the  Supreme  Court  are  argued  by 
the  attorneys  who  tried  the  cases  in  the  Court  of  original  jurisdiction, 
as  in  the  State  of  California;;  and  I  speak  advisedly  when  I  make  that 
assertion.  Now,  while  that  is  true,  this  other  fact  is  true  also,  that  the 
attorneys  of  the  State  can  avail  themselves  of  the  State  Library  for  the 
purpose  of  prefmring  their  briefs.  True,  in  all  the  principal  cities  of 
the  State  you  will  nnd  libraries — respectable  libraries — but  when  you 
wish  to  exhaust  a  question  of  law,  you  will  have  recourse  to  the  State 
Library,  which  is  selected  for  that  special  purpose.  That  is  of  the 
highest  importance.  I  know  in  San  Francisco  there  are  divers  gentle- 
men there  who  have  books,  and  they  have  a  library  there;  but  it  is  not 
ns  ample  as  the  State  Library.  I  am  not  particularly  advised  how  it 
may  be  in  Los  Angeles. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  The  Judges  have  found  a  very  good  working  library 
there. 

Mb.  hale.  I  am  not  prepared  to  deny  it.  I  can  well  understand 
that  there  may  be  a  good  working  library.  The  gentleman  himself  may 
have  a  very  good  working  library,  and  he  may  be  perfectly  willing  to 
tender  the  use  of  it  to  the  Judges  of  the  Court,  and  to  the  attorneys. 
But  you  must  have  a  public  library.  Yoa  must  Jiave  it  of  necessity. 
Another  objection  I  have  is  this:  by  holding  a  session  at  Los  Angeles  it 
amounts  to  making  the  term  exclusively  for  cases  from  that  portion  of 
the  State.  When  the  Court  meets  in  San  Francisco,  few  other  cases  are 
tried  except  San  Francisco  cases,  or  cases  from  that  district.  And  the 
practical  effect  is  that  we  in  this  end  of  the  State  are  limited  to  the  two 
terms  a  year  which  are  held  in  Sacramento.  Instead  of  having  the  priv- 
ilege of  going  before  the  Supreme  Court  four  times  a  year,  the  people  are 
limited  to  two  terms  a  year.  Again,  it  is  a  bad  precedent.  When  you 
put  the  Supreme  Court  on  wheels  and  cart  it  over  the  State,  you  may  put 
every  other  department  of  the  State  jcovernment  on  wheels  for  the  same 
reason.  Let  us  have  a  Court  that  will  have  some  stability.  Let  us  have 
a  Supreme  Court  in  the  City  of  Sacramento. 

Mb.  SCHELL.    Mr.  Chairman:   Is  an  amendment  in  order  now? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Yes,  sir;  send  it  up. 

Mb.  SCHELL.    I  desire  to  offer  this  amendment. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  the  section  by  inserting  after  the  word  '  State,'  the  following: 
'At  San  Francisco  and  Los  Angeles,  at  such  times  as  the  Legislature 
shall  provide.' " 

Mb.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  say  that  while  I  am  not 
opposed  to  holding  sessions  in  San  Francisco,  Los  Angeles,  and  Sacra- 
mento, I  am  opposed  to  giving  the  Legislature  power  to  locate  the  Court 
at  any  other  place.    That  is  the  object  of  this  amendment. 


BBMABKS   OF   MB.   MCCALLUM. 

Mb.  McCALLXJltf.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  only  serious  objection  I  had 
to  any  portion  of  the  report  of  the  committee  has  been  fully  satisfied  by 
the  argument  of  the  Chairman.  That  was  in  reference  to  the  number 
of  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  having  the  Court  sit  in  depart- 
ments. Now,  sir,  with  respect  to  the  pending  amendments,  I  suomit 
that  neither  of  them  ought  to  be  adopted,  nor  should  the  lancuajps  of 
the  report  be  allowed  to  remain,  as  to  where  the  Court  ought  to  be  held. 
I  would  not  seriously  object  to  leaving  the  Constitution  and  laws  upon 
this  subject  as  thev  are  to-day,  and  to  Arike  out  this  sentence  about  the 
Supreme  Court  bemg  held  in  the  Capitol.  Let  that  language  be  stricken 
out,  and  the  entire  matter  left  to  stand  as  it  is  to-day.  The  present  law 
will  then  stand  until  repealed.  If  I  had  to  vote  now  as  a  legislator 
upon  the  proposition  of  having  the  Court  in  Los  Angeles  and  San  Fran- 
cisco, I  woula  vote  no  on  that  proposition.  But  as  a  member  of  a  Con- 
stitutional Convention  it  is  a  different  thing.  Why  fix  a  place  in  the 
Constitution  where  the  Court  shall  be  held?  I  don't  see  that  we  should 
chanffe  the  present  law.  If  it  is  fixed  in  the  Constitution  no  change  can 
ever  be  made  without  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution.  If  we  leave 
it  silent  the  Legislature  can  make  such  changes  as  they  deem  necessary. 
But  to  name  two  cities  of  the  State  and  place  them  in  the  Constitution, 
is  a  different  thing.  The  City  of  San  Francisco,  of  course,  is  the  great 
metropolis  of  the  State,  while  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  is  the  fourth  city, 
I  believe,  though  a  growing  city. 

Mb.  AYERS.  The  second  city.  Oakland  is  only  a  portion  of  San 
Francisco. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Oakland  is  a  city  with  forty-five  thousand  inhab- 
itants, while  Los  Angeles,  I  suppose,  has  about  fifteen  thousand. 

Mb.  AYERS.    Seventeen  thousand. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  About  one  third  the  size  of  Oakland.  As  to  the 
future  city  of  the  southern  portion  of  the  State,  no  man  can  tell  whether 
Los  Angeles  is  going  to  be  the  principal  city  or  some  other  place,  and  to 
name  any  one  place  in  the  Constitution  is  entirely  wrong.  Now,  I  sup- 
pose there  are  some  reasons  in  favor  of  having  sessions  there  that  don't 
exist  in  other  places  outside  of  Sacramento.  But  I  am  opposed  to  nam- 
ing either  San  Francisco  or  Los  Angeles  in  the  Constitution.  If  the 
gentlemen  desire  to  say  anything  upon  the  subject,  t^e  proper  amend- 
ment would  be  to  say  that  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  held  in  the  cap- 
ital of  the  State,  and  at  such  other  places  (not  naming  them)  as  toe 
Legislature  may  direct.  In  some  States  they  have  Supreme  Court  in 
every  county  in  the  State.  lb  is  so  in  New  Hampshire,  and  others.  I 
submit  that  the  people  ought  to  be  left  to  do  as  they  see  fit  in  titese  mat- 
ters, and  therefore  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  this  sentence  from  the 
report.  Who  knows  but  that  in  ten  years  the  capital  of  this  State  mav 
be  removed.  Some  gentlemen  say  it  ought  to  be  moved  to  San  Jose; 
some  to  Oakland.  It  is  certainly  probable,  and  yet  we  would  have  a 
clause  in  the  Constitution  declaring  that  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be 
held  in  the  places  named.  Of  course  I  am  not  advocating  removal,  but 
the  question  is  one  to  be  considered.  Suppose  the  Constitution  named 
Sai»  Francisco  as  one  of  the  places,  and  the  capital  should  be  moved  to 
Oakland,  right  across  the  bay,  only  six  or  seven  miles;  there  would  be 
no  utility  in  having  the  Court  set  in  San  Francisco. 

Mb.  AYERS.  I  will  say  that  I  had  such  an  amendment  written  out: 
''Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'Justice'  in  line  thirty -six,  to  the  word 
'State'  in  line  thirty-seven.' 


ft 


BBMABKS  OF   MB.   8HAFTBB. 

Mb.  SH after.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  is  nobody  of  any  experience 
in  such  matters  but  must  be  aware  of  the  disastrous  consequences  which 
follow,  where  the  location  of  the  offices  of  government  are  left  open  by 
the  Constitution.  All  States  have  their  contests  over  the  location  of  the 
capital.  All  cities  have  had  their  contests  over  the  location  of  the  county 
seat.  These  contests  are  always  productive  of  evil.  There  was  a  bitter 
contest  between  Vallejo  and  Fairfield  in  Solano  County.  Vallejo,  San 
Jos^,  and  Benicia  have  been  capitals  of  this  State,  and  a  dozen  other 
places  covet  it.  Oakland  still  keeps  alive  the  idea  that  she  ought  to  be 
the  capital.  Now,  all  these  contests  ought  to  be  avoided.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  place  for  the  sessions  of  the  Supreme  Court  ought  to  be  fixed 
by  the  Constitution.  It  is  said  that  in  different  States  the  Supreme 
Court  meets  in  different  places.  In  Connecticut  they  have  two  capitals. 
Rhode  Island  has  two  capitals.  There  is  no  building  In  San  Francisco 
suitable  for  a  Supreme  Court,  unless  it  is  the  City  Hall.  But  I  am  con- 
tent with  Sacramento.  The  gentleman  from  Los  ^geles  rather  aston- 
ishes me.  He  seems  to  intimate  that  there  is  an  intimate  connection 
or  analogy  between  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  and  the  quality 
of  their  wine.  , 

Mb.  HOWARD.  If  the  gentleman  will  come  down  there  we  will 
explain  it  to  him.    [Laughter.] 

Mb.  SH  after.  A  man  cannot  administer  justice  well  when  full  of 
wine,  and  I  never  get  full.  "  Wine  is  a  mocker,  strong  drink  is  raging," 
and  doesn't  have  a  good  effect  upon  the  administration  of  justice.  The 
question  to  consider  here  is:  Which  is  the  best  place  for  the  Supreme 
Court  to  sit?  Which  is  the  most  convenient  for  tne  people  of  the  whole 
State?  Where  can  the  Court  sit  to  the  best  advantage?  Everybody 
knows  we  have  an  excellent  library  here  containing  books  hundreds  of 
years  old.  I  do  not  believe  Los  Angeles  wants  to  pay  out  forty  thousand 
dollars  for  a  library.  Thev  have  private  libraries  in  San  Francisco  that 
cost  twenty  thousand  dollars.  I  preftr  to  have  the  Supreme  Court  at 
the  capital.  That  is  where  it  belongs,  and  nowhere  else.  There  is  no 
saving  in  expense,  for  it  simply  takes  it  off  one  set  of  shoulders  and  puts 
it  on  to  anotner.  The  cost  of  sending  the  Supreme  Court  down  there  is 
greater  than  the  expenses  of  the  lawyers  to  come  here.  The  lawyers  of 
Ijos  Ai^goles  do  most  of  the  business  of  the  entire  district.  If  Santa  Bar- 
bara were  obliged  to  come  here,  she  would  not  send  her  business  down 
to  Los  Angeles.    I  do  not  want  to  impair  the  business  of  Mr.  Edgerton, 
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who  resides  here,  or  the  husiness  of  General  Howard,  who  resides  in  Iios 
Angeles.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter.  I  insist  that  this 
thing  ought  to  be  settled  in  the  Constitution,  and  settled  in  one  place, 
and  that  place  the  capital  of  the  State ;  and  I  don't  know  but  we  ought 
to  have  a  constitutional  provision  making  this  the  capital,  because  we 
have  from  three  to  five  millions  of  dollars  invested  here.  Here  is  where 
the  Supreme  Court  ought  to  be,  here  where  the  archives  of  the  State, 
and  all  the  other  departments  of  government  and  the  State  Library 
are.  The  Judges  are  elected  to  tend  to  their  business.  Thej  want  to  be 
put  down  in  one  place  and  made  to  attend  to  their  business.  Now,  there 
IS  no  such  thing  as  having  one  section  of  the  Court  in  one  place  and 
anoQier  in  another. 

BKMARKS   07   MR.  BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  convinced  that  there  is  nothing 
we  can  db  but  what  will  be  attended  with  some  evil.  That  is,  I  think, 
a  principle  we  are  all  bound  to  admit  to  be  true.  Now,  I  am  convinced 
that  it  is  improper  to  have  anything  in  the  Constitution  which  would 
require  an  impossibility.  It  sounds  vei^  foolish  to  say,  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, that  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  in  Sacramento,  or  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, or  in  liOS  Angela.  Gentlemen,  of  course,  have  their  preferences 
in  regard  to  localities.  But  we  must  recollect  the  various  contingencies 
which  happen  to  different  cities.  We  know  that  earthquakes  have 
shaken  San  Francisco  from  center  to  circumference,  and  that  other  cities 
where  earthquakes  are  frequent,  have  been  leveled  to  the  ground.  Sup- 
pose an  earthquake  should  destroy  that  city,  how  would  we  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Constitution?  Now,  I  barely  'speak  or  this  to 
illustrate  the  fact  of  the  impropriety  of  determining  upon  any  one  place, 
and  fixing  that  place  permanently  in  the  Constitution,  either  San  Fran- 
cisco, Sacramento,  or  Los  Angeles.  Many  of  us  have  been  here  when 
this  place  was  flooded;  when  it  was  impossible  to  sit  hera  and  do  any 
kind  of  business  whatever.  I  was  here  at  one  time  when  the  waters 
broke  through  the  levee,  and  I  n^ver  saw  greater  excitement  in  my  life, 
because  they  expected  another  tremendous  flood  to  burst  in  upon  the 
city.  Now,  these  are  contingencies  that  may  arise  again,  as  they  have 
in  the  past.  In  view  of  these  facts,  why  should  a  deliberative  body  say 
that,  no  matter  what  contingencies  may  arise,  Sacramento  shall  be  the 
seat  of  the  Supreme  Court.  The  Supreme  Court  shall  sit  here  and  no 
place  else.  I  think  this  is  one  of  the  cases  where  discretion  should  be 
left  with  the  Legislature.  We  should  not  arbitrarily  say  that  the  Court 
shall  sit  in  Sacramento,  or  San  Francisco,  or  Los  Angeles,  because  con- 
tingencies may  arise  which  will  render  it  impossible  for  the  Court  to  sit 
in  one  or  another  of  these  places.  I  thereiore  hope  there  will  be  no 
place  designated. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Don't  you  know  the  entire  bar  of  Tulare  County 
are  in  favor  of  fixing  it  permanently  at  Sacramento? 

Mb.  brown.  Tney  prefer  San  .Francisco,  because  it  is  a  healthier 
place. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  entire  bar  of  your  county  prefer  to  have  the 
Supreme  Court  fixed  permanently  at  the  capital  of  the  State. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  know  nofbing  about  the  particular  desires  of  any- 
body, but  I  know  what  the  general  impression  is.  I  say  that  the  Con- 
stitution should  be  silent  upon  the  (question,  for  there  may  be  ten  thousand 
contingencies  which  will  make  it  impossible  to  carry  out  the  provision. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    FREEMAN. 

Mb.  chairman.  I  hope  this  Convention  will  fix  the  place  for  the 
sessions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  should  hope  so,  even  though  they  did 
not  fix  it  at  this  place.  It  is  one  of  the  departments  and  should  have 
one  place  of  action,  in  tl^  presence  of  its  records  and  in  the  midst  of 
its  bocks.  It  is  not  so  material  that  tne  interest  and  convenience  of  the 
lawyers  should  be  subserved  as  it  is  that  the  Court  should  be  established 
in  a  permanent  form.  A  Supreme  Court  on  wheels  is  not  the  prof)er 
way  for  a  Supreme  Court  to  exist.  The  only  instance  which  has  been 
mentioned  in  this  debate  thus  far  where  it  has  been  done,  is  in  the  State 
of  Missouri.  As  provided  by  the  Constitution  of  eighteen  hundred  and 
sixty-five,  in  that  State,  there  were  four  sessions  in  four  districts.  No 
doubt  realizing  their  error,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-five  they 
fixed  it  in  their  Constitution,  and  said  that  the  Supreme  Court  should 
be  held  at  the  capital.  I  do  not  now  undertake  to  discuss  the  question 
whether  the  capital  is  the  proper  place  for  it  or  not,  but  I  think  it  is. 
It  stands  to  reason  that  it  is.  I  think  so  l^ng  as  you  have  this  capital 
it  is  the  place  for  State  officei*s.  As  long  as  it  is  a  good  enough  place  for 
the  Governor  to  stay  the  year  round,  and  for  other  State  officers  to  stay ; 
BO  long  as  it  is  good  enough  place  for  both  houses  of  the  Legislature  to 
meet,  it  is  sufficiently  good  and  sufficiently  healthy  for  the  Supreme 
Court.  None  of  thei%  have  ever  died  since  I  have  known  that  august 
tribunal.  Now,  the  first  evil  consequence  which  has  arisen  from  having 
this  Court  on  wheels,  is  the  necessary  delay  in  the  administration  of 
justice.  I  believe  the  idea  of  the  people  of  the  State  is  that  the  Courts 
should  be,  as  nearly  as  possible,  in  perpetual  session.  That  the  old  idea 
of  terms  should  be,  as  far  as  possible,  abolished.  Formerly  we  had  in 
this  State  four  terms  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  if  a  person  should  have 
a  case  taken  up  from  an  appellate  Court,  he  could  have  a  reasonable 
expectation  of  having  it  heard  in  three  months.  Now,  we  have  the 
Court  so  divided  that  the  terms  are  six  months  apart  in  each  place,  so 
that  a  litigant,  no  matter  in  what  district  he  may  reside,  can  only  expect 
to  get  a  decision  in  six  months.  I  say  these  delays  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  are  gross  evils  which  should  not  be  allowed.  This  Court 
is  to  be  larger  than  the  old  Court.  It  is  to  sit  in  two  sections.  Each 
section  is  to  be  under  the  direction  and  control  of  the  Chief  Justice.  I 
cannot  see  how  he  can  act  unless  the  Court  is  kept  together  in  one  place. 
Neither  can  the  convenience  of  lawyers  be  subserved  by  the  Court  meet- 
ing away  from  the  proper  libraries.  In  San  Francisco,  by  the  removal 
of  a  portion  of  the  library  which  belongs  to  the  Judges,  they  have  a 
library.    But  the  attorneys  going  there  have  no  library,  though  at  pres- 


ent, I  believe,  they  are  allowed  to  consult  the  law  library.  But  it  is  not 
like  a  public  library;  it  belong»to an  association, and  it  is  only  through 
courtesy  that  they  are  permitted  to  do  so.  In  Los  Angeles  there  is 
neither  a  public  library  for  the  attorneys  nor  for  the  Judges.  I  am 
opposed  to  saying  that  the  Court  shall  be'held  in  these  three  places,  for 
the  two  cities  will  throw  the  entire  burden  upon  the  State.  We  shall 
have  to  provide  law  libraries;  we  shall  have  to  keep  Clerks  in  each 
place;  we  shall  have  to  rent  buildings;  and  the  result  will  be  that  the 
expenses  of  the  Court  will  be  at  least  double  what  they  were  before. 
Nor  do  I  think  the  Court  has  been  as  efficient  since  it  has  been  travel- 
ing about  as  before.  Por  my  part  I  know  I  have  heard  more  complaints 
about  the  manner  in  which  business  is  done, than  I  ever  heard  before; 
more  complaint  about  cases  being  disposed  of  in  an  unsatisfactory  man- 
ner— not  that  mere  complaint  whicn  arises  from  men  having  cases 
decided  against  them,  but  of  cases  that  were  decided  in  such  a  way  that 
you  could  not  tell  how  they  were  decided,  nor  upon  what  the  decisions 
were  based.  In  other  words,  the  business  of  that  Court  has  not  been 
half  done. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   BARBOUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  see  no  objections  to  lengthening 
the  sessions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  do  see  serious  objections  to  fixing 
in  the  Constitution  any  place  as  the  place  of  holding  the  sessions.  1 
think  that  the  amendment  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda 
would  obviate  the  difficulty,  striking  out  the  clause  which  says  that  the 
sessions  shall  be  held  at  the  capital  of  the  State.  I  think  a  proviso 
similar  to  that  in  the  Constitution  of  Illinois,  that  the  State  be  divided 
into  districts,  so  that  each  district  can  have  a  session  of  the  Supreme 
Court  once  a  year,  would  be  good.  Leave  the  Legislature  tp  prescribe 
the  manner  and  place.  I  have  no  part  in  the  local  considerations  urged 
by  the  different  gentlemen,  which  seem  to  me  to  be  very  small  argu- 
ments to  urge  before  a  Constitutional  Convention,  regarding  the  benefits 
which  one  or  another  locality  derives  from  the  presence  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  There  is  nothing  in  the  character  of  the  business  done  by  the 
Supreme  Court  which  will  give  any  particular  advantage  to  any  locality. 
In  ancient  times  the  Court  used  to  move  around  and  try  people's  cases. 
Now,  the  southern  part  of  the  State  is  differently  situated  irom  other 
portions  of  the  State.  It  has  grown  to  be  a  sort  of  an  empire  within 
itself.  It  has  some  peculiar  features  different  from  the  balance  of  the 
State.  We  are  entitled  to  consider  the  peculiar  topographical  features  of 
any  locality.  If  the  State  were  a  compact  State,  striking  out  equally  in 
every  direction,  there  would  be  no  objection  in  locating  the  Court  in  the 
center  of  the  State  and  leaving  it  there.  But  California  is  peculiarly 
situated.  It  is  nearly  one  thousand  miles  long — several  times  its  width. 
There  Mtpuld  bo  no  more  proper  arrangement  than  to  cut  the  State 
in  sections  for  the  purpose  of^. allowing  Court  to  be  held  in  the  dif- 
ferent districts.  The  State  of  Illinois  resembles  somewhat  the  State  of 
California,  beyig  longer  than  it  is  wide.  The  State  of  Illinois  has 
maintained  for  a  longjtime  three  different  places  where  the  Supreme 
Court  is  held.  They  require  that  a  term  of  Court  shall  be  held  in 
each  of  these  divisions  once  every  year.  I  think  it  is  exactly  what 
the  State  of  California  ought  to  do.  With  about  three  divisions  we 
could  get  along  very  well.  One  place  in  San  Franci^,  which  is  the 
great  commercial  center,  and  another  place,  Los  Angeies,  which  is  the 
center  of  a  great  community  composed  of  agriculturists.  That  is  the 
natural  and  proper  arrangemen4  of  the  thing,  and  I  see  no  objections  to 
giving  the  people  of  the  various  sections  of  the  country  a  chance  to  see 
and  know  the  Supreme  Court,  and  what  sort  of  men  they  are^  I  believe 
it  gives  increased  respect  for  the  Court.  Sacramento  is  not  well  situated. 
The  eentleman  speaks  of  the  advantages  of  Sacramento.  Why,  there  is 
one  disadvantage  that  is  sufficient  to  condemn  it,  and  that  is  the  ten- 
dency to  make  men  dissipated.  I  have  heard  that  wine  is  a  mocker  and 
strong  drink  raging,  but  men  will  put  it  into  their  mouths,  and  I  would 
like  to  know  what  sort  of  a  Supreme  Court  can  eJcist  and  do  business 
upon  the  water  we  find  in  Sacramento?  It  is  enough  to  drive  men  to 
intoxication.  And  they  don't  even  got  ^od  whisky.  If  we  could  get 
good  whisky,  I  would  be  willing  to  be  more  lenient  to  Sacramento,  and 
concede  something  to  her;  but  they  have  the  most  villainous  whisky  of 
any  ciiy^  I  have  ever  had  occasion  to  be  in.  I  am  disposed  to  stand  up 
for  San  Francisco  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  wish  to  ask  you  a  question.  Do  you  know  that 
the  Bar  Association  of  San  Francisco  held  a  meeting  upon  this  subject, 
and  unanimously  resolved  in  favor  of  having  the  Court  permanently 
located  in*  Sacramento? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     I  did  not  know  it. 

Mr.  WILSON.    Such  is  the  fact. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  will  take  the  chances,  and  speak  for  the  people 
who  don't  belong  to  the  Bar  Association.  It  constitutes  three  or  four 
times  as  many  lawyers  as  the  Bar  Association. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  conversed  with  many  lawyers 
of  prominence,  distinguished  men,  and  outside  of  the  gentlemen  from 
Los  Angeles,  they  all  seem  to  be  in  favor  of  a  permanent  Supreme  Court. 
It  ought  to  be  located  somewhere,  and  I  think  it  is  very  proper  to  locate 
it  at  the  capital.  I  claim  that  the  leading  attorneys  of  the  State  are  bet- 
ter judges  of  what  their  clients  want  than  they  are  themselves.  The 
gentlemen  can  take  that  and  make  the  most  of  it.  We  find  a  vast 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  bar  of  this  State — distinguished  men, 
outside  of  Los  Angeles — who  are  in  favorof  a  permanent  Supreme  Court. 
I  have  had  occasion  to  vote  with  my  distinguished  friend.  General  How- 
ard, on  previous  occasions,  and  I  regret  that  I  cannot  go  with  him  now. 
Let  us  say  that  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  held  at  the  capital  of  the 
State,  or  such  other  place  as  the  Legislature  may  direct.  I  think  that  is 
right.'  Now,  my  friend  Judge  Barbour  seems  to  have  a  spite  at  the 
people  of  Sacramento,  because  the  whisky  and  water  are  bad.  [Laugh- 
ter.] I  have  found  them  very  good  people  here.  I  don't  know  what 
kind  of  people  they  have  in  Los  Angeles. 
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Mr.  AYERS.    Very  nice  people.    [Laughter.] 

Mb.  TULLY.  I  will  take  your  wo»d  for  it.  Now,  my  colleague, 
Senator  Herrington,  he  speaks  of  this  as  being  a  very  unhealthy  place ; 
be  speaks  of  the  extensive  graveyards,  and  of  men  dying  here,  and 
villines  Sacramento  to  an  extent  which  I  think  is  not  warranted.  I 
think  I  can  account  for  that.  The  gentleman  has  made  some  effort  to 
get  into  good  society  here,  and  has  been  barred  out,  because  I  know  the 
people  of  Sacramento  are  a  very  kindly  people,  as  I  have  found  out, 
especially  the  ladies.  I  think  what  hurts  my  colleague,  is  the  fact  that 
the  ladies  of  Sacramento  have  failed  to  appreciate  him,  and  notice  him. 
He  has  been  left  off  the  invitation  list  to  some  cburch  festival,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind,  and  I  enter  my  protest  against  charges  of  that  kind. 
Seriously  speaking,  the  people  of  Sacramento  deserve  a  ereat  deal  of 
credit  for  their  unbounded  enterprise.  They  have  pulled  against  fire 
and  flood  and  came  out  victorious,  and  I  for  one  do  not  propose  to  take 
the  State  Capital  awa^  from  them.  I  don't  think  there  is  any  danger 
of  that  being  accomplished. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   OVBRTON. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  not  here  to  defend  the  inter- 
est of  Sacramento,  or  speak  about  it  in  any  respect;  neither  am  I  here 
Ui  defend  the  interest  of  San  Francisco;  but  I  am  here  for  the  purpose 
of  favoring  the  interests  of  my  constituency,  and  to  speak  what  I  believe 
to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  the  State.  While  I  would  like  to 
accommodate  my  friends  from  Los  Angeles,  and  my  friends  from  San 
Francisco,  we  have  started  out  here  with  a  great  cry  of  economy.  We 
have  attempted  to  inculcate  it  throughout  California.  We  have  cut 
down  the  State  officials,  and  in  various  ways  tried  to  practice  and  preach 
economy.  Now,  sir,  I  think  those  members  who  have  been  in  favor  jof 
economy  had  better  come  back  to  the  startine  point.  The  taxpayers  of 
California  have  provided  a  Supreme  Court  and  Court-rooms,  with  a  good 
library,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  taxpayers  to  put 
the  Supreme  Court  on  wheels,  and  pay  fifteen  thousand  dollars  extra,  as 
illustrated  by  one  gentleman.  I  do  not  consider  it  in  the  interest  of  my 
constituency  to  pay  this  extra  fifteen  thousand  dollars.  I  do  not  think  the 
interest  of  the  lawyers  ought  to  be  considered  so  much  as  the  interest  of 
th«  taxpayers,  and  I  think  it  is  unjust  to  the  people  of  this  State  to  tax 
them  with  this  extra  fifteen  thousand  dollars  to  put  the  Supreme  Court 
on  wheels  and  cart  it  round  over  the  State.  I  thmk  the  Supreme  Court 
ought  to  be  located  and  settled  at  the  State  Capital. 

RRMARKS  OF  MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  profess  to  be  able  to 
argue  this  question  from  a  legal  standpoint.  I  believe,  with  rn^  friend 
General  Howard,  as  far  as  the  Court  being  held  at  different  places  is 
concerned.  I  have  nothing  to  sav  against  the  interests  of  Sacramento, 
or  the  health  of  the  place,  or  anytning  else.  I  havn't  tast^  the  whisky, 
but  I  know  somethin|^  about  the  water.  I  have  E^ver  been  able  to  drink 
it  without  chewing  it.  Now,  sir,  I  should  be  inclined  to  support  the 
amendment  of  the  gentlemen  from  Los  Angeles,  if  I  did  not  oelieve  it 
would  be  better  for  the  Constitution  to  be  silent  upon  the  subject.  I  do 
•  not  believe  it  is  wise  for  us  to  fix  such  a  rule  in  this  Constitution  that  no 
matter  what  exigencies  may  arise  in  the  future  it  will  be  impossible  for 
the  Legislature  to^shange  it.  I  can  see  no  injustice  to  anybody  in  having 
the  Supreme  Court  meet  in  different  places.  It  is  said  here  that  the 
rights  of  the  litigants  ought  to  be  respected,  and  that  was  used  as  an 
argument  f^  keeping  the  Court  in  Sacramento.  Now,  sir,  I  know  that 
in  the  southern  part  of  this  State  there  are  great  interests  and  questions 
which  are  peculiar  to  this  State.  They  have  been  spoken  of  here  before. 
That  is  the  matter  of  land  titles.  Now,  sir,  I  knew  of  many  litigants  in 
that  portion  of  the  State  who  refrained  from  sending  cases  to  the  Supreme 
Court  on  account  of  the  great  expense  and  difficulties  attending  the 
bringing  of  them  here.  And  it  is  no  argument  to  say  that  there  are  not 
many  instances  of  that  kind.  Now,  sir,  I  would  be.  willing  to  leave  this 
matter  to  the  Legislature.  Tl^  Stale  has  already  taken  the  initiative 
in  experimenting  in  the  matter.  It  has  not  been  tried  sufficiently  yet  to 
determine  fully  how  it  will  work.  If  it  turns  out  to  be  wrong|  after 
having  been  fully  tried,  the  people,  through  their  representatives,  can 
change  it.  If  the  system  gives  satisfaction  it  can  be  continued.  But 
suppose  some  other  place,  in  future,  should  loom  up  by  some  unexpected 
influx  of  population  and  business,  in  some  extreme  portion  of  the  State 
now  unoccupied,  and  it  should  be  found  necessary  to  establish  a  branch 
Court  there,  you  could  not  do  it  on  account  of  this  provision  in'the  Con* 
stitution.  I  am  opposed  to  it.  If  I  did  not  think,  by  the  temper  of  this 
Convention,  from  the  expressions  I  have  heard,  that  it  would  bo  the 
opinion  of  a  majority  that  this  clause  should  be  entirely  stricken  out,  I 
certainly  should  be  compelled  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles,  because  I  feel  that  the  southern  portion  of  the 
State  has  rights  in  this  respect  which  ought  to  be  respected.  It  is  but 
just  that  they  should  be  considered.  I  do  not  believe  that  anybody  has 
been  wronged  by  reason  of  the  moving  of  the  Court  to  Los  Angeles.  I 
had  prepared,  before  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  suggested  it,  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  the  entire  phrase.  I  hope  that  will  be  done, 
and  the  matter  left  to  the  Legislature. 

THE   PREVIOUS   QUESTION. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question, as  I 
believe  this  matter  has  been  sufficiently  discussed. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Howard,  Huestis,  Ayers,  and  Van  Dyke. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Schell. 

Lost. 


The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  amendment 
was  lost — ayes,  24;  noes,  not  counted. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Napa,  Mr.  Crouch. 

Lost  * 

Mr.  waters.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  the  whole  sen- 
tence, beginning  on  line  thirty-six,  "all  sessions  of  the  Court,  whether 
in  bank  or  in  department,  shall  be  held  at  the  capital  of  the  State.'' 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WATERS. 

Mr.  waters.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  make  this  motion  to  strike  out 
that  sentence,  because  I  do  not  believe  it  is  politic  to  stir  up  local  strife 
in  this  coming  election  to  ratify  or  reject  this  Constitution.  I  think  it  is 
better  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  Legislature,  and  allow  them  to  fix  the 
sessions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  If  you  put  this  provision  in  the  Consti- 
tution, you  will  antagonize  a  ^eat  many  people  m  the  southern  portion 
of  the  State.  We  have  very  little  margin  to  go  on,  and  for  one,  I  should 
like  to  see  the  Constitution  ratified.  There  are  evils  that  ou^ht  to  be 
corrected,  and  if  we  load  this  Constitution  down  here  by  taking  away 
these  privileges,  we  cannot  expect  it  to  be  adopted.  Would  not  the  people 
of  Sacramento  vote  solid  against  the  Constitution,  if  we  should  put  in 
a  provision  moving  the  State  Capjtal  away  from  the  place?  Certainly. 
I  believe  if  you  ahould  take  the  tenn«  away  from  San  Francisco,  that  a 
neat  many  people  there  would  vote  a^inst  it  on  that  account.  There 
IS  a  local  pride  which  is  very  powerful  in  this  regard,  and  the  local  pride 
of  lios  Angeles  is  very  strong.  You  had  better  leave  this  to  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  I  understand  the  gentleman,  he  means  to 
impress  the  Convention  with  the  idea  that  if  this  clause  is  not  stricken 
out,  Los  Angeles  and  San  Bernardino  will  vote  against  the  Constitution. 
I  want  to  know  of  the  Los  Angeles  and  San  Bernardino  delegations  if 
they  mean  to  get  the  Supreme  Court  there  by  threatening  us? 

Mr.  WATERS.  The  gentleman  entirely  misunderstands  mv  motives. 
I  mean  to  say  that  it  is  impolitic  for  us  to  enter  into  local  legislation  in 
the  Constitution. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  This  is  not  local  legislation,  and  there  is  nothing 
in  the  section  which  necessarily  fixes  the  terms  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
Sacramento,  because  there  is  nothing  her«  which  fixes  the  capital  at 
Sacramento.  We  only  provide  that  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  held  at 
the  capital.  The  departments  of  TOvemment  should  all  be  together  at 
the  capital  of  the  State.  I  can  make  nothing  else  out  of  the  gentleman's 
remarxs,  but  to  threaten  this  Convention,  that  if  this  clause  is  not 
stricken  out,  Los  Angeles  and  San  Bernardino  will  vote  against  the  rati- 
fication of  the  Constitution.  NoW)  if  these  gentlemen  came  here  for 
that  purpose,  they  had  better  go  home  again. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  CAPLSS. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  it  has  come  to  this,  that  we 
must  parcel  out  the  departments  of  the  State  government,  giving  some 
to  the  north,  some  to  tne  south,  some  to  the  east,  and  some  to  the  west, 
or  they  will  pull  our  house  down.  Now,  sir,  I  am  utterly  and  forever 
opposed  to  any  division  of  the  State  government,  or  of  the  Supreme 
Court  as  a  part  of  the  State  government.  The  Court  ought  to  be  at  the 
capital  of  tne  State,  wherever  that  may  be.  If  you  want  to  move  the 
capital  of  the  State  to  the  bogs  around  the  bay,  why,  move  it  there,  and 
let  the  Supreme  Court  go  with  it.  But  let  the  State  government  be  an 
entirety.  Let  us  not  mutilate  it,  %nd  divide  il  up  among  the  several 
points  of  the  compass,  in. order  to  carry  through  the  Constitution  we  are 
about  to  frame.  If  it  depends  upon  such  results  as  this  to  secure  its  adop- 
tion, then  I  say  let  it  be  voted  down  and  buried  out  of  sight  forever. 

Now,  sir,  the  statement  has  been  made  that  this  city  is  subject  to 
floods.  I  have  been  informed  by  a  eentleman  who  is  posted,  that  this 
ground  upon  which  this  Capitol  is  ouilt  is  far  above  the  high  water 
mark,  and  gentlemen  need  not  trouble  themselves  on  that  account. 
I  Now,  let  us  see  how  this  policy  is  going  to  work.  If  we  give  them  a 
session  of  the  Supreme  Court  at  Los  Anzeles,  Gilrov,  Marysville,  Chioo, 
Red  Bluff,  Red  Dog,  and  Yuba  Dam  will  come  and  ask  for  a  session  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  I  see  no  reason  for  denying  it;  always  provided 
they  can  bring  a  lobby  here  *to  the  Legislature  strong  enough  to  effect 
that  object  And  it  is  proper  to  say  further,  that  if  you  leave  the>  door 
open  by  leaving  the  Constitution  silent  upon  the  subject,  there  is  no 
telling  where  this  parceling  out  process  will  end.  It  has  been  asserted 
here  that  there  are  people  in  the  southern  part  of  the  State — a  great 
many  people — I  do  not  propose  to  deny  it,  I  adpnit  it,  but  claim  that 
there  are  people  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  State  too,  and  they  have 
equal  rights  and  claims  with  the  people  of  the  southern  portion  of  the 
State,  and  if  the  southern  portion  of  the  State  is  entitled  to  a  portion  of 
the  State  government,  I  would  like  to  know  by  what  rule  you  are  going 
to  deny  the  privilege  to  the  people  of  the  northern  counties.  You  wiu 
recollect  that  for  the  first  ten  years  of  our  existence  as  a  State  we  had  the 
capital  here,  there,  and  everywhere,  and  finally  it  settled  down  here, 
upon  this  soil-;  and  why?  Simply  because  the  common  sense  people  of 
the  State  settled  upon  this  as  the  most  eligible  site,  and  when  gentfemen 
come  to  moving  it  away  from  here,  the  people  will  say,  hands  off,  for 
the  capital  is  located  in  the  center  of  the  State.  But,  sir,  it  is  not  as  an 
advocate  of  this  particular  place  that  I  am  speaking;  it  is  in  defense  of 
that  common-sense  policy  of  keeping  the  State  government  together, 
that  I  am  speaking.  They  are  parts  of  a  great  whole,  and  must  &  kept 
together  in  order  to  render  efficient  service. 

the  previous  question. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  rise  to 
discuss  this  question,  but  merely  to  move  the  previous  question. 
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Seconded  by  Messrs.  Ayers,  Wyatt,  Wilson,  and  White. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thb  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  motion  to  strike  out  prevailed  by  a 
vote  of  64  ayes  to  45  noes. 

XLSCTION   XND   QUALIFICATION   OF  JUDGES. 

Thk  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  three. 

Mr.  shoemaker.    I  move  the  committee  rise. 

Lost 

The  secretary  read: 

Src.  3.  The  Chief  Justice  and  the  Associate  Justices  shall  be  elected 
by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State  at  large,  at  the  general  State  elec- 
tions, at  the  times  and  places  that  State  officers  are  elected ;  and  the 
term  of  office  shall  be  twelve  years,  from  and  after  the  first  Mondajr  of 
January  next  succeeding  their  election :  provided,  that  the  six  Associate 
Justices  elected  at  the  first  election  shall,  at  their  first  meeting,  so  classify 
themselves,  by  lot,  that  two  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of 
four  years,  two  of  them  at  the  end  of  eight  years,  and  two  of  them  at 
the  end  of  twelve  years,  and  an  entry  of  such  classification  shall  be 
made  in  the  minutes  of  the  Court  in  bank, signed  by  them,  and  a  dupli- 
cate thereof  shall  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  If  a 
vacancy  occur  in  the  office  of  a  Justice,  the  Governor  shall  appoint  a 
person  to  hold  the  office  until  the  election  and  qualification  of  a  Justice 
to  fill  the  vacancy,  which  election  shall  take  place  at  the  next  succeeding 
general  election,  and  the  Justice  so  elected  shall  hold  the  office  for  the 
remainder  of  the  unexpired  term.  The  first  election  of  the  Justices 
shall  be  at  the  first  general  election  after  the  adoption  and  ratification  of 
this  Constitution. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  that  the 
committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  have 
made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mb.  shoemaker.    Mr.  President:  I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  and  five  minutes  p.  m.  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  nine  oclock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE    HUNDTIED   AND    FOURTH    DAY. 

Sacramento,  Thursday,  January  0th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 


PRESENT. 

Andrews, 

Hall. 

Morse, 

Ayers, 

Harrison, 

Nason, 

Barbour, 

Harvey, 

Nelson, 

Barry, 

Heiskell, 

Neunaber, 

Barton, 

Herold, 

Noel, 

Beerstecher, 

Herrington, 

O'Donnell, 

Belcher, 

Hilborn, 

Ohleyer, 

Bell, 

Hitchcock, 

Overton, 

.  Biggs, 

Holmes, 

Prouty, 

Blackmer, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angelet 

1,  Pulliam, 

Boucher, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Reddy, 

Brown, 

Huestis, 

Reed, 

Burt, 

Hughey, 

Reynolds, 

Caples, 

Hunter, 

Rhodes, 

Casserly, 

Chapman,            « 
Condon, 

Inman, 
Johnson, 

Ringgold, 
Rolfe, 

Joyce, 

Schell, 

Cross, 

Kelley, 

Shafter, 

Crouch, 

Kleine, 

Shoemaker, 

Davis, 

*  Laine, 

Shurtleff, 

Dowling, 

Lampson, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Doyle, 

Larkm, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Larue, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco^ 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Lavigne, 

Soule, 

Dunlap, 

Lewis, 

Stedman, 

■ 

■ 

Eagon, 

Lindow, 

Steele, 

1 

Edgerton, 

Mansfield, 

Stevenson, 

Estey, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cru2 

,  Stuart, 

Evey, 

McCallum, 

Sweasey, 

Farrell, 

McComas, 

Swenson, 

Filcher, 

McConnell, 

Swing, 

Finney, 

McCoy, 

Terry, 

Freeman, 

McFarland, 

Thompson, 

Freud, 

McNutt, 

Tinnin, 

Garvey, 

Miller, 

Townsend, 

Gorman, 

Mills, 

TuUy, 

Grace, 

Moffat, 

Turner, 

Hale, 

Moreland, 

Tuttle, 

■ 

• 

Vacquerel,  Weller, 

Van  Dyke,  Wellin, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne,   Wes€, 


Waters, 
Webster, 

Barnes, 

Berry,  . 

Boggs, 

Campbell, 

Charles, 

Cowden, 

Dean, 

Estee, 


Wickes, 
White, 

ABSENT. 

Fawcett, 

Glascock, 

Graves, 

Oregg, 

Hager, 

Jones, 

Kenny, 

Keyes, 

LEAVE  OP   ABSENCE. 


Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wilson,  of  Ist  District, 

Winans, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President. 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Murphy, 

O'Snilivan, 
^  Porter, 
'  Schomp, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Marin. 


Leave  of  absence  for  two  days  was  granted  Messrs.  Schomp  and 
Walker,  of  Marin. 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Keyes. 

THE    JOURNAL. 

Mb.  NOEL.    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Journal  be  dispensed 
with  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

QUESTIONS  OP  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege. 
I  find  in  the  Record -Union  of  this  morning,  in  the  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  body,  in  regard  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Reve- 
nue and  Taxation,  these  words:  "On  motion  of  Mr.  McFarland,  the 
committer  rose  and  reported  the  article  back  to  the  Convention  na 
amended,  with  the  recommendation  that  it  be  adopted.''  Now,  it  is 
very  possible  that  the  Chairman  put  the  motion  in  that  form,  and  the 
report  of  the  reporter  may  be  correct ;  but  I  wish  to  say  that  the  motion 
I  mtended  to  make  was  simply  this:  that  the  committee  rise  and  inform 
the  Convention  that  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  had  considered  all  the 
sections  of  that  report,  had  adopted  some  amendments,  and  reported  the 
same  back,  and  asked  to  bo  discharged  from  further  consideration  of 
the  report.  I  had  no  idea  of  moving  that  the  committee  reox)inmeud 
the  adoption  of  the  article,  because  there  are  only  one  or  two  sections  iu 
the  article  that  I  am  in  favor  of. 

The  president.  The  gentleman  moved  that  the  committee  rise 
and  report  back  the  article  to  the  Convention,  and  the  Chair  put  the 
question  in  the  usual  form,  recommending  the  adoption  of  the  report. 

Mr.  wyatt.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  .to  a  question  of  privilege.  Is 
seems  to  me  that  I  was  in  error  the  other  day,  in  making  a  statement 
as  to  the  amount  of  the  assessment  of  the  Almaden  mine,  in  Santa  Clara 
County.  The  information  which  I  had  upon  that  subject  I  had  derived 
in  conversation,  in  the  last  three  or  four  months,  from  several  gen- 
tlemen from  Santa  Clara  County,  and  in  speaking  of  the  subject  the 
other  day,  this  conversation  happened  to  occur  to  my  mind.  From 
them  I  had  learned  that  the  mine  was  assessed  in  that  county  at  about 
twenty-five  thousand  dollars.  That  seems,  from  the  letter  of  the  Asses- 
sor of  that  county,  to  be  an  error.  He  says  that  the  mine  is  assessed  at 
three  hundred  and  seven  thousand  and  some  hundred  dollars,  and  I 
now  make  this  statement  in  justice  to  the  Assessor  and  to  the  facts  of  the 


case. 


JUDICIAL   DEPARTMENT. 


Mr.  WILSON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Section  three  is  before  the  committee.  The  Sec- 
retary will  read  it. 

SUPREME  COURT. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  3.  The  Chief  Justice  and  the  Associate  Justices  shall  be  elected 
by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State  at  large,  at  the  general  State  elec- 
.tions,  at  the  times  and  places  that  State  officers  are  elected;  and  the  term 
of  office  shall  be  twelve  years,  from  and  after  the  first  Monday  of  Jan- 
uary next  succeeding  their  election ;  provided,  that  the  six  Associate 
Justices  elected  at  the  first  election  shall,  at  their  first  meeting,  so 
classify  themselves  by  lot,  that  two  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the 
end  of  four  years,  two  of  them  at  the  end  of  eight  years,  and  two  of 
them  at  the  end  of  twelve  years,  and  an  entry  of  such  classification 
shall  be  made  in  the  minutes  of  the  Court  in  bank,  signed  by  them,  and 
a  duplicate  thereof  shall  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
If  a  vacancy  occur  in  the  office  of  a  Justice,  the  Governor  shall  appoint 
a  person  to  hold  the  office  until  the  election  and  qualification  of  a  Justice 
to  fill  the  vacancy,  which  election  shall  take  place  at  the  next  succeed- 
ing general  election,  and  the  Justice  so  elected  shall  hold  the  office  for 
the  remainder  of  the  unexpired  term.  The  first  election  of  the  Justices 
shall  be  at  the  first  general  election  after  the  adoption  and  ratification 
of  this  Constitution. 

Mr.  cross.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  a  substitute  for  section  three. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Sec.  3.  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  elected  by  the 
qualified  electors  of  the  State  at  large,  at  the  generalState  elections,  at. 
tne  times  and  places  that  .State  officers  are  elected  ,*  and  the  term  of  office 
shall  be  twelve  years,  from  and  after  the  first  Monday  of  January  next 
succeeding  their  election  ;  provided,  that  two  Justices  shall  be  elected  at 
the  first  election  for  State  officers  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution, 
who  with  the  existing  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  constitute 


958 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Thursday, 


the  Supreme  €k>urt.  The  existing  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall 
classify  themselves  by  lot  into  two  classes,  so  that  two  of  them  shall  go 
out  of  office  at  the  end  of  four  years,  and  three  of  them  at  the  end  of 
ei^ht  years,  and  an  entry  of  such  classification  shall  be  made  in  the 
minutes  of  the  Court,  si/inied  by  them,  and  a  duplicate  thereof  shall  be 
filed  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  Ira  vacancy  occur  in  the 
office  of  a  Justice,  the  Governor  shall  appoint  a  person  to  hold  the  office 
until  the  election  and  qualification  of  a  Justice  to  fill  the  vacancy, 
which  election  shall  take  place  at  the  next  succeeding  general  Election, 
and  the  Justice  so  Elected  shall  hold  the  office  for  the  remainder  of  the 
unexpired  term ;  and  the  Chief  Justice  shall  be  chosen  by  the  Justices 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  from  am3ng  their  number,  once  in  four  years,  or 
whenever  there  shall  be  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  Chief  Justice." 

RRMAfiKS  OF  MR.  CROSS. 

Mr.  CROSS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  be  very  brief.  I  will  state  that 
this  amendment  has  in  it  two  objects,  neither  of  which  will  in  any  way 
interfere  with  the  general  plan  of  the  report  or  conflict  with  the  general 
purposes  of  the  report  as  a  whole.  Now,  sir,  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee contemplates  at  the  next  general  election  the  entire  wiping  out 
of  the  present  Supreme  Court,  and  bringiue  into  that  body  seven  new 
men.  For  my  own  part  I  believe  that  it  is  not  desirable  that  at  any 
time  in  the  history  of  this  State  after  its  organization  the  entire  Supreme 
Court  should  be  changed  at  one  time.  I  know,  sir,  that  there  are  in  this 
State  men  who  have  feelings  of  animosity  against  our  present  Supreme 
Court  or  against  the  members  of  it;  but,  sir,  it  seoms  to  nie  that  just  at 
this  time,  when  our  State  is  undergoing  so  many  radical  changes  that 
there  should  be  in  the  whole  State  one  body  which  is  not  to  bo  changed 
too  suddenly,  and  that  body  should  be  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  the  present  mem- 
bers of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  do  not  know  that  we  are  certain  that  we 
should  better  the  Court  by  turning  out  the  present  five  members  and 
putting  in  others;  and  if  we  should  adopt  the  section  reported  by  the 
committee  on  the  first  day  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty. 
We  would  be  very  likely  to  have  sitting  as  our  Supreme  Court  seven  men 
who  are  not  at  all  familiar  with  the  business  of  the  Court.  My  observa- 
tion of  that  body  has  been  that  cases  are  argued  and  submitted.  Some- 
times the  decision  of  these  cases  require  a  great  deal  of  investigation. 
That  investigation  sometimes  lasts  weeks,  and  even  months,  in  order  to 
get  decisions  that  will  not  have  to  be  changed.  Now,  it  would  be 
natural  to  suppose  that  on  the  first  day  of  January,  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty,  there  will  be  a  large  amount  of  unfinished  business  in  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  if  there  be  such  business  in  the  Supreme  Court  at 
that  time  then  every  case  must  be  reargued  and  resubmitted.  The 
work  of  the  Supreme  Court  would  have  to  be  done  over  again. 

Now,  sir,  another  matter  is  the  matter  of  choosing  the  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Supreme  CourL  This  report  looks  to  the  election  of  a  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  once  in  twelve  years.  The  result  will  be 
this:  that  on  the  first  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  the 
people  of  this  State  will  elect  a  Chief  Justice,  and  that  man  will 
be  Chief  Justice  of  the  State  of  California  for  twelve  years,  and 
the  probabilities  are  that  in  the  present  state  of  affairs  a  man  will 
be  elected  to  that  position  who  has  not  been  connected  with  the 
bench  of  the  Supreme  Court.  My  idea  of  this  matter  is,  that  it 
would  be  much  better  that  when  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court — 
the  seven  Justices — have  been  elected,  that  they  themselves  should 
choose  from  their  number  the  man  who  they  think  best  qualified  to  be 
Chief  Justice.  Our  present  law  is  that  the  man  who  has  been  on  the 
bench  the  longest  shall  be  the  Chief  Justice.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the 
best  possible  law,  because  it  does  not  always  follow  that  the  oldest  man  is 
the  host  man.  But  by  this  provision,  a  man  once  elected  holds  for  twelve 
years,  and  although  there  might  be  a  man  on  the  bench  better  qualified 
for  the  position  ot  Chief  Justice,  and  so  recognized,  not  merely  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  but  by  the  people,  there  is  no  way  to  give  the  people  the 
benefit  of  his  superior  abilities  as  such  Chief  Justice  until  tne  people 
elect  him  Chief  Justice  after  twelve  years.  Now,  sir,  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  far  better  if  once  in  four  years  the  members  of  the  Supreme 
Court  had  the  power  amongst  themselves  to  select  the  ablest  man  in 
their  body  to  preside;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  when  the  Supreme  Court 
is  composed  of  seven  members,  that  they  are  the  men  who  should 
determine  who  should  be  the  presiding  officer  in  their  affisiirs.  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  would  bo  better  and  wiser.  I  submit  this  section  with, 
great  diffidence,  thoush  I  know  that  many  lawyers  agree  with  me. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  three  by  striking  out  the  word  '  twelve,'  in  line  four, 
and  inserting  the  word  '  four;'  and  striking  out  all  of  said  section  from 
the  word  *  provided,'  in  line  five,  to  the  word  '  State,'  in  line  eleven, 
both  inclusive. 

REMARKS  or   MR.   BARROUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  suppose  there  is  no  State  in  the 
Union  where  so  long  a  term  as  that  proposed  in  this  article  is  provided 
for.  Now,  does  it  not  strike  every  member  as  rather  undemocratic  to 
elect  officers  for  nearly  one  half  the  term  of  the  active  life  of  man,  with- 
out any  possibility  of  change,  except  by  the  hand  of  death?  I  see  no 
reason  why  for  applying  a  different  rule  or  principle  to  Judges,  from 
that  applied  to  the  other  officers  or  servants  of  the  people.  I  say  that 
they  should,  at  reasonable  intervals,  return  their  trust  to  the  people,  and 
give  them  the  opportunity  to  pass  upon  the  subject  of  the  efficiency  of 
their  services,  and  even  their  worthiness  for  reelection  to  the  same  posi- 
tion. X  am  satisfied  that  the  principle,  the  idea  of  electing  officers  for 
such  a  long  term  as  this,  will  strike  the  people  of  the  State,  yea,  sir,  the 
lawyers  themselves,  as  being  repugnant  to  our  institutions  and  our  free 
elections.  There  are  two  systems  in  this  countir,  one  is  the  appointive 
system,  and  the  other  the  elective  system.     By  the  elective  system 


Judges  are  supposed  to  hold  their  office  during  life,  or  good  behavior. 
This  is  the  United  States  plan.  The  elective  sj'stem  is,  of  course,  putting 
them  on  the  same  footing  as  other  officers,  and  there  is  no  reason  for  not 
trusting  the  people  with  an  opportunity  to  pass  upon  the  qualifications 
of  their  Judges,  the  same  as  tne  balance  of  their  State  officers.  There- 
fore, I  hope  this  long  term  will  not  be  provided  for.  There  is  nothing 
worse  than  an  incompetent,  unworthy  Judge,  and  there  is  nothing  that 
is  more  dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  the  people  than  such  an  officer  as 
that.  I  say  that  the  proper  method  is  to  have  the  people  free,  whenever 
they  can  pass  upon  the  qualification  of  their  State  officers,  to  pass  also 
upon  the  judiciary.  It  will  be  necessary  to  strike  out,  after  and  includ- 
ing the  word  "  provided,"  down  to  and  mcluding  the  word  "  State,"  in 
the  eleventh  line. 

RBMARK8  OF  MB.   BSERSTRCHBB. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  section 
as  reported  by  the  committee  without  any  change.  The  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada,  Mr.  Cross,  perpetuates  the  term 
of  persons  now  in  office — or  I  should  say  extends  it.  There  is  no  reason 
why  this  should  be  done.  If  those  gentlemen  who  occupy  positions 
upon  the  Supreme  bench  to-day  are  men  in  whom  the  people  of  Cali- 
fornia have  confidence,  and  whom  they  believe  to  be  the  most  fit  and 
proper  to  occupy  those  positions,  it  is  easy  for  them  to  have  a  reelection 
and  a  reaffirmation  of  the  confidence  of  the  people;  and  it  certainly 
ought  to  be  a  little  gratifying  to  them  if  they  placed  themselves  a^aiu 
before  the  people,  that  the  people  indorse  them  by  reelection.  But  I  do 
not  believe  that  it  is  just  or  proper  for  us  in  this  Constitution,  not  only 
to  submit  to  the  people  of  the  State  a  new  organic  law,  but  at  the  same 
time  make  it  incumbent  upon  them,  when  they  vote  in  favor  of  the 
Constitution,  that  they  also  vote  to  prolong  the  tenn  of  the  existing 
Supreme  Court.  We  are  making  this  not  only  an  indorsement  of  the 
Constitution,  but  also  an  indorsement  of  the  present  existing  Supreme 
Court,  in  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cross.  The  argument  in  favor 
of  this  amendment  is  that  it  would  be  disastrous  to  have  these  gentle- 
men go  out  of  office  and  to  have  others  come  into  office.  Not  so  at  all. 
If  the  men  that  go  out  of  office  are  good  lawyers,  and  the  men  that 
come  into  office  are  equally  ^od  officers,  both  of  them  understand  their 
work  and  there  will  be  no  difficulty  at  all.  Much  less  is  this  the  case 
in  judicial  positions  than  in  any  other  position,  than  in  any  clerical 
position,  or  in  any  ordinary  business  of  life.  One  lawyer  understands 
the  work  of  another  lawyer  thoroughly,  if  he  be  versed  in  his  profession. 
There  is  no  argument  at  all  in  favor  of  prolonging  the  term  of  these 
gentlemen,  and  requiring  the  people  when  they  vote  in  favor  of  the  new 
Constitution  also  to  vote  to  prolong  the  terms  of  the  existing  Supreme 
Judges. 

I  am  not  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco, Mr.  Barbour.  He  says  that  the  terms  ought  to  be  reduced  from 
twelve  to  four  years,  and  that  there  are  no  Judges  holding  twelve-year 
terms  in  the  United  States.  I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  best  bench  that  we  have  in  the  United  States  to-day  is  the  Fed- 
eral bench  and  the  Federal  judiciary;  and  that  the  Federal  Judges  not 
only  hold  for  twelve  years,  but  they  hold  for  life,  and  there  has  never 
been  any  objection  to  these  gentlemen.  They  have  always  been  found 
capable,  competent,  honorable,  and  honest  men.  If  an  attorney  qualified 
to  go  upon  the  bench  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  nominated  and  is  elected, 
he  is  ooliged  to  leave  a  lucrative  practice,  and  for  the  purpose  of  going 
on  the  bench  for  only  four  years,  many  men  will  hesitate  to  leave  a 
lucrative  practice;  but  if  you  give  them  twelve  years,  they  can  afford  to 
leave  their  practice.  They  can  afford  to  go  upon  the  bench  and  do  jus- 
tice to  themselves  and  justice  to  the  people  of  the  State.  If  you  elect 
them  for  only  four  years,  it  will  be  impossible  for  them  to  accept  the 
position.  Such  lawyers  as  we  should  have,  and  such  lawyers  as  we  must 
nave,  to  occupy  the  bench  of  the  Supreme  Court,  are  men  .who  cannot 
leave  their  practice  merely  for  four  years,  and  that  is  the  reason  'the 
committee  placed  the  time  at  twelve  years,  in  order  that  we  might  set 
the  best  talent  of  the  State  to  occupy  the  position.  The  report  of  tnis 
committee  is  not  like  unto  the  report  of  any  other  committee  which  has 
been  offered  here.  The  report  from  the  other  committees,  although  they 
have  been  offered  to  you  m  sections,  havej^een  disjointed  and  discon- 
nected. You  could  adopt  one  section,  strike  out  another  section  entirely, 
or  put  in  an  entirely  new  and  different  section.  Not  so  with  this  report. 
This  report,  i^though  it  is  offered  in  sections,  is  a  whole,  and  must  be 
taken  as  a  whole.  '  It  cannot  be  amended  without  material  injury  to  the 
whole  report.  The  committee  has  labored  faithfully,  and  they  offer  this 
report  as  a  whole,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  taken  as  a  whtle.  I  hope  that 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada,  Mr.  Cross,  will  be 
promptly  voted  down,  and  also  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ban  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour,  limiting  the  time  to  four  years. 

RRMARKS   07  MR.  WTATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  both  the  amendments  now 
pending  will  be  voted  down,  and  it  may  seem  arrogant  in  me  to  say 
that  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  having  one  adopted  that  I  would  like  to 
offer;  but  still  that  is  the  reason  I  have  for  the  desire.  [Laughter.]  I 
oppose  both  amendments  as  I  do  section  three,  and  as  I  did  section  two, 
upon  the  ground  that  we  have  more  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  than 
is  requisite,  than  is  called  for  by  the  people  or  the  business  of  the  State. 
I  am  in  favor  of  the  general  idea  of  tne  report  of  the  committee,  except 
upon  the  subject  of  increasing  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  making  seven  instead  of  five,  and  then  making  a  double  headed 
Supreme  Court  The  Supreme  Court,  it  appears  to  me,  as  blocked  out 
by  the  committee,  has  tfU  the  erandeur  of  purpose  that  could  be  desired 
by  the  most  extravagant.  It  has  all  the  extravagance  of  pay  that  any 
could  desirg  in  that  respect;  and  it  has,  so  far  as  the  terms  of  office  are 
concerned,  all  that  the  incumbents  could  desire;  for  I  think  while  it  is 
said  that  office  holders  seldom  die  and  never  resign,  that  any  man  ought 
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to  be  willing  to  give  up  hold  upon  office  when  the  Creator  makes  him 
give  up  hold  upon  life.  I  oppose  it  then  upon  these  grounds,  that,  first, 
the  number  of  Justices  are  too  great  by  two;  that  the  present  number 
of  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  reasonably  sufficient  to  do  the  busi- 
ness of  this  State.  I  oppose  it  upon  the  ground  that  the  tenure  of  office 
is  too  long;  and  I  shall  oppose  subseoucnt  sections  as  to  the  pay  of  the 
Judges  provided  for  in  the  report  oi  the  committee,  upon  tne  ground 
that  it  is  too  high  and  extravagant.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  cases  that 
come  before  the  Supreme  Court  as  blocked  out  by  the  committee  will  be 
facilitated  in  their  disposition  before  that  Court.  They  will  first  go 
before  one  or  the  other  of  the  branches  of  that  Court — before  branch 
number  one  or  branch  number  two.  The  party  who  Iosqs  before  that 
branch  will  then  go  before  the  Chief  Justice  with  his  petition  to  be  heard 
before  the  entire  Court  in  bank,  as  it  is  termed,  and  every  one  that  loses 
will  be  making  this  petition,  and  if  it  is  to  be  heard  a  second  time  upon 
appeal,  it  cannot  reasonably  be  supposed  that  it  can  get  through  that 
Supreme  Court,  after  reaching  the  Court  before,  from  six  to  eighteen 
months,  as  it  may  happen,  according  to  the  amount  of  business  they  may 
be  doing.  Then,  instead  of  facilitating  business,  I  think  it  will  retard 
business. 

Then  I  object  to  it,  upon  the  further  ground  that  the  Chief  Justice  of 
this  Supreme  COurt  can  act  arbitrarily  and  with  great  injustice  in  the 
position  which  he  occupies.  He  can  allow  A's  case  to  bo  heard  a  second 
time  before  the  full  J>ench,  and  he  can  deny  B  the  right  to  be  heard 
before  the  full  bench,  and  do  either  upon  his  mere  will  or  motion.  If 
we  have  a  Supreme  Court,  I  want  a  Supreme  Court  that  every  man  has 
an  equal  right  to  go  to,  and  be  heard  in,  not  upon  a  mere  will  of  one 
man  in  that  Court,  but  by  virtue  of  the  right  of  being  heard  there, 
whether  thb  6irt>reme  Court  wants  to  hear  him  or  not. 

Mb.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The 
gentleman  is  discussing  the  section  which  was  passed  yesterday,  which 
goes  to  the  number  of  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court.  His  whole  speech 
so  far  has  been  upon  that  section,  and  not  upon  section  three,  which  is 
under  oonnderation. 

Thk  chairman.  The  gentleman  has  overlooked  the  fact  that  Rule 
Forty-three  has  been  amended  and  changed.  That  portion  of  it  which 
confined  the  speaking  to  the  clause  under  consideration  has  been  leflout. 
Otherwise  the  Chair  would  have  raised  that  point  before. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  will  state,  if  it  will  be  any  satisfaction  to  the  mem- 
bers of  this  Convention  or  of  this  committee  to  know,  that  I  was  doing 
my  very  best  to  confine  mvself  to  the  question  in  hand,  and  if  I  was 
missing  it,  it^as  not  from  intention,  but  from  ignorance.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  we  are  molding  and  forming  a  general  system  for  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  State  of  California,  and  we  have  under  consideration  now 
the  number  of  Judges  that  we  will  elect.  We  have  under  consideration 
the  term  of  office  that  they  shall  hold.  It  is  to  this  general  form  and 
mold  that  I  address  myself,  and  if  I  am  not  talking  to  the  question,  it  is 
because  I  am  unable  to  comprehend,  know,  feel,  see,  or  realize  the  ques- 
tion. I  propose  before  I  sit  down,  lind  before  the  hammer  falls  on  me, 
to  read  an  amendment  that  I  shall  ofier  if  the  two  amendments  now 
before  the  committee  should  be  voted  down.  I  draw  my  amendment 
from  section  three  of  the  old  Constitution,  and  a  portion  of  section  three 
under  consideration : 

"  Sic.  3.  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  elected  by  the 
qualified  electors  of  the  State  at  large,  at  the  general  State  elections,  at 
ttic  times  and  places  that  State  officers  are  elected,  and  the  term  of  office 
shall  be  ten  years  from  and  after  the  first  Monday  of  January  next  suc- 
ceeding their  election,  except  those  elected  at  the  first  election,  who,  at 
their  first  meeting,  shall  so  classify  themselves  by  lot  that  one  Justice 
shall  go  out  of  office  every  two  years;  the  Justice  having  the  shortest 
term  to  serve  shall  be  Chief  Justice.  If  a  vacancy  occur  in  the  office  of 
a  Justice,  the  Governor  shall  appoint  a  person  to  hold  the  office  until  the 
election  and  qualification  of  a  Justice  to  fill  the  vacancy,  which  election 
shall  take  place  at  the  next  succeeding  general  election,  and  the  .Justice 
so  elected  shall  hold  the  office  for  the  remainder  of  the  unexpired  term." 

In  other  words  the 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  have  expired. 

Mb.  WYATT.    Well,  I  have  got  my  amendment  read.    [Laughter.] 

BBMABKS   OF  MB.   WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  that 
thecommittee  here  had  better  adopt  section  three,  as  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department.  It  is  entirely  consistent 
with  the  whole  system  presented,  and  the  amendments  which  are  offered 
by  the  gentlemen  respectively,  Mr.  Cross  and  Mr.  Barbour,  will  tend  to 
produce  confusion  and  uncertainty,  and  destroy,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
entire  system  proposed  by  the  committee.  Now,  it  seems  to  me,  that 
the  term  of  ofnce  of  twelve  years  is  not  too  long  where  there  are  seven 
Judges,  and  we  have,  too,  provided  that  two  Judges  go  out  at  particular 
periods,  to  be  succeeded  by  others.  Certainly,  to  insert  four  years  instead 
of  twelve  years,  would  be  to  make  the  term  very  much  too  short,  and  I 
understand  that  Mr.  Barbour's  proposition  is  to  make  the  term  four 
years.  Now,  if  a  Judge  is  electea  for  four  years,  and  if  we  have  seven 
of  them,  we  would  be  electing  Judges  all  the  time.  We  must  cer- 
tainly have  a  continual  election  of  Judges.  A  gentleman  would  only 
hold  his  position  four  years,  and  just  get  acquainted  with  the  duties  of 
his  office,  when  he  would  be  called  upon  to  retire.  As  the  election 
would  be  by  the  State  at  large,  certainly  it  would  be  difficult  to  obtain 
the  right  material,  in  view  of  so  short  a  term  of  office.  It  seems  to  me, 
that  the  provisions  contained  in  the  proviso  here,  taken  in  connection 
with  the  other  pottion  of  it,  provide  for  everything  just  as  it  ought  to 
be.  Yesterday  the  Convention  determined  upon  seven  Judges  by  the 
adoption  of  section  two,  consequently  that  must  be  regarded  as  an  estab- 
lished fact,  at  least  at  present,  until  we  act  in  Convention.  Now,  we  are 
to  have  seven  Judges;  a  Chief  Justice, and  six  Associates.  There  should 
be  a  classification  of  the  Associate  Justices.    Now,  if  we  make  the  term 


of  office  twelve  years,  then,  as  a  matter  of  course,  they  could  classify  so 
as  to  go  out  regularly,  and  I  do  not  think  that  term  is  too  long  for  a 
Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  this  State.  Every  gentleman  knows 
that  it  is  unjust  to  ask  a  man  to  leave  his  practice  and  go  upon  the 
bench  for  so  short  a  term,  because,  after  that  term  has  expired,  ne  goes 
out  upon  the  world  again  to  seek  his  practice,  after  having  abandoned  it 
for  the  purpose  of  going  upon  the  bench.  But,  beyond  that,  and  as  a 
question  of^policy,  you  will  not  get  the  best  men  to  agree  to  take  the 
place  for  a  snort  term  of  office,  and  the  continual  changing  of  Judges  is 
certainly  one  of  the  worst  things  in  our  system.  The  reelection  of  the 
Judges  IS  of  course  an  approval  of  their  past  conduct,  but  a  man  should 
be  permitted  to  occupy  the  Supreme  Bench  for  a  considerable  period,  to 
enable  him  to  become  useful,  because  each  day  he  becomes  better.  The 
provisions  of  section  ten  would  obviate  the  obiections  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour,  if  we  should  get  an  incompetent  or 
improper  Judge  upon  the  bench.  This  system  not  only  provides  for  an 
impeachment  in  the  Courts,  but  section  ten  authorizes  the  two  houses  of 
the  Legislature,  by  a  concurrent  resolution  adopted  by  two  thirds  of 
each  house,  to  absolutely  remove  a  Judge.  It  is  a  system  which  has  pre- 
vailed in  many  of  the  States,  and  I  think  is  a  very  good  feature  of  the 
Constitution;  it  enables  the  State  to  get  rid  of  a  man  who  is  inefficient, 
who  is  useless  upon  the  bench,  who  ou^ht  not  to  be  there  on  general 
principles,  independent  of  any  act  of  his  conduct.  I  think  it  is  a  first 
rate  provision.  Impeachment,  of  course,  involves  the  absolute  commis- 
sion of  an  offense,  and  a  trial.  In  many  States  an  inefficient  Judge  has 
occupied  the  bench  to  the  injury  of  public  business.  In  the  case  of  a 
man  of  that  kind,  where  a  man  is  incom|>etent  or  inattentive  to  busi- 
ness, and  yet  not  have  committed  any  offense  for  which  he  could  be 
impeachea,  yet,  under  section  ten,  the  Legislature  might  remove  him. 
I  will  read  that  section  for  the  information  of  the  committee: 

"  Skc.  10.  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Courts,  may  be  removed  by  concurrent  resolution  of  both  houses  of  Ihe 
Legislature,  adopted  by  a  two-third  vote  of  each  house.  All  other  judi- 
cial officers,  except  Justices  of  the  Peace,  may  bo  removed  by  the  Senate, 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Governor,  but  no  removal  shall  be  made 
by  virtue  of  this  section,  unless  the  cause  thereof  be  entered  on  the 
Journal,  or  unless  the  party  complained  of  has  been  served  with  a  copy 
of  the  complaint  against  him,  and  shall  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
being  heard  in  his  defense.  On  the  question  of  removal,  the  ayes  and 
noes  shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal." 

Now,  there  is  a  very  efficient  remedy  against  an  inefficient  or  improper 
Judge,  in  cases  where  he  has  not  committed  an  impeachable  offense. 
The  views  which  have  been  advanced  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey 
seem  to  me  to  go  rather  to  section  two  than  to  section  three.  I  was 
unable  to  comprehend  any  portion  of  his  argument  as  applying  to  section 
three,  and  therefore  will  not  be  called  upon  to  respona  to  his  argument 
in  regard  to  section  ti/^o,  as  adopted  yesterday.  The  propositions  con- 
tained in  the  substitute  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada,  Mr. 
Cross,  might  be  made  consistent  with  the  system,  but  it  seems  to  me  it  is 
better  to  adopt  the  report  as  made  by  the  committee.  Otherwise  we  are 
legislating  men  into  office  instead  of  having  an  election  for  all  of  the 
officers,  as  I  understand  the  system  is  intended  to  be  applied  throughout 
the  whole  series  of  officers  to  be  elected  under  the  Constitution.  'By  Mr. 
Cross'  amendment  we  would  have  to  absolutely  legislate  certain  gentle- 
men into  office,  or  extend  their  terms  of  office  for  a  considerable  period 
of  time.  I  see  no  special  inconvenience  to  result  from  the  election  of 
Judges  throughout.  If  so,  it  will  be  merely  temporary.  The  Court 
calendar  would  come  to  the  new  Supreme  Court  with  all  the  unde- 
termined cases,  and  if  they  work  under  the  system  we  have  prescribed 
they  will  be  able  to  decide  these  cases  and  keep  up  their  current  business. 
I  see  no  real  reason  for  changing  section  three,  and  I  believe  that  all  of 
the  committee,  upon  that  subject,  concur  with  me.  Those  whom  I  have 
talked  with  are  satisfied  that  section  three  is  better  than  any  substitute 
which  can  be  offered  for  it.  I  hope  that  the  amendments  will  be  voted 
down  and  the  section  adopted. 

BEMABK8  OF   MR.   ROLFE. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  report  of  the  committee,  while 
I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  find  fault  with  it  particularly,  still  it  has 
one  objection,  in  my  opinion.  It  legislates  men  out  of  office4I^Now, 
while  I  do  not  approve  of  legislating  into  office,  I, am  just  as  strongly 
opposed  on  the  other  hand  to  legislating  them  out  of  omce.  This  idea 
of  a  Justice  of  a  Supreme  Court  being  reelected  in  consequence  of  having 
been  a  good  and  eflScient  Judge,  is  all  a  delusion.  It  never  has  happened 
in  this  State,  and  I  do  not  ^lieve  it  ever  will  happen.  If  a  Justice  of 
our  Supreme  Court  is  nominated  for  reelection,  and  happens  to  be  on 
the  ticket  that  wins,  he  is  reelected.  If  he  happens  to  be  on  the  ticket 
in  the  minority,  he  is  defeated.  I  have  known  some  of  our  best  Judges 
defeated  because  they  were  put  up  by  a  party  that  was  slightly  in  the 
minority.     I  should  prefer  some  system  by  which  you  could  allow  the 

? resent  Judges  to  fill  out  the  terms  for  which  they  have  been  elected, 
he  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada,  Mr.  Cross,  does 
not  accomplish  that.  I  will  admit,  I  would  like  if  some  amendment 
was  introduced  which  would  accomplish  that  end.  I  have  none  pre- 
pared, but  of  the  two  evils  I  believe  I  shall  choose  the  least,  and  vote 
for  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cross,  believing  that  we  have  a  very 
fair  Supreme  Court  already,  taking  them  all  around,  and  I  would  rather, 
for  my  part,  legislate  two  or  three  Judges  into  office,  or  into  two  or  three 
years'  extension  of  time,  than  to  legislate  them  all  out  of  office  at  once. 
I  know  there  is  a  disposition  among  a  great  many  to  have  a  new  deal. 
For  instance,  we  have  wiped  out  the  whole  Senate,  and  we  will  have  a 
new  deal  when  it  comes  to  the  next  Legislature.  I  must  say  that  I 
would  prefer  to  allow  the  hold-over  Senators  to  remain  in  ofnce,  and 
while  I  do  not  strictly  approve  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Nevada,  while  it  does  not  exactly  meet  my  views,  I  shall  vote 
for  it,  as  being  better  than  the  section  presented  by  the  committee. 
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RSHASKS   OF   MR.    LARKIV. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  aware  we  are  treading  upon 
dangerous  grounds,  as  about  one  half  of  these  men  are  professional  men 
who  think  they  know  all  about  this  matter,  and  I  presume  thej  should 
know  more  than  a  man  not  connected  with  the  profession;  but  I  am 
certainly  in  favor  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour.  There  need  not  be  a  change  in  the  Court, 
because  we  elect  every  four  years,  because  I  believe  that  the  people  of 
this  State  will  reelect  men,  and  continue  to  reelect  men,  if  they  are  good 
men  for  the  place.  It  looks  as  if  these  gentlemen  were  afraid  of  the. 
people,  when  they  desire  to  place  men  for  twelve  years  on  the  bench. 
They  say  men  can  be  removed.  Not  to  exceed  twenty  men  have  ever 
been  successfully  impeached  in  all  the  States  of  the  Union,  while  at  any 
one  time  there  has  never  been  less  than  a  thousand  that  ought  to  have 
been  impeached.  I  think  Judge  Rolfe  is  mistaken,  and  I  think  proba- 
bly his  is  the  only  instance  where  a  good  Judge  has  failed  to  be  recog- 
nized by  thepeople.    I  believe  the  Judge  was  a  good  Judge * 

Mr.  H0LF£.     I  was  speaking  of  Supreme  Judges. 

Mr.  lark  in.  I  thought  you  referred  to  District  Judges.  I  am  in 
favor  of  electing  men  for  four  years,  and  if  these  men  fill  the  positions 
well  the  people  will  reelect  them.  There  are  men  capable  of  to-morrow 
taking  their  seats  upon  that  bench  and  filling  the  position  as  well  as 
men  who  arc  now  there  and  have  been  there  twelve  years.  No  man 
who  goes  upon  that  bench  and  does  right,  no  man  who  stands  squarely, 
need  be  afraid  of  the  people  of  California;  and  it  looks  as  if  we  were 
bound  by  a  Court  that  we^ould  not  get  rid  of.  It  i^  true  that  under 
section  ten  two  thirds  of  the  Legislature  may  remove  a  Judge.  The 
same  reason  that  hinders  men  being  impeached  would  apply  there.  Its 
effect  is  the  same,  and  the  same  influence  is  brought  to  bear  to  prohibit 
the  Legislature  from  acting.  I  am  in  favor  of  electing  for  four  years 
and  no  longer,  and  I  regret  the  haste  with  which  the  Convention  passed 
ytf^terday  the  section  increasing  the  number  of  Judges  to  seven.  I 
believe  that  five  men  would  be  plenty ;  but  that  matter  has  been  dis- 
posed of  until  we  get  into  Convention.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  shall 
then  vote  to  reduce  it  to  five. 

RKSfARKS   OF   MR.   VAN   DYKR. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendments  to  tbfs 
section  may  not  be  adopted.  In  regard  to  tne  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Nevada,  Mr.  Cross,  to  continue  the  present  Judges 
in  omce,  I  have  this  to  say :  that  the  terms  of  two  of  the  present  Judges 
expire  the  ensuing  season.  Then  there  will  be  only  three  to  be  con- 
tinued. His  amendment  may  continue  them  for  twelve  years,  because 
they  might  draw  the  long  term.  Then  we  would  not  only  submit  to 
the  people  the  question  of  adopting  the  Constitution,  but  the  election  of 
these  men  for  twelve  years. 

Mr.  cross.  Two  Judges  are  to  be  elected  for  twelve  years.  The 
five  are  to  be  divided — two  for  four  and  three  for  eight  years. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  think  it  would  encroach  upon  the  plan  of  the 
committee,  and  upo;i  their  scheme  for  the  new  judicial  system.  I  would 
not,  however,  have  any  objection  to  continuing  the  Judges  for  the  unex- 
pired term,  if  it  could  be  done  without  deranging  the  scheme  proposed 
for  the  new  judicial  system,  but  inasmuch  as  it  cannot  be  done,  I  think 
the  amendment  should  be  rejected.  Now,  in  reference  to  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour.  If 
there  is  one  vice  in  our  judicial  system  more  potent  than  another,  it  is 
the  election  of  Judges.  We  can  remedv  the  evil  somewhat  by  a  pro- 
longation of  the  term.  Now,  four  years  is  a  shorter  period  than  ever  has 
been  recognised  in  this  State.  The  first  Constitution  fixed  the  terms  at 
six  years,  but  when  the  Constitution  was  amended,  it  was  extended  to 
ten  years.  The  people  of  this  State  have  never  objected  to  the  exten- 
sion of  the  term,  and  now  it  is  proposed  to  go  back  further  than  the 
Constitution  of  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,  and  fix  the  term  at 
four  years.  I  say  that  the  people  of  the  State  have  not  demanded  any 
such  thing.  They  have  approved  of  the  extension  to  ten  years,  and 
will  approve  of  the  extensi  >n  to  twelve  years.  I  think  both  amend- 
ments should  be  voted  down. 

RRM4RKS   OF   MR.   SMITH. 

Mr^MITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  state,  as 
regards  the  term  of  service,  that  the  committee  had  that  matter  pretty 
thoroughly  discussed.  There  was  a  difference  of  opinion.  Some  held 
that  we  should  have  a  long  term,  others  that  they  should  hold  for  a 
short  term.  I  believe  that  in  some  of  the  Eastern  States  they  elect  for 
short  terms,  and  the  experience  there  has  led  them  to  believe  that  short 
terms  are  good.  It  gives  the  people  an  opportunity  of  removing,  at 
times.  Judges  not  fit  to  hold  the  position.  But  it  is  well  known  that  in 
the  eastern  State  there  is  conservatism  that  does  not  belong  to  this  coast. 
It  is  believed  that  a  short  term  of  service  would  be  not  only  detrimen- 
tal to  the  lawyer  but  to  the  bench.  There  is  too  much  enterprise  in 
politics  in  this  State  to  have  elections  for  Judges  so  frequent.  The  expe- 
rience of  the  past  has  shown  that  we  will  have  changes,  notwithstand- 
ing we  have  good  Judges.  I  say  that  a  principle  that  will  work  well 
in  the  eastern  States  will  not  work  well  here.  You  will  throw  Judges 
into  politics,  and  make  the  office  of  Supreme  Judge  merely  a  political 
office  in  this  State.  You  must  look  at  the  affairs  of  each  State  differ- 
ently. It  seems  to  me  that  the  term  of  office  fixed  in  the  report  is 
about  right.  And  as  to  continuing  in  office  those  who  are  now  on  the 
bench,  I  think  it  impolitic.  You  might  as  well  say  that  you  would  con- 
tinue in  office  some  District  Judges,  or  carry  the  principle  still  farther 
and  extend  the  term  of  other  officers.  It  is  a  principle  that  would  not 
be  right. 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.   RAOOX. 

Mil.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope,  sir,,  that  these  amendments 
will  all  be  voted  down,  and  I  still  further  hope  that  this  report,  as  it 


came  from  the  Committee  on  Judiciary,  will  be  adopted  as  a  whole.  It 
is  true,  sir,  I  was  one  of  that  committee,  through  the  kindness  of  the  Pres- 
ident, and  I  must  say  that  I  learned  a  great  deal  from  the  discussions 
that  took  place  in  that  committee.  There  were  gentlemen  upon  that 
committer  who  were  thoroughly  posted  in  what  the  judicial  system  of 
this  State  is,  and  what  it  ought  to  be.  It  is  not  expected  that  other  gen- 
tlemen who  are  not  familiar  with  the  practice  in  the  Courts,  and  with 
the  organization  of  the  judiciary  of  tHis  State,  would  be  so  familiar  with 
it  as  those  who  make  a  Dusiness  of  it  and  understand  it.  Now,  sir«  this 
matter  received  a  thorough  discussion  in  that  committee.  It  did  not 
come  up  as  it  does  in  this  committee,  without  consideration.  It  was  dis- 
cussed night  after  night,  and  week  after  week,  and  it  was  considered  by 
gentlemen,  many  of  whom  we  would  vote  for  for  Supreme  Judges  to-day, 
and  some  of  whom  have  honored  that  position  in  the  past,  and  they  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  the  best  system  that  could  be  devised  for 
the  State  of  California.  I  am  clearly  convinced,  from  the  discussions 
that  took  place,  and  from  the  reasons  given  in  that  committee,  that  no 
better  system  could  be  devised  for  the  best  interests  of  California  than 
the  system  here  presented  by  that  committee.  Now,  so  far  as  long  terms 
and  short  terms  are  concerned,  let  me  say  this :  that  we  have  heretofore 
endeavored  to  take  the  judiciary  out  of  politics.  We  established  a  sep- 
arate and  special  election  for  that  express  purpose ;  but  from  the  short- 
ness of  the  term,  it  did  not  answer  the  purpose,  and  every  person  is  now 
crying  for  the  abolition  of  that  system  of  election|^  Give  us  a  long  term, 
and  bv  that  means  we  obviate  the  necessity  of  men  going  into  politics 
for  judicial  positions.  They  also  learn  what  is  the  interest  of  the  people 
of  the  State.  That  is  what  the  people  want.  Who  ever  heard  of  want- 
ing to  turn  out  of  office  a  Judge  that  acted  according  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  people  in  Courts  of  justice?  Who  wants  them  in  for  a  short  term 
if  they  do  their  duty  and  act  as  they  should  act?  As  I  had  occasion  to 
say,  there  were  gentlemen  on  that  committee  who  would  to-dav,if  they 
were  candidates,  be  elected  by  an  overwhelming  majority  by  tne  people 
of  this  State.  They  present  this  report  to  you,  and  ask  you  to  adopt  it, 
and  I  say  that  they  are  the  best  judges  of  it.  They  are  men  who  in 
everyday  life  follow  this  business,  and  know  what  thev  are  doing.  They 
are  men  in  whose  opinion,  if  you  were  engaged  in  a  lawsuit,  you  would 
place  the  utmost  confidence  in,  and  to  whom  you  would  say :  take  my 
case  and  defend  it.  These  men  have  no  object  in  coming  before  you  and 
asking  you  to  adopt  anything  that  would  not  be  right  and  just  and 
proper.  They  have  as  much  at  stake  as  anybody,  and  perhaps  more 
than  the  ordinary  run  of  people.  This  is  a  good  system,  and  I  know  it 
from  having  heard  it  thoroughly  discussed  night  after  ni||^t,  and  week 
after  week, and  the  committee  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  the 
best  system  that  can  be  devised,  and  it  is  the  one  which  ought  to  be 
adopted.  I  hope  that  all  amendments  to  it  will  be  voted  down,  and  the 
report  will  be  taken  as  it  is,  because  I  know  that  it  is  right. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   RiETNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  reluctantly  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion to  oppose  both  of  these  amendments;  and  in  order  to  state  my 
reasons  I  snail  have  to  call  thines  by  their  right  names  again.  If  there 
is  one  question  upon  which  the  bar  of  the  State  of  California,  and  espe- 
cially the  City  of  San  Francisco,  is  more  unanimous  than  upon  another, 
it  is  that  they  desire  to  change  the  personnel  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Thai 
is  reason  enough  for  my  opposition  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Nevada,  Mr.  Cross,  and  I  will  stop  right  there.  To  illustrate  a 
little  further,  however,  in  opposition  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour.  He  desires  short  terms,  that  these 
Judges  may  be  brought  nearer  the  people.  I  think  experience  is  unfor- 
tunate for  his  argument.  It  is  a  well  known  fact,  sir,  that  the  worst, 
the  most  unfit  man  that  we  have  upon  the  bench  of  a  District  Court  in 
San  Francisco,  is  the  man  who,  by  some  hook  or  crook,  is  always  re- 
elected*. And  so  it  will  ever  be  much  easier  to  choose  the  right  Judge 
in  the  first  case  than  it  will  be  to  defeat  a  bad  one  when  he  comes  up  for 
office  a  second  time,  and  for  reasons  which  will  suggest  themselves  to 
every  attorney.  I  need  not  allude  to  the  disclosures  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco,  the  other  day,  who  is  not  now  in  his  seat,  and  I 
only  say  this  because  experience  shows  that  the  people  do  not  exercise 
sood  judgment  in  these  instances  in  making  those  cnanges.  Owing  to 
influence,  intrigue,  swapping,  and  all  the  other  things  that  control  the 
question,  the  bad  Judge  is  ofteiv  reelected.  Thesis  were  reasons  enough, 
out,  as  was  explained  by  the  Chairman  of  the  committee,  section  ten 
completely  cures  all  the  objections  that  were  raised  here  by  the  gentle- 
man who  offered  the  amendment,  that  the  Legislature  may,  bv  concur- 
rent resolution  and  two-thirds  vote,  remove  either  of  these  Judges. 

RIMARKS   OF   MR.   MCGALLVM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairmaift  I  supposed  that  the  Committee 
on  Judiciary  would  not  have  changed  the  term  of  office  of  the  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  except  on  account  of  the  classification  which  seemed 
to  make  it  necessary  to  make  the  terms  twelve  years  instead  of  ten. 
Now,  sir,  I  cannot  see  that  Judges  ou^ht  to  be  elected  for  a  longer  term 
than  any  other  officers.  I  do  not  believe  in  so  long  a  term  as  that  of 
twelve  years,  especiallv  when,  as  in  this  case,  it  may  be  conveniently 
obviated.  No  otner  officers  in  this  State  are  elected  for  more  than  four 
years,  and  the  Judiciary  Committee  have  recognized  the  necessity  which 
may  arise  for  the  change  of  Judges  for  less  cause  than  that  which  would 
be  cause  of  impeachment  by  providing  for  the  removal  of  Judges  by  Act 
of  the  Legislature.  There  is  therefore  recognized  a  necessity  for  a  pro- 
vision for  change.  I  prefer  giving  that  opportunity  to  an  election.  The 
faithful  Judge,  as  a  rule,  will  be  reelected,  if  he  wishes  to  be.  Under  our 
system  I  believe  every  Judge  who  has  been  a  candidate  for  reelection, 
with  the  exception  of  one,  has  been  reelected  under  this  ten-year  term 
of  office,  and  that  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-seven  was  under  a 
most  peculiar  political  condition  of  affairs  in  the  State  of  California. 
Now,  sir,  this  report  proposes  to  extend  the  term  from  this  long  terra  of 
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ten  years  to  twelve  veais,  and  I  suppose  for  the  reason  which  I  hare 
stated,  that  in  order  to  classify  it  was  necessary  to  make  the  term  twelve 
instead  of  ten.  Now,  I  confess  I  might  be  suited  with  a  term  of  eight 
years,  but  in  order  to  classify  it  will  be  necessary  to  make  the  terms 
twelve  or  six,  and  I  think  by  striking  out  the  word  "twelve"  wherever 
it  occurs  and  inserting  "  six,"  and  "  four"  where  it  occurs  and  inserting 
"two,"  that  it  will  be  a  better  proposition  as  to  term  than  the  twelve- 
year  term  provided  by  the  committee.  As  to  the  proposition  to  continue 
the  present  Judges  in  ofiSoe  or  extend  their  terms,  I  think  that  is  so 
unusual,  and  so  little  reason  has  been  given  for  it,  that  it  is  scarcely 
worth  discussing.  I  shall  oflfer,  if  it  is  not  now  in  order,  at  the  proper 
time,  an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  word  "twelve"  wherever  it 
occurs,  and  the  word  "four"  wherever  it  occurs,  and  insert  in  their 
places  the  words  "six"  and  "two." 

KXMABKS    or  MK.  MCFAKLAXn. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  certainly  am  opposed  to  strik- 
ing out  twelve  and  inserting  any  smaller  number.  I  would  be  in  favor 
of  a  longer  term.  If  there  is  any  department  of  the  Government  that 
ought  to  be  stable,  it  is  the  judiciary.  If  there  is  any  officer  who  should 
be  as  sacred  as  possible,  as  to  his  tenure  of  office,  it  is  the  Judge. 
When  they  go  into  a  Court  of  justice  they  are  expected  to  leave  every 
other  consideration  behind  them  except  the  merits  of  that  case.  The 
scales  ought  to  be  so  even,  sir,  that  neitner  the  slightest  breath  of  pop- 
ular clamor,  nor  the  slightest  consideration  of  policy  should  change 
them  in  the  least.  Kow,  sir,  under  our  system  of  government,  the 
whole  American  system  of  govemmeot,  the  judiciary  is  by  &r  the  most 
important  department  to  the  people.  It  is  about  the  only  one  that  acts 
directly  upon  the  people.  The  Legislature  cannot  take  away  your  rights 
or  mine  without  taking  away  the  rights  of  the  whole  community.  It 
acts  upon  the  people  as  a  body.  Laws  are  general  and  uniform  in  their 
operations,  and  ii  is  not  very  probable,  sir,  that  the  Legislature,  respon- 
sible to  the  whole  people,  are  going  to  pass  onerous  laws  which  affect  the 
whole  people ;  but,  sir,  our  personal  rights  are  determined^HHir  rights 
of  life,  liberty,  and  property  are  determined  by  our  Judges.  The  Courts 
are  the  great  reservoir  of  power  under  this  svstem.  We  have  not  a  soli- 
tary right  of  person,  property,  or  life  itself^  that  may  not  come  under 
the  power  of  toe  Judee.  Now,  sir,  the  Judge  ought  to  be  in  a  position 
where,  considering  that  he  is  human,  and  governed  to  some  extent, 
insensibly,  perhaps,  by  the  motives  that  influence  men,  he  is  independ- 
ent to  the  farthest  possible  degree.  Now,  sir,  do  vou  want  to  put  a  man 
upon  the  bench  with  the  knowledge  that  within  a  few  years  he  will 
have  to  be  reelected,  or  else  lose  his  seat?  Do  you  tell  me  that  the  rery 
best  minds  will  not  be  influenced  by  this  question  of  popularity?  A 
Judge,  in  determining  private  rights,  should  not  be  influenced  in  the 
least  by  any  thought  oi  the  popularity  of  his  decision.  I  can  point 
to-day  to  one  or  two  gentlemen  who  were  as  good  men  as  ever  were 
there,  who  failed  of  a  reelectioon,  or  renomination,  because  one  or  two 
decisions  they  happened  to  make  were  unpopular,  and  their  friends  were 
afraid  to  nominate  them  at  that  time.  I  say,  when  a  man  goes  upon 
the  bench,  for  my  part,  I  am  in  favor  of  electing  him  for  life,  or,  at 
least,  during  eood  behavior*  He  ought  to  be  paid  salary  enough  to  put 
him  beyond  the  reach  of  want  and  l^yond  the  readi  of  corruption ;  and 
in  the  second  place,  a  term  of  office  so  long  and  so  secure  that  he  is  not 
afraid  of  the  people;  that  he  is  not  afraid  of  popular  opinion. 

It  is  a  perfect  delusion  to  say  that  a  good  Judge  will  be  reSlected. 
We  know,  sir,  the  political  history  of  this  State,  and  you  must  keep  that 
fact  in  view.  We  know,  sir,  that  almost  from  the  foundation  of  this 
State  government  the  people  of  this  State  have  been  divided  into  two 
great  pol^cal  parties,  nearlv  equal ;  and  we  may  assume  that  that  will 
be  the  case  in  the  future,  ^hat  it  was  impossible  to  tell  which  would 
triumph  one  year  and  which  the  next.  Now,  sir,  it  will  happen  always, 
almost  invariably,  that  the  political  party  that  happens  to  oe  in  power 
that  year  will  elect  the  Judges.  It  never  has  been  otherwise,  that  I 
know  of,  except  perhaps  in  one  or  two  cases,  and  then  just  in  San  Fran- 
cisco. When  men  go  to  a  general  election  they  do  not  vote  for  men,  they 
vote  for  political  ideas.  When  they  go  to  the  primary  meetings  they 
vote  for  men,  but  when  they  go  to  a  general  election  they  vote  for  ideas; 
and  you  need  not  tell  me  that  if  the  Bepublican  party  is  in  power  that 
they  are  going -to  elect  Democratic  Judges,  or  if  the  Democratic  party  is 
in  power  they  are  going  to  elect  Republican  Judges.  The  men  will  be 
elected  who  are  nominated  by  the  party  that  carries  the  State  that  year. 
I  do  not  care  how  well  a  Judge  discharges  his  duty,  if  he  does  not  hap- 
pen to  be  on  the  winning  ticket  he  cannot  be  reelected  any  more  than 
m  the  case  of  a  Sheriff  or  County  Clerk.  Therefore  the  argument  that 
a  good  Jud^e  will  be  reelected  is  worth  nothing.  Now,  sir,  I  ask  if  it  is 
a  good  position  to  put  a  Jud^  in,  to  have  him  in  the  power  of  the 
changes  and  the  waves  of  political  sentiment?  I  say,  no.  It  is  the  same 
with  other  officers.  Talk  about  men  being  reelecteid  because  they  have 
been  good  officers !  We  have  in  this  State  to-day — although  he  does  not 
belong  to  my  party — a  gentleman  acting  as  Governor  of  this  State,  whom 
I  believe,  in  all  respects,  has  made  a  good  Governor.  But,  sir,  if  he 
should  run  for  Governor  again  he  could  not  be  elected  at  all,  unless  his 
party  happened  to  be  in  power.    It  is  the  same  with  Judges. 

The  only  safety  is  in  having  a  bench  independent  in  all  things; 
independent  of  money  influence,  independent  of  the  influence  of  popu- 
lar clamor,  independent  of  political  influence;  and,  without  that,  you 
cannot  have  a  pure  and  independent  judiciary.  Ajnd,  sir,  there  is  no 
position  in  the  world  that  requires  such  high  qualities  of  manhood  as 
that  of  the  Judee;  there  is  certainly  none  in  which  more  character  is 
required  to  withstand  the  influences  that  sway  men  outside  of  Court. 
More  than  that,  we  generally  take  Judges  from  middle  life  at  least. 
Ton  take  them  right  from  the'midst  of  a  business  which  they  have  fol- 
lowed up  for  years,  and  upon  which  they  depend  for  a  livelihood ;  keep 
them  away  frr»m  that  business  four  years,  or  six  years,  and  tliat  business 
is  destroyed  they  have  to  go  back  and  commence  all  over  again,  when 
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they  are  in  the  decline  of  life,  to  bnild  up  another  bnsineaL  When  yon 
take  a  man  in  the  prime  of  life,  and  put  him  in  the  office  of  Judge  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  yoo  shoold  give  him  a  term  that  he  may  expect  for 
a  great  portion  of  the  balance  of  his  life.  Put  him  there  under  these 
circumstances,  and  give  him  salary  enough  so  that  he  does  not  have 
to  look  after  his  own  private  interest,  and  to  pindi  himself  for  money 
to  paj^  his  monthly  biUs.  and  yon  have  an  independent  judiciary;  and 
that  is  the  only  way.  Let  him  not  be  dependent  upon  the  conflicting 
waves  of  public  opfnion,  upon  the  influence  of  money,  or  upon  political 
influence.    I  hope  that  these  amendments  will  not  be  adopted. 

KKMARKS  or  MB.  TIXXIS. 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  principle  enunci- 
ated by  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  and  hope 
that  the  substance  of  the  report  that  they  have  presented  here  will  be 
adopted  by  this  Convention.  I  l>elieve  in  a  lonf?  term  judiciary.  I 
believe  that  it  will  advance  the  interests  of  the  State  and  purify  the 
judiciary.  If  there  has  been  any  one  thing  that  has  been  a  greater 
disgrace  to  the  State  than  another,  it  is  some  of  the  political  dedaons 
made  in  response  to  public  clamor  or  par^  interest.  It  is  only  necessary 
to  refer  back  to  the  decision  n^oderea  by  the  judiciary,  that  any  person 
who  started  from  the  Atlantic  coast,  as  soon  as  he  arrived  he  became  a 
citizen  of  the  State  of  California,  and  from  that  time  he  was  entitled  to 
vote.        I 

Mb.  RuLFE.    The  Supreme  Court  never  decided  that. 

Mb.  TINKIN.  That  decision  was  made,  and  it  had  an  influence  in 
this  State.  It  had  an  influence,  and  controlled  the  vote  of  this  State. 
It  was  a  political  matter 

Mb.  TERRT.  It  was  an  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General.  The 
Court  had  nothing  to  do  with  iL 

Mb.  TIXNIN.  I  refer  to  the  Know-Nothing  times.  I  know  that 
men  were  influenced  in  that  way  and  prevented  from  voting.  There 
are  political  decisions.  Gentlemen  arsue  here  that  only  Judges  who 
have  served  faithfully  will  be  reelectea.  My  experience  is  to  the  con- 
trary. I  have  attended  the  conventions  of  the  Democratic  party,  of  the 
Independent  party,  and  the  Republican  party;  and  what  is  the  argu- 
ment advanced  therein  in  regard  to  judicial  positions?  Why,  A  already 
has  the  office,  and  the  party  owes  him  no  more  reonmper.se;  his  fealty 
has  been  paid  for ;  now  give  it  to  B,  or  some  one  eUe  who  has  served  the 
party.  That  arKiiment  invariably  controls  the  convention,  and  you  will 
nnd  that  those  who  have  held  the  office  are  ousted  to  make  room  for 
others.  Public  clamor  has  its  influence  even  upon  Judges.  As  soon  as 
you  place  a  man  in  office  he  immediately  looks  out  for  further  advance- 
ment, and  in  order  to  advance  his  own  private  interest  he  will  make 
decisions  in  accordance  with  public  clamor.  Is  that  the  interest  of  the 
public?  We  find  very  often  that  this  public  sentiment  changes  very 
quickly.  About  three  years  ago  there  was  in  the  Legislature  of  thu 
State  a  bill  to  build  a  railroad  in  Tuolumne  Countv.  Thoee  people  came 
up  here  by  the  hundreds  and  clamored  for  the  Legislature  to  pass  the 
bill,  and  finally  got  the  bill  through,  but  the  Governor  pocketed  the 
bill.  The  result  was  that  the  Governor  was  burned  in  effigy  in  Tuol- 
umne County,  and  the  only  gentleman  who  opposed  the  bill  has  been  sent 
since  to  this  ConstitutionaJ  Convention  and  nas  the  entire  confidence  of 
his  constituents.  Now,  sir,  that  shows  how  soon  public  clamor  will 
change.  I  hope  for  this  reason  that  the  long  term  judiciary  will  be 
adopted.    It  will  certainly  purify  the  judicial  system  of  this  State. 

BBMABES   or  VB.  J0BXS05. 

Mb.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  Having  adopted  the  second  section 
of  this  report,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  should  adopt  the  third,  as  it  is  a 
link  in  the  chain  of  the  new  judidal  system.  We  have  had  the  ten- 
year  law  as  to  the  tenure  of  our  Supreme  Court  Justices,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  it  has  been  subject  to%ny  animadversion  on  account  of  the 
length  of  time.  I  do  not  know  of  any  complaint  that  has  ever  been 
uttered  against  iL  As  there  have  been  no  complaints,  and  as  it  is  pro- 
posed now  to  extend  the  term  two  years  simply  in  order  to  make  this 
report  consistent,  and  to  put  the  new  machinery  in  practical  and  work- 
ing order,  I  favor  the  proposition.  The  only  hope  of  the  country,  alike 
in  troublous  and  peaceful  times,  is  in  a  fearless,  outspoken,  and  inde- 
pendent judiciary.  We  are  peculiarly  a  people  subject  to  impulses, 
political  dianges,  and  popular  clamor.  Wnen  one  occupies  so  nigh  a 
position  as  this  he  should  not  only  be  removed,  but  should  feel  himself 
removed  from  all  extraneous  influence.  If  he  does  his  duty  he  must 
combat  prejudice  and  passion.  Personal  Csvoritism  he  must  have  none. 
When  all  else  is  clamorous — the  populace,  the  press,  the  bar — the  good 
and  great  Judge  is  expected  to  powwas,  and  must  poesess,  the  impress  of 
the  equal  mind. 

Those  who  have  enlightened  the  jurisprudence  of  this  country  the 
most  held  a  life  office.  We  should  have  had  no  such  luminous  example 
as  Marshall  had  he  not  been  appointed  for  life,  and  thus  been  enabled 
U>  give  that  close,  oonaecutive  study  to  the  various  subjects  which  were 
presented,  especially  to  the  Constitotion  of  his  country,  which,  by  his 
power  of  analysis  and  refinement,  he  made  beautiful,  ^^n metrical,  and 
stronj;.  and  such  as  the  early  fathers  intended  it  should  be.  Look  at  the 
English  system,  too,  and  let  it  not  be  forgotten  that  it  is  from  England 
we  get  our  common  law,  with  its  amplifications,  its  nice  discriminations, 
its  perfect  adjustments.  Under  rotary,  removable  Judges  it  would  have 
been  hopelessly  dwarfed,  and  would  never  have  attained  to  the  propor- 
tions it  has  acquired  by  the  lives  and  the  life  office  of  the  Justices  and 
Chancellors. 

Suppose  yon  were  to  provide  for  the  election  of  Justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court  every  four  years;  would  you  not  at  once  subject  them  to  the  ner- 
vous uneasiness  of  oflending  some  fnend,  to  a  morbid  sensitiveness  that 
they  might  lose  their  position,  subject  them  to  the  temptation  of  trying 
to  titilate  the  public,  favor  the  strong  at  the  expense  of  the  weak,  and 
ingratiate  sr^me  crafty  politician  who  had  control  of  the  local  hustings? 
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We  want  to  have  our  Judges  set  apart.  Not  so  with  the  other  depart- 
ments. There  is  reason  why  the  Legislature  should  be  changed  fre- 
quently, because  our  people  demand  different  laws.  Changes  are 
suggested,  changes  are  required,  and  the  whole  thing  is  more  or  less  an 
experiment.  The  exoelleuce  of  the  judicial  system  on  tlie  other  hand 
is  predicated  not  on  change,  but  on  certainty,  on  permanence  and  prece- 
dent. What  has  been  said  of  the  Legislature  may  also  be  said  of  the 
executive  dei>artment.  The  State  is  plentifully  supplied  with  men  who 
are  sufficiently  honest,  and  with  sufficient  judgment  to  fill  the  place  of 
Governor  or  legislator,  but  quite  a  different  oraer  of  talent  is  required  to 
hand  down  the  laws  unimpaired,  to  adhere  to  precedent,  and  to  refine 
without  over-refinement. 

The  Judge  should  be  modeled  after  the  demeanor  of  Hastings  at  the 
bar  of  the  Lords,  with  **  the  equal  mind"  engraven  on  his  forehead,  but 
in  all  things  else  unlike  him,  and  to  translate  literally  a  sentiment 
from  the  Epistles  of  Horace,  whatever  may  be  his  party,  he  should 
have  blazoned  above  the  bench :  "  Bound  to  swear  to  the  ipse  dixit  of  no 
master;  whither  my  convictions  carry  me,  thither  I  am  borne  a  welcome 
guest." 

BIMARKS  OP  MB.   BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  rise,  sir,  for  the  purpose  of 
entering  into  anything  of  a  lengthy  or  elaborate  argument  upon  this 
subject;  but  the  more  we  hear  from  all  sides  upon  this  subject  tne  more 
thoroughly  I  am  convinced  that  the  report  of  the  committee  on  section 
three  is  correct;  that  it  has  been  thoroughly  digested ;  that  it  is  in 
accordance  with  what  is  right,  and  that  it  is  almost  unexceptionable. 
The  different  amendments  proposed  may  be  measures  that  are  good,  and 
in  some  respects  they  might  work  well,  but  when  we  consider  the  mat- 
ter in  its  vast  bearings,  I  am  convinced  that  the  length  of  time  is 
decidedly  reasonable.  Such  lawyers  as  our  Judges  should  be  are  not 
reached  in  a  moment.  They  are  a  matter  of  living  progress.  I  am  not 
going  to  advocate  putting  Judges  in  for  life,  but  it  is  evident  that  a  man 
with  great  energies,  with  fine  discrimination,  can  see  and  know  at  once, 
and  in  a  number  of  years  he  commences  to  make  progress,  and  goes  on 
successively,  so  that  he  is  able  to  decide  upon  the  great  principles  of  jus- 
tice to  better  purpose  than  he  possibly  could  in  the  commencement.  As 
to  political  influences,  I  think  that  they  are  decidedly  in  opposition  to 
justice,  especially  when  elections  are  frequent.  These  arguments  have 
been  presented  before  this  body  quite  extensively,  so  that  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  for  any  of  us  to  dwell  particularly  upon  this  subject;  but 
I  feel  that  I  shall  vote  for  section  three  as  presented  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  call  for  the  previous  question. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada,  Mr.  Cross. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer  to 
that  section. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Amend  section  three  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  '  office,'  in  the 
twelfth  line,  down  to  and  including  the  word  '  office,'  in  the  fifteenth 
line." 

RBMABKS  OP  MB.   BBLCHBB. 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  this  report,  as 
made  by  the  committee,  with  the  exception  of  the  amendment  which  I 
have  just  sent  up  to  bo  read.  This  report  provides  that  in  case  of  a 
vacancy  the  Governor  shall  appoint  a  person  to  fill  the  vacancy,  and 
theu  an  election  shall  be  had  to  fill  the  vacancy.  The  amendment 
which  I  have  sent  up  simply  provivles  that  in  case  of  a  vacancy  the 
person  appointed  by  the  Governor  shall  hold  for  the  remainder  of  the 
unexpireci  term.  Instead  of  having  an  election  to  fill  the  vacancy 
already  filled  by  the  appointment  of  the  Governor,  let  that  appointee 
hold  for  the  balance  of  the  unexpired  term.  I  think  that  would  be  an 
improvement  upon  these  frequent  elections.  I  should,  myself,  be  in 
favor  of  an  appointive  judiciary.  I  believe  it  would  be  better  than  an 
elective  judiciarr,  but  it  has  become  the  policy  in  these  later  years  to 
have  all  the  Judges  elected  by  the  people.  Now,  I  am  in  favor,  when 
the  Governor  has  appointed  some  one  to  fill  the  office  for  a  year  or  so,  of 
letting  him  hold  the  office  for  the  unexpired  term.  It  does  not  interfere 
with  this  system  at  all ;  it  does  not  derange  it  in  any  way,  but  it  simply 
leaves  the  man  appointed  by  the  Governor  to  occupy  the  office  for  one, 
two,  or  three  years ;  until  the  regular  election  comes  to  fill  the  office.  I 
believe  it  would  be  a  proper  amendment. 

RKMARKS  OF  MR.  TERRT. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to  the  principle  of  this 
amendment.  It  is  the  sense  of  this  Convention  that  all  officers  should 
be  elected  by  the  people,  and  if  the  people  are  qualified  to  elect  their 
Governors  and  legislators  they  are  qualified  to  elect  their  Judges.  When 
a  vacancy  occurs  by  death  it  would  not  imply  a  number  of  elections, 
and  it  would  create  very  little  inconvenience  to  vote  for  one  man  more 
at  the  next  general  election.  The  amendment  proposed  would  give  the 
Governor,  in  case  a  vacancy  occurred  in  the  first  year  after  an  election, 
a  right  to  appoint  for  eleven  years.  He  may  appoint  for  eleven,  ten,  or 
eight  years.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  only  thing  necessary,  the  only 
reason  for  giving  the  Governor  the  power  at  all,  is  to  have  the  office 
filled  and  to  have  the  business  transacted  until  the  general  election 
comes  round.  He  is  to  put  in  a  person  temporarily,  until  the  people 
can  act.  In  that  respect  the  report  of  the  committee  is  right,  that  the 
Governor  should  appoint  only  until  the  time  comes  when  the  people 
may  elect  a  person  lor  the  unexpired  term.  I  hope  that  this  amend- 
ment will  be  voted  down. 


Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  amend 
section  three,  and  the  pending  amendment,  as  a  substitute. 

Thr  secretary  read  : 

**  Src.  3.  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  elected  by  the 
qualified  electors  of  the  State  at  large,  at  the  general  State  elections,  at 
the  times  and  places  that  State  officers  are  elected,  and  the  term  of  office 
shall  be  ten  years  from  and  after  the  first  Monday  of  January  next  suc- 
ceeding their  election,  except  those  elected  at  the  first  election,  who,  at 
their  first  meeting,  shall  so  classify  themselves  bv  lot,  that  one  Justice 
shall  go  out  of  office  every  two  years — the  Justice  having  the  shortest 
term  to  serve  shall  be  Chief  Justice.  If  a  vacancy  occur  in  the  office  of 
a  Justice,  the  Governor  shall  appoint  a  person  to  hold  the  office  until  the 
election  and  qualification  of  a  Justice  to  fill  the  vacancy,  which  election 
shall  take  place  at  the  next  succee<iing  general  election,  and  the  Justice 
so  elected  shall  hold  the  office  for  the  remainder  of  the  unexpired  term." 

Mr.  WYATT.    The  amendment  moved  there  contemplates 

Mr.  terry.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  amendment  is  out  of 
order,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  in  conflict  with  section  two,  which  is 
already  adopted. 

Thb  chairman.  It  could  not  be  a  question  of  order.  It  is  compe- 
tent for  the  committee  to  adopt  inconsistent  amendments  if  it  thinks 
proper. 

Mb.  WYATT.  That  is  just  what  I  am  after,  to  reconsider  what  we 
have  done  yesterday  with  reference  to  the  election  of  seven  Judges,  or 
of  constituting  the  Supreme  Court  with  seven  Judges. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  If  the  gentleman  offers  it  on  that  ground  the 
Chair  must  decide  it  out  of  order. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    Then  it  seems 

The  chairman.  If  the  gentleman  avows  that  is  the  object,  the 
Chair  will  hold  that  it  is  out  of  order.  The  Committee  of  the  Whole 
cannot  reconsider. 

Mb.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  submit  that  in  presenting  a  propo- 
sition here,  this  committee  is  not  tied  or  bound  by  anything  that  they 
have  done  yesterday. 

Thb  chairman.  The  Chair  decides  that  they  are  bound.  There 
can  be  no  reconsideration  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mb.  WYATT.  I  most  respectfully  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Chair,  to  see  whether  that  question  be  carried  by  the  decision  of  the 
Chair,  or  by  the  action  of  the  committee. 

Thb  chairman.     It  takes  three  to  appeaL 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    I  second  the  appeal. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  apprehend  that  I  have  not  the  necessary  assistance, 
from  the  way  gentlemen  act. 

Mr.  EVEY.     I  second  the  appeal. 

Mr;  WILSON,  of  Tehama.    I  second  the  appeal. 

Thb  chairman.  The  gentleman  proposes  an  amendment  which 
he  declares  is  for  the  purpose  of  reconsidering  the  action  of  yesterday. 
The  Chair  explained,  on  a  former  occasion,  why  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  cannot  reconsider  any  vote.  Its  action  is  binding  upon  itself. 
The  gentleman  now  tekes  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 
The  question  is:  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair  stand  as  the  decision  of 
the  committee?  • 

Mr.  LAINE.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Chair  is  in  error.  On  yester- 
day we  took  no  vote  upon  section  two,  but  simply  refused  to  amend  it. 
The  committee  took  no  vote  adopting  that  section.  So,  it  seems  to  me, 
that  this  may  be  in  order  now. 

Thb  chairman.  The  committee  refused  to  amend  that  section, 
which  is  equivalent  to  the  adoption  of  it,  and  the  report  back  to  the  Con- 
vention would  be  that  provision  of  the  report  as  adopted  by  the  com- 
mittee. The  question  is:  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Cnair  sta|id  as  the 
decision  of  the  committee? 

The  decision  of  the  Chair  was  susteined. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Yuba,  Mr.  Belcher. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MoOALLUM.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out  the  words '  twelve,'  and  '  eight,'  wherever  they  occur  rela- 
tive to  the  term  of  office,  and  insert  'six'  and  'four;'  also  strike  out 
*  four,'  where  it  occurs,  and  insert  *  two.'  " 

Mr.  JOYCE.    I  second  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  that  will  read  correctly.  The  idea  pre- 
sented is.  as  I  steted  before,  simply  to  reduce  the  term  of  office  to  six 
years  intead  of  twelve.  If  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  are  in  favor  of 
the  idea  of  a  six  years  term,  and  an  election  every  two  years,  there  is 
no  difficulty  about  the  plan,  because  it  does  not  interfere  with  the  plan 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretery  will  read  section  four. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

Sbc.  4.  The  Supreme  Court  shall  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  all 
cases  in  equity ;  also,  in  all  cases  at  law  whicu  involve  the  title  or  pos- 
session of  real  estate,  or  the  legality  of  any  tex,  impost,  assessment,  toll, 
or  municipal  fine,  or  in  which  the  demand,  exclusive  of  interest  or  the 
value  of  the  property  in  controversv,  amounts  to  three  hundred  dollars: 
also  in  cases  of  lorcible  entry  and  deteiner,and  in  all  such  probate  mat- 
ters as  may  be  provided  by  law;  also  in  all  criminal  cases  amounting  to 
felony,  on  questions  of  law  alone.  The  Court  shall  also  have  power  to 
issue  writs  of  mandamus,  certiorari,  prohibition, and  habeas  corpus,  and 
also  all  writs  necessary  or  proper  to  the  complete  exercise  of  its  appellate 
iurisdiction.  Each  of  the  Justices  shall  have  power  to  issue  writs  of 
habeas  corpus  to  any  part  of  the  Stete,  upon  petition  by  or  on~^half  of 
any  person  held  in  actual  custody,  and  may  make  such  writs  returnable 
before  himself,  or  the  Supreme  Court,  or  before  any  Superior  Court  in 
the  State,  or  before  any  Judge  thereof. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 
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Thr  secretary  read : 

"Amend  by  striking  out  the  words  'three  hundred'  in  line  five,  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  'one  thousand.'  ** 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  MCPARLAKD. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  section  already  provides 
that  an  appeal  may  be  taken  in  all  cases  which  involve  the  title  of  pos- 
session of  real  estate  or  the  legality  of  any  tax,  impost,  assessment,  toll, 
or  municipal  fine,  or  in  which  the  demand,  exclusive  of  interest,  or  the 
value  of  the  property  in  controversy,  amounts  to  three  hundred  dollars; 
also  in  cases  of  lorcible  entry  and  detainer,  and  in  all  such  probate  mat- 
ters as  may  be  provided  by  law;  also  in  all  criminal  cases  amounting  to 
felon V.  What  I  propose  to  amend  is  this:  This  section  proposes  to  give 
the  nght  of  appeal  in  all  cases  in  which  the  amount  in  dispute  is  three 
hundred  dollars.  Now,  sir,  I  believe  that  the  business  of  our  appellate 
Court  has  been  unnecessarily  retarded  by  appeals  in  small  matters.  I  do 
not  see  why  in  the  world,  if  a  man  has  a  dispute  with  another  about 
four  or  five  hundred  dollars,  an  ordinary  case,  the  Judge  of  the  District 
Court,  or  a  Superior  Judge,  under  this  system,  either  with  or  without  a 
jury,  cannot  do  as  much  iustice  in  that  case  as  is  possible  to  be  done  by 
any  Court.  The  fact  of  the  business  is  that  the  case  only  can  be  tried  in 
the  nisi  prius  Court  anyway.  When  you  f^o  into  an  appellate  Court  you 
have  only  the  skeleton  of  a  case.  There  is  no  flesh  and  blood.  Only  a 
ghost  of  iL  It  is  more  ephemeral.  It  is  a  mere  determining  of  an 
abstract  (question.  Now,  sir,  I  believe  that  benefits  would  accrue  to 
litigants  in  all  that  class  of  cases,  if  the  decision  of  the  Court  below 
was  final.  In  the  first  place,  you  can  only  try  a  case  where  the 
parties  and  the  witnesses  are  before  the  Court  that  tries  it.  In  the  sec- 
ond place,  you  wo^  have  your  case  tried  there.  As  it  is  now,  the 
cases  are  not  half  tned,  because  it  is  a  natural  understanding  that  every- 
thing is  going  to  be  appealed.  The  lawyers  know  they  are  going  to 
appeal.  The  Judge  upon  the  bench  says:  "My  responsibility  is  not 
very  mat,  for  if  I  make  an  error  this  will  be  appealed."  It  may  be 
said  tnat  in  the  hurry  of  a  nisi  prius  trial  a  good  Judge  may  commit 
an  error.  Upon  a  motion  for  a  new  trial  he  has  plenty  of  time  to  recon- 
sider, and  if  he  finds  that  he  has  committed  an  error  and  has  done  an 
in^'ury  to  a  party,  having  the  whole  case  before  him,  he  can  srant  a  new 
trial.  That  can  be  done  with  very  little  expense.  Why  is  ne  not  in  a 
position  to  do  justice  in  that  case?  Why  cannot  more  justice  be  done 
there  than  anywhere  else?  It  may  be  said  that  a  roan  ought  to  have  a 
right  to  appeal  in  any  case.  You  have  abandoned  that  principle  now, 
Ijecause  you  provide  that  he  can  only  appeal  in  a  case  involving  three 
hundred  dollars.  It  is  a  mere  question  of  where  you  shall  draw  the 
line.  I  do  not  believe  men  are  much  benefited  by  appeals  in  these  small 
cases.  And  I  believe  that  for  all  the  parties  the  best  justice  they  could 
get  could  be  had  right  there  in  that  Court.  Suppose  a  party  appeals  in 
a  matter  involving  four  or  five  hundred  dollars.  If  he  does  not  get  a 
reversal  he  is  so  much  more  the  loser.  Now  if  he  gets  a  reversal  the 
chances  are  a  new  trial  is  ordered.  He  may  win  there  again  or  he  may 
not.  If  he  does,  not  win  he  has  got  to  appeal  again.  If  he  wins  the 
other  side  appeals,  and  his  outside  expenses  will  amount  to  more  than 
the  whole  matter  involved;  and  I  believe  that  more  justice  would  be 
done  to  litigants  if  appeals  were  cut  off  in  these  small  cases  than  will  be 
done  otherwise,  and  more  than  that,  the  cases  would  be  so  much  better 
tried.  When  all  parties  have  an  understanding  that  the  judgment  is 
final,  that  judgment  will  be  much  more  apt  to  be  right  than  where  each 
])arty  understands  there  is  going  to  be  an  appeal.  It  will  keep  a  great 
many  cases  out  of  the  Supreme  Court,  would  facilitate  their  ousiness, 
and  would  give  them  more  time  to  examine  leading  cases  which  involve 
nrecedents.  These  appeals,  instead  of  doing  litigants  good,  do  them 
harm  and  involve  them  in  extra  costs.  There  is  onlv  one  argument 
against  this  amendment,  and  that  is  that  a  man  having. a  small  case 
should  have  as  much  right  to  appeal  as  one  having  a  large  case.  But 
you  have  already  abandoned  that  principle  by  fixing  the  limit  at  three 
hundred  dollars.  Now  there  are  a  great  man^  cases  where  the  riglit  of 
appeal  should  be  taken  away.  Suppose  I  claim  that  a  man  owes  me  a 
thousand  dollars  oe^  account.  It  is  a  mere  question  of  fact.  There  are 
no  abstruse  legal  questions,  no  question  about  the  title  of  real  estate.  It 
is  a  simple  Question  of  fact.  Now,  sir,  that  case  can  be  tried  and  more 
justice  can  pe  done  to  the  parties  with  the  understanding  that  the  trial 
shall  be  ended  in  the  lower  Court  than  where  you  grant  an  appeal.  In 
the  end  these  appeals  do  injury  to  everybody,  to  both  sides  of  a  case  and 
to  the  clients.  The  lawyers  would  try  their  cases  more  carefully  and 
thoroughly  if  they  did  not  have  this  right  of  appeal.  And  then,  sir, 
you  send  to  the  appellate  Court  only  the  more  important  casesj  and  those 
which  involve  questions  of  precedents. 

REVARKS  OF  MR.  SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  gentleman  has  resided  much  in  the  interior  counties  of 
this  State,  but  if  he  has  he  has  certainly  learned  that  nearly  every 
interior  county  has  a  ring,  and  that  that  ring  has  influence  more  or  less 
with  the  Judges  that  sit  there.  Now,  if  the  District  or  Superior  Judge 
has  an  opportunity  of  trying  for  the  last  time  a  set  of  cases,  it  gives  him 
the  power,  which  he  will  use,  to  reelect  himself  and  his  associates  in 
that  county.  I  have  had  some  experience  in  this  question,  and  I  know 
something  about  it.  The  principle  that  appeals  should  be  allowed  is 
correct.  I  think  if  the  gentleman  will  look  at  it  he  will  see  that  there 
is  no  line  drawn.  It  allows  appeals  in  all  cases  in  Justices'  Courts  to 
the  Superior  Courts,  and  all  cases  in  the  Superior  Courts  are  allowed  to 
be  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court.  Now,  there  are  many  cases  of  three 
hundred  dollars  of  which  the  law  is  just  as  important  and  just  as  diffi- 
cult as  cases  of  three  hundred  thousand  dollars.  If  a  man  has  a  case 
involving  three  hundred  dollars,  he  haa  as  much  right  to  all  the  advan- 
tages of  the  administration  of  law  as  the  man  who  has  a  case  involving 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars.    You  say  you  will  give  the  advantages 


of  the  Supreme  Court  to  men  ^ho  have  large  amounts  involved,  but 
you  refuse  them  to  men  who  have  but  small  amounts.  Now,  I  take  it 
that  it  is  against  the  principle  of  government.  The  principle  of  gov- 
ernment is  to  protect  the  weak,  the  strong  will  look  out  for  themselves. 
I  would  be  in  favor  of  allowing  appeal  in  all  cases  if  it  was  only  one 
hundred  dollars.  Let  there  be  one  appeal~-one  appeal  from  the  Justices' 
to  the  Superior  Court,  and  one  appeal  from  the  Superior  Court  to  the 
Supreme  Court  in  all  cases. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  In  this  respect  the  provision  in 
the  report  of  the  committee  is  identical  with  the  Constitution  as  it  is. 
Now,  the  committee  have  proposed  a  scheme,  or  plan,  to  facilitate  the 
decision  of  cases  by  an  increase  of  the  Judges  of^  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  by  a  provision  that  that  Court  shall  sit  in  sections;  and  also  with 
reference  to  a  Superior  Court  in  every  county  in  the  State.  There  was 
more  argument  when  the  Constitution  was  as  it  is  now  for  making  the 
limitation  one  thousand  dollars  than  there  is  under  this  proposed  plan 
of  the  committee.  But  there  was  one  argument,  I  submit  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento,  which  ought  to  be  deemed  conclusive  in  this 
article  reported  by  the  committee.  While  it  presents  many  beneficial 
features  which  entirely,  in  my  judgment,  overcome  the  objectionable 
features  of  it,  this  thing  must  be  said  as  against  it:  that  is,  in  providing 
that  every  county  in  the  State  shall  have  a  Superior  Court;  and  the 
counties  are  to  be  classified  so  that  the  compensation  shall  be  but  two 
thousand  dollars;  and  yet,  you  take  small  counties  like  Mono  and  Inyo, 
it  is  not  expected,  or  cannot  be  expected,  to  have  so  high  an  order  of 
talent  in  the  Superior  Court  Judges  under  that  clause  as  under  the 
present  system.  Therefore,  there  will  be  more  reason  for  giving  the 
right  of  appeal,  or  rather  retaining  the  right  of  appeal,  in  all  cases 
involving  three  hundred  dollars  and  upwards,  than  under  the  present 
system.  Now,  sir,  it  is  very  expensive  to  appeal.  Under  the  present 
rule  there  are  not  many  appeals  in  that  class  of  cases;  and  vet,  as  has 
been  intimated,  it  is  just  as  important  that  justice  should  be  done  to  the 
poor  man  where  the  amount  involved  is  three  hundred  dollars  and 
upwards,  as  that  justice  should  be  done  to  the  rich  man  where  the  sums 
in  controversy  amount  to  thousands.  I  do  not  think  that  there  should 
be  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  committee  to  recommend  any  change 
of  the  Constitution  from  what  it  has  been  upon  that  subject. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment ofiered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  McFarland. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  LAINE.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Amend  section  four,  by  striking  out  the  word  'three'  in  line  five, 
and  inserting  the  word  'six '  in  its  place.'" 

REMARKS  OF    MR.  LAIKE. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  support 
of  this  amendment.  Now,  it  will  be  observed  by  almost  every  lawyer 
that  has  any  practice  that  a  case  cannot  be  carried  to  the  Supreme  Court 
scarcely  for  three  hundred  dollars.  The  man  who  wins  the  suit  is 
loser,  and  this  section  encourages  these  small  appeals.  Lawyers  will 
advifie  their  clients  to  take  them  that  they  may  get  the  fees.  If  you 
would  place  it  at  six  hundred  dollars,  if  a  man  wins  his  appealed  case  he 
would  nave  something  left.  It  strikes  me  as  en  argument  in  favor  of 
raising  the  appellate  jurisdiction,  that  the  wealthy  man  can  aflbrd  to 
appeal  and  to  keep  the  poor  man  in  litigation  for  the  purpose  of  vexa- 
tion. The  rich  man  appeals  and  can  satisfy  his  hatred  and  animosity, 
and  where  the  poor  man  wins  his  case  it  costs  him  more  than  it  is 
worth. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Is  there  a  State  in  the  Union  where  limit  is  fixed 
BO  high? 

Mr.  LAINE.  I  am  going  upon  the  common  sense  of  the  proposition. 
I  believe  it  will  be  beneficial  to  the  people  of  this  State,  regardless  of 
other  commonwealths.  If  there  are  any  other  gentlemen  whose  judg- 
ment are  the  other  way  they  will  vote  a^inst  it.  I  know  that  in  some 
of  the  States  of  the  Union  they  have  limited  appeals  in  Justices  Courts, 
and  I  believe  we  ought  to  do  it  here.  Remarkably  so  I  notice  in  the 
Constitution  of  Texas,  they  have  provided  that  in  cases  in  Jlistices 
Courts  involving  twenty  dollars  there  should  not  be  any  appeal.  I 
believe  that  a  limitation  of  an  appeal  to  six  hundred  dollars  would  be 
valuable  to  the  people  of  the  State. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   BSERSTECHER. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amount  will 
remain  as  fixed  by  the  committee.  If  it  were  within  my  power  I  should 
certainly  strike  out  any  amount  and  allow  an  appeal  for  any  amount. 
There  are  a  number  of  States  in  the  Union  where  the  appeal  does  not 
depend  upon  the  amount  in  controversy  at  all.  I  do  not  think  that  it 
depends  upon  the  amount  in  controversy  in  the  State  of  New  York ;  at 
all  events  it  did  not  a  few  years  ago.  In  the  State  of  Michigan  an 
appeal  can  be  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  five  dollars,  and  some  of 
the  most  important  law  <}ue5tions  that  have  been  decided  by  Courts  of 
last  resort,  have  been  decided  in  cases  where  the  amount  involved  was 
merely  nominal.  The  argument  used  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa 
Clara  that  if  an  appeal  be  taken  in  a  case  involving  but  three  hundred 
dollars,  that  the  expenses  of  the  appeal  will  totally  use  up  the  amount 
of  the  client's  judgment,  is  a  matter  not  to  be  considered  by  this  Con- 
vention. It  is  a  matter  that  rests  solely  and  alone  with  the  client.  If 
a  man  sees  fit  to  appeal  he  pays  the  expense,  but  the  privilege  ought  to 
remain.  The  gentleman  says  that  the  rich  man  can  increase  the 
expenses  of  the  poor  man  by  appealing ;  but  the  gentleman  forgets  that 
the  rich  man  could  manipulate  juries  much  easier  in  a  Justice's  Court 
than  the  poor  man  could,  and  by  the  manipulation  of  a  petit  jury  in 
the  District  Court,  the  rich  man  securing  a  judgment  against  the  poor 
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man,  the  only  resort  of  the  poor  man  would  be  to  make  an  application 
for  a  new  trial.  That  application  being  mainly  or  wholly  discretionary 
with  the  District  Judge,  ne  could  refuse  the  application  for  a  new  trial, 
and  the  poor  man  would  be  wholly  remediless  against  the  rich.  By 
leaving  out  the  limitation  we  would  be  giving  justice  to  the  poor  man 
and  not  to  the  rich  man.  I  think  that  three  hundred  dollars  is  not 
small  enough,  and  I  should  be  in  favor  of  putting  it  at  fifty  dollars. 

"BEMABKB  OF  MB.    HEBBINOTOK. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  should  be  in  favor  of  the 
report  of  the  Oi>mmittee  as  it  now  stands  were  it  not  for  the  system  under 
wnich  the  Court  itself  is  organized, and  I  am  in^avor  now  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  so  long  as  the  system 
that  has  been  adopted  here  by  this  Committee  of  the  Whole  shall 
remain  as  it  now  stands;  because  I  believe  that  in  every  instance 
where  a  person  is  prevented  from  any  further  litigation  it  will  be 
to  his  best  interest  that  it  shall  be  adopted  and  he  prevented  from 
taking  any  further  steps.  The  very  first  provision  that  we  find  here 
with  reference  to  the  appellate  Court,  is  a  discretionary  power  lodged  in 
the  highest  officer  of  that  Court — a  discretionary  power  which  reaches 
to  every  case  and  every  character  of  case  that  is  appealable  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  And  it  is  lodged  in  the  discretion  of  that  officer  to  say 
whether  that  appeal  shall  be  to  the  Court  in  bank  or  not.  It  is  not  a 
mere  appeal  that  is  taken  and  ends  litigation.  But  when  a  case  is 
decided  m  one  branch  against  a  man  he  may  be  able  to  get  it  into  the 
Court  in  bank,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  finally  that  he  is  wrong 
or  that  he  is  right.  I  sav  that  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  is  right 
when  he  says  that  it  will  cost  more  to  take  an  appeal  than  the  amount 
involved  in  every  instance.  There  will  be  found  always  some  excuse 
for  carrying  a  case  into  bank  when  the  case  is  decided  against  some  laree 
corporation  or  capitalist.  I  have  seen  too  many  of  these  cases  tried  m 
Courts  of  nisi  pnus,  and  the  favors  that  are  conferred  upon  them.  Now, 
I  say  that  in  every  case  where  an  appeal  can  be  barrecl,  I  am  standing 
for  barring  the  appeal,  because  in  such  instances  I  apprehend  that  even 
handed  justice  will  be  done  in  the  Court  nisi  pnus.  Now,  upon  a 
proper  organization  of  this  Court,  I  admit  with  the  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco,  that  I  would  be  in  favor  of  an  appeal  ba^d  upon  five  dollars, 
because  a  man  would  stand  his  eoual  chance  in  the  upper  tribunal ;  but 
until  another  system  is  adopted  tnan  that  presented  by  the  committee, 
I  am  in  favor  of  cutting  ofi"  every  appeal  that  is  possible  to  cut  off  from 
the  Court  nisi  prius. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mb.  terry.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

Thr  secretary  read  : 

''Amend  section  four  by  strikine  out  the  words  'amounting  to  felony' 
in  the  seventh  line,  and  inserting  m  lieu  thereof  the  words  'prosecuted 
by  indictment.'" 

BKMABKS  OF  MB.  TBBBT. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  Lerislature  have  determined 
heretofore  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Courts,  by  defining  the  punishment  of 
the  crime,  and  the  definition  of  felony,  given  in  the  Coae,  and  always 
^iven  in  the  statute  of  this  State — it  means  any  offense  which  is  pun- 
ished by  death,  or  imprisonment  in  the  State  Prison.  There  have  always 
been  certain  crimes  known  to  the  statutes  of  this  State,  the  status  of 
which,  as  to  whether  they  were  felonies  or  misdemeanors,  could  only 
be  determined  by  the  judgment  of  a  Court.  There  were  cases  of  assaults, 
felonious  assaults,  in  which  the  Court  may  either  punish  by  imprison- 
ment in  the  State  Prison,  by  imprisonment  in  the  County  Jail,  or  by 
fine,  so  that  in  these  cases,  after  the  jury  returned  the  verdict,  it  was 
never  known  whether  a  man  had  been  convicted  of  a  felony  until  after 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  had  been  pronounced,*  and  the  right  of 
appeal  depended,  not  upon  the  verdict  of^the  jnnr,  but  upon  the  sentence 
of  the  Court.  If  he  was  sentenced  simply  to  fine  or  imprisonment  in 
the  County  Jail,  he  had  no  appeal;  whereas,  if  he  was  sentenced  to  one 
month  in  the  State  Prison,  his  right  to  appeal  would  be  perfect.  I  pro- 
pose to  extend  the  ri^ht  of  appeal  to  all  cases  prosecuted  by  indictment, 
so  tha^  when  a  man  is  indicted  be  is  entitled  to  have  an  appeal  from  the 
jiidgment  if  it  is  against  him.  I  can  see  no  reason  against  this  rule. 
The  only  reason  that  existed  heretofore  was  the  great  number  of  cases 
before  the  Supreme  Court — that  the  Court  was  overworked ;  but  we  have 
provided  in  tnis  report  for  two  branches  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  that 
reason  does  not  obtain. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  The  committee  has  adopted  a  report  which 
allows  prosecutions  on  information  without  indictment  Now,  if  you 
say  "  indictment,"  that  would  probably  cut  off  those  who  were  prose- 
cuted on  information. 

Mb.  terry.  I  will  accept  that  amendment.  Make  it  "prosecuted 
by  indictment  or  information."  No,  that  won't  do,  for  "information" 
covers  cases  before  the  Police  Courts. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Suppose  some  counties  do  away  with  the 
Grand  Jury? 

Mr.  van  dyke.    Add  to  it,  " in  a  Court  of  record." 

Mr.  terry.  Yes,  I  will  put  it,  in  that  form.  Will  the  Secretary 
read  it  as  it  would  stand  then  7 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  four  by  striking  out  the  words  'amounting  to  felony,' 
in  the  seventh  line,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words '  prosecuted 
by  indictment  or  Information  in  a  Court  of  record.' " 

BEMABKS   or  MB.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  Whether  the  amendment  should 
be  in  that  form,  or  in  any  form  to  express  the  idea  which  the  gentle- 
man evidently  designs,  I  think  we  ouglit  not  to  change  the  Constitution. 


We  propose  a  higher  order  of  tribunal  hereafter  to  try  that  class  of  cases 
which  have  heretofore  been  prosecuted  bv  indictment.  Heretofore  they 
have  been  tried,  with  the  exception  of  capital  cases,  in  the  County 
Courts.  Now  we  propose  Superior  Courta,  which  are  to  take  the  place 
of  District  Courts  ana  County  Courts,  and  which  are  in  contemplation 
of  the  same  character  as  District  Courts,  and  therefore  there  will  be  a 
higher  order  of  talent  generally,  and  more  correct  decisions,  we  may 
assume,  in  the  Superior  Courts,  than  have  been  heretofore  in  the  County 
Courts.  This  involves  cases  of  libel.  I  do  not  know  what  may  be  the 
decision  of  this  Committee  of  the  Whole  when  it  comes  into  Convention, 
but  I  will  say,  that  from  the  expressions  I  have  heard,  there  is  a  disposi- 
tion among  those  who  favored  the  amendment  presented  by  Judge 
Fawcett  to  let  the  newspapers  have  their  wav  about  that  matter,  and  to 
not  furnish  any  of  them  with  the  pretense  that  they  oppose  the  Consti- 
tution upon  the  assumed  and  erroneous  ground  that  that  amendment 
in  any  manner  affected  the  liberty  of  the  press.  I  say  the  expression  I 
have  heard  would  seem  to  indicate  that  the  majority  of  the  Convention 
may  yield  that  much  to  the  press,  in  view  of  the  greater  good  which 
they  may  hope  to  do  by  getting  their  support  for  the  work  of  the  Con- 
vention.* Supposing  that  to  be  the  result,  that  the  Fawcett  amendment 
should  be  defeated  m  Convention  although  carried  by  a  small  majority 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  it  would  leave  it  in  this  position — and 
I  suppose  it  is  that  which  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin  mainly  aims 
at,  as  he  has  been  a  very  prominent  counsel  in  some  libel  cases — on  the 
defense.  The  article  of  tne  Constitution  on  that  subject  provides  that 
the  jury  shall  be  the  judge  of  the  law  and  the  fact.  The  gentleman 
says  there  shall  be  the  ri^ht  of  appeal  in  these  cases;  that  is,  the 
Supreme  Court  is  to  determine  the  law  in  a  case  where  the  Constitution 
says  the  jury  shall  be  the  exclusive  judge  of  the%tw  and  the  fact  It 
would  make  a  contradiction  in  the  Constitution  itself.  But  for  other 
reasons  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment. 

BBUABKB  OF  MB.  WILSOIT. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District  Mr.  Chairman:  For  myself,  and  I 
believe  for  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary,  I  see  no  objection 
to  this  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin.  This 
matter  was  discussed  to  a  considerable  extent  in  the  Committee  on 
Judiciary,  and  different  opinions  were  expressed,  but  at  this  time  I  think 
that  the  amendment  is  a  good  one.  I  myself  shall  vote  for  it  I  do  not 
see  why  in  all  criminal  cases  prosecuted  by  indictment  or  information 
in  a  Court  of  record  a  party  should  not  have  an  appeal,  and  if  they  have 
it  in  cases  of  libel,  as  tne  gentleman  on  the  other  aide  has  suggested,  that 
is  an  additional  reason  why  I  would  give  them  an  appeal/ because  it 
does  embrace  libel.  I  can  see  no  objection  to  it  If  a  man  is  prosecuted 
by  indictment,  then  the  offense  rises  to  such  magnitude  that  it  seems  to 
me  every  citizen  should  have  the  right  of  appeal.  For  that  reason  I 
shall  favor  the  amendment 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  If  the  law  as  to  libel  shall  remain  aa  it  is  in  the 
Constitution,  which  provides  that  the  jury  shall  be  the  judge  of  the  law 
and  the  fact,  how  can  the  Supreme  Court  pass  upon  the  question  of  law 
in  that  case  when  the  jury  is  declared  to  be  the  judge  of  the  law? 

Mb.  WILSON.  I  do  not  think  the  jury  are  judges  of  the  law  in  any 
case.  They  have  got  to  take  the  law  from  the  Court  That  is  what  has 
already  been  passed  upon;  and  I  think  that  the  intention  of  the  Con- 
vention in  adopting  that  clause  in  reference  to  libel  is  to  put  prosecutions 
for  libel  upon  the  same  basis  as  all  other  criminal  cases,  and  if  the  Con- 
vention aahere  to  that  proposition  then  persons  accused  of  any  criminal 
offense  will  stand  upon  an  equal  footing,  and  the  Supreme  Court  would 
judge  of  a  libel  case  iust  exactly  as  it  would  jud^e  of  an  assault  with 
intent  to  commit  bodily  injury,  or  assault  to  commit  murder,  and  review 
the  proceedings  in  the  same  manner  precisely. 

Mb.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  a  man  presents  his  complaint  to  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace,  then  there  would  be  no  indictment  in  the  case.  If 
he  took  it  before  the  Grand  Jury,  of  course  it  is  all  proper,  but  the  com- 
plaint might  be  made  on  information. 

Mb.  WILSON.  It  is  not  the  intention  to  ffive  the  Supreme  Court 
jurisdiction  in  cases  of  appeal  from  Justices  of  the  Peace.  It  is  intended 
that  the  Superior  Courts  shall  operate  as  appellate  Courts  from  Justices 
of  the  Peace.  This  section  four  refers  to  the  Supreme  Court  No  appeals 
can  come  directly  from  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  the  Supreme  Court  in 
any  case. 

Thr  CH  AI  RM  AN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  Mr.  Terry. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mb.  hale.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Amend  by  inserting  between  the  words  'tax'  and  'impost,'  where 
they  occur  in  line  three,  the  words  '  fares  and  freights.' " 

BBMABKS  or  MB.   BALK. 

Mb.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  will  be  borne  in  mind  that  in  our 
article  upon  corporations  other  than  municipal,  we  have  provided 
for  the  creation  of  a  Railroad  Commission,  and  among  other  powers  and 
duties  are  those  of  fixing  fares  and  freights.  The  policy  of  this  amend- 
ment is  to  confer  upon  the  Supreme  Court  appellate  jurisdiction  to 
determine  the  legality  of  such  fares  and  such  freights  as  mtfy  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  commission  created  by  the  Constitution.  I  think  it  will 
be  found  that  the  reason  upon  which  they  should  have  this  jurisdiction 
rests  upon  the  same  consideration  that  has  now  extended  that  jurisdic- 
tion to  cases  of  tax,  impost,  assessment,  toll,  or  municipal  fines;  in  other 
worris,  there  should  be  a  power  in  that  Court  to  determine  the  legality 
of  these  rates,  whether  they  amount  to  the  sum  of  three  hundred  dol- 
lars or  not — irrespective  of  the  amount.  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
members  of  the  bar  to  the  consideration  whether  it  is  not  necessary  to 
adopt  this  clause  to  conform  to  the  change  we  propose  to  make  in  the 
organic  law  in  regard  to  that  Commission? 
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Mb.  McFARLAND.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Placer 
whether  this  is  intended  to  apply  to  appeals  from  the  Commission  or 
appeals  from  the  Court? 

Mb.  hale.  It  gives  this  Court  appellate  power  to  hear  on  appeal, 
on  writ  of  error,  and  determine  the  legality  of  fares  and  freights  as  well 
as  any  tax  or  impost. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  Fares  and  freights  as  established  by  the  Com- 
mission ? 

Mr.  hale.  The  article  on  corporations  uses  the  terms  which  I  have 
here  employed — fares  and  freights — they  are  therefore  constitutional 
terms;  they  relate  to  the  rates  at  which  railroad  and  transportation  com- 
panies shall  be  required  to  take  passengers  and  freight.  They  are  con- 
stitutional terms,  and  the  le^lity  of  these  rates  should  be  a  matter  of 
Supreme  Court  jurisdiction  in  the  last  resort. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:.!  am  opposed  to  that  amendment. 
It  would  do  precisely  what  Lord  Cameron  said  was  entirely  incompetent 
for  a  Court  to  do — regulate  fares  and  freights.  That  was  the  statement 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-four,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  that  the  English  Parliament  amended  their  law  and  created 
a  Commission,  and  gave  them  the  power. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Does  the  gentleman  state  that  the  English  Com- 
mission has  power  to  regulate  fares  and  freights? 

Mb.  HOWARD.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Where  has  the  gentleman  read  any  such  thing  as 
that? 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  read  it  here  the  other  day — the  eentleman  need 
not  go  off  half-cocked — and  if  I  had  the  volume  I  could  turn  to  it  again 
in  two  minutes. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.    I  deny  it 

Mb.  HOWARD.  So  far  as  that  is  concerned  that  is  an  objection  to  it, 
but  so  far  as  it  might  ai>ply*to  judgments  from  inferior  Courts,  it  gives 
the  railroad  power  to  worry  every  small  litigant  out.  Of  course  if  a 
party  got  judgment  for  less  than  three  hundred  dollars,  the  railroad  is 
strong  enough  to  appeal,  and  is  strong  enough  to  destroy  all  remedy  by 
appealing  and  worrying  out  a  man  who  may  have  been  damaged  by  the 
action  of  the  railroad. 

Mr.  CASSERLY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  say  in  reference  to  what 
has  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  that  upon  a  compar- 
ison of  the  powers  vested  in  Courts  in  England  and  the  powers  vested 
in  Courts  in  the  United  States,  we  have  Yury  little  to  be  proud  of  in 
regard  to  the  oppressions  of  railroads.  As  I  understand  the  matter,  by  a 
recent  Act  of  Parliament  the  power  to  deal  with  railroads  in  respect  to 
all  unjust  and  improper  action  is  of  the  most  summary  character.  A 
brief  and  summary  notice  is  issued,  and  the  railroad  is  at  once  brought 
up,  if  I  may  use  such  language,  with  a  round  turn,  and  for  ^very  day 
that  they  delay  or  refuse  to  recognize  the  writ  of  a  Court,  they  are  liable 
to  a  fine  of  two  hundred  pounds  sterling  per  day.  Now,  sir,  when  we 
have  in  this  country  some  summary  process  of  that  kind  we  may,  per- 
haps, boast  of  our  ireedom  from  the  oppressions  of  railroads,  but  not  till 
then. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee 
rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to.  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  have 
made  progress  therein,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  u. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  f.  u.,  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

SPKaAL   ORDKB — THB  o'dQHKBLL  CASK. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.  The  matter  before  the  Convention  is  the  report 
of  the  special  committee,  and  the  resolution  offered  by  them  : 

To  J.  P.  Hoge,  Esq.,  President  Constitutional  Ck>nvent{on : 

Tonr  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  case  of  a  member  of  this  Conrention, 
Cliarlcs  C.  O'Donneli,  charged  with  giuTe  crimes,  have  considered  the  same,  aob 
submit  the  following  report: 

The  history  of  the  events  leading  up  to  the  appointment  of  this  committee  is  mat- 
ter of  public  notoriety.  lu  the  discussion,  in  this  (yonveiition,  ot  what  is  known  as 
the  Fawcett  amendment  to  the  provision  ctiiicerning  libel,  the  member,  O'Donneli, 
made  remarlis  derogatory  to  the  Han  Francisco  Chronicle,  a  nevrspaper  published  in 
the  City  of  Han  Francisco.  The  next  issue  of  that  paper  assailed  O'Donneli  as  a 
quack,  impoeter,  alwrtionlst,  etc.  Some  time  afterward  O'Donneli  entered  criminal 
proeecutions  for  libel,  in  San  Francisco  and  Sacramento,  against  the  publishers  of  the 
Chronicle.  A  trial  has  been  had  of  the  case  in  San  Francisco,  in  which  the  defend- 
ants admitted  ihe  publication,  and  based  their  defense  on  the  truth  of  the  alleged 
libel,  and  that  it  was  published  from  good  motives  and  for  Justifiable  ends.  The 
result  of  that  trial  was  disastrons  to  the  member,  O'Donneli.  In  order  to  establish 
their  innocence  of  the  alleged  libel,  it  became  necessary  for  the  defendants  to  pni>ve 
the  guilt  of  the  complainant,  O'Donneli.  At  the  close  of  the  trial  they  were  promptly 
discharged  by  the  Court,  and  we  have  seen  no  reason,  after  an  examination  of  the 
reported  testimony,  to  question  the  correctness  of  the  decision  of  the  Court. 

The  case  entered  in  Sacramento,  which  is  for  the  same  cause,  has  not  yet  been 
tried. 

Pursuant  to  the  resolution  creating  it,  your  committee  entered  at  once  upon  the 
examination  of  the  sutOect-matter  of  the  altove  described  proceedings.  They  pro- 
cured a  copy  of  the  reported  testimony  of  the  ease  in  San  Francisco,  verified  as  cor- 
rect by  the  affidavits  of  three  witnosees.  They  notified  the  member,  O'Donneli,  of  a 
time  and  place  at  which  they  wonld  hear  him.  Ho  appeared  before  us  according  to 
the  notice,  and  was  duly  informed  of  the  nature  of  the  invefltigntion  and  the  testi- 
mony already  in  the  hands  of  the  committee,  i.  e.,  the  report  of  the  trial  c«>ntained 
in  the  San  FranciKO  Chronicle  of  December  twenty-second  and  twenty-fourth,  eigh- 
teen hundred  and  seventy  eight,  with  the  affidavits  of  the  witnesses  referred  to 
thereto  attached,  all  of  which  is  hereby  referred  to  and  hereto  annexetl,  marked 
**  Exhibit  A,"  and  made  a  part  of  this  report. 


He  furnished  us  with  no  additional  legal  proof  to  rebut  the  showing  made  against 
him  on  the  trial,  but  claimed  that  if  time  and  opportunity  were  given  him  to  procure 
counsel  and  prudnce  witnesses  before  us,  he  could  satisfy  us  and  the  Convention  of 
his  innocence  of  the  charges  made  against  him.  He  stated  to  us  that  the  testimony 
given  against  him  upon  the  trial  was  suborned  and  peijnred  testimony;  that  he  was 
taken  b/  surprise ;  that  he  was  unprepared,  either  with  counsel  or  witnesses,  to  meet 
the  case  made  against  him,  and  asked  for  delay  to  allow  him  to  procure  counsel  and 
produce  witnesses  before  us.  Your  committee  did  not  feel  authorlKed  to  constitute 
itself  a  Court  of  appeal  fh>m  the  decision  of  the  Courts.  The  state  of  the  funds  at 
the  disposal  of  this  Convention  did  not  warrant  us  in  launching  Into  any  wild 
expenditure  lor  persons  and  papers.  We  were  not  satisfied  with  the  excuses  made 
by  the  accused  member,  and  we  were  not  convinced  of  the  relevancy  of  the  testi- 
mony he  claimed  to  be  able  to  produce.  In  a  country  teeming  with  lawyers,  It 
would  seem  that  one  month  was  time  enough  in  which  to  procure  counsel,  especially 
by  one  having  the  financial  ability  to  remunerate  them,  as  appears  to  be  the  case 
with  the  member  O'Donneli.  It  would  also  seem  to  bo  time  enough  for  a  party 
complainant  in  a  criminal  prosecution  to  prepare  therefur.  But  inasmuch  as  the 
accused  member  had  publicly  declared  that  he  would  vindicate  his  character,  Iiy 
prosecuting  the  witnesses  who  appeared  against  him  for  peijury,  and  inasmuch  as 
a  complaint  had  been  filed  and  was  pending  in  Sacramento  involving  tlie  identi- 
cal issue  with  the  one  tried  in  San  Francisco,  your  committee  offered  to  delay  action, 
provided  he  would  assure  them  of  his  determination  to  go  ahead  before  the  legal 
tribsinals  of  the  cuuntiy.  He  stated  that  he  would  consult  counsel  and  give  us 
an  answer.  We  agreed  to  await  three  days  for  such  answer.  At  the  expiration 
of  the  time  he  appeared  before  us  and  stated  that  he  had  not  consulted  counsel,  and 
asked  for  more  time. 

Your  committee  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  tlie  accused  member  has  been 
attempting  to  delude  them  with  frivolous  pretenses  and  slialiow  excuses.  They 
observe  that  the  Grand  Jury  of  San  Francisco  has  adjourned,  and  nothing  appears 
to  have  been  done  there  by  the  accused  member.  They  have  also  ascertained  that 
the  ease  pending  in  Sacramento  has  been  abandoned.  We  are  driven  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  accused  member  never  made  the  complaints  in  good  faith;  that  he 
never  really  intended  to  put  his  character  in  issue  in  law ;  that  he  was  unable  to 
postpone  the  trials  beyond  the  session  of  this  Convention,  and  that  is  the  only  sur- 
prise by  which  he  has  b«en  taken.  For  the  purposes  of  this  inquiry,  the  testimony 
herewith  appended  sufficiently  attests  the  g^uilt  of  the  accused  member  of  the 
crimes  charged  against  him  to  warrant  this  committee  in  submitting  to  the  Conven- 
tion whether  such  a  man  is  worthy  to  retain  his  seat  in  this  honorable  body. 

Of  the  power  of  this  Convention  to  deal  with  this  subject,  your  committee  enter- 
tains no  doubt.  An  examination  of  the  authorities  and  precedents  has  satisfied  us 
of  the  correctness  of  this  position.  Wherefore,  your  committee  repoit  the  follow- 
ing resolution,  and  recommend  its  adoption  : 

Jiesolvedj  That  Charles  C.  O'Donneli,  a  member  of  this  Convention,  be  and  he  is 
hereby  expelled  therefrom. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

CLITUS  BARBOUR, 
BENJ.  SHURTLEFF, 
J.  A.  FILCHEK. 

Committee. 

Mb.  terry.    I  move  that  the  resolution  be  laid  upon  the  table. 
The  ayes  and  noes  were  demanded  by  Messrs.  Shurtleff,  Filcher, 
Lampson,  Caples,  and  Miller. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  the  motion  lost,  by  the  following  vote : 


ATKS. 


Boucher,  Hunter, 

Brown,  In  man, 

Burt,  Johnson, 

Chapman,  Larue, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,Lewis, 


Dunlap, 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estey, 

Evey, 

Garvey, 

Hale, 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 

Holmes, 


Rinegold, 

Rolfe, 

Shafler, 

Stuart, 

Sweasey, 


Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Swing, 

McFarland,  Terry, 

McNutt,  Thompson, 

Mills,  Townsend, 

Moreland,  "  Tully, 

Noel,  Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Ohleyer,  "Waters, 

Overton,  Weller, 

Prouty,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Pulliam,  Wilson,  of  1st  District, 


Winans, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President — 54. 


Howard ,of  Los  Angeles,  Reddy, 
Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Reed, 
Hughey,  Rhodes, 

NOBS. 

Andrews,  Harrison, 

Ayers,  Herrington, 

Barbour,  Hilborn, 

Barry,  Hitchcock, 

Barton,  Huestis, 

Belcher,  Joyce, 

Bell,  Kelley, 

Caples,  Kleine, 

Casserly,  Laine, 

Condon,  Lampson, 

Crouch,  Larkm, 

Davis,  Lavigne, 

Dowling,  Lindow, 
Dudley,  of  Solano,         Mansfield, 

Farrell,  McCallum, 

Filcher,  McComas, 

Freud,  McCoy, 

Gorman,  Moflat, 

Hall,  Morse, 

Mb.  moreland.  I  move  that  the  whole  subject-matter  be  post- 
poned until  seven  o'clock  this  evening. 

Mb.  tully.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  indefinitely  postpone  the 
whole  matter. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  I  ask  if  the  Chair  is  willing  to  give  an  opinion  as 
to  what  vote  it  will  require  to  adopt  the  resolution  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee? 

Thr  PRESIDENT.    A  majority  vote  of  the  Convention. 

The  aves  and  noes  were  demanded  by  Messrs.  White,  Wickes,  Tully, 
Beerstecher,  and  Moreland. 


Reynolds, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Swenson, 

Tinnin, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Dyke, 

Wellin, 

West, 

Wickes, 

White— 56. 
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The  roll  was  called,  and  the  motion  to  indefinitely  postpone  prerailed 
by  the  following  vote : 

ATB8. 

Boucher,  Hunter,  Rhodes, 

Brown,  Inman,  Ringgold, 

Burt,  Johnson,  Rolte, 

Ooaserly,  Larue,  Bhafter, 

Chapman,  Lavigne,  Stuart, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,Lewis,  Sweasey, 


Dunlap, 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estoy, 

Evey, 

Freeman, 

Garvey, 

Hale, 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 

Herrington, 

Holmes, 


Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Swing, 


McComas, 

McConnell, 

McFarland, 

McNutt, 

MiUer, 

Mills, 

Nason, 

Noel, 

Ohleyer, 

Overton, 

Prouty, 


Howard,of  Los  Angeles,  Pulliam, 
Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Reddy, 


Terry, 

Thompson, 

Townsend, 

Tully, 

Vacquerel, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

"Waters, 

Weller, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Winans, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President — 62. 


Reed, 

N0K8. 

Harrison, 

Herold, 

Hilborn, 

Hitchcock, 

Huestis, 

Joyce, 

Kelley, 

Kleine, 

Laine, 

Lampson, 

Larkm, 

Lindow, 

Mansfield, 

McCallum, 

McCoy, 

Moffat, 

Moreland, 

Morse, 

Neunaber, 

Reynolds, 


Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Stedman, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Swenson, 

Tinnin, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Van  Dyke, 

Webster, 

Wellin, 

West, 

Wickes, 

Whitfr— 58. 


Hughey, 

Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Blackmer, 

Caples, 

Condon, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 

Davis, 

Dowling, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Farrell, 

Filcher, 

Freud, 

Gorman, 

Hall, 

Mr.  Beerstecher  announced  that  he  was  paired  with  Mr.  Biggs,  who 
would  have  voted  aye. 

JUBISDICTION  OP  THB  SUPBBMl  COUBT. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  move  that  the  Convention  now  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to  further  consider 
the  re|)ort  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  fourth  section  and  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale. 

BBMARKS   OF  MB.   BBBBSTBCHBB. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Placer  will  not  be  adopted.  If  that  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  should  be  adopted,  it  either  in  express  terms  confers  upon 
the  Supreme  Court  the  right  of  review  over  the  action  of  the  railway 
commission  which  the  Convention  has  provided  for,  or  at  the  best  it 
leaves  the  matter  in  doubt,  and  a  subject  of  dispute  between  the  Supreme 
Court  and  the  Commission  is  created.  The  Commission  is  intended  to 
have  absolute  a'^id  exclusive  powers  within  the  provinces  conferred  upon 
it.  This  amendment  either  gives  the  Supreme  Court  the  right  of  review 
over  them,  or  it  makes  the  Constitution  ambiguous,  neither  of  which  is 
desirable.  If  the  intention  be  merelv  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of 
this  State  the  right  to  review  cases  at  law  and  cases  in  equity,  outside  of 
the  exclusive  power  conferred  upon  the  Commission,  then  the  words  are 
surplusage  and  useless,  as  the  Supreme  Court  already  possesses  the  power 
of  review  to  that  ext«nt,  under  the  general  powers  conferred  upon  the 
Court.  The  Court  has  a  right  to  review  all  suits  involving  over  three 
hundred  dollars,  no  matter  whether  the  subject  be  fares  and  freights  or 
something  else.  They  alreadv  possess  the  rig^ht  of  review.  These 
words  are  surplusage  and  useless  in  the  Constitution,  and  we  oueht 
not  to  tolerate  any  useless  language  in  the  Constitution^  If  the  object 
be  to  eive  the  Supreme  Court  the  right  of  review  over  the  action 
of  the  Commission,  then  by  adopting  these  words  we  simply  annul  the 
Commission  and  make  them  men  of  straw.  You  might  as  well  say  the 
Supreme  Court  of  this  State  should  have  power  to  control  the  rates  of 
freights  and  fares  at  once.  Therefore,  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
be  adopted.   ' 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale. 

Lost 

Thb  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  five. 

Thb  SECRETARY  rend : 

Sbc.  5.  The  Superior  Courts  shall  have  original  jurisdiction  in  all 
cases  in  equity,  ana  in  all  cases  at  law  which  involve  the  title  or  posses- 
sion of  real  property,  or  the  legality  of  any  tax,  impost,  assessment,  toll, 
or  municipal  fine,  and  in  all  other  cases  in  which  the  demand,  exclusive 
of  interest  or  the  value  of  the  property  in  controversy,  amounts  to  three 


hundred  dollars,  and  in  all  criminal  cases  amounting  to  felony,  and 
cases  of  misdemeanor  not  otherwise  provided  for;  also,  in  actions  of  forci- 
ble entry  and  detainer,  of  proceedings  in  insolvency,  of  actions  to  prevent 
or  abate  a  nuisance;  also,  of  all  matters  of  probate,  and  also  for  divorce 
and  for  annulment  of  marriage,  and  all  such  special  cases  and  proceed- 
ings as  are  not  otherwise  provided  for.  And  said  Court  shall  have  the 
power  of  naturalization,  and  to  issue  papers  therefor.  They  shall  have 
appellate  jurisdiction  in  such  cases  arising  in  Justices'  and  other  inferior 
Courts  in  their  respective  counties  as  may  be  prescribed  by  law.  Said 
Courts  shall  be  always  open  (legal  holidays  and  non-judicial  davs 
excepted),  and  their  original  jurisdiction  shall  extend  to  all  parts  of  the 
State.  Said  Courts  and  their  Judges  shall  have  power  to  issue  writs  of 
mandamus,  certiorari,  prohibition,  quo  warranto,  and  habeas  corpus,  on 
petition  b^  or  on  behalf  of  any  person  in  actual  custody,  in  their  respect- 
ive counties. 

Mb.  reddy.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment 

Thb  SECRETARY  read : 

''Strike  out,  in  line  fifteen,  the  following  words:  'and  their  original 
jurisdiction  shall  extend  to  all  parts  of  the  State.' " 

Mb.  WILSON.  I  had  prepared  an  amendment  to  the  same  para- 
graph to  satisfy  some  objections.  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out  the 
words  "original  jurisdiction,"  and  inserting  the  word  " process." 

Mb.  reddy.  Whether  the  word  "process"  would  not  mean  sub- 
p<Bna  as  well  as  summons,  and  that  a  man  could  be  taken  from  one 
end  of  the  State  to  another,  if  they  can  send  process  to  all  parts  of  the 
State 

Mb.  terry.    Thepr  do  now. 

Mb.  reddy.  I  will  accept  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco  and  withdraw  mine. 

Mb.  WILSON.    I  think  this  amendment  is  better. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  I  would  ask  what  is  the  use  of  that  line  in  the 
Constitution?  I  do  not  see  what  particular  value  those  words  have  in 
the  Constitution.    It  is  subject  to  legislative  enactment 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Without  that  provision,  or  some 
statutory  provision  of  like  character,  suppose  I  bring  an  action  in  San 
Dieeo  County,  how  am  I  going  to  get  along? 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  The  same  as  you  do  now,  by  virtue  of  the  statute. 
This  line  does  not  add  any  additional  force  to  the  first  six  lines  of  the 
section. 

Mb.  CROUCH.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read : 

"Strike  out  the  word 'three' in  line  five,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  word  '  one.* " 

BBHABKS  OF  MB.   WILSOK. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District  Mr.  Chairman :  In  reference  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  myself,  I  can  say  this,  that  without  some 
affirmative  declaration  of  the  power  of  the  Court  to  send  process,  it  would 
be  a  question  of  argument  as  to  whether  they  had  that  power.  It  was 
discussed  a  sreat  deal  with  reference  to  the  Courts  of  San  Francisco,  as 
to  whether  tne  Court  had  power  to  send  process  outside  of  San  Francisco. 
It  certainly  does  no  harm  to  leave  it  in.  It  is  merely  affirmative  of  the 
right  of  the  Court,  and  it  certainly  can  do  no  harm.  There  is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Court  issuing  process  to  all  parts  of  the  State.  It  will  remove 
any  doubt.  Take  the  United  States  Courts,  they  cannot  send  process  out 
of  their  respective  districts.  So  here,  as  we  have  a  Superior  Court  for 
each  county,  the  question  might  arise  as  to  whether  they  could  send 
process  out  of  the  county. 

BE3IABK8  OF   HB.  WTATT. 

Mb.  wyatt.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  an^  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Reddy,  or  of  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  to 
strike  out  that  line,  or  else  I  want  some  restriction  inserted  by  which  the 
Legislature  can  control  the  bringing  of  actions  in  this  State.  If  the 
power  of  original  process  be  left  to  all  the  Courts  unrestricted,  that  they 
can  send  all  over  our  State,  regardless  of  our  legislative  limitations,  then 
it  is  not  right.  To  avoid  the  possibility  of  a  man  being  sued  in  San 
Diego  who  ought  to  be  sued  in  San  Francisco,  I  want  some  positive 
definition. 

BBMABKS  OF   MB.   BBBBIKQTOK. 

Mb.  herrington.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  to  the  amend- 
ment, as  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  because  I 
believe  it  would  exclude  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  outside  of  its  own 
district,  notwithstanding  it  says  process  may  extend  to  all  parts  of  the 
State,  because  that  would  seem  to  indicate  an  exception  in  favor  of 
"  process  "  extending  to  all  parts  of  the  State.  I  am  in  favor  of  retain- 
ing the  words  "jurisdiction  throughout  the  State,"  to  give  the  Courts 
general  jurisdiction,  with  the  addition  of  an  amendment  which  I  shall 
offer  in  relation  to  the  changing  of  venue.  That  will  leave  the  Legisla- 
ture to  determine  the  reasons  upon  which  a  change  can  be  granted.  I 
think  that  is  the  better  plan.  If  I  am  permitted  to  offer  an  amendment 
I  will  write  it  out. 

BBMABKS  OF  MB.   BBDDT. 

Mb.  reddy.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  like  to  state  now  that  the  old 
Constitution  was  silent  upon  this  particular  subject,  hence  the  Legisla- 
ture had  power  to  control  the  matter,  to  provide  where  actions  should  be 
commenced,  and  for  what  causes  they  might  be  changed  from  one  county 
to  another.  But  here  the  Constitution  fixes  the  jurisdiction  of  every 
one  of  these  Courts.  For  instance,  if  an  action  be  commenced  in  San 
Francisco,  there  is  no  power  in  the  Legislature  to  take  the  jurisdiction 
away  from  that  Court  and  transfer  it  to  another,  except  upon  the  ground 
that  it  is  brought  in  the  wrong  county.  There  is  certainly  a  great  neces- 
sity for  striking  it  out  It  is  not  worth  while  to  say  anything  more 
about  it.  By  striking  it  out  and  inserting,  as  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee proposes,  there  will  be  no  harm  done.  It  will  leave  us  where  we 
were  under  the  old  Constitution. 
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RKMARK8  OP   MB.   TBRST. 

Mb.  terry.  There  seems  to  be  an  apprehension  on  the  part  of  some 
members  that  this  word  "process"  extends  to  and  includes  subpoanas. 
I  do  not  understand  this  to  be  final  process.  Mesne  process  is  that  pro- 
cess by  which  a  defendant  is  brought  into  Court.  Fmal  process  is  that 
process  by  which  the  Court  reaches  his  property.  Ifow,  the  object  of 
this  provision  which  is  sought  to  be  engrafted  into  the  Constitution  is, 
that  if  a  Judge  renders  judgment  against  a  man  in  one  county  he  can 
TO  into  another  county  and  levy  upon  the  property  th«re,  which  is  as  it 
is  now,  except  that  it  is  a  constitutional  instead  of  a  statutory  provision. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Wilson, 
as  accepted  by  Mr.  Reddy. 

Adopted. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Napa,  Judge  Crouch,  to  strike  out  three  hundred 
dollars  and  insert  one  hundred  dollars. 

BX1IARK8  OF  MB.   BALK. 

Mb.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted. 
I  think  I  can  safely  appeal  to  the  lawyers  on  this  floor  in  favor  of  it.  It 
will  enable  parties  to  bring  their  actions  direct  in  the  Superior  Court,  if 
they  choose,  for  one  hundred  dollars  or  over,  or  they  may,  if  they  choose, 
bring  them  in  the  Justices'  Courts  in  any  case  not  involving  over  three 
hundred  dollars. 

Thi  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

RIMABKS   OF   MB.   WATXBif. 

Mb.  waters.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  if  this  amendment  is  under- 
stood by  the  Convention  it  will  not  be  adopted.  It  destroys  the  right  of 
appeal  in  all  that  class  of  cases  involving  over  one  hundred  dollars  and 
under  three  hundred  dollars.  That  is  the  effect  of  the  amendment.  I 
do  not  think  that  is  proper.  I  think  small  cases  should  have  an  appeal 
as  well  as  large  ones.  By  this  means  in  that  class  of  cases  you  limit  the 
trial  to  the  one  Court  alone,  because  there  is  no  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court  in  that  class  of  cases.  They  have  either  to  give  up  t^jB  right  of 
appeal  or  bring  their  action  in  the  Justice's  Court  in  the  first  instance. 

BIMABKS  OF  MB.   MCCALLUM. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  confess  I  was  not  favorably 
impressed  with  this  amendment  at  first,  but  the  more  I  examine  it  the 
more  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  good  amendment.  Strike  out  the  word 
"  three  "  and  insert "  one."  As  to  the  objections  urged  by  the  gentleman 
from  San  Bernardino,  I  cannot  appreciate  their  force.  If  a  man  has  a 
case  in  the  Justice's  Court,  he  has  a  right  of  appeal  to  the  Superior 
Court.  If  he  chooses  to  commence  the  action  in  the  Superior  Court  in 
the  first  instance,  I  cannot  see  that  he  is  wronged. 

Mb.  hale.  The  plan  of  the  amendment  is  to  give  concurrent  juris- 
diction between  one  nundred  dollars  and  three  hundred  dollars,  and  of 
course  if  a  suit  is  brought  in  the  Justice's  Court  for  three  hundred  dol- 
lars, there  lies  an  appeal  to  the  Superior  Court.  If  it  be  brought  in  the 
Superior  Court  in  the  first  instance,  you  have  the  final  judgment  of  that 
Court  just  the  same. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  It  is  simply  allowing  the  parties  to  have  one  trial 
instead  of  two.  They  waive  their  right  to  try  in  the  Justice's  Court, 
and  take  the  final  judgment  at  once.  The  objections  urged  against  it 
amount  to  nothing.  The  parties  have  their  choice.  They  can  try  it  in 
the  Justice's  Court  and  then  appeal,  or  they  can  take  it  to  tho  Superior 
Court  at  once.  If  you  can  get  the  judgment  of  the  Superior  Court  at 
one  trial,  why  is  it  not  better  than  to  go  to  the  trouble  and  expense  of 
two  trials  to  obtain  the  same  result?  It  is  simply  a  provision  that  the 
Superior  Court  shall  have  concurrent  and  appellate  jurisdiction  in  a  cer- 
tain class  of  cases.    There  is  no  difficulty  about  it. 

BKMABKS   or   MB.   MCFABLAND. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  The  main  objection  I  have  to  this  whole  plan 
is  that  the  dignity  and  standing  of  the  main  Courts  of  the  Stat«  will  be 
lowered.  That  is  the  objection  I  have  heard  made  to  it  amonp;  lawyers, 
that  having  only  one  Court  to  take  the  place  of  the  present  District  and 
County  CourtS)  the  standing  and  dignity  will  be  lowered,  and  the  same 
respect  will  not  be  paid  to  their  decisions.  Now,  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
three  hundred  dollars  is  low  enough.  The  judicial  system  of  this  State 
has  always  been  based  upon  the  theory  of  no  concurrent  jurisdiction.  I 
do  not  believe  in  that  system.  Now,  you  profiose  to  put  the  Superior 
Court  upon  a  level  with  the  Justices'  Courts  between  the  sums  of  one 
hundrea  dollars  and  three  hundred  dollars.  Why  do  you  want  to  make 
this  change?  The  law  has  been  heretofore  that  cases  involving  under 
three  hundred  dollars  were  to  be  tried  in  the  Justices'  Courts,  and  the 
appeal  lay  to  the  County  Court.  Now,  you  propose  to  unite  the  juris- 
diction of  the  County  Courts  and  the  District  Courts  in  the  Superior 
Courts,  and  then  you  propose  to  put  them  upon  a  dead  level  with 
Justices  of  the  Peace.  1  have  one  great  objection  to  this  system,  and 
that  is,  the  people  will  get  to  look  upon  the  Superior  Court  very  much 
as  they  look  upon  the  County  Court,  and  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  in 
keeping  the  respect  of  the  people  for  your  Courts.  I  can  see  no  reason 
why  the  old  rule  should  be  changed.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
be  adopted. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  How  much  more  dignity  is  there  between  trying 
a  case  on  appeal  and  trying  it  originally? 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  These  small  cases  should  be  tried  in  the  ]ower 
Courts,  and  the  testimony  taken  there.  I  do  not  think  vou  ought  to 
compel  the  Superior  Courts  to  try  these  small  cases  originally. 

BIMABKS  OF  MB.   WILSON. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :  When  the  proposi- 
tion of  giving  concurrent  jurisdiction  to  the  Justice  and  Superior  Courts 
was  presented  here,  it  struck  me  rather  favorably;  at  least  I  announced 


to  the  gentleman  that  I  saw  no  objection  to  it.  Upon  further  reflection 
and  examination  I  see  it  in  a  less  favorable  light,  and  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  it  will  be  better  to  leave  it  as  presented  by  the  committee. 
Now,  if  you  give  this  concurrent  jurisdiction  it  would  seem  like  giving 
to  the  parties  the  right  to  select  either  the  Justice's  Court  or  the  Superior 
Court  without  those  limits.  It  is  not  giving  the  selection  except  to  one 
side,  and  that  to  the  plaintifil  If  the  plaintifl*  prefers  the  lower  Court 
he  will  bring  his  action  there.  If  he  prefers  the  Superior  Court  he  will 
bring  it  there.  The  defendant  has  no  choice  in  the  matter.  He  is  car- 
ried to  the  Court  without  any  choice,  and  when  the  decision  of  the 
Superior  Court  is  rendered-it  is  final,  and  he  has  no  appeal.  Now,  sir, 
if  the  plaintiff  has  the  choice  of  Courts,  he  has  an  advantage  over  the 
defendant. 

Mb.  hale.  If  the  case  is  tried  in  the  lower  Court  the  defendant 
can  invoke  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Superior  Court  afberwanls.  If  the 
plaintiff  brin^  it  in  the  Superior  Court  in  the  first  instance  and  gets 
judgment,  it  is  the  same  judgment  only  that  would  have  been  rendered 
on  appeal. 

Mb.  WILSON.  The  right  of  review  seems  to  run  through  and  be  a 
part  of  our  general  system,  and  this  deprives  the  part^  of  the  ri^ht  of 
review.  Now,  by  creating  this  new  feature  and  allowing  the  action  to 
be  brought  in  the  Superior  Court  in  the  first  instance,  we  arc  doing 
away  with  the  right  of  appeal. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Lost. 

Mb.  freeman.    I  move  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

"  Add  to  the  section, '  injunctions  and  writs  of  prohibition  may  be 
issued  and  served  on  legal  holidays  and  non-judicial  days.'" 

Adopted. 

Mb.  freeman.  Suppose  I  want  to  take  away  a  house  that  is  in 
dispute?  I  select  a  non-judicial  day,  and  there  is  no  method  whatever 
to  prevent  it.  because  no  writ  of  prohibition  can  issue. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  That  is  a  very  desirable  amendment. 
I  have  seen  instances  where  work  was  done  on  Saturday  night,  just 
because  no  writ  could  issue. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  WATERS.    I  offer  an  amendment 

Th«  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  five,  line  twelve,  after  the  word  'jurisdiction,'  by 
inserting  the  words  'on  questions  of  law  alone.'  " 

BKMABKS  OF   MB.   WATRRB. 

Mr.  waters.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  the  amendment  is  to 
prevent  frivolous  appeals  being  taken.  In  my  estimation  this  makes 
the  system  more  complete.  I  see  no  necessity  for  new  trials  upon  ques- 
tions of  fact.  If  there  are  any  questions  of  law,  let  the  higher  Courts 
Eass  upon  them.  The  higher  Court  can  pass  upon  these  questions  of 
iw  very  rapidly,  but  there  is  no  need  of  appeals  on  questions  of  fact. 

BBMABKS  OF  MB.   BXKBSTKCMKB. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
of  the  ffentleniau  will  be  voted  down.  There  is  no  way  bv  which  the 
proceedings  before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  are  preserved.  There  would 
be  no  benefit  arising  from  taking  an  appeal  upon  questions  of  law  alone, 
and  not  upon  questions  of  fact.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  promptly 
voted  down. 

BBMABKS  OF  MB.   WILSON. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chainnan:  This  section  was 
discussed  a  good  deal  in  the  committee,  and  it  was  thought  best  to  leave 
it  aa  it  is,  and  not  undertake  to  prescribe  details  like  this.  This  section 
provides  that  the  Superior  Courts  shall  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  a 
certain  class  of  cases  from  Justices'  and  other  inferior  Courts,  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  law.  The  Legislature  may  see  fit  to  limit  appeals  to  ques- 
tions of  law  alone;  and  they  may,  on  the  other  hand,  and  it  better 
policy,  and  more  in  the  interest  of  just^,  to  allow  the  facts  to  be 
reviewed,  as  well  as  questions  of  law.  Why  not  leave  this  matter  to 
the  liCgislature?  Whv  lay  down  an  iron  rule  upon  this  subject,  which 
for  twenty-five  years  shall  control  the  judiciary?  It  was  con^derations 
of  this  kind  that  induced  the  committee  to  delegate  that  question  to  the 
Legislature.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  better  to  do  that  than  to  go 
into  details.  I  am  therefore  opposed  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Bernardino,  because  it  takes  away  from  the  liCgislature 
the  power  of  regulating  this  matter. 

Thk  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

liOSt.  • 

Mr.  BARRY.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"  Amend  section  five  by  adding  to  the  lection  the  words:  '  And  a  cnse 
in  a  Superior  Court  may  be  tried  by  a  Jud^  pro  tempore,  who  must  be 
a  member  of  the  bar,  agreed  upon  in  writing  by  the  parties  litigant  or 
their  attorneys  of  record  appointed  by  the  Court  and  sworn  to  try  the 
cause.' " 

Mb.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  this  amendment  for  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kern,  Mr.  Gregg.  He  spoke  to  me  with  regard  to  this 
amendment,  and  requested  me  to  offer  it  at  the  proper  time.  He  did 
not  state  his  reasons  for  the  amendment,  but  I  presume  they  are  about 
as  follows:  That  should  circumstances  arise  by  which  the  Judge  will  be 
unable  to  try  a  case,  such  as  sickness,  or  other  cause,  the  attorneys,  for 
their  clients,  can  ame  upon  a  certain  attorney,  who  would  be  qualified 
to  try  the  case.  There  are  cases  where  the  Judge  cannot  be  personally 
present.  There  are  other  cases  where  the  Judge  may  have  been  an 
attorney  in  the  case  before  he  went  upon  the  bench.  In  a  case  of  that 
kind  he  would  be  disqualified  from  trying  the  case.     In  that  case  par- 
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iicularly,  it  would  be  well  to  have  some  one  who  is  free  from  bias,  and 
whom  the  attorneys  might  agree  upon. 

Mr.  EAGON.  That  would  oome  in  a  good  deal  better  in  section 
eisht. 

Mb.  barky.    Then  I  will  withdraw  it  for  the  present. 

Thb  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  six. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

8bc.  6.  There  shall  be  in  each  of  the  organized  counties,  or  cities  and 
counties,  of  the  State,  a  Superior  Court,  for  each  of  which  at  least  one 
Judge  shall  be  elected  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  county,  or  city  and 
county,  at  the  ^neral  State  election;  provided,  that  in  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  there  shall  be  elected  twelve  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Court,  any  one  or  more  of  whom  may  hold  Court.  There  may 
be  as  many  sessions  of  said  Court,  at  the  same  time,  as  there  are  Judges 
thereof.  The  said  Judges  shall  choose  from  their  own  number  a  pre- 
siding Judge,  who  may  be  removed  at  their  pleasure.  He  shall  dis- 
tribute the  business  of  the  Court  among  the  Judges  thereof,  and  prescribe 
the  order  of  business.  The  judgment,  orders,  and  proceedings  of  any 
session  of  the  Superior  Court,  held  by  any  one  or  more  of  the  Jm)ges  of 
said  Courts,  respectively,  shall  be  equally  effectual  as  if  all  the  Judges 
of  said  respective  Courts  presided  at  such  session.  In  each  of  the  Coun- 
ties of  Sacramento,  Los  Angeles,  and  Alameda,  there  shall  be  elected 
two  such  Judges.  The  term  of  office  of  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts 
shall  be  six  years,  from  and  after  the  first  Monday  of  January  next  suc- 
ceeding their  election ;  provided,  that  the  twelve  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Court  elected  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  at  the -first  elec- 
tion held  under  this  Constitution,  shall,  at  their  first  meeting,  so  classify 
themselves,  by  lot,  that  four  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of 
two  years,  ana  four  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of  four 
years,  and  four  of  them  shall  go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of  six  years, 
and  an  entry  of  such  classification  shall  be  made  in  the  minutes  of  the 
Court,  signed  by  them,  and  a  duplicate  thereof  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  The  first  election  of  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts 
shall  take  place  at  the  first  general  election  held  after  the  adoption  and 
ratification  of  this  Constitution.  If  a  vacancy  occur  in  the  office  of 
Judge  of  a  Superior  Court,  the  Governor  shall  appoint  a  person  to  hold 
the  office  until  the  election  and  qualification  of  a  Judge  to  fill  the 
vacancy,  which  election  shall  take  p^ce  at  the  next  succeeding  general 
election,  and  the  Judge  so  elected  snail  hold  office  for  the  remainder  of 
the  unexpired  term. 

Mb.  Overton.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

"Amend  by  inserting  in  line  fourteen,  after  the  words  'Los  Angeles/ 
the  word  '  Sonoma.' " 

Mb.  OVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  state,  sir,  that  it  is  the  unan- 
imous wish  of  the  bar  of  my  county  to  have  two  Judges.  It  is  also  the 
opinion  of  the  District  Judge,  and  the  County  Judge,  and  their  opinions 
should  have  some  weight  in  the  matter.  We  have  over  twenty-five 
thousand  people,  and  the  county  is  growing  very  fast.  One  Judge  cau- 
not  transact  tne  business  of  the  county.  They  want  two  Judges  instead 
of  one. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  an  amendment. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Amend  section  six,  by  inserting  after  the  words  *  Los  Angeles/  the 
words  '  Santa  Clara.' " 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sonoma. 

BEMABKS  07  MB.  JOHNSON. 

Mb.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  but  a  word  to  say.  I  have 
a  petition  here  addressed  to  the  delegation,  signed  by  eighteen  members 
of  our  bar,  in  ifvhich  thev  petition  this  body  to  allow  Sonoma  County  to 
have  two  Judges,  instead  of  one,  as  reported  by  the  committee.  I  am 
also  advised  that  about  two  thirds  of  Judge  Temple's  time  is  taken  up 
by  Sonoma  County  business.  I  know  the  County  Judge  is  busy  all  the 
time.  So  I  believe  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for  our  county  to  have  two 
Judges.  • 

The  amendment  was  adopted  on  division,  by  a  vote  of  69  ayes  to  26 
noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

BEMABKS  or  MB.   HBBBINOTON. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  is  a  petition  signed,  I 
believe,  by  nearly  all  the  attorneys  of  San  Jos^,  ann,  I  may  say,  the 
principal  attorneys  of  the  county,  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  gentleman 
rrom  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Tully,  whose  seat  I  discover  is  now  vacant.  I 
was  requeste<i,  by  a  portion  of  the  attorneys  who  signed  that  document, 
to  present  this  amendment.  I  believe  that  the  county  is  of  sufficient 
importance  in  population  and  business  to  justify  two  Judges.  As  the 
business  now  is  I  am  satisfi^  it  is  not  less  than  the  business  of  Los 
Angeles  County— not  much  less  than  the  business  of  Alameda  County. 
We  have  a  County  Judge,  and  a  District  Judge  for  Santa  Clara  end  the 
balance  of  the  district.  I  have  been  informed  by  one  of  the  Judges  that 
the  business  is  more  than  one  Judge  can  attend  to.  We  want  the  legal 
business  done  in  a  legal  way,  and  I  do  submit  that  with  a  population  of 
forty-five  thousand  people,  it  is  not  possible  for  one  Judge  to  transact  all 
the  business  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  people. 

BEMABKS  OF   MB.   MCOALLUM. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  is  exceedingly  unpleasant  to 
say  anything  in  opposition  to  the  delegates  who  may  deem  it  necessary 
to  have  two  Judges,  and  I  would  not  say  one  WQrd  were  it  not  that  I 
think  it  may  defeat  the  whole  plan  of  the  committee.  The  number  of 
Judges  has  in  no  case  been  increased  by  the  committee,  unless  in  the 
County  of  Sacramento.    There  is  no  increase  in  Alameda.    There  we 


have  a  District  Judge  for  the  whole  county,  and  the  County  Judge.  In 
Sonoma  there  is  one  County  Judge,  and  a  District  Judge  for  three  coun- 
ties. Then  the  Santa  Clara  district  is  composed  of  four  counties.  Now, 
if  we  increase  the  number  of  .Judges  in  those  counties,  they  will  belong 
to  Judges  of  the  first  class,  whose  salaries  are  fixed  in  this  article  at  five 
thousand  dollars  a  year,  so  that  it  would  add  greatlv  to  the  expense. 
Just  as  good  arguments-may  be  made  in  favor  of  San  Joaquin  and  other 
counties.  I  am  afraid  when  we  get  through  with  the  whole  thing,  and 
figure  it  all  up,  we  will  find  that  we  have  adopted  a  far  more  expensive 
system  than  we  have  at  present,  and  if  it  is  so  I  am  afraid  tl^at  a  major- 
ity of  this  Convention  will  not  agree  to  it. 

Mb.  JOHNSON.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question.  Would  you  have  any 
obiection  to  striking  out  one  of  the  Judges  in  Alameda  County,  for  the 
sake  of  saving  some  of  this  expense? 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Alameda  has  the  same  number  of  Judges  now 
that  is  accorded  her  in  this  article — a  District  Judge  and  a  County  Judge. 
That  is  the  theory  of  the  committee,  and  it  is  the  correct  theory.  Once 
depart  from  it,  and  there  is  no  end  to  it.  The  result  will  be  to  defeat 
the  whole  scheme.  There  is  another  provision  in  this  article  which 
provides  for  increasing  the  number  of  Judges  when  it  becomes  necessary. 
That  is  section  nine. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  hope  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara  will  prevail.  The  county  is  clearly  entitled  to  it. 
It  is  nothing  more  than  justice.  As  far  as  spending  a  few  thousand  dol- 
lars, more  or  less,  it  is  a  matter  which  ought  not  to  be  considered. 

BEMABKS  OF   MB.   WELLEB. 

Mb.  WELLER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  cannot  let  this  matter  pass  with- 
out stating  what  I  believe  to  be  the  views  of  our  county.  I  have  been 
instructed  by  a  portion  of  my  constituents  that  one  Judge  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  transact  the  business  of  that  county.  Compare  that  county  with 
Los  Angeles.  The  assessed  value  of  the  property  there  is  ten  million 
dollars.  The  assessed  value  of  the  property  of  Santa  Clara  is  twenty- 
six  million  dollars  and  over.  Los  Angeles  has  two  hundred  more  votes 
than  Santa  Clara.  Immediately  after  the  report  of  this  committee  came 
in  I  sent  fte  report  to  some  of  the  attorneys  there.  I  have  received  a 
reply  from  one  of  them,  and  he  says  that  one  Judge  is  not  enough. 
That,  in  his  experience,  one  man  will  never  be  able  to  transact  the  busi- 
ness of  the  county.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

BEMABKS  OF  MB.   LAIME. 

Mb.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  voted  against  the  amendment  to 
give  two  Judges  to  Sonoma  County.  I  know  a  number  of  members  of 
our  bar  desire  two  Judges  for  Santa  Clara  County,  but  I  am  perfectly 
convinced  that  one  Judge  can  do  the  work  if  he  is  any  acoounL  If  we 
give  them  two  they  will  want  three.  We  have  two  Judges  there,  the 
District  Judge  and  the  County  Judge.  The  District  Judge  has  four 
counties,  and  I  am  satisfied  the  County  Judge  is  not  engaged  one  third 
of  his  time.  The  District  Judge  is  not  half  his  time  in  our  county.  I 
am  satisfied  that  one  Judge  can  do  all  the  business. 

Mb.  hall.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Herrington,  by  adding  the 
words '  San  Joaquin.' " 

BEMABKS  OF  MB.   HALL. 

Mb.  hall.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  business  of  the  District  and  County 
Courts  combined  is  such  that  the  delegation  from  that  county,  at  least 
four  of  them,  are  of  the  opinion  that  San  Joaquin  is  entitled  to  two 
Judges  of  the  Superior  Court.  Now,  San  Joaquin,  in  point  of  territory, 
is  quite  as  large  as  the  County  of  Sacramento.  In  respect  to  the  aggre- 
gate wealth  of  the  two  counties,  they  are  about  equal.  I  recollect  some 
time  ago  having  seen  a  statement  of  the  aggregate  wealth  of  these  two 
counties,  and  there  was  so  little  difference  as  to  be  hardly  worth  men- 
tioning. Now  the  business  there  is  increasing.  It  is  a  rich  county — one 
of  the  richest  counties  in  the  State.  Its  population  is  increasing  and 
keeping  march  with  the  business.  The  Judges  there  are  constantly 
engaged,  and  I  do  believe  that  the  interests  of  the  people  will  be  sub- 
served by  having  two  Judges.  One  fuct  I  may  mention.  In  the  four 
years  last  past,  there  were  sixty  appeals  taken  from  the  County  of  Santa 
Clara,  and  fiftjr-five  taken  from  the  County  of  San  Joaquin.  I  mention  the 
fact  as  indicating,  in  some  degree,  the  comparative  business  of  the  two 
counties.  I  have  an  epitome  of  the  business  transacted  in  that  county 
for  the  years  eighteen  nundred  and  seventy-six,  eighteen  hundred  and 
seventy-seven,  and  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-eight.  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  committee  I  will  read  it: 

In  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six :  District  Court — Number  of 
suite  commenced,  two  hundred  and  eighty-two ;  number  of  decrees,  one 
hundred  and  twenty-six;  number  of  days  in  session,  one  hundred  and 
twenty-three.  County  Court — Number  of  civil  cases,  thirty-eight; 
number  of  criminal  cases,  sixty -three ;  days  of  session,  two  hundred 
and  forty-nine.  Probate  Court — Number  commenced,  fifty-seven  ,*  num- 
ber of  cases  heard,  four  hundred  and  thirty-four;  number  of  days  of 
session,  one  hundred  and  seventy. 

For  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-seven :  District  Court — 
Number  of  suits  commenced,  two  hundred  and  ninety -two;  number  of 
decrees,  one  hundred  and  thirty-six;  number  of  days  of  session,  one 
hundre<l  and  thirty.  County  Court — Number  of  civil  cases,  forty -six ; 
numt>er  of  civil  judgments,  twenty-seven;  number  of  criminal  judg- 
ments, one  hundred  and  sixteen;  number  of  days  in  session,  one  hun- 
dred and  eighty.  Probate  Court — Cases,  forty -five;  number  of  cases 
heard,  three  hundred  and  thirty-eight;  number  of  days  of  session,  one 
hundred  and  thirty-three. 

For  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy -eight :  District  Court — 
Number  of  suits  commenced,  two  hundred  and  five;  number  of  decrees, 
one  hundred  and  sixty-two;  number  of  days  of  session,  one  hundred 
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and  twenty-two.  County  Court — Number  of  civil  cases,  seventy-seven; 
number  of  civil  judgments,  fifty-one;  number  of  criminal  judgments, 
ninety- five;  number  of  days  of  session,  one  hundred  and  sixty-three. 
Probate  Court — Number  of  cases,  fifty-seven;  number  of  cases  heard, 
four  hundred  and  twenty-three;  numberof  days  of  session, one  hundred 
and  fifty-seven. 

Now,  this  shows  on  the  face,  the  business  done  there;  but  it  does  not 
show  all  the  work  performed  by  the  Judges,  by  any  means.  Every 
lawyer  knows  that  Judges  are  engaged  for  thirty -three  per  cent  of  the 
time  in  Chambers  duty.  Every  member  of  the  bar  on  this  floor  will 
understand  that.  Cases  are  often  argued  out  of  term.  They  are  heard  in 
Court,  and  argued  in  Chambers,*  and  the  argument  sometimes  lasts  for 
days.  Writs  of  injunction,  and  all  that  class  of  business,  occupies  a 
G^reat  deal  of  the  time,  as  every  lawyer  knows.  So  I  can  safely  appeal, 
from  the  statement  I  have  read  here,  to  the  justice  and  fairness  of  this 
Convention  to  allow  us  two  Judges  in  San  Joaquin  County.  One  Judge 
will  not  be  able  to  do  the  business  of  that  county.  I  ani  perfectly  well 
satisfied  on  that  point;  and  I  believe  that  the  interests  of  tne  public  and 
a  due  and  prompt  administration  of  justice  require  it.  And,  sir,  although 
I  have  no  data  upon  which  I  can  express  a  positive  opinion  in  regard  to 
the  sentiment  there,  so  far  as  I  have  heard  any  expression,  it  has  been 
in  favor  of  giving  to  that  county  two  Superior  Judses.  Certainly,  if  the 
Counties  of  Sacramento  and  Sonoma  are  entitled  to  two  Judges,  the 
County  of  Sau  Joaquin  ought  to  be. 

RKMABKS  OF    MR.  TVLLT. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  my 
friend  Herrington,  from  Santa  Clara,  giving  Santa  Clara  County  two 
Judges.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  address^  to  me,  signed  by  twenty 
members  of  the  bar  of  that  county — all  prominent  attorneys  of  the 
county — stating  that  two  Judges  are  absolutely  necessary  for  that  county. 
When  I  was  at  home  I  conversed  with  Jud^e  Belden,and  he  assured  me 
that  one  man  could  not  do  the  business  ot  that  county.  I  had  also  a 
talk  with  the  District  Attorney,  a  gentleman  who  has  been  District 
Attorney  for  a  number  of  years,  and  he  assured  me  of  the  fact.  And 
upon  the  recommendation  of  those  gentlemen,  more  than  upon  my  own, 
I  support  the  amendment  of  my  friend  Herrington,  and  ask  that  Santa 
Clara  County  be  given  two  Judges. 

RXMARKS  OF    MR.   DUDLEY. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  San  Joaouin.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the 
amendment  proposed  by  my  colleague  will  receive  the  favorable  consid- 
eration of  this  body.  I  have  practiced  my  profession  there  for  eleven 
years,  and  I  am  familiar  with  the  litigation  of  that  county.  I  think,  sir, 
that  I  can  safely  assert  that  one  man  cannot  do  the  business  of  that 
county.  We  have  four  terms  of  the  District  Court  in  that  county,  a  year, 
and  at  every  term  the  calendar  has  averaged  from  ninety  to  one  hundred 
and  twenty  cases.  Business  is  on  the  increase  in  the  County  Court,  and 
of  the  amount  of  business  the  members  of  the  bar  are  probably  the  best 
judges.  The  number  of  members  of  the  bar  in  San  Joaquin  is  thirty- 
five.  They  say  that  one  Judge  cannot  possibly  keep  the  calendar  clear. 
Now,  I  find  the  number  of  cases  appealed  from  this  county,  from  the 
first  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-four,  to  the  first  of  Jan- 
uary, eighteen  hunared  and  seventy-eight,  was  sixty.  San  Joaquin,  fifty- 
five — only  five  difierenoe.  I  believe  that  justice  to  San  Joaqum  County 
demands  the  adoption  of  this  amendment. 

remarks  of  MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that 
unless  this  judicial  system  is  recommended  to  the  people  of  the  State  upon 
the  basis  of  economy  they  will  not  accept  it.  And  if  we  go  on  increas- 
ing the  number  of  Judges,  making  a  great  many  more  than  we  have 
now,  it  will  not  be  considered  as  based  upon  ideas  of  economy.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  take  a  different  view  in  reference  to  economy  in 
the  pay  of  the  Judges,  from  what  some  others  do.  I  think  we  should 
pay  the  Judges  well,  and  give  them  plenty  to  do.  But  that  is  not  the 
popular  idea.  The  people  look  at  the  figures  before  them,  and  calculate 
it  upon  that  basis.  Now,  another  idea  here  is  to  have  the  Court  sit  con- 
tinuously, and  in  that  way  it  seems  to  me  a  great  deal  of  business  will 
be  dispatched.  The  Judges  lose  no  time  traveling  round,  as  the  District 
Judges  have  had  to  do,  and  there  will  be  another  saving  in  time.  I  think 
these  counties  ought  to  be  able  to  get  along  with  one  Judge.  If  Sonoma 
is  entitled  to  two  Judges,  Santa  Clara  is  also. 

REMARKS   of   MR.   CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  like  to  find  fault  with  the 
report  of  the  committee,  or  with  what  the  Convention  is  doing;  but 
wnat  sort  of  basis  is  it  upon  which  this  thing  is  operated  7  I  suppose  it 
goes  upon  some  kind  of  figures  as  a  basis.  We  look  around  to  find  the 
figures.  We  find  according  to  the  figures  we  have,  in  regard  to  popula- 
tion, that  Sonoma  County  has  less  than  seven  hundred  more  people 
than  Nevada  County,  in  which  I  live.  Now,  the  proposition  is  to  give 
to  Sonoma  County  two  Judges  at  five  thousand  dollars  a  year  each,  but 
to  only  give  Nevada  County  one  at  four  thousand  dollars  a  year.  Now, 
sir,  I  asked  one  gentleman  about  this  matter — what  they  made  the 
basis — and  he  saia  the  basis  was  the  United  States  census  of  the  year 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy.  I  said  this  was  not  carried  out  by  the 
result.  He  said  the  representatives  from  those  counties  upon  the  com- 
mittee represented  that  they  needed  these  Judges.  Then  I  suppose  the 
reason  that  Nevada  County  was  only  given  one  Judge  was  because  that 
county  did  not  have  a  representative  upon  the  committee.  Now,  sir,  I 
see  further  by  the  last  census  that  San  Joaquin  County  had  a  popula- 
tion of  twenty-one  thousand  and  a  few  over,  while  Nevada  County  had 
a  population  of  nineteen  thousand  and  over.    Thus  two  thousana  peo- 

Sle  m  San  Joaquin  County  are  to  have  one  Judge  at  five  thousand 
oUars  a  year,  while  the  whole  of  Nevada  County,  with  nineteen  thou- 
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sand  people,  is  to  have  one  Judge  at  four  thousand  dollars  a  year.  And 
yet,  what  man  does  not  know  that  these  mining  counties  have  more 
litigation,  more  troublesome  litigation,  than  the  agricultural  counties? 
Now,  sir,  if  we  are  going  to  ^ive  two  Judges  to  Santa  Clara,  which  has 
three  thousand  more  population  than  Nevada;  if  you  are  going  to  give 
Sonoma  and  San  Joaquin  two  Judges  because  they  have  pooled  their 
issues,  then,  sir,  we  want  Nevada  County  taken  into  the  ring.  I  believe 
we  are  going  too  far  in  this  matter.  The  idea  was  to  have  one  Judge 
for  each  county,  so  as  to  reduce  the  expense;  but  if  we  give  two  to  each 
of  these  counties,  instead  of  diminishing  the  expense,  we  will  increase 
it.  I  believe  this  to  be  unwise.  The  gentleman  enumerates  the  pro- 
bate cases  and  the  number  of  days  the  rrobate  Court  in  his  county  was 
in  session ;  and  yet  the  gentleman  knows  that  the  Probate  Court  only 
sits  for  a  short  time,  ana  a  great  many  cases  are  disposed  of  in  a  few 
moments.  In  Nevada  County  we  have  the  most  tedious  litigation.  The 
suits  are  heavy  mining  suits  in  many  cases,  which  take  a  long  time  to 
try.  But,  I  say,  these  counties  must  not  expect  two  Judges.  It  is  unfair 
to  other  counties.  There  are  no  counties  in  the  State  that  ought  to  have 
two  Judges,  except  San  Francisco  and  Alameda.  Los  Angeles  County 
is  given  two  Judges.  Los  Angeles  has  fifteen  thousand  people,  and  two 
Judges  at  five  thousand  dollars  a  year  each.  Nevada  Ck>unty,  with 
nineteen  thousand,  has  one  Judge  at  four  thousand  dollars^ 

Mr.  AYERS.    No,  sir;  no  such  thing. 

Mr.  cross.  I  have  the  census  for  Los  Angeles — fifteen  thousand 
three  hundred  and  nine.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  population  has 
increased  there,  and  I  have  no  doubt  this  was  represented  to  the  com- 
mittee. If  we  bad  had  a  representative  upon  the  committee  we  might 
have  had  a  different  standing. 

Mr.  white.  Is  an  amendment  in  order?  I  want  to  move  tbr 
another  Judge  for  Santa  Cruz.  We  have  at  least  ten  lawyers  who  want 
to  get  upon  the  bench,  and  we  want  more  places. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  There  is  not  a  county  in  the  State  but  that  the 
bar  is  in  favor  of  an  additional  Judge. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Joaquin. 

Lost. 

Mr.  belcher.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  after  the  word  'election'  in  the  fourth  line,  the  words,  'pro- 
vided, that  until  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Legislature,  only  one  Judge 
shall  be  elected  for  the  Counties  of  Yuba  and  Sutter.' " 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  BELCHER. 

Mr.  belcher.  A  ^ood  deal  has  been  said  here  about  economy,  and 
I  have  sent  up  a  proposition  to  combine  these  two  counties.  Now,  sir, 
I  know  very  well  that  one  Judge  can  do  all  the  business  of  the  two 
counties  named.  Now,  I  presume  there  are  many  other  counties  in  the 
State  where  one  Judge  could  do  the  business  as  well  as  not  There  are 
not  many  where  the  circumstances  and  situation  are  so  favorable  as 
Yuba  and  Sutter.  It  so  happens  that  the  county  seats  of  the  two  coun- 
ties are  within  fifteen  or  twenty  minutes  walk  of  each  other.  One  Judge 
can  do  the  business  as  well  as  two,  and  there  is  no  necessity  for  more. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  INMAN.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  ofier  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Amend  by  inserting  in  line  fifteen,  after  the  word  'Judges,'  the 
words, '  whose  salaries  shall  be  fixed  by  the  respective  Boards  of  Super- 
visors, and  whose  salaries  shall  be  paid  by  their  respective  counties.' " 

Mr.  INMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  that  amendment  in  good  faith. 
I  believe  by  ofiering  that  amendment  we  will  have  less  Judges,  and 
that  they  will  receive  less  salaries.  * 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  There  is  another  section  upon  the 
subject  of  salaries,  and  I  would  suggest  that  this  amendment  would  be 
more  proper  when  you  reach  that  section. 

Mr.  In  man.  My  ohiect  was  to  stop  this  discussion  about  an  increase 
of  Judges,  because  I  think  the  salaries  has  a  good  deal  to  do  with  it. 
Just  as  well  put  it  in  here. 

Mr.  WILSON.    This  is  not  the  proper  place  for  it. 

Mr.  INMAN.  I  want  the  counties  to  pay  for  these  Judges.  I  want 
each  county  to  pay  for  its  own  Judge.  However,  out  of  respect  for  the 
gentleman,  if  he  wishes,  I  will  withdraw  it  until  we  reacn  the  other 
section,  but  I  intend  to  introduce  it  again. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Amend  by  inserting  after  the  word  'Judges,'  in  line  fifteen,  the  words 
'the  Legislature  shall  have  power  to  provide  for  attaching  any  county 
to  a  contiguous  county  for  juaicial  purposes.'  " 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  In  a  State  like  California  there  are  often  cases  where 
two  counties  might  be  attached  together  for  judicial  purposes.  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  right  to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Iiegislature  so  completely  that 
they  can  exercise  no  discretion.  This  will  be  a  very  expensive  system, 
and  for  that  reason  the  amendment  ought  to  be  adopted,  if  for  no  other. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   FILGHER. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  not  expected  to  have  a  word 
to  say,  but  as  a  citizen  I  realize  that  this  is  going  to  be  a  very  expensive 
system  the  best  we  can  do,  and  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco,  Mr.  Barbour,  allows  the  Legislature  to  reduce  the  expenses 
somewhat  by  reducing  the  number  of  Judges  for  certain  counties,  and 
compelling  one  Judge  to  do  the  work  of  two  or  more  counties.  Now,  I 
have  taken  occasion  to  make  out  some  figures,  showing  the  comparative 
cost  of  the  two  systems.  Assuming  that  the  average  salary  of  the  County 
Judges  of  this  State  fs  two  thousand  dollars  each,  and  the  salary  of  eleven 
District  Judges  five  thousand  dollars  each,  and  the  total  expense, outside 
of  the  local  Courts,  Police  Courts,  etc.,  would  be  two  hundred  and  sixty- 
one  thousand  dollars.    Now  the  present  system  provides  for  a  Judge  in 
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each  coantj,  to  receive  five  thousand  dollars  a  year,  and  fifty- two  Judges 
would  be  two  hundred  and  sixty  thousand  dollars  a  year;  and  eleven 
extra  Judges  for' San  Francisco,  at  the  same  salary,  fifty-five  thousand 
dollars  more,  and  three  extra  Judges  for  these  other  counties,  fifteen 
thousand  dollars  more,  and  seven  Supreme  Court  Judges,  forty-two 
thousand  dollars,  making  a  total  of  tnree  hundred  and  seventy- two 
thousand  dollars  we  will  have  to  pay  under  that  system,  or  one  hundred 
and  eleven  thousand  dollars  more  than  we  do  now.  Now  that  may  be 
right,  it  may  be  satisfactory,  but  my  idea  was  to  simplify  the  system 
insteod  of  making  it  more  complex. 

Mr.  smith.  How  many  counties  have  you  got  down  for  five  thou- 
sand dollar  salaries?  Some  get  only  two' thousand,  and  some  four 
thousand,  and  some  three  thousand.  It  is  not  much  over  the  present 
system. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  What  did  you  estimate  the  salaries 
at? 

Mr.  FILCHER.    At  five  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  WILSON.  A  great  many  of  them  do  not  get  that.  They  are 
divided  into  four  classes.  There  is  only  one  class  who  get  five  thousand 
dollars.  The  second  class  four  thousand  dollars,  the  third  class  three 
thousand  dollars,  and  the  fourth  class  only  two  thousand  dollars,  so  your 
figures  are  entirely  defective. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  I  did  not  notice  that  part  of  it.  I  assumed  that 
they  all  received  five  thousand  dollars.  It  would  make  some  difference, 
but  the  system  is  still  a  great  deal  more  expensive  than  thd  old  system. 

RKUARKS   of   MB.  CROUCH. 

Mb.  crouch.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  think  the  question  of  expense  is 
one  that  ought  to  be  carefully  considered.  Under  the  present  proposed 
system  there  are  seveu  Supreme  Judges,  forty-two  thousand  dollars; 
twenty-two  Superior  Judges,  at  five  thousand  dollars,  one  hundred  and 
ten  thousand  dollars;  eighteen  Superior  Jud^,  at  four  thousand  dol- 
lars, seventy-two  thousand  dollars;  nineteen  Superior  Judges,  at  three 
thousand  dollars,  fifty-seven  thousand  dollars;  nine  Superior  Judges,  at 
two  thousand  dollars,  eighteen  thousand  dollars.  Total,  two  hundred 
and  ninety- nine  thousand  dollars.  Our  present  system,  there  are  five 
Supreme  Justices,  thirty  thousand  dollars;  five  Dijstrict  Judges,  at  six 
thousand  dollars,  thirty  thousand  dollars;  eighteen  District  Judges,  at 
five  thousand  dollars,  ninety  thousand  dollars ;  fifty-two  County  Judges, 
eighty-eight  thousand  nine  hundred  dollars;  making  a  total  of  two 
hundred  and  thirty-eight  thousand  nine  hundred  dollars,  to  which  we 
add  the  Probate  and  Criminal  Courts  of  San  Francisco,  nineteen  thou- 
sand dollars  more,  making  the  present  expense,  two  hundred  and  fifly- 
seven  thousand  nine  hundred  dollars.  Making  a  difierence  of  forty- 
one  thousand  one  hundred  dollars  in  favor  of  the  present  system. 
The  proposed  plan  will  cost  forty-one  thousand  dollars  more  than  the 
old  plan. 

BEMABKS  OF  MR.   W1U30V. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :.I  think  the  argu- 
ment in  a  money  point  of  view  amounts  to  very  little.  I  do  not 
myself  see  any  force  in  it  in  that  connection.  The  question  is  whether 
the  present  system  is  adequate  to  the  wants  of  the  State.  If  it  is  inad- 
equate, why  then  we  must  depart  from  it.  Having  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  the  old  system  must  give  way,  we  come  then  to  the  new 
system ;  and  the  question  is,  whether  the  new  system  is  adequate  to  the 
wants  of  the  State.  Is  it  what  the  State  requires?  If  so,  then  the  State 
must  stand  the  expense  of  it.  Consequently  comparisons  between  an 
adequate  and  an  iuadeouate  system  contain  no  argument  at  all.  If  the 
gentleman  can  show  that  we  can  get  along  with  the  old  system,  that 
it  is  good  enough,  then  of  course  there  would  be  some  force  in  his 
figures.  Having  come  to  the  determination,  as  I  understand  this  Con- 
vention has,  that  the  old  system  is  inadequate,  then  the  question  of  the 
difference  of  expense  amounts  to  nothing. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Don't  you  think,  as  Chairman  of  the  committee, 
that  we  can  safely  combine  some  of  the  smaller  counties? 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  have  no  objections,  but  you  need  not  declaim  against 
the  system.  We  have  already  combined  Sutter  and  Yuba  Counties,  and 
there  is  another  pro]>osition  to  combine  £1  Dorado  and  Alpine,  and  I  see 
no  objections  to  it.  I  see  no  objections  to  cheapening  the  system  where 
it  can  be  done  consistently  and  conveniently.  There  is  no  objection  that 
I  can  see  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco, Mr.  Barbour.  On  the  contrary,  it  meets  my  judgment.  Whenever 
there  can  be  counties  consolidated  for  judicial  purposes  I  can  see  no 
objection  to  its  being  done,  and  I  think  that  amendment  ought  to  be 
adopted.  It  leaves  the  system  flexible,  so  that  if  counties  grow  too  small 
in  wealth  and  population  two  or  more  of  them  can  be  consolidated,  and 
if  counties  erow  to  such  importance  as  to  demand  more  Judges,  they  can 
be  provided  by  the  Legislature. 

RBMABKS  of  MB.   SMITH. 

Mb.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  Believing  as  I  do, 
I  take  a  different  standpoint  in  regard  to  the  amendment  ofier^l  by  Mr. 
Barbour.  I  think  it  will  break  up  and  destroy  the  uniformity  of  this 
system.  Suppose  Inyo  County  should  go  to  the  Legislature  and  ask  to 
be  united  to  Kern  County  for  judicial  purposes.  In  that  way  our  Judge, 
paid  for  by  our  county,  would  be  taken  away,  and  we  would  have  no 
Judge.  You  start  out  with  the  proposition  that  each  county  shall  have 
one  Judge,  and  now  you  propose  to  put  a  clause  in  saying  that  the  Legisla- 
ture may  consolidate  counties.  It  seems  to  me  that  no  county  in  the 
State  will  ever  have  less  population  than  there  is  to-day,  and  we  can 
find  out  and  unite  such  counties  now  as  well  as  the  Legislature  can. 
There  has  been  some  rising  and  falling  in  certain  Aunties,  but  I  think 
the  time  is  past  when  any  county  will  get  any  lower.  First,  you  say 
each  county  shall  have  one  Judge,  and  now  you  say  that  the  Legislature 
may  unite  several  counties  and  give  them  one  Judge  between  them. 


We  have  a  Judge  in  our  county,  for  instance.  We  may  have  important 
business  to  transact,  and  yet  he  would  be  out  of  the  county,  holding 
Court  somewhere  else.  In  that  district  now,  the  District  Judge  has  to 
travel  a  long  way  in  a  circle,  to  get  to  us,  and  the  same  is  true  with 
other  districts,  and  it  is  to  avoid  tnat  difficulty  that  this  new  system  is 
proposed,  to  give  each  county  a  Judge.  This  amendment  will  overturn 
the  entire  system. 

BSMABK8  OF  MB.   BAGOX. 

Mb.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  to  unite  dif- 
ferent counties  will  not  prevail.  There  is  one  instance  where  it  can  be 
done,  and  that  is  in  the  case  of  the  Counties  of  Yuba  and  Sutter.  The 
county  seats  of  these  counties  are  within  a  quarter  of  a  mile  of  each 
other,  and  one  Judge  can  transact  the  business  of  these  two  counties  as 
well  as  two.  But  the  beauty  of  this  system,  and  the  reason  why  the 
people  want  this  system,  is  that  we  will  have  a  Judge  always  in  the 
county.  It  wili  do  awajr  with  this  term  system,  by  which  we  have  to 
run  all  over  a  large  district  to  do  Chambers  work.  We  want  to  get  rid 
of  this  old  system,  so  as  to  have  the  business  ri^ht  at  home— it  has 
often  caused  great  inconvenience  in  my  district.  Now,  the  gentlemen 
talk  about  a  Cttle  expense;  what  does  it  amount  to  compared  to  having 
a  system  that  will  give  satisfaction?  If  you  five  us  a  Judge  for  every 
county  in  the  State,  you  will  find  that  it  will  be  a  very  popular  measure. 
The  people  are  not  demanding  a  cheap  judicial  system  so  much*  as  an 
adequate  system.  They  do  not  care  for  the  cost  so  long  as  justice  is 
properly  and  promptly  administered.  You  cannot  get  good  Judges 
-unless  you  pay  them ;  so  let  us  not  haggle  over  the  cost.  I  know  the 
people  are  willing  to  pay  fair  and  reasonable  salaries.  I  hope  this  talk 
about  cutting  down  salaries  will  be  done  away  with,  and  that  this 
amendment  will  be  voted  down. 

BBMABKB  of  MB.   BKDDT. 

Mb.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  we  will  provide  for  a  Judge  in 
each  county.  I  understand  the  State  is  to  pay  them.  There  are  a  great 
many  reasons  why  we  should  have  a  Judge  in  each  county.  In  some  of 
the  mountain  districts  the  counties  are  very  large,  and  the  mode  of 
travel  from  one  countv  seat  to  another,  very  slow.  Suppose  Inyo  and 
Kern  were  united,  and  the  Court  happened  to  be  sitting  in  Kern,  and 
a  writ  of  injunction  was  wanted  to  prevent  a  man  from  destroying 
another  man's  property,  we  would  have  to  travel  all  that  distance  to 
find  the  Judge  in  order  to  get  out  the  writ.  The  whole  character  of 
litieation  demands  that  there  shall  be  a  Judge  in  each  county.  The 
Judges  will  have  plenty  of  work  to  do  to  keep  them  busy.  The  ques- 
tion of  cost  cuts  no  fiffure;  it  is  a  question  of  providing  a  system 
whereby  justice  can  be  had  promptly.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
prevail. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  This  amendment  will  be  more  proper  if  offered 
to  section  nine,  if  anywhere. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.    I  wili  withdraw  the  amendment  for  the  present. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  similar  to  that  offered 
by  Judge  Belcher,  uniting  £1  Dorado  and  Alpine  Counties.  One  Judge 
can  discharge  all  the  business  of  those  two  counties  as  well  as  not.  The 
Clerk  of  the  Court  of  either  of  those  two  counties  can  notify  the  Judge, 
and  in  twenty-four  hours  from  that  time  he  can  be  there  ready  to  hold 
Court.  A  great  many  of  the  counties  will  have  a  Judge  getting  three  or 
four  thousand  dollars  a  year,  when  he  will  perhaps  not  sit  twenty  days 
in  the  year. 

Mb.  SCHELL.  Don't  you  know  a  man  might  be  compelled  to  remain 
one,  two,  or  three  weeks,  and  that  it  would  work  against  the  interests  of 
justice? 

Mb.  LARKIN.  I  think  not.  I  am  in  favor  of  this  course.  There 
were  only  seventy-five  days  of  Court  in  £1  Dorado  County.  We  get 
along  very  peaceably.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  prevail. 

Mr.  McCALLUm.  I  would  like  to  ask,  what  is  the  distance  to  be 
traveled  in  Winter  time  from  the  county  seat  of  £1  Dorado  County  to 
the  county  seat  of  Alpine  County? 

Mr.  LARKIN.    About  twenty-four  hours  ride. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Would  it  not  rather  increase  the  expense  than  dimin- 
ish it? 

Mr.  LARKIN.  The  Judge  will  pay  his  own  expenses;  he  will  pay 
his  own  hotel  bill.  The  County  Judge  there  receives  one  thousand  five 
hundred  dollars  a  year.  He  has  made  a  good  Judge  there  and  will  take 
Jhis  position  and  do  all  the  business  of  the  two  counties.  So  you  will 
find  good  men  all  through  the  State  who  will  accept  these  positions  at  a 
moderate  salary.  Unite  these  two  counties,  and  one  man  can  do  all  the 
work.  In  Judge  Belcher's  county  there  is  no  necessity  there  for  two 
Judges.  One  can  do  all  the  business.  Let  us  double  up  these  counties, 
so  as  to  employ  Judges  at  least  one  hundred  days  in  the  year.  I  intended 
to  offer  an  amendment  for  this  whole  proposition,  to  provide  for  a  Judge 
in  each  Senatorial  district  in  the  State.  That  is  the  true  principle;  that 
will  sive  permanent  work  and  permanent  pay.  There  are  forty  Sena- 
torial districts  in  the  State,  and  fortv  Judges  can  do  all  the  business  well 
enough.  I  would  like  to  see  such  a  system  as  that,  and  the  people 
would  like  to  see  such  a  system  adopted  in  this  State.  I  believe  it  is  the 
true  policy.  Anyway,  I  desire  that  these  two  counties  shall  be  united. 
It  is  tne  true  policy,  to  unite  these  two  small  counties.  It  is  in  the  inter- 
est of  the  State,  and  we  must  stand  by  the  interest  of  the  State.  There 
is  no  necessity  for  it. 

BBMARKS  OF  MR.   BOLFB. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  it  would  be  bad  policy,  in  any 
case,  to  have  one  Judge  for  two  counties,  especially  where  there  is  any 
distance  between  the  county  seats.  If  we  adopt  this  system  of  having 
one  Judge  to  attend  to  all  the  business  of  the  county,  then  it  is  neces- 
sary that  the  Judge  should  be  at  the  county  seat  all  the  time  for  that 
purpose.  It  will  do,  of  course,  in  a  case  like  Yuba  and  Sutter,  where 
the  Court  Houses  are  not  farther  apart  than  this  Capitol  and  the  Golden 
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Eagle  Ilotel.  But  where  it  takes  twenty-four  hours  to  travel  between 
them,  I  aaj  it  will  not  work  well.  It  will  be  doing  injustice  to  the 
Judge,  because,  if  he  has  to  travel  back  and  forth  all  the  time,  he  ought 
to  be  paid  for  it,  and  if  he  is  paid  his  mileage,  it  would  cost  as  much  as 
it  would  to  have  two  Judges. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  this  matter  has  been  discussed 
lone  enough.  I  think  it  is  evident  from  the  arguments  hero  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  Court  for  each  couutv.  Uniformity  requires  it,  and  for  the 
mere  matter  of  a  little  exptmse  I  do  not  want  to  see  the  harmony  of  the 
system  spoiled.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  th«f  amendment  will  be  voted 
down. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Ix>st. 

THE  PRKVIOUS  QUSSTIOM. 

Mr.  brown.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Filcher,  Caples,  Wvatt,  and  White. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  £1  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of 
45  ayes  to  40  noes. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  seven. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  7.  In  any  county,  or  city-  and  county,  other  than  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  in  which  there  shall  be  more  than  one  Judge 
of  the  Superior  Court,  the  Judges  of  such  Court  may  hold  as  many  ses- 
sions of  said  Court  at  the  same  time  as  there  are  Judges  thereof,  and 
shall  appoi-tion  the  business  among  themselves  as  equally  as  may  be. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  I  move  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  have 
made  progress,  aud  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

•  ADJOURKMBNT. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  Convention  do 
now  adjourn. 

Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  p.  u.  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  to- 
morrow morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  FIFTH  DAY. 

Sacramento,  Friday,  January  10th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 


PRESENT. 

Andrews,  - 

Hall, 

Moffat, 

Ayers, 

Harrison, 

Moreland, 

Barbour, 

Harvey, 

Morse, 

Barry, 

Heiskell, 

Murphy, 

Barton, 

Herold, 

Nason, 

Beerstecher, 

Herrington, 

Nelson, 

Belcher, 

Hi!  born, 

Neunaber, 

Bell, 

Hitchcock, 

O'Donnell, 

Blackmer, 

Holmes, 

Ohleyer, 

Boucher, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Prouty, 

Brown, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Pulliam, 

Burt, 

Huestis, 

Reddy, 

Caples, 

Hughey, 

Reed, 

Casserly, 

Hunter, 

Reynolds, 

Chapman, 

Inman, 

Rhodes, 

Coudon, 

Johnson, 

a°"' 

Cross, 

Jones, 

Crouch, 

Joyce, 

Schell, 

Davis, 

Kelley, 

Schomp, 

Dowling, 

Kenny, 

Shafter, 

Doyle, 

Kleine, 

Shoemaker, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Laine, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Dunlap, 

Ijampson, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Eagon, 

Larkin, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Edgerton, 

Larue, 

Soule, 

Estey, 

Lavigne, 

Stedman, 

Evey, 

Lewis, 

Steele, 

Ffirrell, 

Lindow, 

Stevenson, 

Filcher, 

Mansfield, 

Stuart, 

Finney, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz 

,  Sweasey, 

Freeman, 

McCallum, 

Swenson, 

Freud, 

McComas, 

Swing, 

Garvey, 

McConnell, 

Terry, 

Glascock, 

McCoy, 

Thompson, 

Gorman, 

McNutt, 

Tinnin, 

Grace, 

Miller, 

Townsend, 

Hale, 

Mills, 

TuUy, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Dyke, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 


Barnes, 
Berry, 

Biggs, 

Boggs, 

Campbell, 

Charles, 

Cowden, 

Dean, 


Waters, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 

West, 

Wickes, 

ABSENT. 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin, 

Estee, 

Fawcett, 

Graves, 

Gregg, 

Hager, 

Keyes, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE. 


White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama,, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Winans, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President. 


McFarland, 

Noel, 

O'Sullivan, 

Overton, 

Porter, 

Shurtleff, 

Walker,  of  Marin. 


Leave  of  absence  was  granted  for  one  day  to  Messrs.  Kenny  and 
Shurtleff. 
Two  days'  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr.  Biges. 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Messrs.  Noel  and  Overton. 
Leave  of  absence  for  one  week  was  granted  to  Mr.  Dean. 

THE  JOURNAL. 

Mr.  AYERS.     Mr.  Chairman:    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  be  dispensed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

APPOINTMENT. 

The  president.  The  Chair  will  appoint  P.  M.  Wellin  on  the 
Committee  on  Miscellaneous  Subjects/inplaceof  B.  F.  Kenny,  deceased. 

JUDICIAL  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the 
Convention  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  Presi- 
dent in  the  chair,  for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 
The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  eight. 

HOLDING  COURT. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  8.  A  Judge  of  any  Superior  Court  may  hold  a  Superior  Court  in 
any  county,  at  the  request  of  a  Judge  of  the  Superior  Court  thereof,  and 
upon  the  reouest  of  the  Governor  it  shall  be  his  duty  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BARRY.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Amend  by  adding  to  the  end  of  the  section  the  words:  'And  a  case 
in  a  Superior  Court  may  be  tried  by  a  Judge  pro  tempore,  who  must  be 
a  member  of  the  bar,  agreed  upon  in  writing  by  the  parties  litigant  or 
their  attorneys  of  record  approved  by  the  Couii  and  sworn  to  try  the 
cause.' " 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   BARRY. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  is  the  same  amendment  I  offered 
yesterday,  and  withdrew,  in  order  to  wait  for  this  section.  I  have  only 
a  little  to  say  in  explanation  of  it.  If  the  attorneys  and  their  clients 
agree  in  writing  upon  some  attorney  to  try  a  case,  and  he  is  approved  by 
the  Court,  this  provides  that  the  attorney  may  try  that  particular  case. 
The  object  of  the  amendment  aa  to  any  case  is,  as  I  stated  on  yesterday, 
where  the  presiding  Judge  may  be  disqualified  to  try  a  particular  cause, 
and  that  in  such  an  event  the  respective  attorneys,  or  the  parties  liti- 
gant, may  agree  upon  a  competent  attorney  to  sit  upon  the  trial  of  that 
cause.  There  are  times,  in  counties  of  the  interior,  where  the  Judge 
might  not  reside  at  the  county  seat,  where  there  are  two  counties  joined 
together  to  form  a  particular  district,  and  in  another  case  he  might  be 
sick,  or  he  might  be  absent,  or  he  might  have  been  an  attorney  previously 
in  the  case,  before  he  was  elected  Judge,  and  for  that  reason  would  l>e 
disqualified  to  try  the  case.  This  would  provide  a  remedy  whereby  the 
trial  might  go  on.  It  is,  of  course,  a  fact  that  justice  should  not  be 
delayed,  but  on  the  contrary,  it  should  be  as  speedy  as  possible.  There 
are  cases  where  the  attorneys  and  clients  of  ooth  sides  desire  a  speedy 
trial,  and,  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  I  see  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
have  an  opportunity  of  going  ahead  with  the  trial,  if  they  ail  agree  upon 
a  certain  attorney  who  is  competent,  and  whom  the  Judge  will  approve, 
to  try  the  cause.  I  do  not  see  any  harm  that  may  come  from  it,  and  I 
do  see  a  great  deal  of  good  that  may  come  from  it. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman,  for  information,  if 
he  does  not  think  the  same  object  could  be  obtained  under  the  section 
as  it  is  in  our  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  where  parties  consent  to  try  a 
case  by  referee? 

Mr.  BARRY.  In  that  case  they  would  lose  the  benefit  of  a  jury 
trial.  I  think  the  amendment  can  do  no  possible  harm,  and  is  one  that 
in  many  cases  will  be  of  great  benefit.  By  referring  the  case  the  party 
would  lose  the  benefit  of  a  jury  trial.  In  this  case  he  procures  a  trial 
by  an  impartial  Judge,  without  the  necessity  of  changing  the  venue  or 
sending  off  for  another  Judge  from  another  district  to  come  there  and 
try  the  case,  and  he  has  the  benefit  of  a  jury  just  the  same  as  if  the 
regular  Judge  was  presiding. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.  BEER9TECHEB. 

Mr.  beerstecher.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  difference  between  this 
method  of  choosing  a  Judge  and  trying  the  case,  and  referring  it  to  the 
referee,  would  be  tliis:  where  a  reference  is  had  after  the  evidence  is 
taken,  a  report  in  writing  of  the  whole  matter  must  be  submitted  to  the 
Judge,  and  he  must  pass  upon  it.     In  this  case  the  party  agreed  upon  is 
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that  Judge,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  and  there  is  no  further  reference 
to  the  Judee  elected,  or  to  the  regular  Judge.  The  person  chosen,  sit- 
ting as  Judge,  makes  bis  rulings  and  he  tries^the  case,  with  the  aid  and 
assistance  of  the  jury,  exceptions  are  taken  to  his  rulings,  and  an  appeal 
^  can  be  had  from  his  decisions  upon  questions  of  law  just  the  same  as 
from  the  decisions  of  the  regular  Judge*  The  system  here  advocated 
has  been  in  vogue  in  the  State  of  Indiana  for  a  number  of  years.  It  is 
the  practice  there  to-day,  that  where  attorneys  agree  they  can  choose  a 
duly  qualifi^  attorney  to  sit  as  a  Judge  in  the  case.  I  have  seen  this 
method  employed  in  the  State  of  Michigan.  It  is  frerjuently  employed 
where  the  Court  is  pressed  with  business.  Where  litigants  are  obliged 
to  come  from  a  distance  with  their  attornevs  and  witnesses,  and  cases 
are  on  trial  before  the  regular  Judge,  and  the  trial  is  being  prolonged, 
and  it  is  a  hardship  for  the  witnesses,  the  attorneys  for  the  respective 
parties  have  chosen  an  attorney  in  whom  they  had  confidence,  and,  by 
agreement,  allowed  him  to  sit  as  Judge  in  the  case,  and  tried  the  case, 
either  with  or  without  the  aid  of  a  jury,  and  it  has  universally  given 
satisfaction.  It  is  a  matter,  of  course,  which,  if  the  amendment  is 
adopted,  rests  wholly  and  solely  with  the  parties  to  the  case.  If  they 
choose  to  have  an  attorney  sit  as  Judge  in  their  case,  certainly  no  one 
ought  to  have  a  right  to  complain,  and  it  furthers  the  ends  of  justice. 
It  makes  justice  more  speedy,  and  it  has  been  found  in  those  States  in 
which  it  has  been  adopted  that  the  practice  is  satisfactory. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  HALL. 

Mr.  hall.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will  not 
prevail.  I  am  utterly  opposed  to  this  system  of  havine  a  Judge  in  ease 
and  half  a  dozen  in  posse.  We  have  provided  a  system  by  which  we  are 
to  have  a  Judge  of  a  Superior  Court  in  each  county  of  the  State.  We 
are  to  clothe  him  with  the  robes  of  his  judicial  office,  and  a  method  is 
now  proposed  by  which  he  will  be  enabled  occasionally,  or  as  his  con- 
-  venience  may  be  served,  or  the  wishes  of  counsel  will  be  gratified,  to 
throw  off  his  robe  of  office,  and  some  one  else,  a  member  of  the  bar,  to 
assume  it.  I  can  see  that  there  are  vices  about  this  proposed  plan.  One 
of  them  is  this:  there  is  no  limitation  in  respect  to  the  cnaracter  of 
cases  which  are  to  be  tried  by  the  Judge  pro  tempore.  It  will  extend 
equally  to  cases  of  a  criminal  character  as  to  cases  of  a  civil  character.  I 
can  see  how  there  may  be  collusion  between  counsel,  and  although  I 
have  the  very  highest  respect  for  my  profession,  and  I  believe  them  to 
be,  as  a  mass,  a  highly  honorable  class,  we  must  admit  that  there  are  to 
be  found  among  them  some  men  of  bad  character.  I  do  not  want  to 
open  the  door  to  the  possibility  of  collusion  by  which  the  violator  of  the 
law  may  escape  punishment  for  his  crimes.  Now  again,  sir,  this  tem- 
porary officer  wtll  sit  upon  the  case,  he  will  hear  the  testimony,  etc.,  and 
when  he  goes  off  the  bench  there  are  certain  supplementary  proceedings 
in  the  case,  such  as  the  settlement  of  bills  of  exception,  settlements  for 
the  purpose  of  appeal,  or  with  a  view  to  a  motion  for  a  new  trial,  and 
proceedings  of  that  character.  Then  how  long  is  this  quasi-judicial 
character  to  inhere  to  this  temporary  officer?  When  is  it  to  end?  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  might  have  one  Judge,  one  constitutional  officer, 
elected  by  the  people,  to  execute  these  very  important  functions  in 
behalf  of  the  administration  of  justice,  and  not  an  unlimited  number  of 
others  who  have  hanging  about  them  loosely  some  scrap  of  the  official 
judicial  robes.  I  am  opposed  to  it,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I  trust  it  will  not 
receive  the  approbation  of  this  committee.  If  it  shall  find  its  way  into 
this  section,  I  shall  be  obliged  to  vote  against  it  when  we  come  into 
Convention  and  the  final  vote  is  taken. 

REMARKS  OP  MR.   WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  proposition 
was  presented  to  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  DefArtment, 
and  as  the  Secretary  of  our  committee  has  since  died  we  have  not  got 
the  notes  and  memoranda  which  were  kept  of  our  proceedings.  My 
recollection  is  that  this  proposition  was  favorably  considered  by  the  com- 
mittee. For  some  reason  it  was  not  engrafted  in  the  report.  I  cannot 
see  any  objection  to  adopting  this  additional  provision.  The  attorneys 
interested  in  the  case,  or  parties  interested  in  the  case,  on  both  sides, 
have  to  agree  in  writing,  and  after  that  is  done  the  Judge  has  to  approve 
of  it.  Now,  it  would  certainly  be  very  beneficial  in  many  aspects  of  the 
case.  Under  this  system  we  will  have  a  series  of  new  Judges.  In  any 
county  the  Judge  will  probably  have  been  an  active  member  of  the  bar, 
and  will  have  a  goo<l  many  cases  in  which  he  was  interested.  In  that 
case  they  would  nave  to  remain  untried  until  a  Judge  could  be  called 
from  some  other  county,  to  come  in  there  and  try  these  cases;  and  it 
works  a  great  deal  of  inconvenience.  This  mode  lays  the  basis  for  select- 
ing a  Judge  from  among  the  members  of  the  bar  who  is  agreed  to  by 
both  parties,  and  approved  by  the  Judge.  I  remember  having  once  seen 
a  case  tried  in  that  way,  at  Rock  Island,  by  a  prominent  lawyer.  It 
seems  to  me  a  good  provision,  and  I  cannot  see  any  objection  to  it; 
therefore  I  hope  the  amendment  will  prevail. 

REMARKS  OP  MR.   CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  say  that  in  the  State  of  Illinois  it 
is  customary,  when  the  Courts  are  crowded  with  business,  to  put  the 
business  out  in  this  way,  and  have,  sometimes,  two  or  three  juiy  trials 
going  on  at  one  time.  I  never  heard  any  complaint  about  the  system, 
and  it  is  often  spoken  of  approvingly.  There  is  a  class  of  cases  in  which 
there  are  attorneys  especially  familiar  with  some  particular  branch  of 
law,  and  in  such  cases  it  wa4  often  to  the  advantage  of  attorneys  to  have 
the  case  tried  before  such  an  attorney,  instead  of  before  the  regular 
Court.  Then,  I  do  not  see  what  objection  there  could  be  to  allowing 
parties  interested  to  agree,  and  have  their  cases  submitted  to  a  certain 
man,  who  iftust  be  leanied  in  the  law  in  order  to  be  a  member  of  the 
bar.  This  applies  to  civil  cases.  It  would  facilitate  the  business  of  the 
Courts,  it  would  ac(x>mmodate  litigants,  it  would  secure  a  speedy  admin- 
istration of  justice,  it  would  injure  nobody,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted. 


Mr.  crouch.  I  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that  he  amend  it  so 
as  to  read,  "  approved  by  the  Court,  or  the  Judge  thereof,"  so  that  the 
Judge,  as  well  as  the  Court,  could  approve. 

Mr.  BARRY.  I  think  that  is  included  in  the  way  the  amendment 
reads.  The  Court  really  includes  the  Judge  as  well.  I  would  prefer 
it  the  way  I  offer  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Sierra,  Mr.  Barry. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  73  ayes  to 
14  noes.  f^ 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  nine. 

LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE  TO  JUDGES. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  9.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  grant  leave  of 
abseuce  to  any  judicial  officer;  and  any  such  officer  who  shall  absent 
himself  from  the  State  for  more  than  sixty  consecutive  days,  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  forfeited  his  office.  The  liegislature  of  the  State  may, 
at  any  time,  two  thirds  of  the  members  of  the  Senate  and  two  thirds  of 
the  members  of  the  Assembly  voting  therefor,  increase  or  diminish  the 
number  of  Judges  of  the  Superior  Court  in  any  county,  or  dty  and 
county,  in*the  State;  provided  that  no  such  reduction  shall  affect  any 
Judge  who  has  been  elected. 

Mk.  LARK  IN.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  an  amendment  to  send  up. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  nine  bv  striking  out '  sixty '  and  inserting  '  thirty.'  " 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  the  amendment  is  to 
reduce  the  time  that  a  Judge  may  be  absent  from  the  State.  If  a  Judge 
is  necessarily  absent  from  tne  State  more  than  thirty  days,  he  had  bet- 
ter resign,  and  let  a  Judge  be  elected,  and  the  business  of  the  Court  eo 
on.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  and  I  think  no  Judge  should  oe 
absent  from  the  State,  and  retain  his  office,  more  than  thirty  days. 

REMARKS  OP  MR.  WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  the  sixty 
days  is  not  too  lone.  Judges  get  sick  iust  as  well  as  anybody  else.  I 
have  known  gentlemen  to  be  compelled  to  leave  here  and  go  to  the 
Atlantic  States,  and  if  they  are  limited  to  thirty  days  they  could  not  do 
it.  It  takes  eieht  days  to  go  and  eight  days  to  return,  leaving  onlv 
about  thirteen  days  that  a  man  can  remain  in  the  States  to  transact  busi- 
ness, or  for  his  health.  Sixty  days  is  certainly  not  too  long  to  allow  a 
man  under  circumstances  which  may  occur.  I  do  not  think  we  should 
treat  this  thing  in  an  illiberal  manner,  and  assume  that  the  Judge  will 
abuse  any  privilege  of  this  kind.  I  can  only  say,  that  in  other  places 
the  Courts  have  long  vacations.  California  is  the  only  place  on  the  face 
of  the  earth  Tvhere  Judges  work  all  the  time.  In  England  there  are 
very  long  Summer  vacations,  which  are  taken  by  the  Judees,  and  it 
has  been  a  common  remark,  that  the  long  lives  of  the  English  Judges 
arises  from  the  fact  that  they  do  take  vacations  in  Summer,  and  break 
up  this  everlasting  wear  and  tear  of  hard  work.  An  Englishman  will 
be  called  upon  to  participate  in  the  affairs  of  the  nation  and  coun- 
sels of  the  nation  when  he  is  eighty  years  of  age,  and  sometimes  up  to 
ninety.  Here  we  think  a  man  old  at  sixty  or  sixty-five,  because  he  is 
working  all  the  time.  The  English  Judges  preserve  their  health  and 
keep  strong  their  mental  powers  on  account  of  their  having  time  to  take 
their  Summer  recreations.  In  the  Atlantic  States  the  Courts  all  have 
long  vacations.  They  necessarily  have  them  from  the  heat  of  Summer. 
Go  to  an  Atlantic  State— go  to  New  York,  to  Boston,  or  any  of  those 
great  leading  cities  of  the  East  during  the  Summer  months,  and  you 
will  find  that  the  Courts  are  not  sitting  at  all.  Very  little  is  done  there 
on  account  of  the  heat.  It  is  a  question  simply  of  giving  them  an  oppor- 
tunity to  preserve  their  health.  Two  montns  out  of  twelve  is  certainly 
not  too  much  as  a  simple  question  of  vacation.  I  take  it  for  granted 
that  no  Judge  is  likely  to  leave  the  State,  unless  the  absolute  require- 
ments of  his  affairs,  or  the  condition  of  his  health,  renders  it  necessary ; 
And  the  idea  that  if  a  Judge  is  East,  and  does  not  hurry  back  and  get 
into  the  State  within  thirty  da^s,  he  will  forfeit  his  position,  looks  to 
me  to  be  unworthy  of  a  donstitution.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  privi- 
lege would  be  availed  of,  except  in  cases  of  necessity. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  It  appears  to  me  that  the  view  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  committee  is  correct,  and  that  in  this  case,  as  well  as 
in  others,  that  we  have  gone  over,  in  the  report  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee we  find  that  there  has  been  a  degree  of  judgment,  sol ia  sense, 
and  discrimination  exercised.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  it  would 
be  improper  to  make  any  change  whatever.  We  uo  not  expect  that  an^ 
of  these  Judges  will  be  inclined  to  shirk  responsibility  or  avoid  busi- 
ness. But  in  cases  such  as  have  been  mentioned  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  committee,  it  may  be  absolutely  uecessair ;  I  think  under  the  cir- 
cumstances it  would  be  injudicious  to  adopt  the  amendment. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  another  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read  : 

**  Amend  section  nine  by  adding,  'provided  that  the  Legislature  shall 
have  power  to  consolidate  two  or  more  counties  for  judicial  purposes.' " 

REMARKS  op  MR.   LARKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  that  amendment  ia  to 
leave  to  the  Legislature  at  any  time  to  consolidate  small  counties  of  the 
State  that  wish  it.  I  understand  that  there  will  be  a  proposition  offered 
to-dav  to  provide  that  the  counties  shall  pay  their  Judges;  if  so  I  am 
satisfied  that  nearly  one  third  of  the  counties  of  this  State  will  not  be 
willing  to  pay  for  Judges  at  the  rate  proposed  in  this  bill,  and  that  it 
would  be  as  well  to  leave  to  the  Legislature — the  representatives  directly 
from  the  people— the  power  to  provide  that  some  counties  may  be  con- 
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aolidated  for  judicial  purposes.  Many  of  these  counties  would  be  unable 
to  siipport  a  Judge  under  this  plan/  I  think  it  is  safe  to  leave  it  to 
the  Legislature  to  determine,  from  time  to  time,  upon  the  adjusting  of 
these  districts,  combining  the  counties  and  reducing  the  expenses. 

REMARKS  OV   MR.   BIERSTKGHER. 

Me.  BEERSTEOHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  gentleman's 
amendment  will  be  voted  down.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  danger 
that  this  Convention  will  provide  that  each  county  will  pay  for  its  own 
Judge.  The  Judges  will  undoubtedly  be  paid  as  they  are  paid  to-day — 
out  of  the  State  treasury.  If  we  consolidate  the  counties,  then  one 
county  will  have  a  Judge  resident  therein,  and  there  will  be  no  resident 
Judge  in  the  other  county.  As  it  is  to-day,  each  county  has  its  Judge; 
that  is  to  say,  its  County  Judge,*  and,  in  addition,  has  a  District  Judge 
who  holds  at  least  one  term  in  the  county  in  the  course  of  a  year. 
Under  this  system,  the  County  Judges  are  wiped  out,  and  unless  we 

five  each  county  a  Superior  Judge,  some  counties  will  not  have  any 
udge  at  all  to  transact  their  business;  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  a 
svstem  that  is  at  all  desirable.  The  salary-of  the  Judges,  as  fixed  by 
the  committee,  in  the  lowest  grade  of  counties,  is  two  thousand  dollars; 
and  I  think  the  State  can  well  afford  to  pay  two  thousand  dollars  in 
order  to  have  a  Judge  within  each  oriranizea  county  in  the  State.  When 
the  time  comes  that  there  are  not  sufficient  inhabitants  within  a  certain 
territorial  limit  to  comprise  a  county,  then  it  is  time  to  disorganize  the 
county  and  attach  it  to  some  other  county ;  but  as  long  as  the  county  organ- 
ization is  intact,  so  long  the  State  ougnt  to  provide  it  with  a  Judge.  I 
think  it  is  a  wjong  economy  for  gentlemen  to  get  upon  this  floor  and 
say  that  some  counties  ought  to  liave  a  Judse  together;  that  is,  tlie 
people  of  Alpine  County  can  use  the  Judge  of  El  Dorado  County.    The 

gentleman  calculates  that  he  is  going  to  run  the  politics  of  El  Dorado 
ountv,  and  through  the  influence  of  the  Judge  he  elects,  he  is  goin^  to 
run  Alpine  County.  I  do  not  think  we  are  going  to  aid  him  in  anything 
of  the  Kind,  and  I  hope  the  committee  will  vote  down  the  gentleman's 
political  schemes  and  aspirations. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  aware  that  under  this  system 
fiftv-two  Judges  for  the  counties  are  provided.  The  seven  Supreme 
Judges  will  just  include  the  number  of  lawyers  on  this  floor,  and  the 
draft  of  this  bill  was  made  with  reference  to  giving  each  man  a  place. 
Each  lawyer  in  this  Convention  was  expected  to  have  a  place  either  in 
the  counties  or  on  the  Supreme  bench. 

Mr.  TULLY.    I  do  not  want  the  position  in  £1  Dorado  County. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  think  that  political  aspirations  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  I  want  a  system  that  will  be  flexible,  a  system. that  will  leave 
to  the  Legislature  the  regulation  of  our  Courts.  Two  thirds  of  the  coun- 
ties to-dav  cannot  afibra  to  pay  five  thousand  dollars  or  four  thousand 
dollars.  Their  County  Judges,  many  of  them,  receive  but  one  thousand 
five  hundred  dollars,  and  they  are  men  quite  as  capable  of  discharging 
their  duties  as  any  that  will  he  elected.  This  system  is  loo  magnificent 
for  the  State  of  California.  These  men  are  looking  at  it  m>m  the 
attorney's  standpoint,  and  see  places  ahead  at  salaries  that  they  never 
anticipated. 

remarks  or  MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  the  |;entleman  by  this  small 
attack  upon  lawyers  expects  to  recommend  himself  to  popular  favor,  1 
think  he  will  be  mistaxen.  The  people  of  this  country  have  sufficient 
intelligence  to  understand  this  sort  of  thing.  I  am  in  favor  of  a  Judge 
in  every  county,  because  it  is  not  right  to  require  the  people  when  they 
want  orders  in  a  Probate  Court,  or  in  some  particular  Chamber  business, 
to  travel  three  or  four  hundred  miles  to  hunt  up  a  Judge  to  get  an  order. 
If  the  counties  are  so  destitute  as  to  render  the  expense  accounts 
improper,  the  Legislature  can  unite  one  county  to  another.  Neither  is 
it  true  that  an^  additional  expense,  or  at  least  to  any  considerable 
amount,  is  to  be  imposed  upon  the  State  by  having  a  Superior  Judge  in 
each  county,  for  I  take  it  for  granted  that  Judges  are  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  State  treasury.  It  is  for  that  we  pay  taxes.  And  there  would  be 
just  as  much  propriety  in  requiring  every  county  to  pay  its  member  of 
the  Legislature  as  to  pav  its  Judge.  More  than  all  that,  at  first  I  was 
inclined  to  the  opinion  that  the  report  of  the  committee  would  enhance 
the  expenses  of  the  judiciary,  but  in  looking  at  it  more  carefully,  and 
making  some  calculations,  I  have  come  to  a  different  conclusion.  In  my 
county,  and  I  believe  in  all  others,  there  is  a  tax  in  the  shape  of  fees  in 
favor  of  the  Probate  Judge.  We  escape  all  this  by  the  system  recom- 
mended by  the  committee.  The  county  and  the  taxpayers  and  litigants 
are  relieved  from  these  fees,  and  my  opinion  is  that  in  the  aggregate 
they  will  amount  to  the  increase  which  the  system  reported  will  entail 
upon  the  State. 

REMARKS  or  MR.   MCCALLT7M. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  sixth  section  provides  that 
"there  shall  be,  in  each  of  the  organized  counties,  or  cities  and  counties 
of  the  State,  a  Superior  Court,  for  each  of  whi  *.h  at  least  one  Judge  shall 
be  elected  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  county,  or  city  and  county,  at 
the  general  State  election."  Now,  if  this  amendment  is  adopted  it  would 
require  the  re-formation  of  that  section,  and  of  some  other  sections  in 
this  article,  from  the  Judiciary  Committee.  In  fact  I  rather  regret  to 
hear  the  apparent  assent  of  the  Chairman  of  that  committee  to  these 
propositions,  except  in  the  case  of  Yuba  and  Sutter,  where  it  was  under 
very  special  circumstances,  the  two  county  seats  being  close  together  and 
the  two  Court  Houses  being  within  half  a  mile  of  each  other;  so  it 
seemed  to  be  understood  that  substantially  all  the  benefits  of  this  article, 
in  reference  to  a  Judge  in  each  county,  was  accomplished  in  that  case  by 
having  one  Judge  for  the  two  counties;  but  there  are  no  other  cases.of 
the  kind.  My  friend  from  £1  Dorado  is  sometimes  right  and  sometimes 
wrong.  This  is  one  of  the  cases  in  which  he  is  clearly  wrong.  I  think 
just  previously  he  was  right,  when  he  proposed  an  amendment  to 
reduce  to  thirty  days  the  time  which  a  Judge  might  absent  himself  from 
the  State.    But  in  the  case  of  his  own  county,  although  it  may  seem  a 


little  vain  to  say  it,  I  believe  he  is  not  at  all  familiar  with  the  workings 
of  its  business.  In  these  cases  of  small  counties,  where  they  ought  to 
be  disorganized  when  we  get  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  County 
Boundaries,  a  sheme  is  provided  by  wnich  the  territory  majr  be  added 
to  adjoining  counties.  I  submit  that  we  ought  not  to  adopt  any  amend- 
ment with  reference  to  this  matter,  except  as  to  Yuba  and  Sutter;  but  if 
we  adopt  this  amendment  there  will  certainly  be  a  necessity  for  recon- 
structing section  six  and  several  other  sections. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  suggest  that  if  it  is  to  be 
left  with  the  Legislature,  we  should  likewise  leave  with  the  Legislature 
the  power  to  arrange  the  salaries  of  Judges  in  such  cases.  I  would  sug- 
gest that  there  should  be  added  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentTe- 
man  from  £1  Dorado  the  words  "and  fix  the  salaries  of  Judges  in  such 
consolidated  counties,  not  to  exceed  five  thousand  dollars  to  any  Judge." 
I  therefore  beg  leave  to  offer  it  as  an  amendment. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   BARBOUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  is  substantially  the  same  as 
the  amendment  proposed  by  myself  to  section  six,  and  the  suggestion  of 
the  gentleman  from  Marin  is  also  correct.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is 
proper  for  this  Convention  to  inflict  upon  this  State  any  cast  iron,  inflex- 
ible rule,  in  view  of  the  changing  condition  of  things.  I  assume  that 
the  Convention  will  retain  the  provision  and  adopt  the  provision  pro- 
posed by  the  committee,  authorizing  the  payment  of  the  Judges  out  of 
the  State  treasury.  I  do  not  express  my  opinion  upon  this  system  as 
yet.  There  are  fifty-two  County  Judges  in  the  State  at  present,  whose 
salaries  are  paid  from  the  county  treasuries,  as  I  understand  it.  There 
are  twenty-three  District'Judges  and  five  Supreme  Court  Judges,  who 
are  paid  from  the  State  treasury.  If  gentlemen  will  make  the  computa- 
tion they  will  find  that  it  adds  a  burden  upon  the  State  treasury  of 
nearly  forty  Judges.  If  the  provision  is  adopted  authorizing  a  Judge  in 
every  countv  there  will  be  nearly  forty  Judges  in  addition  to  what  are 
paid  from  tLe  State  treasury  at  present.  Ihow,  sir,  it  always  makes  a 
difference  to  the  people  who  pay  the  piper.  We  do  not  care  much  how 
many  Federal  ofucers  there  are,  or  how  much  salary  they  got.  It  would 
be  apt  to  be  so  with  the  counties. .  If  the  State  pays  and  the  county  does 
not  pay,  the  chances  are  that  the  people  of  the  county  would  prefer  to 
have  a  Judge  with  a  good  salarv  paid  from  the  State.  A  very  small 
portion  falls  upon  the  county.  What  is  everybody's  business  is  nobody's 
business. 

Now,  sir,  you  will  find  this  state  of  affairs  as  the  result  of  an  inflexible 
rule  like  this.  In  some  county  where  the  whole  judicial  business  will 
not  occupy  the  Judge  more  than  three  weeks  in  the  year,  they  will  be 
very  glad  to  elect  a  Judge  with  a  good  record^  who  fastens  himself  upon 
the'^State  treasury.  The  people  do  not  care.  They  have  got  no  particu- 
lar interest,  only  their  small  percentage  of  expense  in  common  with  the 
people  of  the  State.  In  that  state  of  things,  if  the  Legislature  is  given 
the  power  to  attach  another  countv  to  that  one  for  judicial  purposes,  the 
expense  is  decreased.  Another  thing,  in  my  opinion  the  principle  of 
having  a  Judge  in  each  county  does  not  commend  itself  to  Ihe  good 
sense  and  judgment  of  intelligent  men.  The  proper  basis  is  population 
and  business.  Of  course  that  must  be  taken  with  geographical  arrange- 
ments; with  facility  of  communication,  etc.  In  the  other  States  I  find 
that  the  judicial  districts  are  distributed  upon  that  basis,  all  the  way 
from  a  population  of  forty  thousand  up  to  a  hundred  thousand.  And 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  whenever  a  county  has  a  population  of  forty 
thousand,  under  their  Constitution,  it  constitutes  a  separate  judicial  dis- 
trict; that  is,  their  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  which  answers  to  our  District 
Court.  In  the  State  of  Illinois  it  is  one  hundred  thousand;  but  in  the 
State  of  Illinois  there  are  criminal  Courts  which  have  some  of  the  juris- 
diction and  some  of  the  work  of  our  District  Courts.  In  this  State  it  is 
fair  to  say  that  one  Judge  of  oixlinary  industry  and  ability  can  try  the 
cases  of  a  population  of  twenty-five  thousand.  Less  than  that,  it  appears 
to  me,  you  are  making,  to  a  greater  or  less  degree,  sinecure  offices.  The 
committee  has  already  departed  from  its  rule  that  there  shall  be  in  each 
organized  ccMinty  a  separate  Court.  The  gentleman  from  Yuba  has 
obtained  here  a  proviso  consolidating  the  two  counties  of  Yuba  and 
Sutter,  and  having  departed  from  the  rule  in  that  case,  why  not  leave 
the  matter  open  to  the  Legislature,  whenever,  in  their  judgment,  it 
becomes  necessary  to  attach  these  counties  for  judicial  purposes. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   SMITH. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that 
these  provisions  are  without  reason,  .without  rhyme,  and  without  con- 
sistency. There  has  been,  in  re^anl  to  a  change  in  the  judiciary  in 
this  State,  but  one  idea,  and  that  is  to  have  a  Judge  in  each  county; 
and  the  reason  of  it  is  apparent  to  every  one,  that  they  want  a  Judge 
there  to  attend  to  the  business.  Now,  what  is  the  result  of  this  change? 
The  Superior  Judge  that  is  to  be  put  there  is  to  take  the  place  of  the 
District  Judge  and  the  County  Judge,  and  is  to  be  the  prooate  officer. 
Now,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  business  in  probate  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  Judge  should  be  at  hand  at  the  time.  A  man  dies 
who  has  a  large  estate.  Some  provisional  power  must  be  made  to  attend 
to  that  estate  at  once.  And  so  with  a  great  many  other  matters  of  pro- 
bate, and  other  kinds  of  legal  business,  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  Judge  should  be  at  hand.  Under  this  system  you  throw  it 
back  to  the  position  of  a  Circuit  Judge  or  District  Judge  without  the 
advantage  of  the  Probate  Judge  being  in  the  county.  You  take  away 
the  advantages  of  the  present  system  and  you  do  not  add  anything  better 
to  it.  Now,  Mr.  Barbour  has  said  that  a  Judge  in  one  of  these  outlying 
counties  may  saddle  himself  upon  the  State.  Has  not  every  county  in 
the  State  a  County  Judge?  Does  he  not  receive  a  salary?  Will  this 
add  anything  more?  Does  not  this  report  leave  it  to  the  Legislature  to 
fix  the  salary  at  the  first  term?  What  more  is  done?  Now,  this  matter 
can  all  be  arranged  about  paying  salaries.  If  a  man  does  not  amount  to 
much  do  not  give  him  much  salary. 
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It  does  seem  to  me  that  a  county  that  cannot  8upi)ort  one  JiUdge  ought 
not  to  exist;  it  should  be  abolished.  Kow,  this  will  break  down  this 
system  entirely.  You  have  already  declared  that  each  county  shall 
have  a  Judge,  and  now  you  propose  to  say  that  the  Legislature  shall 
make  Circuit  Judges  under  this  system.  It  is  unfair.  Here,  in  the 
central  portion  of  the  State,  they  get  the  same  number  of  Judges,  and 
in  San  Francisco  you  give  them  twelve  Judees,  one  more  than  they 
have  got  at  present.  This  thing  is  unjust  and  unreasonable,  and  I,  as 
representing  an  outlying  county,  protest,  on  the  part  of  my  constitu- 
ents, a^inst  any  such  unequal  provision.  Now,  sir,  if  this  should  be 
allowed,  members  in  the  Legislature  who  do  not  know  anything  more 
about  the  condition  of  affairs  than  my  friend,  Mr.  Larkm,  and  who 
have  influence  in  the  body,  as  he  has  in  this,  may  come  forward  and 
say:  "Unite  Inyo  County  and  Kern  County,  because  Inyo  is  a  small 
county,"  and  thereby  take  away  from  the  County  of  Kern,  that  has  a 
large  and  increasing* population,  its  Judge.  The  Judge  may  be  located 
hundreds  of  miles  over  the  mountains  where  railroads  can  never  run, 
and  where  it  takes  two  weeks  to  go  and  come.  In  the  meantime  our 
probate  business  cannot  be  attended  to.  Qther  matters  cannot  be 
attended  to.  As  it  is  now,  we  have  almost  practically  no  District  Court 
down  there,'  our  Judge  has  to  travel  over  these  mountams,  and  is  gone 
most  of  the  time.  We  feel  it,  and  we  know  what  it  is.  We  want  a 
change  on  that  account.  I  believe  that  everybody  wants  a  change  on 
that  account.  When  this  matter  came  up  in  the  committee  it  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  that  we  should  have  a  change,  because  every  county 
ought  to  have  a  Judge.  It  came  by  unanimous  consent.  It  seemed  to 
be  universally  admitted  that  this  particular  thing  should  be,  and  the 
discussion  was  all  as  to  what  should  be  the  constitution  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  But,  in  regard  to  nisi  prius  Courts,  there  was  but  one  opinion, 
and  that  was,  that  each  county  should  have  a  Judge.  And  now,  to 
come  in  and  break  down  this  principle  altogether,  making  conflicting 
systems  here,  I  say  that  it  is  unreasonable  and  unjust  to  tne  outlying 
counties. 

REMASKS   OF   MR.   BRLCHIR. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  a  member  of  the  committee 
that  framed  this  report,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  having  the  best  Courts 
possible  to  have  to  do  the  business;  but,  sir,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment proposed,  and  it  is  for  this  reason :  there  are  counties  in  this 
State  ttiat,  in  my  judgment,  can  be  united.  Population  changes.  The 
population  of  some  of  our  counties  increases;  the  population  of  other 
counties  does  not  increase.  There  are  counties,  the  population  of  which 
has  diminished,  and  the  amount  of  legal  business  has  diminished  very 
largely  within  my  knowledge.  Now,  I  think  I  can  see  where  it  may 
be  possible,  at  some  time,  to  unite,  without  inconvenience,  two  coun- 
ties, whei*e  one  Judge  can  do  the  business  of  two  countiM  without  incon- 
venience. If  that  be  possible,  why  should  we  have  extra  Judges?  If 
I  were  a  Judge  I  woula  rather  have  a  fair  amount  of  business  to  do  than 
to  be  idle.  I  believe  in  giving  Judges  employment  as  we  give  other 
men  employment.  Let  the  time  be  occupiea  to  a  considerable  extent 
Now,  si]^  take  many  of  the  counties  in  this  State,  and  with  all  the  busi- 
ness that  they  have  there,  the  Judge  in  the  county  will  he  idle  the 
greater  part  of  his  time.  Suppose  there  are  two  counties  where  the  busi- 
ness is  not  greater  than  one  man  can  do?  Suppose  you  take  Tehama 
and  Shasta  Counties.  Suppose  a  Judge  could  be  in  one  county  one  day, 
and  in  the  other  the  next,  and  hold  Court  without  di£Sculty ;  and  sup- 
})oaing  that  the  business  was  not  greater  than  one  man  could  do,  why 
should  not  one  man  do  it?  Why  should  we  have  one  Judge  in  Shasta 
and  another  in  Tehama?  Why  not  have  one  Judge?  So,  you  take  the 
two  Counties  of  Yolo  and  Solano.  Suppose  one  Judge  could  do  the  busi- 
ness there  for  the  two  counties.  With  the  railroad  passing  directly 
'  from  one  to  the  other,  the  Judge  could  be  in  both  counties  during  the 
same  day,  if  need  be,  and  transact  business.  Why  might  you  not  nave 
one  Judge  for  £1  Dorado  and  Placer?  Why  is  not  one  Judge  enough? 
There  are  many  counties  in  this  State  where,  without  any  inconven- 
ience, one  Judge  could  do  all  the  business  for  two  counties.  The  propo- 
sition here  is  simply  to  permit  the  Legislature,  when  it  finds  that  one 
Judeo  can  do  the  business  for  two  counties,  to  provide  th*at  one  Jud^e 
shall  do  it.  Now,  I  see  no  reason  why  it  shoula  not  be  so;  and  I  am  m 
favor  of  it  for  another  reason :  the  Legislature  has  to  provide  for  the 
salaries  of  Judges  in  this  State,  and  the  Legislature  will  not  pay  Judges 
well  unless  Judges  have  something  to  do. 

The  gentleman  says  let  your  Judges  of  the  outlying  counties  have 
small  salaries.  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  in  the  gentleman's  county,  but 
as  for  myself  I  know  of  no  lawyers,  who  are  fit  to  be  Judges,  who  are 
willing  to  serve  in  that  capacity  f#r  two  thousand  dollars  a  year.  I  am 
in  favor  of  giving  the  lawyers  who  go  upon  the  bench  fair  pay,  and  then 
they  will  work  for  it.    I  believe  that  is  the  better  system. 

It  is  said  you  cannot  dispose  of  the  probate  business  here  in  these  coun- 
ties. The  greater  part  of  the  business  can  be  disposed  of  always  by  the 
Court  Commissioner  who  is  provided  for  by  this  article.  There  is  no 
question  about  it.  So  far  as  there  is  business  that  requires  the  judgment 
of  the  Judge,  the  Judge  will  attend  to  it  in  the  Probate  Court.  The 
greater  part  of  the  business  will  be  routine  business,  like  orders  that 
attorneys  have  written  out  for  him  to  sign,  where  there  is  no  question  as 
to  what  the  order  shall  be.  I  say  there  are  several  cases  now  where  one 
Judge  can  do  the  business  for  two  counties.  I  have  spoken  of  three 
where  there  is  no  doubt  about  it.  I  have  been  told  by  some  of  the  law- 
yers of  these  counties  that  one  Judge  could  do  the  business  for  Tehama 
and  Shasta  Counties  without  any  trouble.  I  believe  one  Judge  could  do 
the  business  for  Yolo  and  Solano  Counties.  I  believe — because  I  have 
been  told  so — that  one  Judge  could  do  all  the  business  in  Nevada  and 
Placer  Counties ;  do  it  without  any  difliculty  at  all.  I  have,  for  some 
number  of  years,  been  a  lawyer.  I  have  been  looking  at  the  work  of 
Judges,  and  I  know  a  Judge  can  do  a  good  deal  of  work  if  he  under- 
takes it.  And  I  know  it  is  better  for  a  Judge  that  he  shall  have  work  to 
do,  instead  of  idling  about  the  streets  with  nothing  upon  his  hands. 


Now,  I  am  for  paying  Judges  well.  I  am  for  giving  our  Judges  good 
salaries.  If  I  have  to  try  a  case  I  want  to  tr}'  it  before  a  man  who  is 
worth  something  to  himself.  If  a  man  has  got  a  good  business  he  will 
not  leave  it  and  go  on  the  bench  unless  you  pay  him  something  near 
what  his  practice  brings  him.  But«while  I  want  to  see  Judges  well 
paid,  I  want  to  have  it  so  that  they  will  have  something  to  do,  so  that 
the  State  can  afibrd  to  pay  g;ood  salaries.  If  I  was  in  the  Legislature 
hereafter  I  would  be  for  uniting  these  counties  wherever  one  Judge 
could  do  the  business.  There  is  a  difficulty  in  doing  this  in  some  cases. 
Take  the  County  of  Sierra,  for  instance.  The  county  seat  is  inaccessible, 
and  the  Judge  cannot  pass  from  that  county  seat  to  another  readily. 
But  wherever  the  Judge  can  pass  readily,  and  the  business  is  not  too 
large,  and  one  Judge  can  do  it,  I  believe  we  ought  to  leave  it  in  the 
power  of  the  Legislature  to  have  it  so  arranged.  This  amendment  ought 
to  be  adopted,  so  that  the  Legislature  can  effect  this  end  if  it  should  seem 
best  in  the  future. 

RBMABKB  op  MB.  HBBRINOTOir. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  sorry  to  observe  the  gen- 
tlemen of  this  committee  'conceding  that  the  system  which  they  have 
formed  is  a  failure.  It  was  a  system  that  was  unanimously  agreed  to, 
as  I  understand  it,  by  that  committee.  It  was  a  system  that  was  based 
upon  three  primaiy  main  propositions:  First,  that  the  people  would 
have  justice  at  their  doors,  without  having  the  necessity  of  traveling  a 
lon^  distance  to  obtain  it.  Next,  they  would  have  perpetual  sessions,  and 
business  could  be  transacted  constantly  in  these  Courts.  In  the  imme- 
diate future,  all  the  interests  of  litigants  would  be  attended  to.  The 
other  was  that  of  dispensing  with  numerous  Courts,  or  rather,  a  consoli- 
dation of  jurisdiction ;  the  doing  away,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  with 
this  thing  of  terms  for  Courts  in  the  various  counties.  Now,  it  is  con- 
ceded, Mr.  Chairman,  by  this  same  committee,  that  the  very  foundation 
upon  which  their  theory  rested  is  an  utter  failure.  They  are  asking 
now  to  engraft  upon  this  same  system,  a  system  of  District  Courts;  ana 
they  are  asking  to  add  terms  to  these  Courts  by  having  the  Courts  sit 
first  in  one  county,  and  then  to  sit  in  another  county.  Tno  whole  theory 
mieht  have  been  met  by  simply  giving  the  jurisdiction  to  the  County 
Judge  to  issue  the  necessary  writs,  in  the  first  instance,  that  is  required 
to  be  issued  by  the  District  Court  when  great  dispatch  is  requisite  and 
absolutely  necessary.  All  the  difficulties  could  have  been  met  by  a 
simple  provision  or  that  character,  giving  to  the  County  Judge  such 
jurisdiction,  and  the  whole  system  of  this  committee  would  have  been 
carried  out  more  systematically,  and  perhaps  with  better  satisfaction  to 
the  people.  But  as  it  is  now,  there  will  be  no  alternative  but  to  travel 
the  distance  that  is  provided  between  the  various  counties,  and  the 
county  seat  where  the  District  Court  may  be  in  session,  when  it  is  com- 
posed of  two  or  more  counties  in  a  district.  Now,  where  is  all  this 
beautifully  spun  theory  with  reference  to  the  consolidation  of  jurisdic- 
tion in  one  Judge,  and  this  beautiful  theory  of  continuous  sessions,  and 
this  beautiful  open  theory  of  having  justice  administered  at  the  doors 
of  litigants?  It  has  all  vanished  into  thin  air,  and  the  gentleman  from 
El  Dorado  has  sprung  upon  it  a  proposition  which  has  exploded  the 
whole  proposition  like  a  bombshell,  and  it  is  scattered  into  fragments, 
and  to  the  four  winds.  Now,  if  Alpine  County  is  to  be  united  to  £1 
Dorado  County  why  not  give  San  Benito  to  Santa  Clara?  It  is  a  trifling 
place.  It  is  up  there  among  the  hills.  It  has  no  business  with  a  Judge. 
One  man  ooula  not  occupy  his  time  more  than  a  third  of  the  year,  and 
our  Judge  sits  about  two  thirds  of  the  time.  What,  in  the  name  of 
common  sense,  is  the  use  of  allowing  this  trifling  little  county  to  have  a 
Judge  of  its  own?    Why  not  unite  it  to  Santa  Clara? 

Mb.  TOWNSEND.  Were  you  not  contending  for  two  Judges  in 
Santa  Clara  County  yesterday  ? 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  I  was  desiring  to  carry  out  the  scheme  of  the 
committee  and  to  have  justice  administered  at  our  doors  and  that 
speedily,  and  I  am  for  one  Judge  in  each  county  in  this  State;  to  carry 
out  the  scheme  of  this  committee.  If  we  intend  to  have  the  scheme  of 
any  use;  a  scheme  that  will  accommodate  the  people;  if  we  are  going 
to  add  expense  to  tlie  system,  let  the  expense  be  met  with  something 
adequate  m  the  form  of  justice  to  pay  for  the  expense.  Do  not  make 
the  people  travel  from  one  county  to  another  to  find  their  Judge,  and 
then  charge  them  more  for  the  luxury  than  they  pay  now.  Either 
maintain  your  scheme  or  abandon  your  scheme.  Either  you  are  right 
or  you  are  wrong  in  your  determination.  Your  principles,  in  the  first 
place,  were  either  founded  in  justice  and  ri^ht,  or  tney  are  wholly 
wrong,  and  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado  is  right,  and  you  gentlemen 
have  taken  the  wrong  track.  Now,  you  either  ought  to  be  condemned 
out  of  your  own  mouths,  and  your  system  ought  to  go  to  the  wall 
entirely,  or  else  it  ought  to  be  mainteined  in  ite  integrity,  and  we  ought  to 
have  the  advantages  intended  by  this  scheme.  These  gentlemen  that 
live  in  the  mountains  ought  to  have  it  brought  home  to  their  doors,  and 
the  Stete  ought  to  pay  for  it.  Do  you  understand  me ?  [Laughter.! 
That  is  what  it  meant  But  when  you  come  to  test  the  scheme  and 
come  down  to  dollars  and  cents,  you  forget  the  justice  that  the  people 
are  requiring,  you  forget  the  trouble  it  is  to  litigants,  and  you  sneak- 
ingly  SKulk  out  of  the  proposition  upon  which  your  whole  proposition 
was  based,  and  leave  toe  people  in  the  same  condition  that  they  find 
themselves  now,  traveling  from  one  county  to  another.  Now,  either 
honestly  abandon  your  scheme  and  give  that  jurisdiction  to  your  County 
Courts,  or  else  give  us  justice  right  at  the  doors  of  the  people,  and 
pay  the  additional  expense  and  let  your  scheme  stand  consistent  with 
Itself.  Do  not  abandon  cowardly  a  system  simply  because  some  one 
tells  you  it  adds  a  thousand  dollars  expense.  Either  it  is  worth  it  or  it 
ought  to  go  down  altogether.  The  scheme  ought  to  stend  as  a  whole, 
or  be  condemned  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  move  as  a  substitute  for  the  pending  amend- 
ment, to  add  to  the  end  of  section  nine  the  following:  "except  in  case 
of  the  consolidation  of  two  or  more  counties  into  one  county." 
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RBMABKS  OF  MR.  VILSON. 


Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Cbairman :  I  understand  that 
the  Convention  here  have  expressed  a  decided  opinion  in  favor  of  the 
system  as  reported  by  the  committee,  and  it  has  been  acted  upon  and 
adopted  in  the  main.  The  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  has  expressed 
his  approval  of  it  as  a  good  system,  and  stated  some  reasons  why  I 
think  it  a  good  system.  The  gentleman  from  £1  Dorado  has  moved  an 
amendment  to  section  nine,  stating  his  reasons  why  he  thinks  a  mere 
modification  in  that  very  small  degree  should  be  made,  or  rather  not  a 
modification,  except  that  it  leaves  to  the  Legislature  power  in  certain 
exceptional  cases  to  consolidate  counties.  Two  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee have  expressed  themselves  favorable  to  that  modification. 
Seventeen  of  the  nineteen  members  of  the  committee  have  expressed 
no  opinion  upon  the  subject  at  this  period  of  time;  yet  the  gentleman 
from  SantA  Clara  indulges  in  the  higlily  classical  lan^age  that  the  com- 
mittee skulks  sneakingly  out  of  the  scheme.  Now,  if  he  likes  to  appear 
before  tMs  C-onvention  usin^  such  expressions  upon  that  basis,  I  give 
him  the  high  pedestal  to  which  they  elevate  him. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  If  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  has  not 
indorsed  that  scheme  I  will  take  it  back.     I  understood  him  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WILSON.     I  have  not  yet  spoken  upon  it. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Then  I  take  it  back  and  apologize. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Your  apology  is  accepted  on  the  condition  that  you 
do  not  offend  again  in  the  same  wav.  I  myself  have  preferred  from  the 
beginning  the  plan  reported  by  the  committee  without  any  modifica- 
tion at  all  in  respect  to  the  matter  now  under  discussion.  It  is  very 
hard  to  get  a  system  to  work  absolutely  perfect  in  every  respect. 
Now,  sir,  gentlemen  have  suggested  rare  and  exceptional  ciises  where 
this  system  does  not  act  so  well  in  one  or  two  counties  as  it  does  gen- 
erally throughout  the  State.  Now,  if  we  adopt  a  system  which  is 
generally  goo^l,  it  is  all  that  could  be  expected.  ,  No  general  rule  works  to 
perfection  in  every  case;  and  an  exception  arose  in  the  case  of  Yuba 
and  Sutter,  which  was  a  very  peculiar  case,  and  an  amendment  was 
made  in  that  respect,  to  which  I  yielded  m^  assent,  because  I  think 
there  should  be  in  every  system  some  flexibility ;  I  think  every  Consti- 
tution ought  to  have  some  flexibility  al)out  it. 

Mr:  HERRINGTON.  Now,  I  understand  that  the  gentleman  admiU 
that  he  consented  to  the  arrangement  about  Sutter  ana  Yuba  yesterday. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  preferred  the  system  as  adopted  by  the  committee, 
without  any  change,  but  as  that  was  iuterposed  I  raised  no  objection  to 
it  at  all,  as  an  exceptional  case,  or  as  an  exception  to  the  general  rule. 
Now,  if  there  are  one  or  two  other  exceptional  cases,  it  does  not  disturb 
the  general  system.  It  rather  tends  to  strengthen  and  improve  the  gen- 
eral system.  I  think  it  is  better  to  have  a  Court  in  each  county  myself. 
I  think  that  although  there  are  exceptional  counties,  where  the  «fudge 
may  not  be  employed  all  of  his  time,  yet  as  long  as  the  county  organi- 
zation exists,  they  ought  to  have  a  Court  in  that  county.  Now,  take 
probate  business.  Gentlemen  say  there  is  not  much  in  probate  business. 
Now,  we  know  that  some  of  the  most  important  business  arises  in  the 
Probate  Court.  In  that  Court  there  is  liable  to  arise  some  of  the  most 
important  questions  that  can  arise  in  any  Court.  Some  of  the  greatest 
cases  in  the  books  have  been  on  wills,  some  on  descent,  some  on  heir- 
ship, questions  of  distribution,  and  all  those  things  which  are  very  intri< 
cate  and  difficult.  This  thing  seems  to  have  been  overlooked,  that 
almost  all  the  property  of  the  county,  soqper  or  later,  must  pass  through 
the  Probate  Court.  In  the  course  of  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  every  article 
in  the  county  is  liable  to,  and  I  think  does,  pass  through  the  Probate 
Court.  Therefore  it  is  well  to  have  a  Judge  stationary  in  the  county, 
and  at  the  county  seat,  who  will  be  at  all  times  ready  to  attend  to  busi- 
ness of  that  kind,  together  with  the  other  business  connected  with  his 
o£Bce. 

Now,  the  Superior  Courts,  under  this  system,  are  to  have  jurisdiction 
of  all  that  has  heretofore  come  before  tlie  County  Courts,  before  the 
criminal  Courts, and  before  the  Probate  Courts;  and  unless  there  is  a 
Judge  in  the  county,  and  at  the  county  seat,  there  will  bo  a  failure  of 
justice  in  many  instances.  In  case  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  either 
by  persons  entering  by  force  upon  a  piece  of  land,  or  a  house,  or  by  a 
tenant  holding  over;  now,  unless  there  is  a  Judge  in  the  county,  there 
would  be  great  inconvenience.  And,  although  there  are  one  or  two 
counties  like  Alpine,  where  it  would  seem  that  that  county  could  be 
very  well  attached  to  some  other  county,  yet  on  the  whole  the  system 
would  be  better  if  maintained  in  its  integrity.  So  far  as  an  exceptional 
case  is  concerned,  it  does  not  at  all  interfere  with  the  grand  plan  that 
is  here  proposed,  and  I  take  it  for  granted,  that  if  the  Legislature  had 
the  power  with  which  it  is  thought  to  be  investeti  by  the  amendment 
now  pending,  that  it  would  never  be  exercised,  unless  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  county — unless  it  was  the  desire  of  the  people  to  be  affected  by 
it.  Therefore,  no  great  harm  could  be  done  by  the  amendment.  I 
have  no  deep  feelings  upon  the  subject,  although  I  prefer,  as  a  matter 
of  justice,  the  original  system,  and  that  is  to  give  to  each  county  its  own 
Judge. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Would  it  not  be  very  likely  that 
the  Legislature  would  do  it  to  save  expense  to  the  State? 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Legislature  would  ever  do  it 
without  the  request  of  the  county. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Chairman  whether  a 
Judge  has  a  right  to  his  salary  where  the  number  of  Judges  is  dimin- 
ished under  this  provision:  '''The  Legislature  of  the  State  may,  at 
any  time,  two  thjnls  of  the  members  of  the  Senate  and  two  thirds  of  the 
members  of  the  Assembly  voting  therefor,  increase  or  diminish  the  num- 
ber of  Judges  of  the  Superior  Court  in  any  county,  o^  city  and  county,  in 
the  State;  providedj  that  no  such  reduction  shall  affect  any  Judge  who 
has  been  elected."  Now,  suppose,  in  the  case  of  Alpine,  there  should  be 
a  consolidation,  as  provided  for  in  this  article,  might  there  not  be  a  legal 
question  as  to  the  Judge  drawing  his  salary  for  the  balance  of  the  term? 


Mr.  WILSON.  It  would  operate  in  the  same  way,  and  the  same 
question  would  arise  in  the  case  of  a  consolidation  of  counties.  The 
obiect  of  that  provision,  as  I  understand  it,  is,  that  there  should  be  no 
scheming  to  afiect  a  Judge.  The  Legislature  might  diminish  the  num- 
ber for  the  purpose  of  legislating  him  out  of  office.  Iftlie  public  interest 
requires  a  reduction  of  Judges,  it  will  of  course  be  done  by  the  Legisla- 
ture; but  it  has  sometimes  been  done  to  seek  to  attack  a  Judge,  out  of 
some  personal  spite,  or  for  political  ccftisiderations. 

Mr.  McCALliUM.  Suppose  a  Judge  is  elected  in  Alpine  County,  and 
next  year  that  county  should  be  disorganized  and  attached  to  El  Dorado 
County,  how  about  that  Judge's  salary  for  the  balance  of  his  term  of 
office,  and  the  office  itself? 

Mr.  WILSON.  It  is  a  question  whether  he  would  not  really  get  his 
salary.    I  suppose  he  would  really  not  be  entitled  to  his  salary. 


REMARKS  OF  MR.   WICKRS. 

Mr.  WICKE3.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  think  it  advisable  that  we 
should  unite  counties.  We  have  already  had  District  and  Countv  Courts 
in  one  jurisdiction.  With  regard  to  the  inter-communication  between 
counties,  it  is  generally  where  the  counties  are  thickly  settled,  and  there 
will  be  the  most  legal  business.  Now  counties  whose  county  seats  are 
close  together  and  easy  of  access  are  the  very  counties  that  are  thickly 
settled.  Each  of  these  counties  will  doubtless  need  a  Judge.  In  those 
counties  which  are  sparsely  settled  their  county  seats  are  difficult  of 
access;  but  in  the  course  of  time  the  population  of  these  counties  which 
are  sp&rsely  settled  may  increase,  and  inter-communication  between  the 
county  seats  may  be  easier,  and  there  would  be  a  necessity  for  some 
change.  And  while  I  do  not  think  it  feasible  at  present,  yet  I  am  will- 
ing, for  the  sake  of  imparting  some  flexibility  to  the  Constitution,  to 
leave  this  matter  to  the  Legislature.  I  will  therefore  vote  for  the 
amendment. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   AKDRRWS. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  hopes  that  this  amend- 
ment will  not  prevail.  The  very  illustration  used  by  the  gentleman 
from  Yuba,  of  Shasta  and  Tehama,  should  satisfy  any  one  that  the 
amendment  should  not  prevail.  It  is  proposed  by  this  svstem  to  give 
us  a  better  judicial  system  than  we  have  now.  That  would  place  Shasta 
and  Tehama  in  a  worse  condition  than  they  are  now,  because  they  each 
have  a  Judge  now.  Under  that  system  they  would  only  have  one  Judgo 
for  the  two.  I  think  that  the  proposition  of  the  committee  is  correct — 
that  every  county  should  have  a  Judge.  Every  county  has  a  Judge 
now.  If  it  \i  necessary  to  consolidate  counties  let  it  be  done,  but  as  long 
as  we  have  a  county  that  county  should  have  a  Judge,  foi^reasons  that 
have  been  alluded  to  heretofore,  and,  as  I  think,  fully  set  forth.  I  am  in 
hopes  that  the  amendment  will  not  prevail. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   MILLS. 

Mb.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chaifman :  I  hope  that  neither  of  the  amendments 
will  prevail.  Situated  as  we  are  who  nave  seats  in  this  part  of  the  hall, 
it  is  almost  impossible  for  us  to  hear  any  of  the  arguments  that  come 
from  the  other  side  of  the  house,  and  as  my  voice  is  not  strong  I  have 
almost  given  up  attempting  to  be  hoard  in  this  body.  I  have  been  some- 
what familiar  with  the  course  and  management  of  the  District  Courts. 
At  one  time  Contra  Costa  County  was  connected  with  the  Third  Judicial 
District.  The  district  extended  to  Monterey  and  I  think  San  Luis 
Obispo  Counties.  It  embraced  Alameda,  Contra  Costa,  Santa  Cruz, 
Monterey,  and  I  think  San  Luis  Obispo.  Now,  sir,  what  would  prevent 
the  liegislature  from  making  a  district  of  the  whole  State  if  they  saw 
proper.  Would  not  that  defeat  the  entire  system?  It  is  said  we  are 
willing  to  trust  to  the  Legislature.  Why  not  trust  them  eutirelv?  We 
have  had  some  experience  in  our  county  with  the  policy  of  leavin;^  it  to 
the  Legislature  to  decide  whether  the  county  shall  remain  in  one  district 
or  go  to  another.  A  few  gentlemen  here  decided  that  it  was  best  that 
Contra  Costa  should  not  remain  in  the  Third  Judicial  District,  and  we 
went  over  into  the  seventh.  When  we  wanted  an  injunction,  or  to 
transact  some  business  which  required  an  order  of  the  Judge,  we  were 
obliged  to  go  sdmetimes  on  horseback  and  sometimes  on  foot  to  hunt  up 
the  Jud^e.  The  Court  oould  not  tell  what  length  of  time  it  would 
remain  in  a  given  county.  He  might  expect  to  remain  two  or  three 
weeks,  and  the  business  might  be  dispatched  in  a  few  days.  You  could 
not  tell  until  you  got  to  the  county  seat  whether  you  would  find  the 
Judge  there  or  noL  The  result  was  that  we  have  ouen  been  compelled 
to  let  our  business  remain  until  we  could  find  out  the  locality  of  the 
Judge. 

Now,  it  is  proposed  that  the  Superior  Judge  shall  transact  the  business 
formerly  done  by  the  County  Judge.  It  is  proposed  to  place  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  Court  all  matters  in  probate,  all  proceedings  in 
insolvency,  and  also  all  matters  in  respect  to  forcible  entry  and  detainer. 
You  are  well  aware  that  in  such  cases  the  business  ought  to  be  trans- 
acted pi"omptly.  The  case  might  be  one  where  damage  is  constantly 
taking  place.  Why  should  you  say  that  property  shall  be  destroyed 
because  your  Judge  is  engaged  in  business  in  another  county?  Your 
County  Court  at  the  present  time  is  continously  open  for  the  purpose  of 
trying  these  cases.  Now,  you  propose  to  do  awav  with  those  Courts. 
Suppose  the  Legislature  should  undertake  to  say  that  Contra  Costa  and 
Alameda  Counties  can  get  along  with  one  Judge  or  two  Judges.  Why, 
what  then?  Why,  we  would  have  no  Judge  most  of  the  time  to  attend 
to  the  class  of  business  I  have  referred  to.  It  is  said  we  can  trust  the 
Legislature.  Why  can  you  trust  them?  It  is  hard  to  tell  what  they 
may  do.  We  went  out  of  the  tiiird  district  into  the  seventh,  then  out 
of  the  seventh  into  the  fourth,  and  then  back  into  the  third,  and  now 
we  arc  in  the  fifteenth.  How  long  we  shall  remain  there  depends  u)x)n 
the  view  gentleman  take  who  come  to  the  Legislature.  We  are  floating 
and  floating  and  floating  about,  and  so  it  would  be  if  this  amendment 
was  adopted.  I  hope  that  none  of  these  amendments  will  prevail,  and 
that  the  scheme  proposed  by  the  committee  will  be  carried  out. 
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Friday, 


Me.  DAVIS.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  the  previous  questioD. 

The  main  ouestion  was  ordered. 

Trb  CHAIKMAN-.  The  quesUon  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Marin,  Mr. 
Shafler. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  68  ayes  to 
42  noes. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of 
45  ayes  to  70  noes. 

M!a.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  ask  the  Secretary  now  to  read 
the  amendment  which  I  proposed. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"  I  move,  as  a  substitute  for  the  pending  amendment,  to  add  to  the 
end  of  section  nine  'except  in  case  of  the  consolidation  of  two  or  more 
counties  into  one  county.' " 

Mr.  WILSON.     Is  not  that  amendment  useless  now? 

Ma.  HOWARD.  It  is  suggested  as  an  amendment  to  an  appending 
amendment. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  That  part  is  withdrawn.  It  is  now  offered  as  an 
amendment  to  the  section.  This  does  not  apply  to  the- consolidation  of 
districts,  but  to  the  consolidation  of  counties.  In  such  cases  I  pro|io8eto 
avoid  the  legal  question  as  to  the  right  of  a  Judge  for  the  ctmtinuation 
of  the  right  of  holdine  office.  The  argument  will  be  made  in  these 
cases,  that  we  have  Judges  for  six  years,  and  we  might  as  well  continue 
the  county  organization.  It  is  to  avoid  that  constitutional  question  that 
I  propose  that  amendment.  I  think,  as  I  understand  the  Chairman,  he 
admits  that  the  Judge  would,  in  such  a  case,  be  entitled  still  to  a  con- 
tinuation of  his  salary.    We  had  better  provide  against  that. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Tbat  does  not  make,  in  my  judgment,  any  sense  what- 
ever, because  this  section  provides  for  the  reduotion  of  the  judicial  force 
of  the  county. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  do  not  see  why  that  should  be  introduced  into  the 
judicial  system.  Suppose  a  county  is  abolished,  what  becomes  of  all  the 
officers  of  the  county  ?  What  becomes  of  the  SherifT,  and  the  County 
Clerk,  and  all  of  these  other  officers?  As  a  matter  of  course,  the  whole 
county  organization  goes  out.  That  proposition  is  not  peculiar  to  Judges. 
It  would  apply  to  the  whole  force  or  county  officers,  and  if  there  is  any 
provision  of  that  kind  to  be  put  in,  it  seems  to  me  it  ought  to  be  put  in 
some  place  where  it  would  apply  to  the  whole  system  of  county  officers. 
My  own  judgment  would  be,  that  if  the  county  organization  is  absolutely 
abolished  by  the  Legislature — that  is,  if  the  Legislature  should  say  that 
the  County  of  Alameda  and  the  County  of  Contra  Costa  should  both  be 
abolished,  and  one  county  organization  should  exist  where  there  are 
now  two,  it  seems  to  me  that  all  the  officers  of  every  kind  would  go 
out. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think,  myself,  on  consideration,  it  would  be 
better,  and  I  will  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  ten. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

Src.  10.  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  Judg^  of  the  Superior 
Courts,  may  be  removed  by  concurrent  resolution  of  both  houses  of  the 
Legislature,  adopted  by  a  two-third  vote  of  each  house.  All  other  judi- 
cial officers,  except  Justices  of  the  Peace,  may  be  removed  bv  the  Senate 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Governor;  but  no  removal  shall  be  made 
by  virtue  of  this  section,  unless  the  cause  thereof  be  entered  on  the  Jour- 
nal, or  unless  the  party  complained  of  has  been  served  with  a  copy  of  the 
complaint  against  nim,  and  shall  have  had  an  opportunity  of  being  heard 
in  his  defense.  On  the  question  of  removal,  tne  ayes  and  noes  shall  be 
entered  on  the  Journal. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  are  no  amendments  to  section  ten  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  eleven. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sbc.  11.  There  shall  be  one  Justice  of  the  Peace  elected  in  each 
township  in  the  State,  and  the  Legislature  shall  determine  the  number 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  be  elected  in  each  incorporate  city  and 
town,  or  city  and  county,  and  shall  fix,  by  law,  the  powers,  duties,  and 
responsibilities  of  Justices  of  the  Peace;  provided  such  powers  shall  not, 
in  any  case,  trench  upon  the  jurisdiction  of  the  several  Courts  of  record, 
except  that  such  Justices  shall  have  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the 
Superior  Courts  in  cases  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  where  the  rental 
value  does  not  exceed  twenty-five  dollars  per  month,  and  where  the 
whole  amount  of  damages  claimed  does  not  exceed  two  hundred  dol- 
lars. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.    I  have  an  amendment  to  section  eleven. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read  :  ♦ 

"Amend  section   eleven   by  striking  out  the  words  'twenty-five' 

where  they  occur  in  the  eighth  line,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 

'  fifty.' " 

REMARKS  OF   ME.  WEBSTER. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  occurs  to  me,  sir,  that  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  in  their  several  districts,  should  have  jurisdiction,  or  concur- 
rent jurisdiction  at  least,  in  a  sum  greater  than  twenty-five  dollars.  It 
is  very  well  known,  to  those  who  have  experience,  that  the  greatest  dif- 
ficultv  exists  with  those  persons  whose  rental  is  greater  than  twenty- 
five  auHars  per  month;  those  who  really  live  in  brownstone  fronts.  It 
is  not  the  poor  class  of  tenants  that  there  is  the  greatest  difficulty  with. 
It  may  be  claimed  that  because  the  Superior  Courts  will  always  be  in 
session,  that  this  wiil  obviate  the  difficultv.  In  my  opinion  it  will  not, 
for  the  reason  that  the  Superior  Court  will  be  at  the  county  seat,  wbere- 
ever  that  may  be.  A  case  of  forcible  entrv  and  detainer  may  be  fifty 
miles  ofi*,  and  it  will  be  necessary  to  go  to  the  county  seat.  And  I  think 
concurrent  jurisdiction  should  exist  to  the  amount  of  fifty  dollars;  I  do 
not  see  how  there  can  be  any  objection  to  it. 


REMARKS   OF   MR.   FREEMAN. 

Mr.  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  be 
adopted.  It  will  be  seen,  upon  considering  the  question,  that  it  gives 
the  Justice  a  much  larger  jurisdiction  tRan  would  at  first  be  supposed. 
Now,  if  an  action  be  brought  under  this  section,  it  might  not  only 
include  the  rent  of  one  month,  but  it  might  include  the  rent  for  a  whole 
year.  The  forcible  entry  and  detainer  complained  of  might  have  taken 
place  a  year  preceding  the  suit;  if  so,  as  under  our  statute  in  such 
cases,  if  anything  is  recovered  it  is  trebled,  this  would  give  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  the  power  to  enter  a  judgment  for  eighteen  hundred  dollars 
damages,  besides  the  possession  of  the  property.  It  is  too  large  a  juris- 
diction to  be  exercisea  by  a  Justice  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  ofier  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment. Amend  section  eleven  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word 
''  record,"  in  the  sixth  line. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  amendment,  it  is 
an  independent  amendment  The  first  question  is  on  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  ofTered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Webster. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Joaquin. 

Mr.  FILCHER.    I  have  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

The  secretary  read  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  San  Joaquin,  Mr.  Terry,  as  follows: 

"Amend  section  eleven,  by  striking  out  all  aiter  the  word  '  record,'  in 
the  sixth  line." 

Mr.  ROLFE.  I  move  to  amend  section  eleven  by  adding:  "And  in 
any  action  for  the  recovery  of  a  money  demand  not  exceeding,  exclusive 
of  interest,  the  sum  of  three  hundred  dollars,  and  in  actions  for  damages 
and  for  the  recovery  of  personal  property  where  the  amount  of  the 
demand  or  the  value  of  the  property  in  controversy  does  not  exceed 
three  hundred  dollars." 

The  chairman.  It  is  not  in  order  at  present.  The  question  is  on 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San 
Joaquin,  Mr.  Terry. 

Mr.  'TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  When  the  Superior  Courts  are  always 
in  session,  I  cannot  see  any  reason  for  giving  Justices  of  the  Peace 
jurisdiction  over  a  class  of  cases  in  which  sometimes  the  most  difficult 
questions  arise.  It  occurs  to  me  that  there  is  no  good  to  be  accom- 
plished by  it.  The  Superior  Courts  being  always  in  session,  the  case  can 
oe  decided  as  speedily  in  them  as  by  bringing  it  before  the  Justices  of 
the  Peace.  It  is  inconsistent  with  the  balance  of  the  scheme,  which 
gives  to  these  Courts  the  jurisdiction  over  all  cases  involving  a  title  or 
possession  of  real  property.  I  see  no  reason  for  making  an  exception  in 
case  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer. 

REMARKS  OP   MR.   HILBORN. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Mr.  Chairman :  All  lawyers  will  recollect  that  prior 
to  the  amendment  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-three,  the  Justices  of 
the  Peace  had  jurisdiction  in  all  of  these  cases.  I  never  knew  of  any 
good  reason  for  changing  it.  Lawyers  who  practice  at  the  county  seats, 
perhaps  have  not  felt  the  injustice  of  the  present  system,  or  the  incon- 
venience of  it;  but  those  who  practice  in  laree  counties, remote  from  the 
county  seat,  know  this,  that  there  are  consioerable  towns  growing  up  at 
a  distance  of  from  twenty  to  sixty  miles  from  the  county  seat.  Now,  if 
a  person  gets  into  a  piece  of  property,  or  into  a  house  that  is  only  worth 
three  hundred  dollars,  you  have  to  make  three  or  four  trips  to  the 
county  seat,  take  your  attorney  there,  pay  the  Sheriff  for  serving  the 
process  and  subpconaing  witnesses,  and  finally,  when  the  plaintiff  sums 
up  the  result,  he  finds  that  he  had  better  give  the  recreant  tenant  his 
property,  rather  than  bring  his  action  sixty  miles  away.  I  cannot  see 
any  reason  why  he  should  not  go  into  a  Justice's  Court  and  have  the 
matter  settled  at  once.  In  many  cases  there  is  no  real  sound  defense. 
It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  the  Superior  Court  is  always  open.  It  has 
always  been  open  for  this  purpose.  What  is  the  benefit  of  a  Court  opened 
sixty  miles  away?  This  is  only  asked  in  cases  where  the  rental  value 
is  less  than  twentv-five  dollars.  Cases  where  large  amounts  are  involved, 
may  be  tried  as  before,  in  a  Court  of  larger  iunsdiction.  It  is  only  in 
these  trivial  cases,  which  ought  to  be  decided  summarily,  under  any 
system  ever  devised  in  any  State  in  the  Union,  that  we  ask  this  change. 
I  can  see  no  possible  reason  for  opposing  it,  and  I  can  see  that  it  will  be 
a  great  advantage  to  a  great  many  poor  people  who  have  theff  property 
confiscated  under  the  present  unreasonable  system. 

remarks   OF   MR.    RKDDT. 

Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Joaouin  will  be  adopted;  that  is,  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  word  "  record,"  in  the  sixth  line.  I  would  ask  some  gentleman  of 
the  committee  if  it  is  the  intention  to  make  the  decision  of  the  Justice 
final.  I  do  not  see  how  you  are  going  to  take  an  appeal  from  a  Court  of 
concurrent  jurisdiction  to  another  Court  of  jurisdiction.  Either  we 
should  strike  this  out,  or  give  the  Justice  only  original  jurisdiction. 
Very  few  people  would  be  willing  to  make  the  decision  of  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  final  upon  such  a  matter. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District  Why  should  concurrent  jurisdiction 
prevent  an  appeal? 

Mr.  REDDY.  It  always  has  prevented  an  appeal  so  far  in  the  history 
of  law. 

Mr.  cross.  Would  not  lines  twelve  and  thirteen  of  section  five 
indicate  that  the  Superior  Court  would  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in 
such  cases? 

Mr.  REDDY.  But  it  is  prescribed  in  the  Constitution  that  Justices 
shall  have  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the  Superior  Courts  in  such 
cases.  Here  the  Constitution  fixes  a  concurrent  power  in  the  Justice. 
Whether  I  am  right  or  not  in  this  position,  I  thint  it  would  be  well  to 
remodel  that  section,  so  as  to  let  the  Justice  have  jurisdiction  in  the  first 
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instance,  but  leave  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
countj. 

EXMABKS  OF    MR.  JOKES. 

Me.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin  will  be  adopted,  and  that  portion 
of  the  section  will  be  stricken  out,  not  only  for  the  reasons  ffiven  by  the 
gentleman  from  Inyo,  Mr.  Reddy,  which  I  deem  to  be  well  taken,  that 
if  the  section  stands  the  decision  of  the  Justice  of  the  Peace  would  be 
final.  There  would  be  no  remedy — but  for  the  additional  reason  that 
throughout  a  large  portion  of  this  State  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  are 
not  men  so  learned  in  the  law,  or  perhaps  .in  the  usa^  of  Courts, 
as  to  be  fit  to  deal  with  questions  of  toe  kind  involved  m  the  section. 
If  a  mode  of  appeal  from  their  decision  should  be  provided,  the  real 
result  to  the  poor  people  of  whom  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  Mr.  Hil- 
bom  speaks,  would  be  tRat  there  would  bo  an  appeal  taken  from  the 
decision  from  the  Justice,  and  the  people  would  have  the  expense  of 
two  suits  instead  of  one.  I  fancy  that  uie  reason  why  that  jurisdiction 
has  beeft  withdrawn,  has  been  that  it  did  not  operate  advantageously ; 
that  an  appeal  was  almost  an  invariable  result  when  there  was  any- 
thing at  stake.  In  the  larger  cities  I  am  well  aware  they  are  able  to 
secure  the  services  of  men  of  suflBcient  legal  learning,  ability/  and 
experience  to  decide  such  matters,  but  it  is  a  very  small  portion  of  the 
area  of  the  State,  and  in  a  very  large  portion  of  the  State  they  are  not 
so  favorably  situated.  I  desire  to  say  tnat  we  cannot  take  our  best  busi- 
ness men.  Even  they,  unlearned  and  unread  in  the  law,  we  cannot  get 
them  to  accept  the  omce  of  Justice  of  the  Peace.  The  emoluments  are 
very  small,  tne  honor  is  not  very  great,  and  there  is  but  little  tempta- 
tion for  men  to  accept  the  position,  and  almost  uniformly  we  are  com- 
pelled, if  we  have  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  at  all  in  the  county,  to  select 
men  who  have  little  else  to  do,  and  they  are  usually  the  best  officers.  I 
think  it  would  be  cheaper  and  better  for  the  people,  decidedly,  that 
cases  involving  any  questions  of  that  importance  should  be  brought 
directly  before  a  Court  competent  to  try  any  kind  of  civil  or  criminal 
case.  It  is  true  that  there  are  portions  of  some  of  our  counties  remote 
from  the  county  seat,  and  it  is  inconvenient  to  bring  complaints  there, 
but  it  is  also  true  that  unless  you  multiply  Justices  of  the  Peace  greatly 
you  will  have  still  a  great  distance  to  go  in  some  cases.  It  would 
scarcely  give  satisfaction  t^the  people  of  a  large  township.  Our  town- 
ships are  some  of  them  sixtv  or  seventy  miles  across.  Tne  county  seat 
may  be  central,  and  might  be  nearer  than  the  residence  of  the  Justice 
of  the  Peace. 

BBMAEXS  OF   MH.   WILSOK. 

Mif.  WILSOX,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  that  section 
eleven,  as  adopted  bv  the  committee,  is  the  b^st  that  could  be  adopted 
upon  this  subject,  and  I  hope  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  rrom 
San  Joaquin  will  not  be  adopted.  This  case  of  concurreut  jurisdiction 
between  the  Superior  Coui;^  and  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  in  the  special 
case  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  was  adopted  by  the  Committee  on 
Judiciary  for  the  reasons,  \nainly,  referred  to  b^  the  gentleman  from 
Solano,  Mr.  Hilbom.  A  great  mauv  counties  in  the  State  are  large 
counties,  but  there  will  be  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  different  townships 
which  are  remote  from  the  county  seat  who  can  attend  to  these  cases. 
Any  perverse  tenant  who  holds  over  against  the  covenants  of  his  lease 
may,  to  a  considerable  degree,  annoy  and  vex  the  landholder  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  on  the  land  where  he  has  no  right.  There  will  be 
no  delay.  There  will  be  no  attempt  at  it.  That  is  the  class  of  cases 
that  is  attempted  to  be  reached  by  the  committee  in  section  eleven. 

Me.  reddy.  Was  it  the  intention  of  the  committee  that  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Justice  should  be  final  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  It  was  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  leave  the 
question  of  appellate  jurisdiction  to  the  Legislature,  because  section  five 
provides  that  the  Superior  Court  shall  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  all 
cases  arising  in  Justices'  and  other  inferior  Courts  in  their  respective 
counties  as  may  be  prescribed  by  law.  It  should  be  determined  by  the 
Legislature  themselves,  and  this  would  be  one  of  those  cases. 

Mr.  reddy.  Allow  me  to  call  your  attention  to  section  four,  where 
it  states  that  the  Supreme  Court  shall  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  cases 
of  forcible  entry  and  detainer.  Now,  you  give  an  appeal  direct  from  a 
Justice's  Court  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State. 

Mr.  WILSON.    I  do  not  think  so  at  all. 

Mr.  reddy.    Look  at  lines  five  and  six  of  section  four. 

Mr.  WILSON.  It  has  jurisdiction  in  these  cases,  but  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  and  the  whole  provision  and  machinery  for  appeal  is  to  be 
provided  for  by  the  Legislature.  As  a  matter  of  course,  these  sections 
are  to  be  read  together.  We  do  not  consider  any  one  section  alone.  We 
look  at  all  of  the  different  sections.  Whilst  that  section  four  gives  the 
Supreme  Court  appellate  jurisdiction  in  cases  of  forcible  entry  and 
detainer,  section  five  provides  that  in  cases  arising  in  the  Justices  Courts 
the  jurisdiction  shall  be  determined  by  the  Legislature.  As  a  matter  of 
course  they  can  provide  that  an  appeal  be  taken  from  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace  to  the  Superior  Court,  and  that  would  be  the  appeal  that  the  partv 
would  have  to  take.  Now,  this  is  only  intended  to  cover,  and  I  think 
would  only  apply  practically  to  the  class  of  cases  which  have  been 
referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  Mr.  Hilbom.  It  is  to  remove 
the  hardship  which  would  arise  from  having  to  go  forty  or  fifty  miles  to 
bring  an  action  against  a  perverse  tenant  who  may  be  perfectlv  impe- 
cunious. The  plaintiff,  therefore,  ought  to  have  a  speedy  remedy  right 
at  his  own  door.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  section  as  originally  reported  and 
against  the  amendment. 

rimabxs  of  me.  ebtxolds. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  the  fact  that  the  Supreme  Court 
has  decided  upon  this  very  clause  in  the  present  Constitution,  in  a  case 
of  appellate  jurisdiction,  given  to  the  County  Court  from  any  inferior 
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Court  created  by  the  Legislature  in  incorporated  cities  and  towns.  The 
Supreme  Court. have  decided  that  where  the  appellate  jurisdiction  is 
given,  it  cannot  be  denied,  and  must  be  enforced  in  every  manner. 
Now,  in  lines  five  and  six  of  section  four,  appellate  jurisdiction  in  cases 
of  forcible  entry  and  detainer  is  given  to  tne  Supreme  Court.  Now, 
under  that  decision  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  in  this  class  of  cases 
cannot  be  denied. 

Mr.  cross.  What  kind  of  a  record  will  you  have  in  cases  from  a 
Justice's  Court  to  the  Supreme  Court? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  do  not  know.  If  you  have  the  right  to  appeal 
to  the  Superior  Court,  then  you  could  start  a  case  in  the  Justice's  Court 
and  appeal  to  the  Superior  Court,  and  then  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
under  tne  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  in  precisely  the  same  class  of 
cases  as  this. 

Me.  HEISKELL.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Ths  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Strike  out  in  the  seventh  line  the  words  ' concurrent  jurisdiction  of 
the  Superior  Courts,'  and  insert  the  words  'original  jurisdiction.'" 

Mb.  HEISKELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I -think  the  reasons  given  by  the 
gentleman  from  Solano  are  just  and  proper  in  these  small  cases. 

BRMARKS  OF  MB.  WILSOK. 

Mb.  WILSON.  If  it  is  the  wish  of  the  committee  to  give  Justices  of 
the  Peace  concurrent  jurisdiction  in  this  limited  class  of  cases,  and  gen- 
tlemen fear  that  there  may  be  an  appeal  taken  directly  from  Justices  of 
the  Peace  to  .the  Supreme  Court,  the  thing  can  very  easily  be  remedied 
by  adding  to  section  eleven  a  further  proviso,  that  in  case  of  an  appeal 
being  taken,  that  the  appeal  from  the  Justice  of  the  Peace  should  be 
limited  to  the  Superior  Court,  and  the  judgment  of  the  Superior  Court 
should  be  final.  That-  would  obviate  that  difficulty.  The  question 
before  the  committee  is  this:  shall  we  give  to  the  Justices  of  the  Peace 
concurrent  jurisdiction  in  this  class  of  cases?  If  that  is  desirable  then 
an  amendment  is  verv  easily  addetf,  that  no  two  appeals  shall  be  taken, 
nor  shall  any  appeal  be  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  from  a 
Justice's  Court.  That  question  is  a  different  question  from  the  one  pre- 
sented, as  to  whether  we  shall  give  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  jurisdiction 
in  these  cases.  If  the  committee  adopt  this  section  as  it  is  in  other 
respects,  I  would  add  a  proviso  to  obviate  the  objection,  that  there  may 
be  an  appeal  direAly  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

BBKABK8  OF  MB.  8CHXLL. 

Mb.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  of  Judge 
Terry  will  be  adopted.  My  experience  in  Justices'  Courts  leads  me  to 
believe  that  it  is  tne  poorest  tribunal  to  which  a  man  can  go  for  law  or 
justice.  I  believe  that  the  Superior  Court  always  ought  to  try  these 
cases,  and  I  believe  so  far  as  the  question  of  eoonomy  to  litigants  is  con- 
cerned that  it  is  cheaper  to  litigate  cases  before  competent  Courts.  It  is 
the  experience,  I  apprehend,  of  every  lawyer  here  who  ever  practices 
before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  that  in  every  case  that  involves  any  par- 
ticular amount  of  money — a  hundred  or  two  hundred  dollars  at  least — 
is  always  appealed  to  an  appellate  Court,  thus  making  double  the  ex- 

Sense;  whereas,  if  you  go  to  a  Court  in  which  litigants  have  any  confi- 
ence,  they  would  rather  submit  to  the  decision  of  that  Court  and  end 
the  litigation.  I  say,  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  it  would  be  decidedly 
cheaper  to  litigate  the  cases  in  the  Superior  Court  in  the  first  instance. 
I  'hope  that  the  committee  will  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Joaquin. 

BBMABXa  OF  MB.  BIKBSTIOHBB. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
offered  by  Judge  Terry  will  not  be  adopted.  I  am  convinced  from  my 
experience  in  matters  of  this  character  that  Justices'  Courts  and  Courts 
of  infttrior Jurisdiction  should  have  the  power  and  authority  to  decide 
in  cases  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  where  the  amount  involved  is 
less  than  twenty-five  dollars  per  month,  and  the  amount  of  damages 
does  not  exceed  two  hundred  dollars.  Probably  nine  tenths  of  the  cases 
of  forcible  entry  and  detainer — and  when  I  say  cases  of  forcible  entry 
and  detainer,  I  mean  cases  in  which  parties  have  rented  places,  or  por- 
tions of  places,  either  a  whole  house  or  certain  rooms  in  a  house — are 
litigated  and  passed  upon  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  Now,  the 
experience  in  that  city  is  this :  If  a  tenant  does  not  pay  his  rent,  the 
landlord  )s  compelled  to  go  into  the  County  Court,  as  the  practice  stands 
to-day,  or  if  this  Constitution  be  adopted  with  the  amendment  of  Judge 
Terrv,  they  will  be  obliged  to  go  into  the  Superior  Court.  Now,  the 
whole  question  to  be  decided  in  nine  tenths  of  these  cases,  is  whether 
the  man  has  paid  his  rent  or  not;  whether  he  has  lived  up  to  the  obli- 
gations of  his  lease  or  not.  ^  the  case  stands  to-day,  and  as  the  case 
will  stand  if  the  amendment  of  Judge  Terry  is  adopted,  the  landlord  is 
obliged  to  go  into  the  County  Court,  or  into  the  Superior  Court  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  Constitution,  to  file  his  complaint,  and  go  to  an  expense 
of  from  twenty-five  dollars  to  fifty  dollars  in  order  to  have  his  case 
adjudicated. 

Mb.  CROSS.  Is  there  any  such  thing  as  forcible  entry  upon  property 
held  under  a  lease  ? 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  That  is  the  object  of  the  amendment,  as  it 
stands  now.  Nine  tenths  of  these  cases  are  default  cases.  There  is  no 
important  question  for  the  Judge  at  all. 

Mb.  SCHELL.  I  will  ask  you  whether  you  have  practiced  law  in  the 
interior  counties  of  this  State  ? 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    No,  sir. 

Mb.  SCHELL.  Of  course  the  difficulty  you  speak  of  would  not  be 
likely  to  occur  in  the  larger  cities? 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  SCHELL.    Would  it  in  the  country? 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  SCHELL.    Don't  you  know  that  almost  every  case  is  appeaM  to 
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the  County  Court,  thus  involving  two  trials?  I  am  firmly  convinced 
that  it  would  I<*88en  the  expense  by  adopting  this  amendment. 

Mr.  REDDY.    It  cannot  pciasibly  apply  to  holding  over. 

Mr.  B££RSTECHER.  It  is  a  detainer.  I  undersiand  from  practicing 
attom^s  in  the  country  that  it  is  Just  exactly  the  same  there  as  in  the 
city.  The  only  question  is  whether  the  defendant  has  a  right  to  retain 
the  premises  or  not.  The  defendant  is  taken  into  the  Court;  there  is  a 
default  judgment  in  nine  tenths  of  the  cases,  and  the  costs  are  multiplied 
against  the  defendant,  and  a  judgment  of  treble  the  amount  of  rent  is 
taken  against  him.  So  that  if  a  man  holds  over  two  weeks,  and  the 
actual  amount  of  rent  due  would  be  ten  dollars*  they  would  give  a  judg- 
ment to-day  in  favor  of  the  landlords  of  San  Francisco  for  from  sevonty- 
five  dollars  to  one  hundred  dollars,  co^ts,  and  damages.  The  execution 
U(K>n  that  judgment  runs  against  the  defendant's  wages,  and  against 
anything  that  the  man  can  earn.  It  would  not  only  do  justice  to  the 
men  that  own  the  property,  but  also  secure  jiistice  to  the  men  that  lease 
and  hold  the  property,  that  Justices  of  the  reace  should  have  the  right 
to  adjudicate  these  cases.  And  it  is  a  speedy  judgment.  In  this  way 
men  <ian  wrongfully  hold  the  property  of  other  men,  for  months  and 
months,  and  then,  of  course,  they  are  mulcted  in  damages  that  some- 
times they  are  never  able  to  pay,  or  else  they  are  harassed  upon  the 
judgment  for  ten  or  fifteen  vears.  I  believe  that  the  ends  or  justice 
require  that  section  to  be  adopted.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Heiskell,  and  I  am  opposed 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  Judge  Terry.        * 

RRMARKS  OF  MR.   HRRRINOTOK. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terry,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  adopt^.  I  hope  so,  for  this  reason :  I  am  aware  that  a 
great  many  of  these  cases  that  are  spoken  of  by  gentlemen  are  founded 
upon  leases.  They  are  also  founded  upon  notices  to  quit;  and  I  had 
almost  said,  or  was  about  to  say,  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  they  are 
brought  upon  complaints  that  do  not  state  facts  suflBcient  to  constitute  a 
cause  of  action.  They  are  allowed  to  go  by  default,  and  finally  there  is 
a  certiorari  issued  from  a  superior  tribunal,  and  the  case  brought  up. 

Mr.  hall.  Would  the  words  "forcible  entry  and  detainer"  neces- 
sarily include  the  case  of  an  unlawful  detainer  where  a  tenant  refused 
to  give  up  property?  * 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  am  treatine  it  as  if  it  included  every  oues- 
tion.  I  supposed  it  was  really  intended  to  cover  the  whole  grouna.  I 
am  treating  it  in  that  light.  I  think  that  was  the  intention  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  know  that  the  statute  makes  it  forcible  detainer  where  there 
is  a  lease  and  a  notice  to  quit.  I  am  treating  this  as  covering  all  the 
questio'ns,  and  I  say  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  in  these  country  places, 
where  every  one  is  permitted  to  appear  in  the  Justices'  Court  ana  prac- 
tice, in  these  cases,  the  complaints  will  not  support  the  judgment  taken 
by  default.  The  consequence  is,  that  the  expenses  ailerward  incurred 
are  very  great,  and  there  is  a  great  deal  of  litigation  that  otherwise 
might  be  avoidetl  by  appearing,  in  the  first  place,  in  a  Court  where  the 
pleadings  will  be  passea  upon,  and  where  they  will  be  either  supported 
or  not,  upon  the  proof  maae  by  a  competent  attorney,  jnstead  of  parties 
practicing  as  a  matter  of  compassion  for  these  parties,  and  who  know 
nothing  about  law.  Litigants  ought  not  to  be  hoodwinked  in  that  way. 
Ninety-nine  out  of  one  hundred  of  these  men  who  practice  in  Justices' 
Courts  in  tbe^e  cases,  know  nothing  about  the  intricacy  that  is  involved 
in  a  sjiit  of  this  kind.  I  submit  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  S&n  Joaquin  ought  to  be  adopted,  and  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  a  jurisdiction  of  the  character  that  is  attempted  to  be 
given  by  this  section. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco 
if,  in  his  opinion,  this  section  will  enable  the  plaintiff  to  obtain  treble 
damages? 

Mr.  BEERSTEOHER.  The  matter  of  treble  damages  is  a  matter  of 
legislation  in  the  Code. 

Mr.  AYERS.  You  believe  it  would.  Then  I  am  opposed  to  it.  I  am 
oppf)sed  to  amplifying  the  English  language  by  the  addition  of  a  new 
word. 

RKMARKS  OF   MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  are  some 
counties,  as  the  gentleman  from  Solano  has  said,  where  they  have  good 
sized  towns  a  great  distance  from  the  county  seat,  and  it  would  be  very 
unjust  and  unreasonable  to  have  these  parties  forced  to  go  to  the  county 
seat  in  order  to  get  a  tenant  out  of  the  premises  who  holds  them  only 
because  he  knows  it  will  take  a  good  deal  of  trouble  and  expense  to  get 
him  out  Now,  I  undertake  to  say  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  of  that 
character,  if  the  tenants  knew  that  they  would  be  got  out  immediately 
there  would  be  no  suit,  and  for  that  reason  it  seems  to  me  that  this  sec- 
tion should  be  alloweti  to  stand.  In  all  our  counties  there  are  several 
towns  a  great  distance  from  the  county  seat.  We  have  one  town  seventy- 
five  miles  from  the  county  seat;  another  forty-five  miles,  and  another 
forty  miles.  There  are  a  great  many  such  cases  in  this  State.  Gentle- 
men have  intimated  that  forcible  entry  and  detainer  go  together  necessa- 
rily. I  think  the  Supreme  Court  has  decided  otherwise.  If  a  man  leases 
a  piece  of  property  and  his  lease  has  expired  and  he  fails  to  go,  it  is  an 
unlawful  detamer.  In  San  Francisco,  when  the  calendar  is  large  in  the 
Superior  Court,  if  the  Justices  had  jurisdiction  in  these  matters  they 
could  l>e  api)lied  to  at  once  and  the  tenants  got  out  immediately.  An 
imf)osition  would  be  prevented,  and  I  think  a  great  many  cases  would 
not  be  brought  which  are  now  forced  to  be  brought  and  the  tenants 
remain  in  until  they  get  judgment,  thereby  savins:  a  month  or  more  of 
rent  without  paying  for  it.  The  Justices'  C<>urts  of  Oregon,  and  many  of 
the  eastern  States,  have  jurisdiction  in  these  cases;  have  now  and  always 
hav^ad.    There  is  no  good  reason  why  they  should  not  have. 


REMARKS  OF  VR.   BALL. 

Mr.  hall.  Mr.  Chainnan:  I  desire  to  vote  intelligently  upon  Ihis 
question,  and  I  should  like  to  be  informed  by  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee whether  the  words  "forcible  entry  and  detainer'  in  his  opinion 
embraces  that  class  of  cases  which  have  been  alluded  to  here. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  question  arose  before  the  com- 
mittee, and  was  thoroughly  examined  and  talked  of.  The  Supreme 
Court  of  this  State  have  construed  the  words"  forcible  entry  and  detainer" 
as  embracing  both  classes  of  cases;  that  is,  a  case  of  forcible  entry  as  well 
as  an  unlawful  holding  over  of  a  tenant;  and  for  that  reason,  as  the 
Court  held  that  these  words  cover  the  entire  class  of  cases,  it  was  better 
to  retain  the  old  language.  That  was  the  reason  which  influenced  the 
committee  at  the  time,  so  that  these  words  were  inserted,  ex  indwttria, 
because  they  had  been  construed  by  the  Supreme  Court  as  covering  all 
these  different  classes  of  ca.<<es. 

Mr.  hall.  I  was  not  aware  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  to 
which  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  alluaes. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  The  case  of  Culver  against  Stephens,  I  think  in  the 
twenty-eighth  California.  Mr.  Dunlap  was  in  the  case.  It  went  up 
from'  this  county. 

Mr.  hall.  Still  it  seems  to  me  that  it  has  been  held  proper  that  a 
summary  proceeding  may  be  had  upon  the  part  of  a  landlord  against  a 
tenant  refusing  to  pay  rent;  and  I  had  been  under  the  impreasion,  until 
just  now  corrected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and 
by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Solano,  that  this  prooeedine  in  the 
County  Courts  of  our  State,  under  section  eight  of  the  existing  Constitu- 
tion, was  permitted  in  that  Court  under  and  by  virtue  of  a  provision 
which  confers  upon  the  County  Court  jurisdiction  of  forcible  entry  and 
detainer,  and  not  by  virtue  of  the  statute  passed  in  pursuance  of  the 
general  power,  contained  in  the  same  section,  given  to  the  Legislature  to 
confer  upon  County  Courts  jurisdiction  in  such  special  cases  as  are  not 
otherwise  provided  for;  and  that,  acting  under  that  authority,  under 
that  constitutional  p>wer,  the  Legislature  had  created  another  class  of 
special  cases,  iurisdiction  over  which  was  conferred  upon  the  County 
Courts;  and  that  the  case  of  a  tenant  refusing  to  surrender  possession 
after  demand  for  possession,  or  refusing  to  pay  rent  upon  demand  being 
made  upon  him,  constituted  a  case  of  unlawful  detainer  as  distinguished 
from  a  case  of  forcible  detainer. 

That  in  order  to  constitute  forcible  entry  and  detainer  there  must  be 
some  threats,  or  some  menace,  or  some  exhibition  of  force,  some  declar- 
ation or  act  upon  the  part  of  some  fterson  which  would  amount  to  a 
criminal  offense;  and  for  that  reason  judgment  has  been  in  form  of 
treble  damans — punitive  damages — punishmg  the  party  for  a  violation 
of  the  law  m  refusing  to  surrender  possession.  Now,  whether  I  am 
right  in  my  onstructiou  or  not,  I  must  yield,  of  course,  to  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary.  I  am  still  opposed  to  the  amend- 
ment, because  I  think,  sir,  that  we  should  open  the  Courts  in  distant 
portions  of  the  county,  remote  from  the  cousty  seat,  to  enable  parties, 
particularly  in  those  causes  of  action  as  between  landlord  and  tenant,  to 
proceed  summarily  for  possession.  Now,  the  delegate  from  the  Fourth 
District,  Mr.  Schell,  says  that  nine  tenths  of  the  cases  are  appealed  to 
the  County  Court.  Well,  sir,  I  am  aware  myself  that  a  very  large  per 
cent,  of  cases  are  carried  up  by  appeal  to  the  County  Court,  but  I  do 
not  think  the  percentage  is  so  great  as  the  gentleman  has  stated ;  and 
it  would  certainly  in  some  instances  amount  to  injustice  to  close  the 
doors  of  these  Courts  in  cases  of  that  kind,  when  parties  are  seeking  to 
recover  the  possession  of  their  property.  Now,  I  will  take  the  case  of 
San  Joaquin  County.  An  apjdication  was  made  here  yesterday,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  entitle  her  to  two  Judges  of  the  Superior  Court.  This 
committed  declined  to  grant  the  application  from  tue  showing  which 
has  been  made  here  of  the  number  of  oases  originating  in  that  county,  all 
of  which  would  have  to  go  into  the  Superior  Court.  I  submit  that  it 
would  be  almost  equivalent  to  closing  the  doors  of  justice  to  a  man 
altogether.    I  think  that  the  amendment  should  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  ask  permission  to  send  up  to  the 
Secretary's  desk  and  have  read  an  amendment  which  I  propose  to  offer 
in  case  the  amendment  offered  by  Judge  Terry  should  be  voted  down. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Provided,  that  no  apiieal  shall  be  taken  from  any  judgment  in  a  Jus- 
tice's Court  in  a  case  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  except  to  the  Supe- 
rior Court  of  the  same  county,  or  city  and  county,  and  the  judgment  of 
the  Superior  Court  thereon  shall  be  final." 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 
The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thr  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  the^  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  have 
made  progress  therein,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'cloek  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  President  Hoge  in . 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

justicrs  of  thr  pkace. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Con- 
vention resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the 
chair,  to  further  consider  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and 
Judicial  Department. 

Carried. 
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IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLfc. 

Thk  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terry. 

SPEECH  OF   Kk.   EDOBHTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  motion  of 
the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  to  strike  out.  It  is,  however,  due  to 
the  committee  for  me  to  say  that  in  the  committee  I  voted  for  the  section 
as  it  now  stands.  That  part  of  the  section  was  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Solano,  Mr.  Hilborn,  and  it  seemed  to  me  at  that  time  that  it  was 
a  judicious  provision.  Subsequent  reflection  upon  that  subject,  however, 
has  caused  me  to  change  my  mind,  so  that  I  am  involved  m  that  incon- 
sistency. Sam.  Johnson  said  thero  were  two  kinds  of  men  who  were  to 
be  avoided — the  man  who  is  always  changing  his  mind,  and  the  man 
who  never  changes  his  mind.  As  this  is  the  nrst  time  I  have  changed 
my  mind  this  winter,  I  suppose  I  may  be  excused.  Now,  as  to  the 
question  as  to  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  Justices  of  the  Peace  at  all. 
Under  the  Constitution  of  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  Supreme  Court  should  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  all 
cases  relating  to  the  title  or  possession  of  real  property,  and  the  Justices 
of  the  Peace  should  have  such  jurisdiction  as  the  Legislature  might 
confer  upon  them.  The  Legislature  conferred  power  upon  them  to  try 
such  cases  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer.  When  the  Constitution  was 
amended  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-four,  that  power  was  taken 
away  entirely  from  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  original  jurisdiction  was 
conferred  upon  the  County  Court  in  those  cases,  with  an  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  As  I  understand  it,  the  Supreme  Court  has  always 
had  appellate  power  over  these  cases.  Now,  from  the  foundation  of 
the  government,  while  men  could  be  sent  to  the  County  Jail  for  a 
year;  while  a  man  oould  be  fined,  and  costs  piled  up  upon  him, 
without  any  appeal,  nevertheless,  in  those  cases  affecting  the  title  or 
possession  of  real  property,  it  has  been  the  policy  always  to  give 
an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court.  They  have  always  had  that  appel- 
late power.  Now,  section  four  provides  that  the  Supreme  Court 
shall  have  appellate  power  in  all  cases  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer. 
Now,  sir,  upon  reflection,  I  do  not  believe  that  Justices  of  the  Peace 
should  have  anything  to  do  with  these  cases  at  all.  These  actions  of 
forcible  entry  and  detainer  affect  a  man's  home,  and  tracks  him  to 
his  own  fireside.  You  pitch  a  man  out  of  his  castle;  to  throw  a  man 
and  his  wife,  and  the  infant  in  the  cradle,  into  the  street;  and  it  is 
because  of  the  importance  of  this  class  of  litigation  that  the  Constitution 
and  the  legislation  of  this  State  have  always  invariably  provided  that 
the  party  should  have  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court.  Now, 
sir,  this  may  become  a  matter  of  the  utmost  importance.  This  matter 
of  twenty- five  dollars  a  month  may  become  a  matter  of  the  very 
greatest  moment.  Suppose  a  man  leases  a  place  for  a  sum  of  money, 
say  twenty-five  dollars  a  month.  All  of  a  sudden  the  place  grows  up 
to  be  thickly  populated,  and.  the  rental  value  of  that  place  increases  of 
a  sudden  from  twenty-five  dollars  a  month  to  one  hundred  and  fifty 
dollars  a  month.  It  thus  becomes  a  case  of  very  great  importance.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  case  that  ought  to  be  reviewed  and  nually  passed 
upon  by  the  Court  of  last  resort.  If  a  man  has  a  suit  in  regard  to  a 
place,  the  rental  value  of  which  is  thirty  dollars  a  mouth,  he  can  go  to 
the  Supreme  Court  and  have  the  case  reviewed.  But  if  he  has  a  suit 
involving  a  rental  value  of  twenty-five  dollars  a  month,  he  has  to  stop 
at  the  lower  Court,  though  the  two  cases  may  be  precisely  analogous, 
and  involve  precisely  the  same  questions.  It  seeing  to  me  it  is  an 
inconsistency,  and  I  shall  support  the  amendment.  I  am  rery  sorry  to 
disagree  with  my  learned  friend,  the  Chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee, for  I  nearly  always  follow  him  in  matters  of  constitutional  law, 
but  this  time  I  must  disagree  with  him. 

BBXAREB  OF  MB.  WIST. 

Ms.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  may  appear  presumptuous  in  any  one 
not  an  attorney  to  speak  upon  any  matter  relating  to  the  iudiciary  sys- 
tem; and  yet,  from  my  standpoint,  it  appears  to  me  that  there  are  other 
classes  of  citizens  interested  in  this  matter.  Now,  there  are  quite  a  num- 
ber of  cases  of  this  kind  all  over  the  country.  Right  here,  penuit  me 
to  say,  that  I  do  not  fully  concur  with  the  idea  that  in  every  instance 
Justices  of  the  Peace  are  not  competent  to  try  these  cases.  We  find 
towns  of  moderate  size  containing  five  hundred  or  one  thousand  people 
strung  out  all  over  the  country,  remote  from  the  county  seat,  wnere  a 
large  class  of  cases  of  this  kind  come  up,  and  where  the  greatest  harm 
might  result  in  not  having  a  Court  where  these  cases  could  be  tried.  I 
mean  these  small  cases  which  come  up  to  be  tried  immediately.  There 
is  a  question  of  economy  right  here.  It  has  been  argued  that  it  was 
cheaper  to  go  into  the  County  Court  in  the  first  instance.  Well,  under 
this  section  that  privilege  is  granted.  It  is  optional  whether  he  com- 
mences the  action  in  the  Superior  Court,  or  before  a  lo6al  Justice  of  the 
Peace.  I  know  there  are  in  my  county  five  or  six  quite  important  little 
towns  that  are  from  twelve  to  twenty-five  miles  distant  from  the  county 
seat.  In  these  towns  there  are  persons  competent  to  act  as  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  and  in  these  important  centers  persons  of  that  class  are 
elected.  So  it  is  not  always  true  that  ignoramuses  are  chosen.  That 
condition  of  affairs  is  passing  off,  and  a  better  class  of  men  will  be 
selected  to  fill  those  offices  in  future.  I  believe  it  to  be  in  the  interest 
of  litigants  that  they  should  have  resort  to  these  local  Courts.  Attor- 
neys, like  everybody  else,  are  mistaken  in  some  things.  They  will 
charge  more  to  go  into  the  County  Court  than  they  will  to  go  tnto  the 
Justices  Court.  Now,  if  you  add  to  the  costs  the  additional  attorney's 
fees  for  going  into  the  Superior  Court — and  they  charge  generally  about 
twenty-five  dollars — and  the  expense  of  taking  witnesses  and  maintain- 
ing them  at  the  county  seat,  you  will  find  that  it  will  be  very  costly  for 
allthese  small  cases.    That  is  my  point  of  economy. 


REMARKS  OF   MB.   MCCALL1TM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  proposed  to  leave  the  Con- 
stitution as  it  is  by  the  amendment  of  Judge  Terry,  so  we  have  a  strong 
argument  in  favor  of  the  motion.  But  I  find  this  additional  argument 
in  looking  through  the  Constitutions  of  other  States:  I  do  not  find  any 
single  one  that  there  is  any  provision  in  giving  Justices'  Courts  jurisdic- 
tion In  cases  of  foreible  entry  and  detainer.  So,  unless  that  amendment 
is  adopted,  California  will  stand  alone  in  giving  such  jurisdiction.  Now, 
I  don't  know  how  it  may  be  in  Los  Angeles,  that  the  gentleman  speaks 
about,  but  in  the  County  of  Alameda  there  is  no  demand  for  any  such 
cbange^at  least  I  never  heard  of  it.  We  have  some  considerable  towns 
there,  forty  or  fifty  miles  from  the  county  seat.  I  believe  it  is  more 
economical  to  try  these  cases  in  the  Superior  Court  than  in  the  Justice's 
CourL  The  whole  costs  for  an  ordinary  suit  would  be,  perhaps,  fifteen 
dollars.    In  the  Justice's  Court  it  woulcf  be  as  great. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Suppose  the  county  seat  should  bb  chaneed  from 
Oakland  to  San  Leandro,  would  you  then  be  in  favor  of  the  change  or 
not? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  trust  I  am  in  favor  of  some  higher  considera- 
tion than  my  own  personal  consideration.  It  appears  to  me  that  these 
considerations  should  have  some  weight.  As  far  as  any  public  expres- 
sion is  concerned,  there  is  no  demand  for  the  change,  u  we  do  make 
that  a  constitutional  provision,  we  will  stand  alone  in  this  respect.  I 
would  be  willing  to  support  an  amendment  which  would  give  Justices' 
Courts  jurisdiction  in  uncontested  cases.  But  so  many  objections  can  be 
raised  to  it,  that  I  do  not  feel  like  formulating  such  an  amendment 
myself. 

REM  ARKS  OF  MR.  RETVOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  Without  having  considered  this 
section  as  carefully  as  I  would,  I  feel  impelled  to  sustain  the  section  as 
it  stands,  in  the  face  of  all  the  pending  amendments.  I  recognize  the 
full  force  of  the  arguments  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  and  in 
answer  to  them  I  desire  to  say,  in  whalf  of  the  people  of  San  Francisco, 
that  there  is  a  large  class  of  cases  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  in 
which  justice  demands  a  speedy  and  cheap  remedy.  I  refer  to  that  class 
of  triflinff,  worthless  tenants — and  in  that  city  there  is  a  great  many  of 
them — wno  go  about  imposing  upon  landlords,  who  get  into  a  house  or 
room,  pay  the  first  month's  rent,  and  stay  as  long  as  they  can  without 
paying  any  more,  until  the  landlord  can  stand  it  no  more,  and  he  is 
compelled  to  bring  an  action  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer.  What  is  the 
resttlt?  He  has  to  bring  that  action  in  the  County  Court  The  Clerk's 
Tees  come  to  eleven  dollars  and  fifty  cents;  judgment,  four  dollars  and 
fifty  cents,  making  fifteen  dollars.  The  iudgment  is  good  for  nothing, 
because  the  tenant  has  nothing.  It  costs  uim  that  at  the  very  lowest  to 
get  possession  of  his  premises,  to  say  nothing  of  attorney  fees.  The 
result  is,  altogether,  that  it  costs  him  from  thii^y-five  to  forty  dollara  to 
get  the  tenant  out  of  his  house,  where  the  rent  does  not  amount  actually 
to  more  than  ten  or  fifteen  doIUrs  a  month.  There  is  a  large  class  of 
that  kind  of  cases,  which  demand  a  speedy  and  cheap  mode  of  trial.  It 
does  not  involve  the  title  to  real  estate.  It  is  only  the  getting  possession 
of  his  own  property.  I  believe  under  this  section  there  is  an  appeal  to 
the  Superior  Court,  but  nineteen  twentieths  of  th^. cases  will  end  right 
there  m  the  Justice's  Court.  But  if  there  is  a*case  that  ought  to  be 
appealed,  let  it  ^  to  the  Sunerior  Court,  and  that  will  dispose  of  it. 
Perhaps  not  one  in  a  thousancl  will  ever  reach  the  Supreme  Court.  I 
believe  this  section  ought  to  stand  as  it  is.  It  will  afford  a  remedy  that 
I  know  is  needed  in  San  Francisco.  I  believe  every  city  needs  it,  and 
that  it  will  work  no  hardship,  because  if  there  is  a  case  of  importance, 
it  will  be  brought  in  the  Superior  Court  at  once. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Neariy  all  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  are  law- 
yers, are  th^y  not? 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Tes,  sir. 
Mr.  HERRINGTON.    That  is  not  so  in  the  country,  is  it? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  don't  see  the  relevancy  with  the  Question  at  issue. 
We  simply  propose  to  give  them  jurisdiction.  Whether  tney  are  lawyers 
or  not,  I  cannot  see  what  difference  it  makes;  one  man  can  decide  these 
cases  as  well  as  another;  all  it  needs  is  a  little  common  sense.  If  any 
man  supposes  that  there  is  any  intricate  question  of  law  involved,  he 
has  the  privilege  of  going  to  the  Superior  Court  with  it,  and  trying 
it  there.  I  thinx  the  section  ought  to  stand ;  it  will  afford  a  remedy  in 
that  class  of  cases  where  sumptuary  proceedings  are  required.  If  it  is 
not  adopted  it  will  work  a  hardship  to  a  large  class  of  people. 

THE  FREVI0U8  QUB8TI0X. 

Mr.  WINANS.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Stedman,  Brown,  Moreland,  and  West. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terry. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  was  lost  by  a  vote  of  31 
ayes  to  60  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Heiskell. 

Lost. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  I  send  up  an  amendment,  or  addi- 
tional proviso. 

The  secretary  read : 

''Provided  further,  that  no  appeal  shall  be  taken  from  any  judgment 
in  a  Justice's  Court,  in  a  case  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer,  except  to 
the  Superior  Court  of  the  same  county,  or  city  and  county,  and  the 
judgment  of  the  Superior  Court  thereon  shall  be  final.' 
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RKMARKS  OF  MR.   EDOBRTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  would  ask  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  if  that 
might  not  involve  an-inconsistency  and  absurdity  in  this  class  of  cases? 
A  party  brings  an  action  in  the  Superior  Court  in  the  first  instance, 
under  a  lease,  where  the  rental  value  is  twenty  dollars  a  month. 
Another  party  brings  an  action  in  the  Justice's  Court,  where  the  rental 
value  is  twenty  dolUirs  a  month,  and  an  appeal  is  taken  to  the  Superior 
Court.  Now,  sir,  precisely  the  same  amounts  are  involved  in  both 
cases.  The  cases  are  of  the  same  magnitude,  and  precisely  the  same 
questions  are  involved.  The  Judge  of  the  Superior  Court  renders  judg- 
ment, in  both  cases,  precisely  alike,  and  yet,  the  person  who  comes  up 
from  the  Justice's  Court  is  deprived  of  the  right  of  appeal,  while  the 
party  who  brought  his  action  in  the  Superior  Court  can  appeal. 

RKMARKS  OF   MR.  WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSOlf ,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  see  any 
serious  difficulty  in  the  proposition  presented  by  my  friend  from  Sacra- 
mento, and  I  can  call  to  his  mind  a  nundred  instances  in  which  similar 
questions  might  arise.  A  man  might  bring  an  action  on  a  promissory 
note  in  a  Justice's  Court,  under  three  hundred  dollars;  another  might 
bring  an  action  in  the  Superior  Court  for  three  hundred  and  one  dollars, 
and  the  same  questions  might  arise  in  each  case.  One  would  have  an 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  and  the  other  would  not, although  precisely 
the  same  questions  are  involved — the  only  difference  being  one  dollar. 
There  is  the  dividing  line  between  the  general  jurisdiction  of  the  Bupe- 
rior  Court  and  the  general  jurisdiction  of  the  Justice's  Court.  The 
proposition  that  such  things  may  happen  is  no  objection  to  the  system  at 
all.  No  lawyer  will  say  so.  Ikfy  learned  friend  will  answer  himself, 
and  I  hope  he  will  have  the  candor  to  say  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
question  ne  propounds. 

RKMARKS  OF  MR.   FRKKMAN. 

Mr.  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
be  adopted.  It  is  one  of  the  most  dangerous  character.  It  involves  the 
possession  of  real  property,  and  no  appeal  allowed  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
tinder  this  section  we  limit  the  jurisdiction  to  the  simple  rental  value  of 
the  propertv.  Now,  there  are  many  properties,  not  having  a  rental 
value  exceeding  twenty-five  dollars  a  month,  that  are  worth  lour  or  five 
thousand  dollars,  and  to  turn  persons  out  of  the  possession  of  property 
of  that  kind,  without  any  right  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  is  an 
exception  that  should  not  be  establishcnl. 

remarks  of  MR.  scaxLL. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  voted  down,  and  for  this  reason :  I  do  not  think  the 
Superior  Court  ought  to  l>e  a  Court  of  last  resorL  If  there  is  to  be  an 
appeal  at  all,  in  this  claas  of  cases,  it  oueht  to  be  to  the  Supreme  Court. 
Now,  under  this  section  suit  may  be  brought  in  the  Justice's  Court 
involving  one  thousand  dollars  rent.  I  understand  it  to  say  where  the 
rental  value  does  not  exceed  twenty-five  dollars  a  month ;  but  it  doesn't 
say  anything  about  where  one  month's  rent  has  accrued,  or  six  months' 
rent,  or  a  year's  rent,  or  three  years'  rent.  The  party  may  have  taken  a 
'  lease  for  four  years,  and  at  the  end  of  the  four  years  he  might  not  sur- 
render the  premises.  *  In  such  a  case  as  that,  which  involves  a  large 
amount  of  money,  it  may  be  brought  in  the  Justice's  Court,  and  under 
this  proposed  amendment  there  would  be  no  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court.  I  say  he  should  not  be  prohibited  from  appealing  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  the  Superior  Court  should  not  be  constituted  a  Court  of  last 
resort. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Doesn't  the  gentleman  know  that  the  limit  of  dam- 
ages is  two  hundred  dollars? 

Mr.  sen  ell.  a  party  can  sue  for  two  hundred  dollars  when  it 
involves  but  the  one  question  of  the  fact  of  possession. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  We  have  lived  under  the  present  system  for  thirty 
years,  the  same  system  which  prevails,  I  believe,  in  every  State  in  the 
Union.  It  is  proposed  here  to  limit  to  cases  where  the  rental  value  is 
twenty-five  dollars,  and  this  sum  may  accumulate  to  six  hundred  dol- 
lars, and  yet  it  must  end  in  the  Superior  Court.  I  don't  see  that  the 
Chairman  of  the  committee  has  help^  us  out  of  the  difficulty.  I  think 
it  involves  the  inconsistency  which  I  mentioned  in  the  first  place.  A 
man  may  allow  the  rent  to  fall  behind,  even  at  twenty-five  dollars  a 
month,  until  it  reaches  six  hundred  dollars  or  one  thousand  dollars  a 
month.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  suit  which  may  involve  that  amount 
should  be  subject  to  review  by  the  Court«f  last  resort. 

REMARKS   of   MR.   TKRRT. 

Mr. 'TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  gives  the  plaintiff  the  absolute 
right  to  deprive  the  defendant  of  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  if  the  case  is  decided  against  him.  By  bringing  the  action  before 
a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  the  defendant  is  deprived  of  the  right  of  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court.  If  this  amendment  sliould  prevail  there  ought 
to  be  a  further  amendment  to  enable  the  person  to  transfer  the  case  to 
the  Superior  Court,  by  giving  a  l)ond  for  costs.  The  only  reason  I  have 
heard  advanced  for  this  amendment  is  that  there  are  a  large  number  of 
defendants  who  are  without  money,  and  that  no  judgment  could  be 
collected;  and  even  the  costs  the  plaintiff  would  be  compelled  to  advance 
in  nine'cases  out  of  ten.  That  may  be  true,  but  there  are  cases  which 
involve  very  considerable  interests,  which  would  be  within  the  juris- 
diction of  Justices  of  the  Peace.  It  mieht  include  the  possession  of  one 
hundred  and  sixty  acres  of  land  worth  twenty  dollars  an  acre,  and  it 
might  involve  a  lease  upon  it  which  has  twenty  years  to  run.  I  can 
see  no  reason  why  the  parties  should  not  be  allowed  to  appeal.  I  can 
see  no  good  to  be  accomplished  by  this  amendment.  Under  the  system 
which  prevailed  before  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-four  in  this  State, 
these  cases  were  commenced  in  the  Justice's  Ck>urt,  and  could  be 
apjKjaled  to  the  County  Court,  and  from  there  to  the  Supreme  Court.     I 


can  see  no  reason  why  the  defendant,  if  he  is  able  to  give  bonds  to 
secure  the  plaintiff,  should  not  have  the  right  to.  go  to  the  Supreme 
Court  and  have  the  case  reviewed.  I  think  the  amendment  ought  to 
be  voted  down.  That  is,  unless  it  shall  be  so  amended  as  to  allow  farther 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

REMARKS   of   MR.   8HAFTBR. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  think  this  amendment  a 
judicious  one.  This  is  a  matter  that  may  safely  be  left  open  to  tho 
Legislature.  Whether  the  Court  finds  heavy  damages  or  light  damages, 
is  of  no  consequence.  That  is  merely  accessory,  and  does  not  make  anv 
difference.  It  is  the  right  of  possession.  What  is  the  use  of  making  this 
distinction?  One  party  should  have  the  right  of  appeal  as  much  as 
another.  An  action  brought  for  two  hundred  and  ninety-nine  dollars 
damages  would  bo  brought  before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  an  action 
for  three  hundred  and  one  dollars  would  be  brought  before  the  Superior 
Court  Tho  right  of  possession,  where  the  damage  is  laid  at  two  hundred 
and  ninety-nine  dollars,  may  be  worth  twentv  thousand  dollars,  and  in 
the  other  case  the  right  of  possession  may  not  be  worth  ten  dollars  One 
case  is  appealable  and  the  other  is  not.  There  is  no  difficulty  about 
allowing  a  party  the  right  of  appeal.  What  inconvenience  is  there.  I 
cannot  see  any  whatever.  I  am  m  favor  of  allowing  the  Justices'  Courts 
to  have  jurisdiction  in  these  cases.  As  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco said :  there  are  a  great  many  people  who  go  into  houses  or  rooms 
intending  to  pay  no  rent.  They  will  stay  there  until  thev  are  put  out, 
and  then  go  somewhere  else.  There  ought  to  be  some  quick  process  to 
dispose  of  that  class  of  casM;  but  I  can  see  no  reason  wny  the  right  of 
appeal  should  be  taken  away.  I  would  allow  appeal  in  all  cases  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  There  is  not  a  jM^rtide  of  inconvenience.  I  hope  we 
shall  vote  the  amendment  down. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  BCHELL. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  When  I  stated  awhile  afo  that  even 
at  that  amount  of  monthly  rental  it  might  involve  six  hundred  dollars, 
the  gentleman  referred  me  to  section  six,  to  convince  me  that  my  position 
was  wrong,  and  when  I  first  glanced  at  it  I  thought  perhaps  I  might  be 
wrong.  But  upon  further  consideration  and  reflection  I  am  satisfied  my 
position  was  correct,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  it  will  be  so  construed.  It 
will  be  construed  with  reference  to  the  statutes  upon  that  subject  I 
believe  that  is  one  rule  of  construing  constitutioual  provisions.  And 
I  say  under  our  statutes  the  rental  of  twenty-five  dollars  per  month  will 
be  contradistinguished  from  the  question  of  damages.  I  will  refer  you 
to  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  section  one  thousand  one  hundred  and 
seventy- four.  There  there  is  a  plain  distinction  made  between  damages 
and  the  rental  value.  So  I  claim  that  a  man  under  this  provision  may 
sue  for  damages  of  two  hundred  dollars  and  an  aocruea  rental  of  six 
hundred  dollars,  which  would  make  eight  hundred  dollars  altogether. 
I  think  my  position  is  correct 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   BKERSTECHER. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  of 
the  sentleman  from  San  Francisco  will  not  prevail.  I  don't  believe  it  is 
any  nardship  to  grant  the  right  of  appeal  from  the  Justices'  Courts  to 
the  Superior,  and  from  the  Superior  Court  to  the  Supreme  Court.    The 

Jractioe  in  the  State  of  Michigan  for  thirty  years  nas  been  to  allow 
ustices  of  the  Peace  jurisdiction  in  these  cases,  in  any  amount,  in  those 
townships  where  no  Court  Commissioners  reside.  But  in  the  township 
where  the  Circui.t  Court  Commissioner  reside  the  action  must  be  brought 
before  the  Commissioner.  And  where  the  matter  is  tried  before  the 
Commissioner  the  appeal  lies  direct  to  the  Supreme  Court,  without  any 
intervention  of  the  Superior  Court  In  the  other  case  it  is  brought  before 
the  Justice  of  the  Peace,  without  limit,  both  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
rental  and  the  property  involved.  The  appeal  lies  from  the  decision  of 
the  Justice  of  tne  Peace  to  the  Circuit  Court,  and  from  the  Circuit  Court 
to  the  Supreme  Court.  I  think  that  there  should  always  be  given  the 
right  of  appeal,  the  appellant,  of  course,  being  required  to  give  bonds 
for  costs.  The  object  of  conferring  this  jurisdiction  upon  Justices  of  the 
Peace  is  to  allow  them  to  try  cases  where  there  are  really  no  meritorious 
questions  to  be  passed  upK)n.  But  where  there  is  merit  in  the  case,  the 
right  of  appeal  should  be  conferred  on  both  sides,  provided  sufficient 
bond  is  given  to  cover  the  rental  value  and  the  costs.  The  rights  of  both 
parties  are  thus  secured,  and  the  right  of  appeal  can  do  no  harm. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District  Mr.  Chairman:  This  committee 
has  adopted  section  eleven  as  it  now  is,  by  which  it  is  said  that  in  a  cer- 
tain class  of  cases,  of  small  amounts,  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  shall 
have  jurisdiction.  Now,  the  proposition  which  I  present  is,  whether, 
in  that  class  of  cases,  one  appeial  only  shall  be  allowed,  or  two  appeals? 

Mr.  EDGERT9N.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  question.  A  person 
can  commence  in  the  Superior  Court,  and  from  there  can  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  If  he  commences  in  the  Justice's  Court  it  can  be 
appealed  to  the  Superior  Court,  and  there  he  has  got  to  stop. 

Mr.  WILSON.    Is  that  all  you  have  to  sajr? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    That  is  all  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  WILSON.  You  haven't  said  much.  [Laughter.]  Now,  to  pro- 
ceed. My  learned  friend  interrupted  me  to  ask  me  what  I  thought  of 
what  he  thought  We  have  adopted  a  section  permitting  these  small 
cases  to  be  tried  in  the  Justice's  Court,  limiting  it  to  small  cases  for  the 
convenience  of  persons.  The  question  before  the  committee  then  is:  in 
what  class  of  cases  should  the  parties  be  limited  to  one  appeal,  and  in 
what  cases  should  they  have  two  appeals?  Two  trials,  it  seems  to  me, 
ought  to  be  sufficient.  That  is  the  proposition  now  before  the  commit- 
tee. Shall  we  limit  parties  in  that  class  of  cases  to  one  appeal,  or  shall 
they  have  three  trials?  Don't  forget  what  these  cases  are.  Gentlemen 
say  they  involve  the  title  to  real  property.    That  is  not  true.     In  no 
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case  do  the^  involve  title  to  real  property.  They  are  only  intended  to 
apply  in  this  small  class  of  cases.  The  proceedings  are  never  intended  to 
try  the  question  of  title.  The  owner  ofa  piece  of  land  cannot  enter  into 
possession  of  it  after  be  has  leased  it,  even  if  the  tenant  does  not  keep 
nis  agreement,  except  bv  such  proceedings  as  these.  He  should  have  a 
quick  and  speedv  reme()y,  and  the  same  remedy  will  eu&rd  the  tenant 
against  wrong  if  he  is  forcibly  ousted  from  thtf  possession  of  the  prop- 
erty. The  trial  of  title  to  land  is  expressly  excluded.  They  are  intended 
to  appiy  to  cdi&es  of  taking  possession  of  propertv  by  force  in  case  the 
tenants  improperly  or  unlawfully  attempt  to  hold  over.  In  a  case  of 
that  kind,  where  the  damage  is  small,  and  the  property  of  little  value, 
the  case  is  brought  before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  the  defendant  has 
judgment  rendered  against  him,  and  he  appeals  the  case  to  the  Superior 
Court,  and  there  he  is  in  a  Court  of  general  jurisdiction.  He  is  in  a 
Court  of  record,  which  is  presided  over  by  a  learned  Judge,  because 
under  our  new  system  we  expect  to  have  good  Judges,  learned  in  the 
law,  to  occupv  these  positions. 

Now,  after  having  had  a  trial  before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  after  having 
learned  what  the  evidence  is  and  what  the  points  of  law  are,  he  comes 
before  the  learned  Judge  and  has  the  case  reviewed.  Now  why,  in  that 
class  of  cases,  should  an  appeal  be  had  to  the  Supreme  Court?  I  say,  there 
is  no  reason  for  it.  It  encourages  litigation  to  an  improper  extent.  I  say, 
it  is  a  discrimination  against  the  man  of  small  means,  in  favor  of  the  man 
of  larger  means,  who  is  able  to  carry  on  the  liti^tion  from  Court  to 
Court.  There  is  no  danger  in  leaving  that  jurisdiction  with  the  Superior 
Court,  because  these  Courts  are  supposed  to  be  presided  over  by  Judges 
of  sufficient  capacity  to  determine  any  question.  Now,  we  don't  pre- 
tend to  take  away  the  final  jurisdiction  from  the  Superior  Courts  in  that 
great  class  of  cases.  There  is  all  that  large  class  of  misdemeanors 
which  may  be  prosecuted  in  the  Superior  Courts,  which  are  not  appeal- 
able to  the  Supreme  Court  at  all.  Why,  take  the  cases  of  libel,  which 
are  cases  not  amounting  to  felony,  and  we  all  know  that  the  judgment 
of  the  Countv  Court  is  final;  there  is  no  appeal.  And  yet,  in  a  case  of 
libel  the  defendant  is  liable  to  a  very  heavy  fine — I  cion't  remember 
how  much,  five  thousand  dollars,  I  think — and  is  also  liable  to  imprison- 
ment. Yet  the  judgments  of  the  County  Courts  in  that  class  of  cases 
have  always  been  final ;  and  yet  gentlemen  want  to  give  three  trials 
in  this  small  class  of  cases,  ana  are  afraid  great  wrong  will  be  done  if 
we  do  not  accede  to  it.  I  say,  when  cases  of  this  kina  are  tried  twice, 
the  last  trial  ought  to  be  final  and  conclusive. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  You  heard  the  point  made  by  Mr.  Schell,  in 
relation  to  accumulated  rent. 

Mr,  WILSON.  There  is  nothin^^  in  the  point  made  by  Mr.  Schell.  The 
statute  has  nothing  to  do  with  it,  for  tne  statute  may  be  altered  or 
repealed.  The  whole  amount  of  damages  claimed  must  not  exceed  two 
hundred  dollars  in  order  to  give  the  Justice's  Court  iurisdiction.  If  it 
does  exceed  that  sum,  then  the  Court  has  no  jurisdiction.    Now,  the 

auestion  here  to  be  decided  is,  having  given  the  Justices'  Courts  juris- 
iction  in  this  class  of  cases,  shall  the  Justices  have  more  than  one 
appeal?  I  say,  there  is  no  sense  in  it;  the  ends  of  justice  do  not 
demand  it. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  pre- 
vail.    I  had  not  intended  to  say  anytning  in  regard  to  this  matter 

Mr.  terry.  If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me,  I  wish  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

''Strike  out  the  words,  'and  the  judgment  of  the  Superior  Court  shall 
be  final/  and  insert, '  An  appeal  may  £b  taken  from  the  judgment  of  the 
Superior  Court,  as  in  other  cases.' " 

RGMABKS  of  MR.   HALS. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment will  prevail.  I  voted  for  the  amendment  offered  by  Judge  Terry, 
to  strike  out  this  clause  giving  concurrent  jurisdiction  to  the  Justices' 
Courts  and  Superior  Courts  in  those  caaes,  but  the  committee  has  decided 
to  retain  the  section  as  it  was  reported  by  the  committee.  Now,  when 
a  case  of  this  kind  is  brought  to  the  Superior  Court  and  there  passed  to 
judgment,  there  is  no  reason  that  can  be  given  why  an  appeal  should 
not  lie  to  the  Supreme  Court.  These  cases  should  be  appealable  the 
same  as  other  cases.  They  may  be  oftentimes  of  very  great  importance. 
The  truth  is,  we  made  a  mistake  when  we  conferred  this  concurrent 
iurisdiction  ,*  but  the  committee  have  seen  fit  to  adopt  it,  and  it  now 
behooves  us  to  guard  it  the  best  we  can.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  these 
cases  may,  in  many  instances,  involve  the  right  and  title  to  real  prop- 
erty. Every  lawyer  knows  how  cases  brought  under  the  statutes  may 
involve  the  title  to  real  property.  There  is  no  question  about  it ;  and  on 
top  of  that  we  are  asked  to  deny  the  ri^ht  of  appeal.  I  hope  this 
amendment  to  the  amendment  will  prevail. 

THK  PREVIOUS  QUESTIOX. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Stedman,  West,  Kvey,  and  Brown. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin,  Judge  Terry. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was 
adopted  by  a  vote  of  65  ayes  to  25  noes. 

Tbb  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment  as  amended. 

Lost. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
be  added  at  the  end  of  the  section. 

Thi  secretary  read  : 

"  But  in  such  case  the  Superior  Court  shall  have  also  appellate  juris- 


diction, and  this  shall  not  impair  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court." 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  That  expresses  the  idea  of  the  majority  of  the 
committee,  and  gives  the  ri^ht  of  appeal  to  the  Superior  Court,  and  pro  - 
vides  that  it  shall  not  impair  ihe  rignt  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

Thi  chairman.    Tne  question  is  on  tne  amendment 

Division  being  called,  the  amendment  was  lost,  by  a  vote  of  45  ayes  to 
46  noes. 

Mr.  freeman.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read: 
'  "Add,  after  the  word  'dollars,'  in  line  ten,  'and  in  cases  to  enforce 
and  foreclose  liens  on  personal  property,  when  neither  the  amount  of 
the  lien  nor  the  value#Df  the  property  amounts  to  three  hundred  dol- 
lars." 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  is  a  provision  which  is  very 
much  needed.  Statutes  have  been  passed  imposing  liabilities  for  stock 
found  trespassing  upon  the  lands  of  others,  and  in  those  cases  the  jurisdic- 
tion was  changed  and  given  to  the  Justices'  Courts.  The  Supreme  Court 
decided  that  these  cases  were  really  to  enforce  a  lien,  and  are  therefore 
equitable  in  their  nature,  and  must  be  commenced  in  the  District 
Court.  This  amendment  is  to  authorize  Justices'  Courts  to  take  juris- 
diction in  that  class  of  cases,  because  the  costs  and  expenses  attending 
a  suit  in  the  District  Court  are  so  great  as  to  be  more,  a  great  deal,  than 
the  value  of  the  damage. 

RBUARKS   OF   MR.   BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman  :  This  matter  is  of  some  consequence 
to  one  of  the  great  interests  of  this  State — the  farming  interest.  Now, 
in  the  southern  portion  of  the  State,  they  have  attempted  to  take  up 
stock  that  was  trespassing  upon  their  grain  and  upon  their  fkrms,  and 
they  were  unable  to  do  so,  because  the  cases  could  not  be  tried  before 
a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  it  being  decided  that  they  should  come  before  a 
Court  of  equity.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  this  amendment  cov- 
ers that  ground.  This  is  a  matter  of  no  small  magnitude,  and  we  do 
not  want  to  take  any  chances.  There  were  laws  passed  intending  to 
carry  out  this  same  purpose,  but  they  failed  of  their  object.  I  hope 
there  will  be  some  provision  that  will  cover  the  ground,  and  I  think 
this  will. 

RBIIARXS  OF  liB.  SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  an  amend- 
ment formulated  intended  to  cover  the  same  point  covered  by  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Freeman.  The 
trespass  Act  which  the  gentleman  speaks  of  has  had  considerable  noto- 
riety in  our  county,  and  has  been  inoperative,  because  the  Supreme 
Court  decided  that  these  cases  were  cases  in  the  nature  of  equity,  and, 
therefore,  Justices  of  the  Peace  could  not  have  jurisdiction  in  cases  of 
this  kind,  and  the  Act  was,  therefore,  rendered  ineffective.  There  is  no 
reason  why  cases  involvin^r  three  hundred  dollars,  even  if  they  do  par- 
take of  the  nature  of  equity  cases,  should  not  be  tried  in  the  Justices' 
Courts.  I  will  read  the  amendment  which  I  have  drawn:  "Add  to  sec- 
tion eleven:  'Provided,  that  Justices  of  the  Peace  shall  have  jurisdic- 
tion in  such  cases  in  equity  as  the  Legislature  may  prescribe,  in  which 
the  judgment,  exclusive  of  interest,  amounts  to  less  tnan  three  hundred 
dollars.' "    I  will  offer  this  amendment,  because  I  think  it  is  clear. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  to  converting  Justices' 
Courts  into  Courts  of  equity.  I  am  opposed  to  giving  them  equity 
jurisdiction  in  any  manner  whatever.  I  think  the  Supreme  Court  laid 
down  a  ^;ood  principle  when  it  decided  that  the  Justices'  Courts  had  no 
jurisdiction  in  that  class  of  cases.  If  a  man's  field  is  overrun  with 
another's  stock  he  has  his  remedy.  The  Courts  at  present  give  him  his 
remedy,  and  there  is  no  need  of  any  such  provision  as  this. 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Kern  will  prevail.  If  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  has  sense  enough  to  try  a  question  orlaw  involving  three  hundred 
dollars  he  has  sense  enough  to  try  a  question  of  fact.  Now,  sir,  this 
declaration  in  the  present  Constitution,  and  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  have  operated  to  the  serious  injury  of  litigants  in  this  State.  For 
instance,  in  the  foreclosure  of  liens  uiion  real  estate,  where  the  tax  did 
not  amount  to  more  than  sixteen  dollars,  it  was  held  that  the  Justices' 
Court  had  no  jurisdiction,  and  the  government  was,  therefore,  driven 
into  a  Court  of  equity.  Now,  if  a  man  has  a  note  a^inst  a  party  for 
less  than  three  hundred  dollars,  he  can  sue  in  the  Justices'  Court.  If  it 
is  secured  by  mortgage  you  go  to  the  District  Court,  where  the  equity 
power  is  lodged.  Now,  I  cannot  see  any  sense  in  any  such  distinction 
as  that,  and  it  is  a  manifest  injury  to  litigants.  Therefore,  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  prevail. 

BBMARKS  OF  MR.   BDOKRTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
prevail,  and,  sir,  I  don't  see  any  analogy  at  all  between  the  litigation  of 
rights  of  this  character,  and  the  collection  of  a  promissory  note.  As  I 
understand  it,  this  allows  an  action  to  be  brought  to  foreclose  a  mort- 
gage, and  that  leads  to  the  determination  of  a  great  many  intricate 
questions  in  equity,  and  may  involve  a  mortgage  securing  a  debt  of 
twentv  thousand  dollars.  I  do  not  think  my  friend  from  Los  Angeles 
would  want  to  go  before  an  ignorant  Justice  of  the  Peace  with  any  such 
litigation. 

RKMARKS  OF  MR.   WATERS. 

Mr.  waters.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  admit  that  there  are  certain  por- 
tions of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kern  which  do 
not  apply  to  the  original  amendment.  The  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento  only  allows  Justices'  Courts  to  have  juriSiction 
upon  personal  property,  and  that  will  cover  the  case  of  cattle,  when  there 
is  a  lien  upon  cattle.    It  is  a  very  important  matter,  but  I  don't  think 
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that  in  order  to  reach  it,  it  is  necessary  to  give  Justices  of  the  Peace  gen- 
eral eouity  jurisdiction.  Let  it  be  limited  to  personal  property,  as  the 
amenament  of  Mr.  Freeman  calls  for.  That  reaches  the  whole  evil,  and 
you  need  not  give  Justices  of  the  Peace  entire  jurisdiction  in  order  to 
reach  that  evil.  I  cannot  see  any  harm  in  the  amendment.  If  ^ou 
only  give  them  the  right  to  foreclose  liens  upon  personal  property,  it  is 
no  very  serious  thing. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District  Mr.  Chairman :  I  withdraw  my 
amendment  in  order  to  save  a  point. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sacramento. 

Adopted. 

Mr.  MILLS.    I  offer  an  amendment.  • 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

''Strike  out  of  lines  one  and  two  the  following  words:  'There  shall  be 
one  Justice  of  the  Peace  elected  fbr  each  township  in  the  State,'  and 
insert  in  line  three,  after  the  word  'each,'  the  word  'township.'  ' 
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SRIIABKS  OF  MB.   MILLS. 

Mr.  mills.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  for 
the  purpose  of  allowing  the  Legislature  to  determine  the  number  of  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace  that  may  be  elected  in  each  county.  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  allow  the  Legislature  to  determine  the  num- 
ber of  Justices  of  the  Peace  necessary.  Many  of  the  townships  are  very 
larze.  There  are  several  villages  in  my  county  perhaps  twenty-five 
miles  apart.  It  is  utterly  impossible  for  one  Justice  of  the  Peace  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  that  county,  if  he  is  located  in  either  end  of  the 
coutfty.  If  a  warrant  was  desired  to  arrest  some  person  at  one  end  of  the 
county,  you  would  have  to  go  to  Martinez  to  get  it,  and  I  presume  it  is 
so  with  many  other  counties  in  the  State.  It  is  utterly  impossible  to 
undertake  to  act  on  any  such  basis.  Sometimes  it  may  be  necessary  to 
have  three  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  a  county,  and  why  place  this  limit 
in  the  Constitution?  Wh^  not  leave  it  to  the  Legislature?  Thisallows 
the  Legislature  to  determine  the  number  to  be  elected  in  the  cities  and 
towns,  and  I  don't  see  why  the  Legislature  should  not  be  allowed  to 
determine  the  number  in  the  county. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   FILCHKR. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chainnan :  The  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Mills  I  believe  covers  the  same  idea  I  have  tried  to  get  in  here.  That 
will  leave  the  Legislature  to  determine  the  number  to  bo  elected  in  each 
township.  I  am  in  favor  of  such  an  amendment,  and  my  reasons  are 
simply  tnese:  In  the  first  place,  the  question  may  be  in  doubt  as  to 
whether  it  is  good  policy — as  to  whether  we  really  should  have  more 
than  one  Justice  in  any  of  the  townships  in  this  State — and  in  the  next 
place,  it  is  a  matter  of  still  greater  importance  as  to  whether  it  is  good 
policy  to  put  such  a  provision  in  the  Constitution.  It  is  purely  a  legis- 
lative matter,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  attempt  to  insert  it  here  is  one  of  the 
most  serious  mistakes  we  can  make.  We  prohibit  the  Legislature  from 
passing  local  laws,  and  yet,  here  in  the  Constitution,  we  are  attempting 
to  legislate  for  every  locality  in  the  State,  without  knowing  anything 
about  the  wants  of  those  localities.  It  is  a  matter  that  has  no  business 
to  be  mentioned  in  the  Constitution,  and  ought  to  be  left  entirely  with 
the  Legislature.  It  will  bring  down  more  enemies  to  the  Constitution 
than  any  other  small  matter  I  can  conceive  of.  Men  will  readily  under- 
stand the  proposition  when  it  comes  right  home  to  them;  and  when  a 
man  sits  down  and  reads  that  he  is  deprived  of  a  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
and  will  have  to  travel  twenty  miles  to  transact  his  business,  it  will  be 
sufficient  for  him  to  oppose  it.  It  is  a  question  often  times  more  weight 
to  the  individual  than  great  matters  of  political  economy.  They  are 
personally  interested,  and  they  can  all  see  and  understand.  I  believe 
there  are  townships  that  can  get  along  with  one  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
but  let  the  Legislature  regulate  that  matter  as  the  exigencies  arise.  To 
say  that  there  shall  be  absolutely  one  Justice,  and  no  more,  is  certainly 
unfair.  If  one  is  not  enough  to  subserve  the  ends  of  justice,  there  ought 
not  to  be  any  constitutional  limitation  against  having  more.  There 
ought  to  be  as  many  as  the  Legislature,  From  time  to  time,  sees  fit  to 

five.  There  are  large  townships  in  some  of  the  counties,  where  one 
ustice  of  the  Peace  would  be  totally  inadequate  to  do  justice.  Now, 
sir,  I  say  the  wisest  course  would  be  to  leave  this  whole  matter  to  the 
Legislature,  where  it  belongs.  We  cannot  tell  how  many  Justices  of  the 
Peace  will  be  required.  And  if  we  could,  the  State  is  changing  all  the 
time,  and  where  one  might  be  sufficient  to-day,  two  might  be  absolutely 
necessary  in  a  few  years  from  now.  It  is  one  of  those  matters  which 
ought  to  be  left  flexible.  There  should  be  no  iron  rule  put  in  the  Con- 
stitution, but  this  whole  matter  should  be  left  to  the  Legislature  to  regu- 
late according  to  the  necessities  of  the  various  localities  of  the  State.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  amendment  will  prevail. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.  TKBRT. 

Mr.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  reason  which  led  the  committee 
to  make  this  change  will  suggest  itself  to  everybody,  or  at  least  to  those 
who  have  had  any  experience  in  watching  the  proceedings  before  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace.  If  Justices  were  salaried  officers,  I  would  have  no 
objections  to  having  a  dozen  in  each  township,  as  thick  as  telegraph 
poles.  But  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  this  State  depend  upon  fees  lor 
their  emoluments  of  office,  and  where  there  are  two,  each  having  juris- 
diction in  the  same  class  of  cases,  and  in  the  same  territory,  they  are 
competing  against  each  other,  and  they  are  almost  absolutely  controlled 
by  attorneys  who  practice  in  their  Courts.  The  evil  has  got  to  that 
extent  that  in  a  majority  of  cases  where  there  are  two  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  people  don't  go  through  the  form  of  a  trial  at  all.  The  suit  is 
brought  in  the  Justice's  Court  by  the  attorney  who  owns  the  Justice, 
and  the  defendant  simply  puts  in  an  answer  and  lets  the  case  go,  and 
then  takes  an  appeal  to  the  County  Court,  where  he  tries  it  before  a  sal- 
aried officer,  who  is  not  indebted  to  any  attorney.    That  will  always 


be  the  case  where  you  have  two  Justices  with  the  same  jurisdiction* 
They  want  business  and  will  bid  to  get  it;  and  in  order  to  get  it  they 
must  decide  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff.  I  would  like  for  som.e  gentleman 
to  tell  me  how  many  cases  he  has  known  where  a  Justice  of  the  Peace 
decided  in  favor  of  the  defendant. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  It  is  entirely  within  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to 
accomplish  that  reform. 

Mr.  terry.  Why  don't  they  act  in  the  matter?  This  has  been  an 
evil  of  long  standing,  and  there  has  been  no  attempt  to  correct  it.  The 
only  way  is  to  take  away  the  temptation.  If  there  is  one  man  who  has 
sole  iurisdiction,  he  is  not  under  obligations  to  anybody  for  bringing 
him  business,  for  the  business  has  got  to  oome  to  him.  But  in  ninety- 
nine  cases  out  of  one  hundred,  under  the  present  system,  the  plaintiff 
gets  iudgment.  Now,  such  a  system  will  not  be  so  apt  to  exist  where 
you  have  no  competition.  It  is  provided  that  cities  shall  have  a  certain 
number;  but  I  hope  to  see  a  provision  that  in  cities  of  a  certain  size  no 
Justice  of  the  Peace  shall  receive  any  fees  or  perquisites.  Let  them  be 
salaried,  and  let  the  fees  be  paid  into  the  treasury  as  the  fees  of  other 
officers  are  now  paid  in. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  We  have  townships  in  our  county  forty  miles  long,  and 
I  doubt  whether  one  Justice  will  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  ends  of  justice 
in  such  townships.  Besides  that,  there  is  often  a  change  of  venue,  and 
if  we  have  but  one  Justice  in  a  township  we  would  have  to  travel  one 
hundred  and  fifty  miles.  While  I  would  oppose  having  two  Justices,, 
where  one  can  do  the  business,  I  think  there  are  townships  where  two 
are  absolutely  necessary.  For  that  reason  I  shall  support  the  amend- 
ment. 

RBMABKS  OF  MR.   BABRT. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  a  member  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee, I  am  very  much  inclined  to  cling  to  the  report,  more  especially 
when  I  cannot  see  that  an  amendment  will  accomplish  any  good  or 
useful  purpose.  But,  having  thought  over  this  matter  fully,  I  am  con- 
vinced that  it  is  necessary,  in  mauy  instances,  to  have  two  Justices  in 
one  township.  I  could  cite  quite  a  number  of  instances  where  such  is 
the  case.  In  large  townships,  like  some  I  have  in  my  mind,  it  would 
be  a  very  great  inconvenience,  and  not  in  the  interest  of  justice,  to  have 
but  one  Justice  of  the  Peace.  It  would  be  so  in  manv  counties  of  this 
State  where  towns  are  remote,  where  they  are  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty 
miles  apart,  and  yet  form  but  one  township.  If  that  section  should  pass 
in  its  present  shape,  providmg  that  there  snail  be  but  one  Justice  of  the 
Peace  in  each  township,  it  would  be  the  means  of  having  a  great  many 
vote  against  the  Constitution  who  otherwise  would  vote  for  it,  because 
ihey  would  feel  that  it  was  an  act  of  great  injustice.  I  hope,  sir,  that 
this  amendment  will  be  adopted,  or  else  that  we  will  adopt  the  section 
of  the  old  Constitution. 

RBMABK3  OF  MR.   SCHBLL. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will  be 
adopted.  I  am  convinced  that  if  we  should  limit  the  number  of  Justices 
of  tne  Peace  to  one  for  each  township  it  would  be  unsatisfactory  to  the 
people  of  this  State.  I  will  mention  an  example  of  it  in  the  township 
where  I  live,  in  Modesto  Township.  Modesto  is  the  county  seat  of  my 
county.  It  contains  two  thousand  five  hundred  people,  and  it  is  only 
one  township.    Now,  sir,  one  Justice  would  not  be  sufficient  for  the 

f>urpose  there.  And  I  remember  another  township,  about  twenty  miles 
ong,and  it  has  two  small  towns — one  in  either  end  of  the  township.  It 
has  been  customary  there  to  elect  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  each  town.  It 
would  be  very  unsatisfactory  to  the  people  there  to  limit  them  to  one 
Justice  of  the  Peace  for  the  whole  township.  It  becomes  necessary,  very 
often,  when  the  Justice  of  the  Peace  is  disqualified,  to  change  the  venue 
to  another  Court  in  the  same  township.  There  may  be  very  strong 
reasons  in  many  instances  why  one  Justice  of  the  Peace  is  insufficient  to 
properly  discharge  the  business  of  a  township.  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  adopted. 

BBMARKS  OF  MB.  WILSON. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  .Mr.  Chairman :  The  evil  of-  hav- 
ing two  rival  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  one  township,  has  come  to  be  so 
great  as  to  be  generally  recognized.  It  was  so  great  an  evil  in  San 
Francisco  that  they  adopted  a  special  system  there,  creating  a  Justice's 
Court,  consisting  of  a  number  or  Justices,  so  that  when  a  case  is  brought 
into  the  Justice  s  Court  no  man  knows  where  it  is  going  to  be  tried. 
The  cases  are  parceled  out  among  the  Justices.  The  trouble  was,  under 
the  old  system,  whenever  a  man  wanted  to  bring  a  suit  he  went  and 
consulted  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  talked  about  the  case  to  him,  and 
if  he  was  favorable  to  it  he  would  bring  the  action  before  that  Justice, 
and  they  invariably  decided  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff.  Whenever  you  get 
two  Justices  in  one  township,  of  course  there  is  always  a  contest  as  to 
who  shall  have  the  business.  A  gentleman  from  the  interior,  of  large 
experience,  stated  before  the  committee,  when  this  question  was  up, 
that  it  was  a  crying  evil,  that,  if  possible,  ought  to  be  remedied,  and  that 
we  ought  to  frame  the  section  in  such  a  wav  that  there  would  be  but 
one  Justice  in  each  township.  If  you  only  have  one  Justice,  parties 
will  be  comi)elled  to  bring  their  cases  before  him,  and  therefore  it  makes 
no  difference  which  way  he  decides,  so  far  as  his  own  personal  interest 
is  concerned.  Now,  I  think  it  must  be  conceded  by  everybody  who 
reflects  upon  it,  that  this  was  a  great  evil  which  ought  to  be  overcome. 
The  object  of  the  committee  in  framing  this  part  of  the  section  was  to 
do  away  with  these  abuses.  It  is  stated,  upon  the  othep  side,  that  if  this 
svstem  is  carried  out  the  greatest  inconvenience  wiU  result.  Some  of 
those  evils  will  result  in  some  instances,  no  doubt.  But  can  they  not  be 
overcome?  Are  they  evils  which  must  continue  to  exist?  If  this  sys- 
tem is  adopted,  I  think^not.  Now,  if  a  township  is  too  large  it  can  be 
divided  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  county.  I  understand,  under 
our  system,  that  it  is  entirely  within  the  power  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors to  subdivide  the  county  into  as  many  townships  as  they  please. 
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It  is  attended  by  no  expense  at  all.  It  is  a  question  for  local  determi- 
nation and  local  management.  And  why  should  not  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  finding  that  a  township  is  too  laree,  divide  the  county  up 
into  smaller  townships,  and  then  each  township  will  be  entitled  to  one 
Justice  of  the  Peace.  That  is  a  very  easy  means  of  overcoming  the 
difficulty.  That  will  overcome  the  difficulty  mentioned  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Nevada.  Why  not  divide  the  large  townships  up  into  smaller 
townships,  say  into  four  townships;  or,  if  two  will  do,  divide  one 
large  township  into  two.  This  is  a  matter  entirely  withih  their  own 
control.  In  reeard  to  these  towns  spoken  of  here,  like  Modesto,  it  is 
expressly  provided  for  in  the  section,  that  any  incorporated  town  can 
have  more  than  one  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  under  the  system  which 
we  propose  to  aiiopt,  any  town  can  incorporate  without  going  to  any 
expense.  Then  they  will  be  entitled  to  more  than  one  Justice  of  the 
Peace. 

Mb.  SCHELL.  Would  not  the  same  objections  you  have  raised  to 
two  Justices  in  one  township  apply  to  two  /ustices  in  a  town  ? 

Mb.  WILSON.  No,  sir;  because  ^ou  can  cut  the  town  into  districts 
if  you  choose,  by  some  dividing  line,  such  as  a  street.  That  would 
avoid  having  two  Justices  of  the  Peace  brought  into  rivalry.  This  sec- 
tion is  intended  to  cure  a  very  great  evil.  Before  the  Ju(iiciary  Com- 
mittee there  wad  but  one  dissenting  voice  that  I  recollect  of.  I  say  let 
us  adhere  to  the  system,  and  not  permit  Justices  of  the  Peace  longer  to 
be  brought  i^to  rivalry. 

RBM ABKS  OF  'mR.   MCFARLAND. 

Mb.  McF.\RLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
public  benefit  if  we  could  do  something  to  elevate  the  character  of  Jus- 
tices'Courts.  Now,  sir,  I  think  one  of  the  most  disgraceful  things  in 
the  world  is  the  8()ectacle  of 'two  Justices'  Courts  grabbing  for  business 
like  a  couple  of  starving  hyenas.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  this  is  a 
matter  of  great  importance,  and  there  ought  to  be  some  remedy  for  this 
potent  evil. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  Is  it  true  that  the  plaintiff  always  wins  in  the 
Justice's  Court? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  He  is  likply  to  win,  because  he  has  the  choice 
of  two  men.  He  goes  and  talks  with  one  of  them  about  the  case.  li 
the  opinion  of  one  of  them  is  not  favorable,  he  goes  to  the  other.  It 
you  have  but  one  Justice  in  a  township  there  will  certainly  be  more 
dignity  attached  to  the  office,  and  that  is  what  the  committee  have  done. 
The  business  would  be  larger,  because  one  would  have  it  all, and  abetter 
daes  of  men  would  be  chosen  to  fill  these  offices.  I  agree  entirely  with 
the  opinions  expressed  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  I 
hope  the  report  of  the  committee  will  be  sustained. 

TBI  PRRVIOUS  QUKSTION. 

Mb.  McCONNELL.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  White,  Evey,  Howard,  and  Filcher. 

Tub  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Contra  Costa,  Mr.  Mills. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  amendment 
was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  65  ayes  to  40  noes. 

Mb.  WEST.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment 

Thk SECRETARY  read: 

"Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'elected,' in  line  three,  down  to  and 
including  the  word  'county,'  in  line  four,  and  insert  the  following:  'in 
townships,  incorporated  cities  and  towns,  or  cities  and  counties.'" 

Mr.  west.  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to  render  these  words 
plural. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  vote  stood,  ayes  38,  noes  22,  and  the 
Chair  announceil  that  no  quorum  had  voted,  and  the  motion  was  put 
again. 

The  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  62  ayes  to  32  noes. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an 'amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read: 

"Add,  after  the  word  •  have,'  in  line  seven,  the  word  'original,'  and 
after  the  word  'Court,'  add  'which  shall  also  have  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion.' " 

RRMARKS  OF    MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Heiskell  was  to  strike  out  the  word  "  concurrent."  and  insert  "original," 
which  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  pointed  out  would  not  do.  Now, 
the  word  "original,"  before  the  word  "concurrent,"  avoids  the  objections 
raised  in  remand  to  the  other  amendment.  And  this  language  is  used  in 
other  Constitutions  in  similar  cases.  It  is  so  used  in  the  Constitution  of 
Indiana.  After  the  word  "  Courts,"  I  propose  to  add,  "  which  shall  also 
have  appellate  jurisdiction,"  to  cover  the  point  of  the  objection  urged 
by  the  Cnairman  of  the  committee,  that  it  ought  to  be  clearly  expressed 
that  the  Su(>erior  Courts  should  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  those 
cases.  Now,  if  this  amendment  is  adopted,  it  will  read  in  this  way — 
"except  that  said  Justices  shall  have  original  concurrent  jurisdiction 
with  Superior  Courts,  which  shall  also  have  appellate  jurisdiction,"  etc. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  suggest  an  amendment  to  his  amend- 
ment by  adding  "  undercurrent." 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  gentleman  ought  to  go  round  and  explain 
the  point  of  his  joke.  I  think  the  point  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
San  Joaquin  was  conclusive  that  tne  plaintiff  ought  not  to  have  the 
right  to  deprive  defendant  of  an  appeal.  In  section  five  it  is  expressly 
declared  that  the  Supreme  Court  shall  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  afi 
cases  of  forcible  entry  and  detainer;  therefore,  taking  the  two  sections 
together,  this  will  give  the  Supreme  Court  appellate  jurisdiction,  and 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  fixed,  oy  another  section. 


The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twelve. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Src.  I'i,  The  Supreme  Court,  the  Superior  Courts,  and  such  other 
Coui-ts  as  the  Legislature  shall  prescribe,  shall  be  Courts  of  record. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  sec- 
tion : 

"Add  the  word  'and'  after  the  word  'Court,'  in  the  first  line,  and 
strike  out  all  after  the  word  '  Courts,'  in  the  first  line,  to  and  including 
the  word  'prescribe,'  in  the  second  line.' " 

REMARKB  OF  MR.  BELCHER. 

Mb.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to 
make  these  Courts  the  only  Courts  of  record.  As  it  is  now,  in  the  sec- 
tion, the  Legislature  may  declare  any  Court  to  be  a  Court  of  record. 
When  this  report  was  made  I  saw  no  objection  to  it,  but  it  has  been 
considerably  amended,  and  the  Superior  Court  has  been  given  appellate 
jurisdiction  in  all  cases.  Now,  I  ao  not  think  Municipal  Courts,  Police 
Courts,  and  Justices'  Courts  should  be  Courts  of  record.  It  is  suggested 
to  me  that  the  amendment  should  include  the  word  "only,"  and  I  accept 
the  suggestion. 

Mb.  terry.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  cannot  see  any  objection  to  the  sec- 
tion as  it  now  stands.  It  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  the  Legislature  is 
going  to  declare  all  Courts  Courts  of  record.  The  former  section  gives 
the  Legislature  the  right  to  create  inferior  Courts  in  cities  and  towns, 
and  the  question  of  ^vhether  these  Courts  so  created,  shall  be  Courts  of 
record  or  not,  will  depend  upon  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  them. 
If  they  are  given  jurisdiction  of  a  certain  class  of  cases  they  ought  to 
be  Courts  of  record,  to  keep  a  record  of  their  proceedings.  I  see  no  danger 
in  leaving  the  Legislature  the  ri^ht  to  determine  this  matter.  I  think  it 
can  safelv  be  left  to  legislative  wisdom. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  This  is  the  language' of  the  old 
Constitution.  I  think  the  reason  why  the  committee  adopted  it  was  that 
they  saw  no  reason  for  departing  from  it.  The  old  section  provi4ies  that 
the  Supreme  Court,  District  Courts,  Probate,  and  such  other  Courts  as 
the  Legislature  shall  prescribe,  shall  be  Courts  of  reconl.  Now  we  have 
the  Supreme  Court  and  Superior  Courts  only,  and  such  other  Courts  as 
the  Legislature  shall  prescribe.  I  say  this  in  vindication  of  the  cum- 
mittee 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  difficulty  lies  in  this:  what 
has  been  the  experience  in  San  Francisco?  These  inferior  Courts  have 
been  created  in  such  a  manner,  and  with  such  powers,  as  that  no  lawyer 
could  know,  and  no  Court  could  ascertain  from  the  law  creating  them, 
or  the  powers  conferred  upon  them,  whether  they  were  Courts  of  record 
or  not.  As  an  instance  of  this,  the  Legislature  created  the  City  Criminal 
Court,  and  an  exception  was  taken  to  the  power  of  the  Court,  that  it  was 
not  a  Court  of  record.  The  case  went  to  the  Supreme  Court,  ai.d  the 
Supreme  Court  was  unable  to  decide  the  case,  tnough  it  wiis  brought 
squarely  before  them.  They  contrived  to  get  around  it,  for  the  truth 
was  they  could  not  tell,  to  save  their  lives. 

-  Mr.  terry.    Under  this  section  no  Court  can  be  a  Court  of  record 
unless  BO  declared  by  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  We  desire  on  that  point  to  say  that  the  Legislature 
shall  not  create  any  more  Courts  and  make  them  Courts  of  record.  The 
Supreme  Court  and  Superior  Courts  are  Courts  of  record,  and  they  are 
sufficient. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  matter  is  taking  up  considerable 
time.  Now  I  cannot  discover  that  there  is  any  great  danger  in  leaving 
this  matter  with  the  Legislature  to  determine  what  Courts  shall  be  Courts 
of  record.  I  cannot  see  any  reason  for  not  doing  it.  They  certainly 
would  not  declare  a  Court  to  be  a  Court  of  record  unless  it  was  proper. 
If  we  are  going  to  distrust  the  Legislature  in  all  these  particulars,  we 
might  as  well  not  have  a  Legislature.  This  is  certainly  one  of  the  mat- 
ters that  should  ^  to  the  Legislature.  I  do  not  think  it  is  wise  for  us  to 
consume  time  discussing  such  matters  as  this,  when  the  Legislature  is 
fully  as  competent  aa  this  body  to  decide  them.  Where  is  the  danger? 
Where  is  the  risk  in  allowing  the  Legislature  to  si^  what  Courts,  besides 
those  already  created,  shall  l^  Courts  of  record  ?  I  don't  think  any  gen- 
tleman will  be  able  to  point  out  wherein  there  is  any  great  danger  in 
leaving  this  matter  to  the  Legislature.  I  think  the  committee  has  acted 
wisely. 

THE  PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  gentleman  from  Tulare  has 
covered  the  entire  ground  of  this  question,  and  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Moreland,  West,  Evey,  and  Howard. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  maiu  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Yuba. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  thirteen. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  13.  The  Legislature  shall  fix  by  law  the  jurisdiction  of  any 
inferior  Courts  which  may  be  established  in  pursuance  of  section  one  of 
this  article,  and  shall  fix  by  law  the  power,  duties,  and  responsibilities 
of  the  Judges  thereof. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Add  to  the  section  the  following:  'But  the  jurisdiction  and  powers 
so  conferred  must  not  trench  in  any  case  upon  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
by  this  Constitution  upon  any  Court  of  record.' " 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  I  think  it  is  requisite  that  a  provision  of  this 
kind  should  be  inserted.    There  is  now  a  provision  that  the  Legislature 
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may  extend  the  juriBdiction  of  these  inferior  Courts,  and  it  is  possible 
that  they  may  be  established  in  such  a  way  as  to  create  a  conflict  of 
jurisdiction.  For  that  reason  I  think  such  a  provision  as  this  is  neces- 
sary. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara. 

Lost. 

Thb  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  fourteen. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

SBa  14.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  election  of  a  Clerk  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  County  Clerxs,  District  Attorneys,  Sheriffs,  and 
other  necessary  officers,  and  shall  fix  by  law  their  duties  and  compensa- 
tion. County  Clerks  shall  be  ex  officio  Clerks  of  the  Courts  of  record  in 
and  for  their  respective  counties,  or  cities  and  counties.  The  Legislature 
may  ako  provide  for  the  appointment  by  the  several -Superior  Courts  of 
one  or  more  Commissioners  in  their  respective  counties,  or  cities  and 
counties,  with  authority  to  perform  Chamber  business  of  the  Judg^es  of 
the  Superior  Courts,  to  take  depositions,  and  perform  such  other  business 
connected,  with  the  administration  of  justice  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
law. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"  Strike  out  all  of  lines  one  and  two,  down  to  the  word  '  county.' " 

RBMABKS  OP  MR.   BBBRSTBCHBR. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  Although  I  subscribed  to  this 
report,  yet  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  the  fact 
that  section  fourteen  of  the  report,  which  seems  to  continue  in  office  the 
present  Clerk  of  the  Supreme  Court,  the  present  County  Clerks,  and  the 
present  Pistrict  Attorneys  and  Sheriffs.  Section  fourteen  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

"Sbc.  14.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  election  of  a  Clerk  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  County  Clerks,  District  Attorneys,  Sheriffs,  and 
other  necessary  officers,  and  shall  fix  by  law  their  duties  and  compensa- 
tion, ^unty  Clerks  shall  be  ex  officio  Clerks  of  the  Courts  of  record  in 
and  for  their  respective  counties,  or  cities  and  counties.  The  Legislature 
may  also  provide  for  the  appointment  by  the  several  Superior  Courts  of 
one  or  more  Commissioners  in  their  respective  counties,  or  cities  and 
counties,  with  authority  to  perform  Chamber  business  of  the  Judges  of 
the  Superior  Courts,  to  take  depositions,  and  perform  such  other  ousi- 
ness  connected  with  the  administration  of  justice  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  law." 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  desirable  to  allow  this  power  to  remain 
in  the  Legislature.  If  this  section  is  adopted  it  contmues  in  office  all 
the  old  officers  until  the  Legislature  meets  and  provides  terms  of  office, 
fixes  their  duties,  and  provides  for  their  compensation.  The  first  two 
lines,  down  to  the  wora  'county,'  can  be  stricken  out.  Then  the  section 
will  read : 

"  County  Clerks  shall  be  ex  officio  Clerks  of  the  Courts  of  record  in 
and  for  their  respective  counties,  or  cities  and  counties.  The  Legislature 
may  also  provide  for  the  appointment  by  the  several  Superior  Courts  of 
one  or  more  Commissioners,"  etc.  Properly  this  provision  belongs  in 
the  article  on  county  and  township  organisation.  We  will  provide  for 
it  in  that  article.  It  is  not  necessary  here.  We  do  not  want  it  here.  If 
you  adopt  the  section  as  it  now  stands  you  continue  in  office  the  old 
county  offioers. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"Insert  after  the  word  'compensation,'  in  line  three,  the  following: 
'  which  compensatioa  shall  not  be  increased  nor  dhninished  during  the 
term  for  which  they  shall  have  been  elected.' " 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  A  part  of  this  section  is  section 
eleven  of  article  six  of  the  old  Constitution.  I  don't  think  it  can  be 
important,  except  in  one  respect:  that  these  officers  sometimes,  after  they 
are  elected,  want  their  salaries  raised.  I  do  not  think  that  should  be 
permitted.  The  Judges  will  probably  have  their  salaries  fixed.  I  Uiink 
the  Clerk  of  the  Supreme  Court  should  not  have  his  salary  increased  or 
diminished  during  his  term  of  office,  neither  should  county  officers.  I 
think  this  provision  should  be  insert^,  in  order  that  they  will  not  go  to 
the  Legislature  and  ask  to  have  their  pay  increased. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  •!  am  in  favor  of  the  gentleman's  amendment  to  strike 
out  that  portion  of  the  section,  and  when  we  come  to  the  article  on  cities 
and  towns  the  matter  of  salaries  can  there  be  arranged. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  cannot  think  that 
it  is  possible  that  this  committee  would  strike  out  that  part  of  the  section, 
and  I  am  almost  ashamed  to  sav  anything  against  striking  it  out.  That 
part  of  the  section  is  copied  from  the  old  Constitution.  It  does  not 
change  the  statutes  as  they  now  exist,  which  prescribe  the  duties  of  these 
officers.  Of  course  we  cannot  undertake  in  the  Constitution  to  define 
the  powers  and  duties  of  Sheriffs  and  County  Clerks,  and  other  county 
officers.  There  are  long  chapters  and  sections  in  the  Code  necessary  for 
that  purpose,  and  these  Coaes  will  continue.  If  they  do  not  conflict 
with  the  Constitution  they  continue  until  chan^  by  the  Legislature. 
There  is  nothing  whatever  in  this  provision  which  has  any  efioct  upon 
the  tenure  of  office  of  these  officers.  It  simply  contains  the  same  pro- 
vision which  has  always  been  in  the  Constitution :  that  the  Legislature 
shall  legislate  upon  this  subject.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted 
down.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Yuba  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  appears  to  me  that  the  point  taken 
by  Mr.  Beerstecher  is  well  taken.  The  Legislature  will  meet  sometime 
after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution.  It  must  then  provide  for  the 
election  of  these  officers,  and  this  will  necessarily  continue  these  officers 
in  office  for  two  years.    I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 


San  Francisco,  Mr.  Beerstecher,  was  lost  by  a  vote  of  37  ayes  to  53 
noes. 

The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Yuba,  Mr.  Belcher,  was 
adopted. 

Thb  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  fifteen. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

Sbc.  15.  No  judical  officer,  except  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Court 
Commissioners,  shall  receive  to  his  own  use  any  fees  or  perquisites  of 
office. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the. committee  now  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  55  ayes  to  43  noes. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thb  president.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  have 
made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

▲DJOURNMBNT. 

Mr.  shoemaker.    I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  p.  m.  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  to-mor- 
row morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  SIXTH   DAY. 

Saorambnto,  Saturday,  January  11th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min;: 
utes  A.  H.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 

PRBSENT. 

Hilbom,  .    Reynolds, 

Hitchcock,  Rhodes, 

Howard,  of  Lo^nge]es,Ringgold, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Rolfe, 

Huestis,  Schell, 

Hughey,  Schomp, 

Hunter,  Shafter, 

In  man,  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Jones,  Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Kelley ,  Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Kenny,  Soule, 

Eleine,  Stedman, 

Lampson,  Steele, 

Larkin,  Stevenson, 

Larue,  Stuart, 

Lavigne,  Sweasey, 

Lewis,  Swenson, 

Lindow,  Swing, 

Mansfield,  Thompson, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Tinnin.. 

McCallum,  Townsend, 

McComas,  Tully, 

McConnell,  Turner, 

McCoy,  Tuttle, 

McFarland,  Vaoquerel, 

McNutt,  Van  Voorhies, 

Miller,  Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Mills,  Waters, 

Moffiit,  Webster, 

Moreland,  Weller, 

Morse,  Wellin, 

Murphy,  West, 

Nason,  Wickes, 

Neunaber,  White, 

Ohleyer,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Prouty,  Wilson,of  1st  District, 

Pulliam,  Winans, 

Reddy,  Wyatt, 

Reed,  Mr.  President. 

^    ABSBNT. 

Estee,  Nelson, 

Fawcett,  Noel, 

Finney,  O'Donnell, 

Graves,  O'SuUivan, 

Gregg,  Overton, 

Hager,  Porter, 

Holmes,  Shoemaker, 

Johnson,  Shurtleff, 

Joyce,  Terry, 

Keyes,  Van  Dyke, 

Laine,  Walker,  of  Marin. 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Blackmer, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Campbell, 

Caples, 

Casserly, 

Chapman, 

Condon, 

Davis, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Dunlap, 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estey, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Filcher, 

Freeman, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Glascock, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Hale, 

Hall, 

Harrison, 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 

Herold, 

Herrington, 

Barbour, 

Barnes, 

Bell, 

Berry, 

Biggs, 

Boggs, 

Charles, 

Cowden, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 

Dean, 

Dudley,ofSan  Joaquin,  Martin,  of  Alameda, 

THB  JOURNAL. 

Mr.  caples.    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Journal  be  dispensed 
with,  and  the  same  approved. 
Carried. 

LBAVB  OF   AB8BNCB. 

Leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Messrs.  Holmes,  Bell,  and  Nelson,  for 
one  day ;  to  Messrs.  Johnson  and  Cross  for  three  days ;  to  Mr.  Shurtlefi* 
for  two  days. 


\ 
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Indefinite  leave  was  granted  to  Mr.  Walker,  of  Marin,- on  account  of 
sickness. 

PBOPOSKD   AHXVnillNT. 

Ma.  HERRINGTON.    Mr.  President:  I  offer  the  followin 
amendment,  on  water  and  water  rights,  prepared  by  John 
San  Francisco. 

Thk  SECRETAHY  read: 


ig  proposed 
F.  Swift,  of 


a 


"Article  — . 
water  and  water  sights. 


I 


"Section  1.  The  only  property  that  can  be  acquired  in  any  of  the 
waters  of  this  State,  by  appropriation  or  oondemnation,  is  a  use,  and  such 
use  shall  forever  remain  subject  to  regulation  and  control  by  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  for  the  common  benefit  of  all. 

"  Sec.  2.  The  right  to  collect  rates  or  compensation  for  the  use  of 
water  supplied  to  any  county,  city  and  county,  city,  or  town,  or  the 
inhabitants  thereof,  is  a  franchise,  and  cannot  be  exercised  except  by 
authority  of  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law. 

**  Sec.  3.  Every  person, com |)any,  or  corporation  engaged  in  supplying 
any  city  or  town  in  this  State,  or  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with  fresh  water, 
shall  supply  such  inhabitants  with  pure,  fresh  water  for  family  uses  so 
long  as  the  supply  permits,  without  discrimination  as  Iq  persons,  and  at 
reasonable  rates,  and  such  city  or  town,  in  case  of  fire  or  other  great 
necessity,  free  of  charge. 

"  Sec.  4.  Water  rates  shall  be  established  annually,  by  ordinance,  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors,  or  other  governing  body  of  the  city  or  town 
where  such  rates  are  to  be  collected,  in  the  same  manner  that  other  ordi- 
nances are  passed,  and  not  otherwise,  which  ordinance  shall  continue  in 
force  for  one  year  from  the  time  of  enactment  and  no  longer. 

"Sec.  5.  Any  person,  company,  or  corporation  collecting  water  rates 
in  any  city  or  town  in  this  State,  otherwise  than  established  by  law, 
shall  forfeit  the  franchise  and  waterworks  to  the  city  or  town  where 
such  rates  are  to  be  collected,  for  the  public  use." 

Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

RESOLUTION    IN   BBPERBNCS  TO   ABSENTEES. 

Mr.  WELLIN.    Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  offer  a  resolution. 
The  secretary  read: 

Besolvedt  That  the  Secretary  of  this  CoDTenUon  be  and  he  Ib  hereby  instmcted  to 
report  a  list  on  each  Friday  of  all  delegates  who  are  or  may  be  absent  more  that) 
three  days,  and  that  the  per  diem  of  such  absentees  shall  not  be  allowed.         * 

Xetolvea,  That  the  Sergeant^it'  Arms  be  and  he  Is  hereby  Instructed  to  report  to  this 
house  the  absence  of  anv  attach6  each  day,  and  that  for  three  days*  abseDoe  such 
attache's  place  shall  be  declared  vacant,  sickness  excepted. 

Me.  WILSON, of  First  District  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  it  be 
laid  on  the  table  temporarily.  We  are  risht  in  the  middle  of  this 
report,  and  for  my  part,  because  of  sickness,  I  shall  have  to  ask  leave  of 
absence  for  several  days. 

The  motion  prevailed,  and  leave  was  granted. 

JUDICIAL  DEPARTHENT — FEES   OF  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the 
Convention  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in 
the  chair,  to  further  consider  the  article  on  judiciary  and  judicial 
department. 

So  ordered. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Section  fifteen  is  before  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 
Mr.  HILBORN.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  section 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Strike  out,  after  the  word  'except,'  in  the  first  line,  the  words  'Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace  and/  " 
The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

REMARKS  OF   HR.   HILBORX. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  this  amendment  is 
to  deprive  Justices  of  the  Peace  of  their  fees,  and  place  them  upon  sala- 
ries. I  believe  this  amendment  will  cure  a  radical  evil  in  this  State, 
and  elevate  the  ckaracter  of  these  Courts.  There  is  no  doubt  but  the 
present  system  of  allowing  a  judicial  ofiScer  to  l>e  supported  by  fees  is 
as  vicious  as  it  can  be.  It  has  brought  forth  such  fruits  in  San  Fran- 
cisco as  to  be  repealed  long  ago.  It  is  wrong  for  a  judicial  officer  to 
depend  upon  fees  for  his  support.  It  is  a  standing  bribe  for  him  to 
entertain  unworthy  cases,  ana  as  these  Judges  are  nothing  but  men,  it 
is  natural  that  where  there  is  any  doubt  as  to  whether  the  case  should 
be  entertained  or  not,  they  should  resolte  the  doubt  in  favor  of  their 
own  interests.  The  machinery  of  the  Court  is  set  in  motion,  the  Con- 
stable is  allowed  to  earn  his  fees,  and  a  large  number  of  witnesses  are 
brought;  all  to  enable  the  Justice  to  earn  his  three  dollars.  A  clodd  of 
witnesses  are  brought  into  Court,  a  iury  of  twelve  men  are  taken  from 
their  business,  and,  in  order  to  get  the  twelve  men,  thirty  or  forty  men 
are  summoned;  the  community  is  disturbed  in  order  that  this  man  may 
earn  his  three  dollars,  when,  in  fact,  the  case  was  not  one  which  should 
have  been  entertained.  If  this  amendment  should  prevail,  the  number 
of  cases  in  the  Justices'  Courts  would  fall  off  one  half  at  once,  and  the 
expenses  of  the  Courts  would  be  decreased  in  a  like  ratio.  The  character 
of  the  business  would  be  at  onoe  elevated.  If  you  place  Justices  of  the 
Peace  on  a  salary,  it  will  do  awav  with  this  rivalry  to  see  who  will  get 
the  most  cases,  and  who  shall  have  the  most  respectable  practice,  and 
instead  of  being  a  standing  nuisance,  these  Courts  will  regain  the  respect 
of  the  people. 

REMARKS    OF   MR.  TINNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman  real- 
izes the  magnitude  of  the  enterprise  he  has  undertakenj  nor  the  imprac- 
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ticability  of  it  I  desire  to  call  his  attention  to  this  fact:  in  many 
counties  there  are,  perhaps,  twenty  or  thirty  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and 
will  be  under  the  present  system.  They  cost  the  people  nothing.  Now, 
put  all  these  officers  under  salary,  and  you  would  bring  forth  a  swarm 
of  officers  that  would  equal  the  cost  of  county  officers. 

Mb.  HILBORN.  I^pave  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  fix  the  salaries. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  they  should  receive  a  given  salary.  They  may 
fix  the  salary  at  one  dollar'^if  they  choose. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  If  they  are  put  on  a  salary  they  are  entitled  to  a 
reasonable  compensation.  I  don't  care  how  small  the  salary  is,  it  will 
greatly  increase  the  expenses.  I  think  the  scheme  is  entirely  impracti- 
cable and  wrone,  and  tne  amendment  ought  to  be  defeated. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  If  the  gentleman's  argument  means  anything  it 
means  too  modi.  It  would  oe  necessary,  in  order  to  avoid  the  expense 
to  litigants,  to  salary  the  lawyers,  too,  and  also  the  Constables.  The 
Constables'  fees  are  more  than  the  Justices'. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  The  Constables  want  to  make  money  and  the  Jus- 
tices too. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Generally  they  don't  proceed  with  a  case  unless 
there  is  some  cause.  I  hope'this  proposition  will  not  prevail.  It  will 
open  an  expensive  system  for  Justices  of  the  Peace  Courts,  which  will  be 
very  burdensome  on  some  of  the  counties  in  this  State.  I  think  the 
Justices'  Courts  should  be  left  as  they  are  at  present. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  the  twenty- 
fifth  section  of  the  legislative  department,  the  twenty-ninth  subdivision  of 
that  section,  they  have  said  that  the  Legislature  shall  not  pass  any  Io<»d  or 
special  laws  in  the  following  cases :  "  affecting  the  fees  or  salaries  of  any 
officer.*'  Now,  if  this  section  fifteen  is  passed  without  amendment, 
the  general  law  would  have  to  be  that  all  Justices  of  the  Peace  would 
have  to  have  salaries.  That  will  break  down  the  system  which  they 
now  have  in  San  Francisco.  That  system  has  been  in  operation  there  a 
number  of  years,  and  has  proved,  as  I  understand  it,  an  excellent  sys- 
tem, and  has  operated  well.  I  am  therefore  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Solano.  That  system  will  not  be  allowed  under 
this  Constitution.  Now,  we  want  some  amendment  here.  I  am  not 
afraid  of  these  salaries  amounting  to  enormous  sums.  I  do  not  think 
they  will  exist.  I  think  where  a  Justice  has  no  business  he  will  not 
require  a  salary.  I  know  of  cases  where  the  Justice  does  not  tend  to 
the  business  on  account  of  the  salary.  In  our  county  there  is  a  Justice 
way  up  the  county,  who  had  one  case  requiring  the  presenf^  of  a  large 
number  of  persons.  He  had  to  keep  them  in  his  house.  His  brother 
did  the  cooking  and  he  did  the  official  part  of  the  business.  It  cost  him 
about  fifty  dollars  for  the  expenses,  and  be  received  three  dollars  in  fees. 
He  kept  them  in  his  house  and  charged  them  nothing.  Now,  this  is 
frequently  the  case.  These  men  are  men  who  do  not  hold  the  office 
because  they  desire  any  profit.  Now,  I  think  if  Justices  ar^  paid  a  sal- 
ary, it  will  be  much  fatetter.  Say  twenty-five  or  fifty  dollars  a  month, 
and  in  some  cases  a  nominal  salary.  It  will  cost  the  county  much  less 
to  pay  them  a  salary  than  it  costs  under  the  present  system.  I  think, 
when  a  man  is  called  upon  to  try  a  case,  he  ought  to  be  paid  something. 
Under  the  present  system  he  is  paid  nothing.  I  think  he  would  be 
more  likely  to  hold  it  for  the  honor,  and  in  some  cases  a  nominal  salary 
of  say  one  dollar  would  be  better. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  pre- 
vail. I  think  in  some  counties  it  will  fairly  swamp  the  county.  The 
number  of  Justices'  Courts  are  vei^^  great  in  some  counties,  and  there  is 
no  possibility  of  regulating  the  salaries  so  as  to  make  them  reasonable, 
and  at  the  same  time  not  swamp  the  county.  This  idea  of  raising  the 
dignity  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  by  giving  them  salaries  is  all  bosn.  I 
don't  think  it  would  be  very  dignified  to  give  them  fifty  dollars  a  year. 
I  trust  the  amendment  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  that  part  of 
the  platform  on  which  he  was  elected,  that  "all  public  officers  shall 
receive  fixed  salaries,  and  all  fees  shall  be  accounted  for." 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   BERRINOTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  this  subject  is  not 
receiving  the  attention  that  it  ought  to  receive.  I  am  sorrv  to  have  to 
say  a  word  in  relation  to  this  matter,  but  in  my  judgment  it  la  all  impor- 
tant. I  believe  there  are  nearly  one  thousand  townships  in  this  State. 
There  are  about  that  many  offices  to  be  filled  by  Justices  of  the  Peace 
under  this  Constitution,  if  it  is  adopted  in  its  present  shape.  Now  there 
is  no  question  about  it  that  the  picture  has  not  been  overdrawn  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  WilsoYi.  Gentlemen  may  talk  as 
much  as  thev  please  about  economy,  talk  about  saving  money,  but  the 
person  who  has  no  prospect  of  more  than  three  or  four  cases  in  a  year  in 
a  township  will  accept  tne  office  at  a  nominal  salarv.  The  whole  system 
is  vicious  in  itself— 7>er  se  vicious.  The  idea  of  feeing  Justices  of  the 
Peace  I  Now  I  do  not  desire  to  revamp  the  arguments  of  the  gentleman, 
which  were  true  in  everv  particular,  and  well  and  forcibly  stated,  as  far 
as  that  is  concerned.  There  is  no  doubt  but  what  nearly  every  Justice 
of  the  Peace,  outside,  perhaps,  of  San  Francisco  and  some  of  the  large 
towns  and  cities  of  the  State,  are  looked  to  and  looked  upon  as  attorneys 
always  to  one  of  the  parties  in  each  case,  and  that  is  out  the  natural 
consequence  of  this  fee  system.  They  try  nearly  all  cases  upon  that 
theory  and  practice,  upon  the  motion  to  strike  out  portions  of  the  com- 

Slaint  or  answer.    I  believe  there  are  few  if  any  cases  known  where  a 
ustice  of  the  Peace  has  been  known  to  hold  that  a  pleading  was  not 
good.    Now,  when  he  is  dependent  upon  fees,  as  well  observed  by  the 

fentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  of  course  he  is  anxious  to 
eep  the  business  in  his  hands.  If  he  is  salaried  his  anxiety  in  that 
business  amounts  to  nothing.  The  gentleman  was  right  when  he  said 
this  was  the  most  vicious  system  to  be  conceived  of.  Every  case  will  be 
entertained  on  its  merits,  because  they  know  that  their  fees  do  not 
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depend, on  the  case.  Wheneyer  a  case  is  entertained  and  examined,  the 
Justice  of  the  Peace,  under  the  present  system,  presents  his  bill  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  it  is  paid.  It  makes  no  difference  whether 
there  is  merit  in  the  case  or  not,  it  is  heard,  and  the  Constable's  fees  are 
rolled  up,  and  the  county  put  to  an  expense  that  it  never  should  have 
incurred.  I  remember  one  case  which  footed  up  three  hundred  dollars, 
in  which  there  was  not  the  slightest  testimony  to  show  that  the  defend- 
ant had  the  slightest  connection  with  the  transaction.  And  yet  the 
county  footed  the  bill.  The  party  traveled  a  long  distance  when  there 
was  no  real  merit  in  the  case  whatever,  and  the  case  should  have  been 
dismissed  upon  hearing  the  first  witness.  In  ninety-nine  cases  out  of 
one  hundred  the  case  ought  never  to  be  tolerated  at  all.  The  vicious- 
ness  of  the  system  ought  to  be  enough  to  condemn  it.  There  is  no  dan- 
ger of  these  salaries  amounting  to  any  exorbitant  sum.  We  have  Boards 
of  Supervisors  who  oueht  to  have  sense  enough  to  fix  these  salaries. 

Mr.  McCOY.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

No  second. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

It  was  lost.  « 

Thb  SECRETARY  read  section  sixteen : 

Sec.  16.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  speedy  publication  of 
such  opinions  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  it  may  deem  expeaient,  and  all 
opinions  shall  be  free  for  publication  by  any  person. 

Thb  chairman.  If  there  be  no  amendments  to  section  sixteen  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  seventeen. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  17.  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  and  Judges  of  the  Supe- 
rior Courts  shall  severally,  at  statea  times  during  their  continuance  in 
office,  receive  from  the  State  treasury,  for  their  services,  a  oompe^lsation 
which  shall  not  be  increased  or  dimmished  during  the  term  for  which 
they  shall  have  been  elected.  During  the  term  of  the  first  Judges  elected 
under  this  Constitution,  the  annual  salaries  of  the  J  ustices  of  the  Supreme 
Court  shall  be  six  thousand  dollars  each.  The  Superior  Judges  shall  be 
divided  into  four  classes,  with  the  following  annual  salaries:  those  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  Counties  of  Alameda,  San  Joa- 
quin, Los  Angeles,  Santa  Clara,  Sacramento,  and  Sonoma,  shall  constitute 
the  first  class,  and  shall  each  receUre  an  annual  salary  of  five  thousand 
dollars,  payable  auarterly ;  those  of  the  Counties  of  Butte,  El  Dorado, 
Amador,  Colusa,  Contra  Ccnta,  Humboldt,  Mendocino,  Monterey,  Napa, 
Nevada,  Placer,  Santa  Cruz,  Solano,  Tulare,  Yolo,  Kern,  Yuba,  and  San 
Bernardino, shall  constitute  the  second  class,  and  shall  receive  an  annual 
salary  of  four  thousand  dol  lars  each,  payable  quarterly ;  those  of  the  Coun- 
ties of  Calaveras,  Fresno,  Lake,  Mann,  Merced,  Plumas,  San  Benito,  San 
Diego,  San  Luis  Obispo,  San  Mateo,  Santa  Barbara,  Sierra,  Shasta,  Sis- 
kiyou, Stanislaus,  Sutter,  Tehama,  Tuolumne,  and  Ventura,  shall  con- 
stitute the  third  class,  and  receive  an  annual  salary  of  three  thousand 
dollars  each,  payable  quarterly;  and  those  of  all  other  counties  in  the 
State, not  aoove  enumerated,  shall  constitute  the  fourth  class,  and  receive 
an  annual  salary  of  two  thousand  dollars  each,  payable  quarterly. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  submit  a 
correction  on  behalf  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  in  the  seventh  line, 
where  it  says,  ''Superior  Judges  shall  be  divided  into  four  classes;" 
insert  before  these  words, "until  otherwise  changed  by  the  Legislature." 
That  amendment  embodies  the  views  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  It 
was  an  error  in  the  engrossment  of  the  section.  This  will  make  it  to 
read  as  it  was  adopted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  belcher.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  propose  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  section  seventeen  by  striking  out 'Yuba' in  the  thirteenth 
line,  and  'Sutter'  in  the  seventeenth  1  me,  and  insert  after  the  word 
'Sonoma'  in  the  ninth  line  the  words  'Yuba  and  Sutter.'  " 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman:  You  will  observe  that  we  have 
already  changed  the  report  so  as  to  have  one  Judge  for  these  two  coun- 
ties.   This  is  to  give  them  a  Judge  of  the  first  class. 

Mr.  ROLFE.     It  would  be  proper  to  say  Yuba  and  Sutter  jointly. 

Mr.  OHLEYER.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  consideration  of  the  influence 
and  learning  of  Judse  Belcher,  I  consented  to  have  these  two  counties 
joined.  Afterwards  I  thought  it  was  uncalled  for.  I  think,  so  far  as 
Sutter  is  concerned,  it  is  uncalled  for.  I  believe  if  ever  any  county  in 
the  State  was  entitled  to  a  Judge  Sutter  County  is.  In  fact,  either  of 
these  counties  is  as  well  entitled  to  a  Judge  as  any  other  county  in  the 
State.  There  is  no  argument  advanced  in  favor  of  the  change,  except 
that  the  county  seats  are  close  together.  I  believe  each  county  in  the 
State  should  have  one  Judge,  who  is  to  attend  to  the  business  of  the 
county  exclusively.  I  hope  the  Convention  will  not  adopt  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Strike  out  the  word  'six'  before  the  word  'thousand,'  and  insert  the 
word  *  five.' " 

The  chairman.  Not  in  order  at  present  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Yuba. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  amendment  was  lost — ayes,  41 ;  noes,  41. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  my  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Strike  out  the  word  'six'  before  the  word  'thousand,'  and  insert 
*  five;'  strike  out  the  word  '  five'  and  insert '  four;*  strike  out  the  word 
'four' and  insert 'three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars;'  strikeout  the 
words  '  three  thousand  dollars'  and  insert  the  words  '  two  thousand  five 
hundred  dollars.' " 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  desire  to  ofTer  any  argu- 
ment upon  that  amendment.  As  will  be  seen  by  the  reading  of  it,  it  is 
merely  to  change  the  salaries  of  the  Judges.  I  do  not  think  it  requires 
any  argument,  and  I  subedit  it  to  the  Convention. 


SPEECH  OF  MR.   BAOON. 

Mr.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  pre- 
vail; and  if  I  had  my  say,  sir,  so  far  as  the  Supreme  Judges  are  con- 
cerned, I  would  make  the  salary  seven  thousand  dollars  instead  of  six 
thousand  dollars.  Now,  sir,  the  great  cry  of  the  people  is  retrenchment 
and  reform,  say  some  gentlemen,  and  they  contend  that  the  people  want 
a  niggardly  policy  adopted  in  regard  to  the  pay  of  judicial  oncers.  I 
contend  that  such  is  not  the  case,  and  if  gentlemen  will  l(X>k  at  this  in  a 
sensible  light,  they  will  see  that  it  will  have  a  tendency  to  degrade  these 
offices,  ana  prevent  men  who  are  competent  frum  filling  them.  What 
man  can  take  the  position  of  Supreme  Judge  of  this  State  and  live  as  he 
ought  to  live  on  five  thousand  dollars  a  year?  The  salary  is  too  low 
now.  You  cannot  get  gentlemen  who  are  qualified  to  fill  these  positions 
unless  you  pay  them ;  and  let  me  say  to  gentlemen  who  come  nere  for 
the  purpose  of  degrading  these  positions,  that  they  will  not  meet  with 
favor  wnen  they  go  before  the  people.  The  people  of  California  are  not 
niggardly,  sir,  in  the  payment  of  salaries  to  their  public  ofiBcers.  They 
are  always  willing  to  pay  according  to  the  services  rendered.  Do  you 
suppose  you  can  get  the  best  and  most  competent  men  to  fill  these  posi- 
tions unless  you  pay  them?  I  say,  no.  No  man  of  ability  can  accept 
and  fill  the  ofiSce  of  Superior  Judge  for  the  salary  which  this  amend- 
ment proposes  to  pay.  Gentlemen  come  to  the  Legislature  upon  the  cry 
of  retrenchment  and  reform,  and  they  run  wild  upon  the  proposition, 
thinking  that  they  are  thereby  giving  satisfaction  to  the  people  in  reduc- 
ing down  the  salaries  oT  public  officers  to  nothing,  and  degrading  these 
offices.  My  experience  has  been  that  instead  of  the  |)eople  indorsing 
these  men,  I  have  never  known,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  any  of 
these  gentlemen  to  be  returned  to  the  Legislature  by  the  people.  The 
people  do  not  ask  it.  The  people  ask  that  justice  shall  be  administered 
Dv  their  judicial  officers,  and  tnat  they  shaJI  do  it  in  a  manner  that  will 
give  satrt.sfaction,  and  do  justice  to  all  alike.  They  demand  that  it  shall 
be  administered  with  intelligence,  and  not  with  ignorance.  You  are 
opening  the  door  for  fijling  these  positions  with  men  who  are  incompe- 
tent, because  competent  men  will  not  accept  them  for  the  salaries  which 
you  propose  to  pay.  What  man  is  there  in  the  State  of  California,  who 
IS  qualified  by  experience  and  learning  to  fill  the  office  of  Superior  Judge, 
who  cannot  make  twice  as  much  practicing  his  profession  as  this  amend- 
ment proposes  to  pay?  I  hope  tnis  proposition  will  be  voted  down.  It 
is  little  enough,  as  reported  by  the  committee,  and  a  portion  of  the  com- 
mitliee  were  in  favor  of  raising  the  salary  of  the  Supreme  Judges  to  seven 
thousand  dollars,  but  they  finally  concluded  to  leave  it  at  six  thousand 
dollars,  on  account  of  there  being  no  complaints  made  by  the  people  at 
the  salaries  now  paid. 

I  hope  this  amendment  will  not  be  carried.  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
raised  instead  of  being  reduced,  and  I  know  it  will  meet  with  favor 
throughout  the  oountn^,  and  it  will  keep  men  out  of  these  positions  who 
are  not  competent  to  fill  them.  Such  a  proposition  as  this  seems  ridicu- 
lous to  me.  The  Superior  Judges  are  now  getting  salaries  above  what  it 
is  proposed  to  pay  them  here.  They  ought  to  he  men  of  ability  and 
learning;  men  qualified  to  fill  the  position  with  honor  and  dignity,  and 
they  ought  to  have  salaries  that  would  allow  them  to  live  respectably,  at 
least.  No  one  has  complained  about  the  salaries  of  District  Judees,  and 
yet  the  Superior  Judges  will  have  a  good  deal  more  woik  to  do  than  the 
District  Judg;es.  They  fill  the  position  of  County  Judge,  and  do  all  the 
probate  business,  and  I  am  not  in  favor  of  reducing  the  salaries  down  so 
as  to  bar  out  competent  men.  I  trust  that  such  a  proposition  as  this  will 
meet  with  but  little  favor  at  the  hands  of  this  Convention.  I  trust  that 
this  whole  matter  will  be  taken  as  the  committee  have  reported  it — not 
because  I  was  one  of  the  committee,  but  because  I  believe  the  committee 
better  competent  to  fix  these  salaries  than  this  house.  It  is  not  reason- 
able to  sup^)ose  that  the  gentlemen  who  are  upon  that  committee  could 
go  upon  tlie  farm  and  conduct  the  business  as  well  as  men  who  are 
farmers;  neither  could  it  be  expected  that  farmers  could  fix  the  salaries 
of  judicial  officera  as  well  as  men  who  have  given  their  lives  to  the 
study  of  the  business,  and  understand  it.  I  trust  that  gentlemen  will 
look  at  this  matter  in  the  light  of  reason,  and  not  in  the  light  of  dema- 
^gy,  for  it  will  avail  them  nothing.  The  people  will  not  thank  them 
tor  doing  it. 

Mr.  In  man.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  tor  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out  all  the  words  down  to  and  including  the  word  'each,'  in 
line  seven,  and  insert  the  following:  '  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court 
shall,  at  stated  times,  during  their  continuance  in  office,  receive  Irom  the 
State  treasury,  for  their  services,  a  oom^teusation  which  shall  not  be 
increased  nor  diminished  during  the  term  for  which  they  shall  have 
been  elected.  During  the  term  of  the  first  Judges  elected  under  this 
Constitution  the  annual  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court 
shall  be  five  thousand  dollars;  the  annual  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts  shall  be  one  thousand  dollars  each,  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
State  treasury,  and  such  additional  sum  as  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  of  the  several  counties  of  the  State,  which  amount  so 
fixed  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  treasury  of  such  counties.  The  Boards  of 
Supervisore  of  the  several  counties  shall  fix  said  salaries  at  least  three 
months  next  preceding  the  election  of  such  Superior  Judge.' " 

The  chairman.    That  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

REMARKS   OF   UK.   BEERSTECHEB. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope,  as  far  as  the  Supreme 
Judges  are  concerned,  that  their  salaries  will  not  be  reduced  below 
the  amount  of  six  thousand  dollars.  The  people  of  this  State  have 
not,  and  do  not  demand  the  reduction  of  salaries,  but  they  demand 
an  economical  administration  of  public  affairs,  by  the  public  officers 
occupying  official  positions.  The  people  have  never  objected  to  the 
payment  of  reasonable,  even  liberal  salaries,  but  they  have  objected  to 
the  method  of  administering  the  public  service.    I  am  not  surprised 
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that  any  gentleman  as  well  versed  in  legal  lore  as  the  gentleman,  as 
well  acquainted  with  the  wants  of  the  people,  a  eentleman  who  has 
given  such  acute  examination  into  the  subject  under  consideration,  as 
the  gentleman,  who  has  stated  on  the  floor  of  this  Convention  that  he 
was  able  to  live  for  five  dollars  a  week,  should  offer  an  amendment  here 
to  cut  down  the  salary  of  our  Judges. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.    I  would  like  to  state  to  the  gentleman 

The  chairman.  Such  remarks  are  out  of  order.  The  gentleman 
will  take  his  seat. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  It  may  be  presumption  for  me  to  rise  here 
and  make  any  opposition  to  the  views  of  the  gentleman.  I  know  it 
does  not  reflect  the  opinion  of  the  members  of  the  bar 

Mr.  McCOY.  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  his  opinion  is  backed  by  his 
experience. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    What  in,  sir. 

Mb.  McCOY.    By  your  experience  as  a  resident  of  this  State. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  have  known  men  to  live  in  this  State  for 
twenty  years  and  still  not  know  anything.  I  have  known  men  who 
have  been  here  for  eighteen  months,  who  have  traveled  all  over  the 
State,  to  know  more  about  the  State  than  men  who  had  been  here 
twenty  years.  I  do  know,  gentlemen,  and  I  believe  upon  reflection 
this  committee  knows,  that  the  people  of  this  State  have  never  objected 
to  the  payment  of  liberal  salaries,  but  their  objection  has  been  to  the 
waste  of  public  money.  I  do  not  believe  the  people  desire  to  have  a 
man  occupy  the  position  of  Supreme  Judge  or  this  State,  and  receive 
such  a  miserable  salarv  that  he  can  scarcely  eke  out  an  existence  for 
himself  and  family,  if  he  have  a  family.  It  is  desirable  that  these  men 
be  placed  upon  a  plane  where  they  will  not  be  influenced  by  outside 
influences.  The  oflicers  of  the  iudiciary  should  be  rendered  entirely 
independent  by  the  payment  of  liberal  salaries.  There  can  be  no  per- 
sonal desire,  on  my  part,  to  occupy  the  position  of  Supreme  Judge, 
because  this  committee  has  said  Iftat  a  man  must  be  thirty-five  years 
old  to  get  there.  I  hope  the  amendment  to  cut  down  the  salaries  of 
Supreme  Judges  from  six  thousand  dollars  to  five  thousand  dollars  will 
not  prevail.  As  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  to 
I>ay  the  Superior  Judges  one  thousand  dollars  each  out  of  the  State 
treasury,  and  the  balance  to  be  paid  by  the  counties,  for  my  part  I  do 
not  care  whether  it  prevails  or  not.  San  Francisco  is  willing,  so  far  as 
I  know,  that  the  salaries  should  be  paid  out  of  the  State  treasury.  If, 
however,  the  salaries  are  to  be  paid  by  the  counties,  San  Francisco  will 
be  the  gainer,  because  San  Francisco  pays  more  than  her  proportionate 
share  of  taxes  towards  the  support  of  State  government. 

BKMABK3  OF  MB.   LABKIN. 

Mb.  LAREIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  favor  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alameda.  I  believe  that  amendment  to  incorporate  the 
sentiments  of  the  people,  and  the  views  of  those  men  who  voted  for  this 
Convention.  At  the  organization  of  the  State  government  the  Governor 
received  ten  thousand  dollars.  It  was  afterwards  reduced  to  seven 
thousand  dollars.  This  Convention  has  determined  that  six  thousand 
dollars  is  enough  for  him.  The  salary  of  the  Supreme  Judges  has  been 
six  thousand  dollars  since  the  organization  of  tne  Government.  Five 
thousand  dollars  to-day  for  a  man  in  a  position  of  this  kind  is  more 
than  ten  thousand  dollars  was  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-five  and 
eighteen  hundred  and  sixty.  There  is  that  diflerence  in  the  country. 
Five  thousand  dollars  will  employ  the  talent,  and  the  best  talent  of  the 
State,  for  the  position  of  Supreme  Judge.  One  thousand  dollars,  more 
or  less,  is  not  going  to  make  a  man  honest,  nor  keep  him  honest.  You 
will  elect  vour  Judges  for  twelve  years.  A  Judge  will  receive  sixty 
thousand  dollars.  If  the  term  was  cut  down  to  four  years,  the  same 
arguments  would  not  hold  good.  From  information  I  have  ascertained, 
thre^uarters  of  the  lawyers  are  barely  making  a  living,  and  some  of 
them  the  best-men  in  the  profession.  The  countrv  is  full  of  them,  and 
there  is  no  money  in  the  business.  The  majority  of  attorneys  throughout 
the  State  are  starving.  Pay  them  in  proportion  to  what  they  can  make 
in  their  business  throughout  the  State.  There  are  few  lawyers  in  this 
State  making  more  than  five  thousand  dollars  a  year.  I  am  willine  that 
the  State  should  pay  one  thousand  dollars,  and  the  counties  the  balance. 
The  Boards  of  Supervisors  should  be  allowed  to  determine  what  salaries 
thev  will  pay.  It  will  bring  the  Government  home  to  the  people.  It 
will  enable  them  to  determine  what  the  pay  of  public  officers  snail  be. 
1  think  the  gentleman's  amendment  is  correct.  I  think  it  is  demanded 
by  the  people. 

BBMARKS  of   MB.  DUDLEY. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  consider  myself 
competent  to  pass  upon  the  whole  report  of  the  committee,  but  as  far  as 
this  item  of  salaries  is  concerned  I  believe  I  understand  it,  knowing 
where  the  money  comes  from.  I  remember  very  well  ten  years  ago  when 
the  Legislature  of  this  State  provided  that  the  salary  of  the  Supreme 
Judges  should  be  six  thousand  dollars.  We  thought  that  enough  at  the 
time.  Judge  Sanderson  thought  it  enough  at  that  time.  That  was 
the  figure  he  would  take  it  for.  Now,  it  is  well  known  to  every  gen- 
tleman here  that  five  thousand  dollars  to-day  is  more  money  than 
six  thousand  dollars  was  then.  That  investment  then  would  not  make 
a  man  a  living,  and  there  are  plenty  of  men  who  are  living  well 
on  it  to-day.  A  salary  of  five  thousand  dollars  would  represent  a  capi- 
tal of  forty  thousand  dollars  now.  It  is  a  higher  salary  than  six  thou- 
sand dolfars  was  then.  Times  have  changed.  The  State  of  California 
is  coming  down  from  the  flush  times  of  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty,  and 
all  classes  must  be  content  with  smaller  profits,  and  content  to  pay  less 
money.  We  were  fast  drifting  into  bankruptcy,  I  might  say,  and  I 
believe  if  any  one  thing  will  cause  this  Constitution  to  be  adopted,  it 
will  be  the  fact  that  we  have  establish&d  a  system  of  economy.  That 
system  ought  to  be  extended  to  the  salaries  of  Judges  as  well  as  to  the 
salaries  of  other  officials.    This  Convention  has  cut  down  the  salary  of 


the  Governor  and  other  State  officers,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  the  sala- 
ries of  judicial  officers  should  be  left  at  the  old  figure.  Certainly  there 
is  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  cut  down  in  the  same  ratio  as  we 
have  cut  down  other  officers.  As  to  the  ability  that  would  be  gained  by 
paying  high  salaries,  that  might  and  it  might  not  be  so.  Money  will 
not  always  bu^  brains.  It  is  not  always  the  best  man  who  is  able  to 
secure  the  majority  of  a  nominating  convention.  The  best  men  do  not 
always  carry  off  the  prize,  by  any  means.  It  is  sometimes  the  man  who 
surrounds  himself,  and  calls  to  his  aid,  the  best  political  wire-pullers.  It 
is  the  one  who  is  sharpest  in  making  political  trades.  And  if  the  salary 
is  high,  so  as  to  make  the  office  an  object,  that  class  of  men  are  more 
apt  to  enter  the  contest.  I  hope  that  ^nembers  will  look  at  this  matter 
favorably.  Kow,  if  these  salaries  are  paid  out  of  the  State  treasury,  the 
contest  for  additional  Courts  will  be  renewed  in  the  Legislature,  and  it 
won't  be  five  years  before  there  will  be  one  hundred  Superior  Judges  in 
this  State.  If  these  salaries  are  paid  out  of  the  county  treasury,  instead 
of  Santa  Clara  and  Alameda  coming  in  for  two  Judges,  they  will  get 
along  with  one. 

BllIABKEr  OF  MB.   BRDDT. 

Mb.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  this  amendment 
is  something  remarkable.  Why  should  you  be  so  penurious?  Do  you 
desire  to  drive  our  Judges  into  a  hash  house  to  live?  Now,  sir,  the  idea 
of  sending  the  Superior  Judges  of  the  State  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
Why,  he  would  have  difficulty  in  finding  the  Board  in  some  of  the 
counties.  Now,  what  position  will  a  Judge  occupy  towards  the  Board 
of  Supervisor&ff  In  many  of  the  counties  of  this  State  there  are  what 
are  calle<i  ''  Court  House  rings."  Now,  suppose  that  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors should  go  contrary  to  law,  and  the  Judge  is  called  upon  to  bring 
them  bock  to  the  right  path.  Is  he  not  under  their  thumb!  If  he  gives 
a  decision  contrary  to  them,  will  they  not  reduce  his  salary?  what 
kind  of  a  position  will  the  Judge  occupy  as  far  as  his  living  is  con- 
cerned ? 

Mb.  STEDMAN.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  question,  whether  you 
don't  believe  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  can  live  on  five  thousand 
dollars  a  year? 

Mb.  REDDY.  We  do  not  propose  to  make  them  live  in  any  such  way. 
We  propose  to  give  them  salaries  that  they  can  live  comfortably  on. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.  I  will  ask  you  if  they  ought  not  to  live  on  fifteen 
dollars  a  day  ? 

Mb.  REDDY.  I  have  no  objections  to  the  gentleman  disking  (ques- 
tions.   It  is  about  the  best  argument  I  can  make.    Any  more  questions? 

Mb.  STEDMAN.    After  awhile. 

Mb.  REDDY.  Can  you  make  any  suggestions  as  to  the  means  of 
reducing  the  cost  of  living?  If  you  have  any  suggestions  to  make  on 
that  kind  of  political  economy  I  will  be  glad  to  hear  them,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  other  gentlemen  will  be.  * 

Mb.  STEDMAN.    I  leave  that  to  the  gentleman.  . 

Mb.  REDDY.  As  the  gentleman  is  posted  to  a  wonderful  degree  in 
the  mysteries  of  cheap  victualing,  I  would  like  to  hear  from  him  upon 
that  question. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.    That  is  not  the  question  before  the  Convention. 

Mb.  REDDY.  I  do  not  know  of  any  man  in  this  State  who  has  got 
the  thing  down  any  finer,  unless  I  might  except  some  of  the  Chinese 
companies.  Now,  sir,  with  reference  to  the  salaries  of  Judges.  The 
gentlemen  who  are  supposed  to  know  most  about  it  say  that  salaries  are 
not  too  high.  I  think  they  are  not  too  high.  As  far  as  the  Superior 
Judges  are  concerned,  they  are  to  get  one  thousand  dollars  from  the 
State,  and  the  balance  is  to  be  fixed  and  paid  by  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors. Who  is  going  to  accept  these  positions  on  any  such  terms,  when 
they  do  not  know  what  whim  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  take? 
They  don't  know  whether  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will  fix  it  high 
enough  so  they  can  afford  to  take  it  or  not.  AH  over  the  countrv  there 
are  complaints  about  the  manner  in  which  justice  is  administerea  in  the 
County  Courts  of  the  State,  because  the  salaries  are  too  low  to  induce 
first-class  men  to  accept  the  office.  These  offices  are  only  sought  after, 
as  a  rule,  by  men  who  are  incapable,  which  is  shown  by  the  number 
and  class  of  appeals  that  come  to  our  Supreme  Court  from  thi  se  counties. 
Some  of  the  most  ridiculous  bluudetv  are  made  by  these  County  Judges. 
Instead  of  being  economical  to  employ  this  class  of  men,  it  is  a  dead 
loss  to  the  State,  because  of  the  loss  of  time  and  the  increasing  of  the 
expenses  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  economy 
at  all  in  trying  to  fill  these  offices  on  any  such  terms  as  have  been  pro- 
posed here.  I  am  sure,  if  the  State  is  to  pay  anything  at  all,  it  ought 
to  pay  altogether,  and  not  subdivide  it;  not  send  to  the  State  for  a  part, 
and  to  the  county  for  a  part.    Don't  make  this  whole  system  ridiculous. 

BEMABKS  OF  MB.  MCFARLAND. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  easy  for  a  lot  of  rich  farm- 
ers, who  monopolize  the  rich  farms  of  the  State,  to  come  here  and  sug- 
gest low  salaries  for  judicial  officers,  who  have  no  capital  besides  their 
salaries.  All  he  has  is  his  yearly  income.  These  are  responsible  posi- 
tions, and  we  ought  to  have  responsible  men  for  them,  and  men  of 
character.  We  know  that  where  large  private  interests  are  to  be  looked 
to,  and  great  responsibility  attaches,  the  salaries  are  fixed  in  proportion. 
And  what  responsibility  is  there  that  is  equal  to  the  responsibility  which 
devolves  upon  a  Judge?  They  have  not  only  the  property  of  one  indi- 
vidual in  their  keeping,  but  the  property  of  the  whole  State.  More 
than  that,  the  life  and  liberty  of  every  citizen  in  the  State.  And  yet 
you  want  to  pay  such  men  the  ordinary  hire.  I  suppose  you  could  get 
men  to  take  tne  position  of  Superior  Judge  for  two  thousand  dollars  a 
year.  I  suppose  you  could  employ  men  at  that  price.  But  look  at  the 
immense  interests  that  are  involved,  and  see  whether  it  is  safe  to  do  it. 
I  think  the  salaries  of  Superior  Judges  are  too  small.  You  are  dividing 
up  the  State  by  counties,  and  in  the  small  counties  paying  very  small 
salaries.  And  yet  in  a  few  years  some  of  these  counties  may  develop 
into  first  class  counties.    Take  the  County  of  Inyo,  which  is  now  a  small 
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county,  and  yet  in  three  years  more  it  may  have  millions  of  dollars 
worth'  of  property  involved.  That  is  likely  to  be  the  case  anywhere  in 
the  State.  Now  do  you,  with  these  immense  interests  involved,  wish  to 
take  men  from  the  class  that  are  willing  to  work  for  small  salaries?  Six 
thousand  dollars  is  certainly  n6t  too  much  for  a  man  who  is  capable, 
who  has  character,  a  man  of  learning  and  integrity,  and  qualined  in 
every  way  to  administer  upon  these  immense  interests.  I  suppose, 
however,  there  is  no  use  to  argue  these  things.  There  are  certain  men 
who  will  overlook  all  these  things,  and  do  almost  anything  if  they  think 
it  will  bring  them  a  little  popularity.  My  friend  to  my  left,  Mr.  Larkin, 
I  do  not  think  ever  gets  on  a  single  sentence  without  the  word  "people" 
in  it.  If  you  will  watch  any  of  his  speeches  you  will  hear  the  word 
**  people"  forty  times.  [Laughter.]  1  for  one  do  not  fear  the  people. 
I  am  here  to  do  what  is  risht  and  just  and  best  for  the  whole  State,  and 
not  to  make  popularity  with  any  particular  class.  The  people  sent  us 
here  to  do  what  is  right.  They  trusted  in  our  judgment  to  do  it  When 
we  do  what  is  ri^ht  we  will  please  and  comply  with  the  wishes  of  the 
people.  And  if  it  don't  please  them  we  will  have  done  our  duty  any- 
way. I  hope  gentlemen  will  not  vote  to  cut  down  salaries  simply 
through  fear  of  unpopularity.  Uentlemen  should  not  be  so  afraid  of 
that.    The  people  will  indorse  what  is  right. 

BBMARKS   OF   MR.   CAPLB8. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  feel  compelled  to  rise  and  protest 
against  the  assumption  of  my  colleague,  Mr.  McFarland.  He  assumes 
that  the  farmers  come  here  desiring  to  cut  down  the  salaries  of  Judges. 
What  are  the  facts  in  the  case?  The  author  of  the  proposition  is  a  law- 
yer. 

Mr.  BEER8TECHER.  Mr.  Stedman  is  no  lawyer.  I  repudiate  and 
scorn  the  idea. 

Mr.  STEDMAK.    I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  explanation. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  The  eentleman  said  so  in  his  speech.  I  declare  that 
the  farmers  have  not  done  what  they  are  charged  with  having  done. 
But  one  farmer  has  spoken  in  favor  of  this  amendment.  I  deny  that 
the  farmers  come  here  desiring  that  the  Superior  Judges  shall  ^ave  a 
beggarly  salary.  The  farmers  have  made  no  such  declaration.  Why, 
what  would  the  gentleman  say  if  some  absurd  proposition  should  be 
offered  by  a  meniber  of  his  profession,,  if  I  should  get  up  and  assert 
that  the  lawyers  were  responsible  for  it,  that  the  lawyers  had  done  so 
and  80  7    No,  sir,  I  deny  the  imputation. 

SPSBGH    OF    MR.    WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  Fir^t  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  regret  very  much 
that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  change  the  salaries  ot  the  Judges  as 
recommended  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  That  committee  is 
composed  of  nine^en  members,  selected  from  various  parts  of  the  State. 
It  is  a  representative  body,  and  capable  of  taking  a  judicial  view  of  this 
subject.  There  was  considerable  division  of  opinion  in  regard  to  salaries, 
some  claiming  that  they  should  be  fixed  higher.  I  think  no  member  of 
the  committee  desired  lower  salaries,  save  one.  Finally,  the  committee 
concluded  that  if  the  salaries  were  fixed  as  they  are  fixed  in  section 
seventeen,  it  would  satisfy  every  one,  and  nobody  could  raise  any  objec- 
tion; that  the  amounts  were  fixed  so  low  that  if  there  was  any  objection 
it  would  rather  be  on  the  ground  that  the  salaries  were  inadequate.  I 
propose  now  to  offer  a  few  considerations  why  they  should  not  be  reduced, 
and  I  could  present  many  reasons  why  they  should  be  increased.  In 
the  first  place,  we  claim  to  be  a  great  and  enlightened  country,  and  a 
great  commercial  State.  We  have  what  we  claim  to  be  a  grand  system 
of  jurisprudence.  The  more  the  country  advances  in  civilization  and 
enlightenment,  the  more  intricate  necessarily  becomes  the  system  of 
jurisprudence.  I  have  not  time  to  refer  to  ancient  history  to  show  that 
when  a  nation  advances  to  a  high  degree  of  civilization,  the  jurisprudence 
becomes  advanced  also,  and  more  intricate  in  detail.  A  lawyer  is 
required,  under  section  twenty-four  of  this  reported  system,  to  be  thirty- 
five  years  of  age  to  enable  him  to  be  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and 
thirty  years  for  the  Superior  Court.  In  order  to  master  the  system  of 
'ur'isprudeuce  which  prevails  in  the  United  States,  he  should  devote  his 
ife  to  the  study  of  the  law,*  it  is  to  it  alone,  and  daily  and  constant 
labor,  which  makes  a  profound  lawyer.  I  care  not  how  talented  he  may 
be  naturally;  learning  can  only  be  acquired  by  hard  work  and  constant 
study.  As  well  could  a  man  without  study  expect  to  equal  the  great 
civil  engineers  of  the  country  who  have  accomplished  such  wonderful 
results,  as  to  be  capable  of  being  a  Judge  without  careful  and  incessant 
labor. 

The  position  of  Judge  demands  the  highest  skill  and  learning  in  the 
profession.  For  these  positions,  highest  of  all,  we  should  have  men  of 
the  highest  character;  men  of  integrity  and  unswerving  honesty,  as 
well  M  men  of  the  highest  learning  and  experience  in  the  profession. 
Such  is  the  typical  Judge,  and  such  is  the  man  the  people  of  the  State 
want  to  occupy  this  position.  When  we  find  such  a  man,  are  we  to  give 
him  the  same  compensation  as  one  who  never  went  through  such  a 
course  of  labor  and  study,  and  who  does  not  possess  the  same  Qualifica- 
tions? The  people  of  California  want  Judges  who  are  able  ana  honest, 
men  of  character  and  standing  in  the  community,  and  men  of  the 
highest  skill  in  their  profession.  Even  upon  the  point  of  economy, 
such  a  man  is  cheaper  at  six  thousand  dollars  a  year,  than  a  man  of  less 
skill,  honesty,  and  learning  would  be  at  two  thousand  five  hundpd 
dollars  a  year.  If  it  were  only  possible  for  the  members  of  the  Conven- 
tion to  see  the  Courts  as  I  have  seen  them,  to  see  the  administration  of 
justice  as  I  have  seen  it  for  twenty-five  years,  they  would  comprehend 
in  a  moment  that  it  is  greatly  to  the  interests  of  the  State,  in  an  economi- 
cal point  of  view,  as  well  as  in  any  other  respect,  to  have  the  highest 
skill  and  ablest  men  of  the  profession,  at  the  highest  rates.  What 
Judges  will  we  get  at  low  salaries?  Men  will  accept  Judgeships  at  low 
salaries  because  they  cannot  do  better,  because  they  are  not  skilled  in 
their  profession,  and  the  result  will  be  swift  injustice,  or  slow  dragging 
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trials,  infinite  blunders,  reversals  and  new  trials  granted,  and  in  the  end 
the  State  will  pay  three  times  more  than  it  would  if  we  had  men  learned, 
able,  prompt,  quick,  intelligent,  and  thoroughly  honest.  Their  decis- 
ions would  not  be  so  generally  reversed,  nor  cases  sent  back  so  frequently 
for  new  trials.    In  point  of  economy  alone  we  could  better  afibrd  to  pay 

food  men  ten  thousand  dollars.  It  is  most  expensive  to  the  people  to 
ave  incompetent  persons  occupying  these  positions.  Men  soon  know 
when  a  disnonest  person  is  on  the  bench,  and  such  will  often  be 
approached.  When  a  competent  and  upright  man  is  on  the  bench,  no 
such  attempts  will  be  made.  The  State  will  retrograde  in  point  of 
intelligence  and  official  integrity  by  having  unskillea  and  incompetent 
lawyers  advanced  to  these  positions.  The  Supreme  Court  itself  will  be 
lowered  in  dignity  by  having  cheap  Judges  on  the  bench.  Will  any 
person  here  say  that  he  employs  the  cheapest  lawyer  to  attend  to  his 
business  in  Court?  And  wny  not?  Why  not  employ  those  men  who 
are  willing  to  work  the  cheapest  in  order  to  get  business,  upon  the  same 
principles  that  you  want  to  employ  them  to  sit  upon  the  bench?  Why 
not  select  your  Judges  by  calling  for  sealed  proposals  for  the  lowest 
terms  men  will  take?  If  you  have  a  house  to  build,  do  you  want  a 
man  who  does  not  understand  his  business,  or  do  you  want  skilled  labor? 
Do  you  not  seek  for  the  best  and  most  skillful  men,  and  is  it  not  cheaper 
in  the  end  ?  »I  have  had  some  experience  in  house  building  myself,  and 
I  have  found  it  much  more  expensive  when  I  have  not  secured  the  best 
workmen.  It  is  invariably  so  in  the  end,  and  it  is  to  the  grand  end  we 
are  now  looking. 

Great  learning  and  lone  experience  are  the  best  qualifications  for  the 
bench.  By  this  system  a  Judze  is  excluded  from  any  other  ofiBce  during 
the  whole  term  of  his  judicial  career.  For  twelve  years  he  is  incapaci- 
tated from  holding  any  other  than  a  judicial  ofiice.  At  the  end  of  the 
twelve  years,  when  he  retires  from  the  bench,  he  finds  himself  out  of 
business,  without  any  fortune  accumulated,  and  is  compelled  to  go  to 
work  and  build  up  business  anew,  business  grows  up  slowly,  from  day 
to  day,  and  a  good  law  business  is  not  acquired  without  some  effort. 
When  upon  the  bench,  n6  Judge  is  building  up  a  business.  He  must 
start  anew,  on  retirement  from  the  bench,  and  build  up  a  business  the 
same  as  a  young  lawyer  just  admitted  to  the  bar.  This  position  as  Judge 
does  not  tend  to  brin^  him  any  clients  as  a  lawyer.  He  is  cut  off  from 
all  connection  with  his  former  clients.  He  will  have  lost  all  his  clients. 
They  will  have  transferred  their  business  to  other  attorneys.  He  will 
have  been  exclusively  engaged  upon  the  bench.  His  habits  of  life  will 
have  become  judicial,  and  it  will  be  difficult  for  him  to  become  an  advo- 
cate again.  His  position  on  the  bench  will  have  unfitted  him,  in  a 
measure,  for  active  duty  as  a  practicing  attorney.  It  is  taking  twelve 
years  of  the  very  best  years  of  his  life.  He  sacrifices  twelve  years  of  his 
life,  at  a  time  when  he  is  best  capable  of  making  the  most  money  out  of 
his  profession,  and  of  establishing  a  lam  and  oontinuing  business.  That 
the  salaries  of  the  present  Supreme  Judges  are  too  high  has  been  asserted 
by  members  of  this  body,  on  this  fioor.  We  have  fixed  them  at  six 
thousand  dollars.  We  have  been  paying  the  District  Judges  in  the 
larger  districts  of  the  State  six  thousand  dollars,  as  will  be  seen  by  refer- 
ing  to  the  Political  Code.  No  complaint  about  these  salaries  has  been 
heard  from  the  i)eople.  I  know,  as  far  as  the  District  Judges  of  San 
Francisco  are  concerned,  that  there  is  no  body  of  men  who  work  harder. 
They  are  earnest  and  laborious  in  the  administration  of  justice.  They 
work  persistently,  and  still  they  are  not  able  to  keep  up  with  the  calen- 
dar. The  Court  calendars  are  all  behind  now,  and  I  know  there  are 
gentlemen  on  the  bench  who  have  actually  impaired  their  health  by 
their  close  attention  to  their  duties.  It  is  an  absolute  fact  that  there  is 
more  ill-health  amone  the  Judges  than  amon^  any  other  class  of  officers. 
There  are  several  Juoges  now  who  are  suffering  from  infirmities  caused 
by  too  close  an  application  to  business.  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  in  other 
districts,  but  I  speak  of  San  Francisco,  where  I  am  especially  familiar 
with  the  business.  It  is  bad  policy,  in  point  of  economy,  to  place  these 
salaries  too  low.  They  are  all  ri^ht  now,  as  fixed  by  thb  report  of  the 
committee,  and  I  think  this  section  was  intended  to  place  them  at  the 
very  lowest  rate  that  could  be  considered  at  all  reasonable. 

Look  at  England,  and  the  policy  which  there  prevails.  She  pays  high 
salaries,  and  when  a  man  retires  from  office  he  is  pensioned  mr  life. 
Not  that  I  would  be  in  favor  of  imitating  that  policy,  but  I  mentioned 
it  merely  to  show  the  contrast  between  that  system  and  ours.  There  is 
another  thing  to  be  considered :  Judges  have  brought  before  them  cases 
involving  millions  of  dollars.  Is  it  wise  to  put  down  the  salaries  so  low 
that  they  will  be  subject  to  temptations?  It  is  certainly  very  bad  policy. 
All  men  are  human.  Judges  no  less  so  than  other  men,  and  if  we  cut 
down  the  salaries  so  low  that  they  cannot  live,  they  will  be  more  likely 
to  listen  to  outside  influences,  ana  be  more  easily  tempted,  than  if  they 
were  rendered  independent  by  a  reasonable  salary. 

The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  affects  San  Fran- 
cisco more  than  it  does  other  counties.  That  county  bears  more  of  the 
expenses  of  the  State  government  than  any  other  county,  in  proportion 
to  inhabitants.  That  consideration,  however,  does  not  affect  me  in  the 
slightest  degree.  The  question  with  me  is,  what  is  the  best  system  to 
secure  an  active,  honest,  learned,  and  efficient  judiciary?  What  is  the 
best  system  for  the  whole  State?  I  am  for  the  best,  and  for  paying  a 
fair  price  for  it.  That  is  the  only  consideration  that  moves^  me.  The 
people  will  sustain  us  if  we  act  upon  that  principle.  If  we  leave  this  to 
the  Boards  of  Supervisors  there  will  be  constant  applications  on  the  part 
of  the  friends  of  the  Judges  for  an  increase  of  salary.  There  are  many 
reasons  why  such  a  plan  would  not  work  well.  We  know  by  long 
experience  that  it  is  bad  policy  to  change  these  salaries.  I  am  sorry, 
but  I  shall  have  to  disagree  with  the  gentleman  in  this  respect.  The 
salaries  fixed  in  the  report  of  the  committee  should  be  adopted. 

BKMARXS   OF   MR.   INMAN. 

Mr.  INMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  My  reason  for  offering  this  amend- 
ment is  in  regard  to  the  classification  of  the  counties.    I  find  some 
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counties  in  the  third  class  that  ought  to  be  in  the  second  class,  and  some 
in  the  second  class  that  ought  to  be  in  the  third  class.  The  reason  I 
propose  to  cut  down  salari^  is  that  the  people  demand  it,  because  of  the 
inability  to  pay.  It  is  very  nice  to  talk  about  too  low  salaries.  I  con- 
tend that  five  thousand  dollars  annually,  for  twelve  years,  is  good  pay. 
Ten  years  ago  business  was  good  of  all  kinds.  The  people  were  able  to 
pay ;  but  now  it  is  different.  I  do  say  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
are  the  proper  ones,  and  the  proper  place  to  fix  these  salaries.  It  will 
bring  the  matter  home  to  the  people.  If  you  deny  the  proposition  that 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  are  not  qualified  to  regulate  the  salaries, 
then  you  deny  the  principle  of  self-government.  As  a  proposition,  I 
think  the  Board  of  Supervisors  should  be  allowed  to  fix  the  salaries  of 
every  county  officer.  Besides,  these  Superior  Judges  are  going  to  take 
the  place  of  the  County  Judges,  and  they  become  county  officers,  and  I 
don't  see  why  the  Board  of  Supervisors  are  not  qualified  to  fix  their 
salaries.  While  we  are  adding  two  more  Supreme  Judges,  if  we  do 
not  cut  down  salaries,  we  will  certainly  add  to  the  expenses  of  the 
judiciary.  This  system  adds  some  thirty-five  thousand  dollars  over  the 
old  system,  while  it  is  a  good  one.  We  certainly  must  cut  down  the  old 
expensive  system,  otherwise  we  had  better  abandon  it.  That  is  my 
objection  to  it.  I  am  satisfied  if  we  shall  make  some  reduction  it  will 
be  very  acceptable  to  the  people.  I  deny  the  fact  that  money  buys 
brains  or  honestv.  A  man  can  be  Just  as  honest  on  tjiree  tliousand 
dollars  a  year  as  fie  can  on  ten  thousand  dollars.  Money  buys  corrup- 
tion and  dishonesty.  Honest  men  do  not  sell  themselves.  The  rich 
man  is  not  always  honest,  neither  is  the  poor  man.  It  is  not  the  man 
who  gets  the  highest  salary.  For  twelve  years  at  five  thousand  dollars 
a  year  would  be  sixty  thousand  dollars,  and  any  man  ought  to  live  and 
make  money  on  that.  Ue  is  a  fixture  in  the  office  almost.  I  hope  that 
amendment  will  be  adopted. 

RKMARKS  OP   MB.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD^  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  economy  in  a  Cheap  John  judiciary.  I  have  seen  it  tried, 
and  if  the  people  of  this  country  demand  anything,  they  demand 
Courts  of  integrity  that  will  not  yield  to  improper  influences.  That  is 
what  they  demand,  and  they  are  sensible  in  demanding  that,  for  the 
judiciary  is  the  sheet-anchor  of  the  Government.  It  is  about  the  only 
set  of  officials  of  this  Government  that  has  not  been  corrupted  and 
debased,  and  I  am  for  keeping  it  in  a  position  where  it  can  remain  pure. 
Now,  sir,  the  Judges  are  State  officers  and  ought  to  be  paid  by  the  State. 
To  make  the  State  pay  one  thousand  dollars,  and  make  the  Judge 
dependent  upon  the  Supervisors  for  the  balance  of  his  salary,  would  be 
to  make  him  subservient  to  the  politicians  of  the  county.  None  of  these 
salaries  are  fixed  too  high,  and  when  it  comes  to  the  fourth  class,  if  any 
gentleman  moves  to  raise  it,  I  shall  vote  for  it.  I  remember  when  I 
was  a  boy  that  they  had  a  practice  of  making  the  schoolmaster  board 
round.  This  is  about  the  position  the  Judge  would  be  placed  in  if  we 
leave  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  fix  his  salary.  The  proposition 
is  perfectly  monstrous,  and  would  degrade  and  debase  this  department 
of  government,  because  you  destroy  their  independence  and  fearless- 
ness by  making  them  too  dependent.  And  the  system  of  low  salaries 
will  prove  an  evil  instead  oi  a  blessing.  John  Randolph  said,  on  the 
proposition  to  reduce  salaries  in  Virginia,  that  it  was  a  proposition 
to  provide  Judgeships  for  lawyers  who  were  incapable  of  making  a 
living  at  the  bar,  and  that  is  true.  We  do  not  want  a  lot  of  cheap 
lawyers  on  the  bench,  we  want  an  independent  honest  judiciarpr.  It  is 
a  thing  for  the  benefit  and  protection  or  the  people,  from  the  highest  to 
the  lowest,  and  therefore  it  ought  to  be  the  care  of  the  Government  to 
place  it  upon  a  high  and  independent  plane.  My  friend  Caples  stated 
the  thing  truly  when  he  said  the  farmers  do  not  demand  a  judiciary 
poorly  paid  and  poorly  organized.  They  have  sense  enough  to  know 
that  great  interests  depend  upon  a  proper  judicial  organization,  inde- 
pendent and  fearless  Judges.  I  am  for  long  terms,  also,  because  then 
Judges  are  not  always  pandering  to  public  sentiment  and  public  opinion 
in  their  decisions.  I  recollect  a  story  told  of  an  Arkansas  Judge, 
who,  when  he  had  an  important  case  to  decide,  used  to  adjourn  Court 
and  go  around  and  take  a  drink  with  the  boys,  to  learn  who  the  parties 
were  and  where  they  came  from,  and  then  he  would  go  back  and  decide 
the  case.  Now,  a  judiciary  that  is  dependent  on  the  whims  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  would  be  something  in  the  same  fix.  Let  us  pay 
men  what  they  need  to  live  on  j  what  their  talents  are  worth,  what 
they  can  earn  in  their  profession,  and  then  you  will  get  men  fit  to  fill 
these  positions,  and  you  will  get  your  money's  worth.  And  you  will 
get  more  than  that.  You  will  get  efficiency  and  honesty,  and  capacity 
in  the  very  place  above  all  others  that  these  qualities  are  necessary.  It 
is  a  mistake,  sir,  this  attempt  to  save  a  few  pennies  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice. 

SPIICH   OP   MR.  CASSXRLY. 

Mr.  CASSERLY.  Mr.  Chairman  :  Nobody  is  a  better  friend  to  econ- 
omy in  the  administration  of  government  than  I  am.  Generally  speak- 
ing, an  economical  government  is  an  honest  and  pure  government. 
But,  sir,  there  are  two  kinds  of  economy;  one  is  the  true,  reasonable 
economy,  and  the  other  the  false  economy,  which,  for  the  most  part,  is 
a  fraud  upon  the  State,  and  sure  to  produce  evil  results.  Now,  sir,  I 
am  one  of^  those  who  do  not  believe  that  the  most  important  thing  in 
the  administration  of  justice  is  that  it  should  be  cheap.  The  real 
important  thing  is  that  it  should  be  upright,  sensible,  conscientious,  and 
speedy.  As  a  mere  question  of  economy,  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
mistake,  in  my  opinion,  for  us  to  reduce  the  salaries  of  Judges.  Every 
lawyer  in  this  body,  and  there  are  a  good  many  here,  will,  I  think,  bear 
me  out  when  I  say  that  one  incompetent,  idle  Judge,  costs  the  State 
more  than  five  Judges  who  are  honest  and  capable,  as  a  Judge  should 
be.  Now,  sir,  w^e  are  attempting  to  cheapen  the  salaries  of  our  Judges. 
A  cheap  lawyer,  as  everybody  knows,  is  the  dearest  lawyer  in  the  end ; 


and  so  it  will  be  if  you  undertake  to  reduce  to  a  low  standard  the  salaries 
of  our  Judges.  No  man,  in  his  senses,  goes  to  a  poor  lawyer ;  he  employs 
a  good  lawyer,  and  generally  he  goes  to  the  best  lawyer,  when  the  mat- 
ter in  hand  is  one  of  considerable  importance  to  him.'  Now,  sir,  I  put  it 
to  the  common  sense  of  every  man  who  has  had  any  experience  in 
these  matters,  to  look  nt  his  own  experience  and  apply  the  same  princi- 
ple here.  I  put  it  to  my  friends  on  this  floor,  it  the  proposition  to 
reduce  the  salaries  of  Judges  below  the  figures  fixed  in  the  report  of  the 
committee,  is  not  fraught  with  evil  and  danger?  The  people  of  Califor- 
nia are  a  free-handed,  liberal  people;  they  are  not  a  mean  people;  they 
do  not  demand  that  the  public  officers  shall  be  put  upon  a  niggardly 
salary.  I  am  not  hunting  for  cheap  popularity,  and  if  I  was,  I  am  not 
certain  but  what  1  am  on  the  really  popular  side  of  the  question.  The 
kind  of  cheap  popularity  which  gentlemen  talk  about  is  not  permanent 
or  lasting.  1  am  in  favor  of  the  report  of  the  committee;  I  think  the 
salaries  there  fixed  are  none  too  high.  Ii^  the  State  of  New  York,  when 
the  new  Constitution  was  made,  it  raised  the  salaries  of  their  Judges.  I 
think  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Appieals,  of  New  York,  has  a 
salary  of  twelve  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  a  year,  and  New  York, 
as  we  all  know,  is  by  no  means  as  dear  a  place  to  live  in  as  this.  The 
term  is  extended  to  fourteen  years,  and  1  believe  there  has  been  no 
complaint  about  the  increased  salary  or  the  extended  term.  Now,  let 
us  adhere  to  the  proposition  of  the  Judiciary  Committee;  let  us  give  our 
Judges  enough  to  live  upon.  Doubtless  there  are  plenty  of  lawyers  in 
this  State  who  would  be  glad  to  take  these  positions  at  these  reduced 
salaries,  but  we  are  not  anxious  to  have  any  such  men  on  the  bench. 

SPKKCH   OP  UK.  WKST. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  the  question  is  upon  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman.  I 
agree  fully  with  the  statement  of  the  gentleman,  that  we  should  make 
these  salaries  fair  and  reasonable,  in  order  to  be  able  to  secure  good 
men  to  fill  these  positions;  and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  The 
facts  have  been,  sir,  that  while  the  people  of  California  have  been  a 
grand  and  enlightened  people,  while  they  are  a  liberal  people,  as  the 
gentleman  says,  they  have  been  one  of  the  most  afflicted  people  on  the 
face  of  the  earth.  Their  ideas  have  not  kept  pace  with  the  altered  con- 
dition of  affairs.  The  days  of  forty-nine  have  passed,  but  the  ideas  of 
forty-nine  still  remain,  to  a  great  extent.  And  the  time  has  come  when 
we  must  come  down  from  these  exalted  ideas  to  a  fundamental  basis. 
We  can  no  longer  maintain  the  style  of  forty-nine,  because  we  have  not 
the  means  to  do  it.  Everything  else  has  come  down,  and  salaries  must 
come  down  too.  Now,  sir,  it  is  a  fact  that  must  be  apparent,  that  official 
salaries  in  California  have  been  placed  at  such  rates  as  to  engender  cor- 
ruption. Aspirants  to  these  positions  have  spent  thousands  of  dollars  to 
secure  nomination  and  election.  Why  have  they  done  so?  Because  the 
profits  and  emoluments  of  the  office  enable  them  to  do  so.  And,  in  my 
opinion,  the  more  you  increase  these  salaries  beyond  a  fair  and  iust  cQtn- 

rmsation,  the  more  you  will  encourage  corruption  and  scheming.  Sir, 
do  not  believe  that  brains  and  capacity  are  as  scarce  as  some  gentle- 
men would  have  us  believe.  Nor  do  I  believe  that  by  raising  the 
salaries  you  will  secure  the  best  men  to  fill  these  offices.  Honesty  is 
not  for  sale  to  the  highest  bidder  by  any  means.  History  shows  that 
the  very  best  men  our  country  has  afTorded  commenced  their  official 
career  on  low  salaries.  Some  of  the  brightest  ornaments  on  the  United 
States  benches  to-day  are  men  who  commenced  on  a  salary  of  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  dollars  a  year,  as  Circuit  Judges,  and  they  were  very 
well  satisfied  too.  Now,  we  are  not  asking  our  Judges  to  come  down  to 
any  such  low  figures;  we  are  ofTering  them  fair  and  reasonable  salaries, 
even  liberal  salaries.  We  offer  the  Supreme  Justices  five  thousand  dollars 
a  year,  for  a  term  of  twelve  years,  which  would  be  sixty  thousand  dollars 
for  the  term.  If  that  is  not  a  munificent  salary,  I  would  like  to  know 
the  reason.  Now,  I  believe  it  is  an  axiom  that  Judges  hardly  ever  die 
and  never  resign.  We  have  been  admonished  here  that  the  Judges  over- 
work themselves  and  destroy  their  health.  I  believe  that  Judges  are  the 
longest  lived  people  in  the  country,  and  I  am  glad  of  it.  But  I  say  there 
is  no  foundation  for  any  such  sympafhy  as  this  which  is  sought  to  be 
manufactured  for  them.  I  believe,  under  all  the  circumstances,  that  a 
salary  of  five  thousand  dollars  is  ample  for  the  Supreme  Justices.  I 
believe  it  is  a  much  greater  income  than  our  best  lawyers  can  earn  in  the 
same  length  of  time  in  their  profession. 

REMARKS  OP   MR.   STUART. 

Mr.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  know  as  I  can  throw  any 
light  upon  this  question.  If  there  is  any  set  of  men  in  the  State  who 
ought  to  be  in  favor  of  a  well  paid  judiciarv,  it  is  the  farmers.  There 
are  very  few  farmers  who  have  not,  some  time  or  other,  been  involved 
in  tedious  and  expensive  lawsuits,  and  there  is  not  a  farmer  who  has 
had  any  experience  but  what  has  seen  the  trouble  and  expense  which 
has  to  be  encountered  when  there  is  an  ignorant  or  incompetent  Judge 
on  the  bench,  or  a  corrupt  one.  The  people  who  own  the  land  are 
directly  interested  in  this  question,  and  the  matter  of  expense  in  obtain- 
ing the  right  kind  of  men  ought  not  to  be  considered  at  alT  in  dealing 
with  this  question.  I  think  the  committee  have  fixed  these  salaries  at 
the  right  figure,  and  as  a  farmer  I  am  in  favor  of  that  report. 

remarks   op   MR.    HALL. 

Mr.  hall.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  report  of  the 
committee,  so  far  as  the  salaries  of  the  Supreme  Judges  are  concerned, 
for  all  the  reasons  that  have  been  submitted  to  the  (invention  so  fully 
and  forcibly.  I  think  that  a  salary  of  six  thousand  dollars  per  annum 
is  certainly  little  enough.  If  we  had  no  other  or  further  reasons  than 
that  the  State  receives  an  equivalent  in  the  services  rendei'ed,  we  might 
fall  back  upon  the  calendar  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  showing  over 
three  hundred  cases  for  one  term.     Now,  this  Court  is  required  to  hold 
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six  terms  a  year,  and  the  labor  is  simply  enormous,  and  it  is  astonishing 
to  me  that  they  can  get  through  with  as  much  of  it  aa  they  do.  So 
much  for  the  salaries  o?  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

I  do  not  think  the  salaries,  as  fixed  in  section  seventeen,  for  Superior 
Judges,  are  too  high.  I  hope  it  will  be  retained  as  it  now  stands.  The 
Legislature  is  still  left  with  power  to  make  a  change  in  that  respect, 
according  to  the  correction  made  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  and  if  it  shall  be  found  that  the  salaries  are  too  great,  the 
Legislature  may  proceed  to  reduce  them.  I  have  but  this  to  oamplaiu 
of:  that  in  so  far  as  the  County  of  San  Joaquin  is  concerned,  the  salary 
is  not,  as  I  had  occasion  to  say,  proportionate  to  the  services  required  in 
that  county.  I  have  already  read  a  report  of  the  general  business  of 
that  county,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  Superior  Court  will  have  to  be 
employed  at  least  three  hundre<l  days,  out  of  the  three  hundred  and 
sixty-five,  in  order  to  dispatch  the  business  of  that  onanty.  The  salary 
of  the  Judge,  therefore,  will  fall  under  the  standard  of  salaries  estab- 
lished throughout  this  section.  Take  the  standard  of  other  counties-and 
other  classes,  and  the  salary  of  San  Joaquin  is  too  small.  It  is  this  point 
of  injustice  of  which  I  complain.  Now,  this  section  provides  that  the 
salaries  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  State  treasury.  Now,  take  the  County 
of  San  Bernardino,  which  has  a  Judge  with  a  salary  of  four  thousand 
dollars.  The  County  of  San  Bernardino,  in  respect  to  population,  wealth, 
and  amount  of  business,  has  perhaps  three  hundred  or  four  hundred  per 
cent,  less  than  the  County  of  San  Joaquin.  Taking  the  salarv  proviaed 
for  the  County  of  San  Bernardino  as  a  standard,  and  the  salary  of  the 
Judge  of  San  Joaquin  County  ought  to  be  twenty  thousand  dollars,  or 
twenty-five  thousand  dollars,  instead  of  five  thousand  dollars,  as  fixed 
in  the  section  under  considerati<m.  Now,  the  result  is  this:  that  we  are 
only  allowed  one  Judge,  while  the  County  of  San  Bernardino  is  entitled 
to  one  Judge  with  a  salary  almost  as  large.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  in  respect  to  that  portion 
which  provides  for  the  payment  of  the  Superior  Judges  by  the  several 
counties.  But  it  does  not  go  far  enough.  To  that  part  which  provides 
that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  fix  the  amount  of  these  salaries  I  do 
not  object.  I  am  in  favor  of  paying  these  salaries  entirely  out  of  the 
county  treasury.  I  hold  that  it  is  unjust  to  establish  salaries  in  the 
Constitution  for  these  officers — oouuty  officers,  as  they  are — while  to 
some  counties  are  denied  the  number  of  Judges  to  which  they  are  enti- 
tled according  to  the  standard  cf  wealth  and  population.  For  that 
reason  I  would  like  to  see  an  amendment  adopted  which  would  provide 
that  the  Judges  of  the  Suprero^Court  and  ot  the  Superior  Courts  shall 
severally,  at  stated  periods  during  their  continuance  in  office,  receive  a 
compensation,  which  shall  not  be  increased  nor  diminished  during  their 
continuance  in  office;  and  the  Supreme  Court  Justices  shall  be  paid  out 
of  the  State  treasury,  and  the  Juages  of  the  Superior  Courts  out  of  their 
respective  county  treasuries. 

8PKKCH  OF  MB.   MCGALLVM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  in  a  case  which  requires 
culture  and  skill,  that  which  is  best  is  cheapest.  I  a^ree  in  the  general 
remarks  which  have  been  made  to  that  effect.  There  is  no  prudent  man 
who  would  go  in  search  of  the  cheapest  lawyer,*  so  no  prudent  people 
will  search  for  the  cheapest  Judges.  I  am  therefore  in  favor  of  a  fair 
and  reasonable  compensation  for  the  judiciary.  At  the  same  time  I 
admit  the  whole  force  of  the  argument  that  at  the  time  the  salary  of 
Supreme  Justices  was  fixed  at  six  thousand  dollars,  that  amount  of 
money  had  no  more  producing  power  than  five  thousand  would  have 
now.  I  believe  the  action  on  the  pending  amendment  will  determine 
whether  we  are  to  get  through  with  this  report,  or  whether  we  are  to  be 
involved  in  a  controversy  wnich  will  last  considerable  time,  the  result 
of  which  may  not  be  at  all  satisfactory.  A  great  many  suj^stions  will 
be  made  as  to  raising  salaries  and  lowering  salaries,  and  this  same  ques- 
tion of  increasing  the  number  of  Judges  in  certain  counties  will  come  in. 
I  understand  that  the  question  is  now  in  this  shape:  I  would  like  to  ask 
'the  Chairman  of  the  «Judiciary  Committee  if  that  provision  will  affect 
the  fixing  of  these  salaries  (^r  the  first  term.  This  section  provides  that 
the  salaries  fixed  shall  not  be  increased  or  diminished  during  the  term 
for  which  they  shall  have  been  elected.  « 

Mb.  WILSON.  No  man's  salary  can  be  increased  daring  his  term  of 
ofiBce. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Then  the  Legislature  would  have  no  power  in 
the  matter  until  the  first  term  htm  expired,  so  they  must  stand  until  the 
t«rms  shall  have  expired — six  years  for  the  Superior  Court  Judges,  and 
twelve  years  for  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  except  those  who 
draw  the  short  term.  Now,  sir,  I  contend  that  the  amenament  offered 
by  my  colleague  is  a  solution  of  the  whole  matter.  There  is  precedent 
for  it  in  several  of  the  States.  I  find  in  Georgia  that  the  same  system 
prevails— the  Judges  are  paid  by  districts.  The  same  is  true  in  the  State 
of  New  York,  where  the  Judges  are  paid  bv  cities.  In  the  State  of 
Nevada  the  Judges  are  paid  by  the  districts  by  which  they  are  elected. 
So  we  have  abundant  precedent  for  the  amendment  proposed  by  my 
colleague. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.    How  many  States  have  that  system? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  cannot  state  exactly.  "  In  glancing  over  tfie  Con- 
stitutions I  find  the  States  which  I  have  mentioned  have  that  system, 
and  I  presume  others  have  it  which  I  have  not  noticed.  I  cited  these 
States  merely  to  show  that  there  is  precedent  for  a  provision  of  this  kind, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  showing  how  much  they  are  paid.  Now,  it  is  to 
be  remembered  that  these  Superior  Court  Judges  take  the  place  of  the 
County  Judges  as  well  as  the  District  Judges.  The  County  Judges  have 
always  been  paid  by  the  counties,  and  that  is  an  argument  in  favor  of 
paving  these  substitutes  by  the  counties  also.  One  very  good  feature  is 
this:  that  it  will  do  away  with  the  disputes  which  have  talcen  place  here 
in  regard  to  the  number  of  Judges  a  county  shall  have.  Very  plausible 
arguments  were  made  in  favor  of  Santa  Clara,  Sonoma,  and  San  Joaquin 
Counties.    Now,  I  think  those  counties  shoujd  have  as  many  Judcea  ns 


they  are  willing  to  pay  for.  Let  them  have  their  own  way  in  their  own 
local  affairs.  We  have  heard  so  much  about  local  self-government,  why 
not  apply  the  principle  here?  Why  not  provide  that  they  shall  have  as 
many  as  the  business  of  th^e  county  demaifls?  The  principle  of  the 
amendment  proposed  by  my  colleague  is  the  correct  one.  Perhaps  it 
may  not  be  adopted.  Perhaps  it  can  be  improved  upon,  but  it  is  the 
true  theory,  that  the  counties  shall  pay  the  Superior  Court  Judges.  It 
will  be  an  additional  argument  why  such  little  counties  as  Alpine  should 
combine  with  other  counties  and  elect  one  Judge. 

RIUARKS  of  MR.  MCCOVNILL. 

Mr.  MoCONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  taken  pains  to  see  what 
salaries  are  paid  in  some  of  the  other  States.  I  find  that  the  Chief 
Justice  in  the  State  of  Delaware  receives  one  thousand  two  hundred 
dollars;  Associate  Justices,  one  thousand  dollars.  In  Florida  the  Chief 
Justice  receives  four  thousand  five  hundred  dollars;  Associates,  four 
thousand  dollars;  the  Circuit  Court  Judges,  three  thousand  five  hun- 
dred doUan.  In  Illinois,  the  Supreme  Court  Justices  receive  four  thou- 
sand dollars;  Circuit  Court  Judges,  three  thousand  dollars.  In  Iowa, 
the  Supreme  Court  Justice  reeaives  two  thousand  dollars;  the  District 
Judges,  one  thousand  six  hundred.  In  Kansas,  one  thousand  five  hun- 
dred dollars.  Jn  Maryland,  Chief  Justices,  three  thoaaand  five  hun- 
dred dollars;  Jud^  of  the  Circuit  Court,  two  thousand  eight  hundred 
dollars.  In  Michigan,  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court,  one  thousand  dollars; 
Nebraska,  two  thousand  dollars;  Oregon,  two  thousand  dollars.  In 
Texas,  the  Chief  Justice  gets  four  thousand  five  hundred  dollars;  Asso- 
ciate Judges,  three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars.  I  find,  also,  in  the 
State  of  West  Virginia,  the  Chief  Justice  gets  two  thousand  dollars,  and 
the  Circuit  Judges,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars.  In  the  State  of 
Wisconsin,  the  Chief  Justice  gets  one  thousand  five  hundred  dollars.  I 
know,  that  many  years  ago,  the  Virginia  Supreme  Judge  got  one  thou- 
sand two  hundr^  dollars,  and  we  all  know  what  kind  of  material  they 
had  on  the  bench  there.  I  have  no  doubt  but  there  are  lawyers  in  this 
State  who  can  make  more  money  at  the  bar  than  they  could  in  these 
positions.  The  salary  would  be  no  inducement,  of  course,  to  such  gen- 
tlemen as  Judge  Shafler  and  Judge  Belcher.  My  friend  from  San 
Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  who  can  make  fifty  thousand  dollars  a  year  at 
his  profession,  of  course  oould  not  afford  to  accept  such  a  position,  even 
at  the  rates  proposed  in  this  report.  But  there  are  hundreds  of  other 
lawyers  in  San  Francisco  who  are  glad  to  work  for  fifty  dollars  a  month 
in  a  lawyer's  office. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  can  find  you  plenty  of  men  who  will  take  these 
positions  for  nothing. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  don't  want  that  kind  of  men.  It  is  a  notorious 
fact,  that  these  oflSoes,  like  all  offices  in  the  State,  he  who  is  the  best 
worker  gets  it.  There  are  plenty  of  men  who  would  retire  from  prac- 
tice. It  is  a  fact,  that  five  thousand  dollars  will  purchase  more  now 
than  ten  thousand  dollars  would  twenty  years  ago.  Now,  I  want  to  see 
these  officers  fairly  and  reasonably  paid,  but  I  think  that  five  thousand 
is  enough.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  prevail.  In  case  that  does  not, 
then  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  will  pre- 
vail. 

RBXARKS  OF  MR.  BKTXOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  merely  to  express  my 
opinion,  and  say  that  I  am  in  favorof  the  reportof  the  committee,  henoe 
opposed  to  the  amendments.  The  idea  expressed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Alameda,  that  men  will  retire  from  business  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  positicms  on  the  Supreme  Bench ;  that  men  who  desire  to  retire 
from  active  business  and  active  life,  will  take  these  positions  upon  the 
bench,  either  in  the  Supreme  Court,  or  in  the  Superior  Courts  of  San 
Francisco,  is  one  that  I  am  not  able  to  comprehend.  Such  an  aixument 
as  that  is  fallacious,  and  for  one  I  do  not  comprehend  the  force  of  it.  It 
is  an  attempt  to  induce  this  Convention  to  place  these  salaries  below 
what  would  be  a  fair  figure.  Now,  sir,  we  do  not  employ  professional 
men  for  the  labor  performed,  but  for  the  effect  produced.  We  do  not 
employ  distinguished  lawyers,  as  architects,  as  civil  engineers,  or  me- 
chanics of  the  higher  grade,  for  the  amount  of  labor  they  do,  but  for  the 
effect  they  produce.  If  you  are  taken  sick,  and  your  body  is  racked 
with  pain,  you  send  for  a  good  physician.  He  examines  your  case, 
writes  a  prescription,  you  send  it  to  the  drug  store,  have  it  filled,  and 
take  the  medicine,  and  you  are  cured.  It  cost  the  physician  perhaps 
thirty  minutes  to  come  and  prescribe  for  your  disease,  and  he  charges 
you  twenty-five  or  fifty  dollars.  Is  that  for  labor  performed?  No,  sir; 
it  is  for  the  effect  produced.  It  saved  your  life;  perhaps  saved  your 
health  and  your  active  capacity  for  labor  for  many  years.  So  with  the 
lawver;  so  with  the  architect;  so  it  ought  to  be  in  selecting  Judges.  We 
ought  to  have  the  highest  ability  in  the  State,  and  in  order  to  get  it  we 
must  expect  to  pay  for  it.  The  standard  must  not  be  the  absolute 
amount  of  work  performed,  but  the  effect  produced.  We  must  take  into 
consideration  what  it  cost  the  man  in  timg  and  labor  to  produce  that 
effect.  If  we  undertake  to  fix  the  salaries  of  Judges  on  the  basis  of 
actual  routine  labor  performed,  we  will  make  a  very  great  mistake,  and 
one  which  will  result  disastrously  to  the  people  themselves.  You  will 
not  get  the  best  men,  and  if  you  do  not,  tnen  ^ou  will  have  a  failure  in 
the  administration  of  justice.  It  is  true,  that  m  the  State  of  Oregon  the 
salaries  of  all  the  ofiicers  were  cut  down.  I  happened  to  live  in  that 
State  when  the  Constitution  was  adopted.  It  is  true,  that  the  salary  of 
the  Chief  Justice  was  cut  down  to  two  thousand  dollars;  the*  salarv  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  cut  down  to  fifteen  hundred  dollars;  and  so 
on,  through  the  list  of  State  officers.  That  was  done  in  obedience  to  a 
kind  of  economical  insanity  which  was  abroad  in  the  community.  They 
hUve  had  enough  of  it  since,  and  have  gradually  worked  their  way  back 
to  respectable,  decent  salaries  for  their  State  officers.  And  so  it  will  be 
found  to  work  in  this  State.  If  you  undertake  to  cut  down  the  salaries 
below  a  living  rate,  it  will  be  found  to  work  badly,  and  the  people  will 
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soon  have  cause  to  regret  it.  It  seems  to  me  that  all  the  argument  that 
is  necessary  to  secure  the  adoption  of  this  report,  has  already  been  set 
forth,  and  I  will  not  consume  any  more  of  the  time  of  the  Convention 
in  arguing  the  matter. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  that  the 
committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  president.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  have 
made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  The  hour  having  arrived,  the 
Convention  will  take  a  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  v. 

Afternoon  session. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  u.,  President  lloge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called,  and  quorum  present. 

SALARIK8  OP  JUDOKS. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to  fur- 
ther consider  the  article  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  {department. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  Section  seventeen,  with  the  amendments,  is 
before  the  committee. 

REMARKS  OP  MR.   SHAJ^KR. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  listened  patiently  to  this 
discussion.  This  question  is  one  that  has  been  discussea  from  the  incep- 
tion of  the  Government  down  to  the  present  time.  There  is  no  doubt 
but  the  purchasing  price  of  money  has  been  constantly  decreasing,  frem 
the  beginning  of  tfie  Government  down  to  this  time.  It  is  vastly  less 
now  than  it  was  at  the  time  these  illustrations  were  given.  It  is  more 
now,  in  this  State,  than  it  was  twenty  years  ago,  however.  I  recollect 
when  the  Governor  of  Virginia  got  four  hundred  dollars;  the  Secretary 
of  State,  two  hundred  and  seventy-five  dctllars — it  was  all  he  earned  ;^ 
the  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  got  one  thousand  dollars,  l^u  could 
get  boeiS  for  one  dollar  and  a  half  a  week,  in  first  class  hotels- that  is 
all  I  paid  in  the  New  York  House.  In  Wisconsin  the  salary  was 
reduced  so  low  that  Judge  Jackson  was  compelled  U)  resign  because  he 
could  not  live  on  his  salary;  he  could  not  support  his  family,  so  he 
resigned,  and  went  to  pnu^ticing  law  again.  At  that  time  you  could 
buv  wood  for  one  dollar  a  cord;  you  oould  buy  fresh  eggs  for  six  cents 
a  dozen;  corn  was  cheap,  and  good  whisky  eighteen  cents  a  gallon; 
and  yet  this  man  was  not  able  to  support  his  family  on  the  salary.  Now, 
all  these  things  are  changed,  and  money  has  no  such  purchasing  power. 
If  there  is  any  place  in  the  world  where  we  must  have  efficient  men  it 
is  in  the  judicial  department.  If  you  cut  the  salaries  down,  as  you  pro- 
pose to  do  bv  this  amendment,  the  people  will  suffer  by  it.  Such  a 
reduction  as  this  will  cost  the  State  ten  thousand  dollars,  where  it  costs 
one  thousand  now.  The  learned,  able,  and  efficient  Judge  will  decide 
his  cases  promptly,  and  no  time  will  be  lost;  on  the  other  hand,  your 
cheap  Judge  will'take  a  long  timeu)  decide  a  case,  and  the  result'will 
be  that  the  people  will  suffer  by  it.  I  hope  that  this  Convention  will 
adopt  the  report  of  the  committee.  We  have  wasted  enough  time,  and 
in  order  to  ^t  a  vote,  and  avoid  any  further  discussion,  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question. 

THK  PBEVIOUa  QUESTION. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Howard,  West,  Avers,  and  Evey. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman. 

Mr.  EVEY.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  call  for  a  division  of  the  question. 

The  CH AI  RM AN.     Division  of  the  question  is  called  for,  and  the  first 

?iuestion  will  be  on  reducing  the  salary  of  the  Supreme  Court  Justices 
rom  six  thousand  dollars  to  five  thousand  dollars. 

The  amendment  was  lost,  by  a  vote  of  33  ayes  to  59  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  question  is  on  striking  out  five  thousand 
dollars,  and  inserting  four  thousand  dollars. 

Lost,  on  division,  by  a  vote  of  32  ayes  to  59  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  question  is  on  striking  out  the  words 
four  thousand  dollars  in  the  fourteenth  line,  and  inserting  the  words 
three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  question  is  on  striking  out  the  words 
three  thousand  dollars,  and  inserting  the  words  two  thousand  five  hun- 
dred dollars. 

Lost— ayes  18. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment, proposed  ^y  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Inman. 

Lost. 

Mr.  BLACEMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  section 
seventeen. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 
-   ''Amend  section  seventeen  as  follows:    Strike  out  the  word  '  Kern,' 
and  insert  the  words  '  San  Diego,'  and  strike  out  the  words  '  San  Diego/ 
and  insert  the  word  '  Kern '  in  place  thereof." 

remarks   op   MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.-  Chairman:  In  looking  over  the  classification 
of  the  counties  as  presented  by  the  report  of  the  committee,  I  notice  that 


there  are  many  inequalities,  and  among  them  one  which  I  desire  to 
correct  by  this  amendment.  Now,  sir,  it  is  stated  by  the  committee 
that  the  basis  ufion  which  this  classification  was  made  was  the  popula- 
tion of  the  several  counties,  as  shown  by  the  vote  of  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy-six.  Of  course,  it  would  not  be  fair  in  making  an  adjust- 
ment to  go  back  to  the  census  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy  when 
we  have  any  other  statistics,  because  so  many  counties  have  changed 
materially  since  that  time,  and  the  amount  of  business  to  be  done  in  the 
Courts  could  not  be  determined  by  the  census.  Now,  sir,  if  population 
was  made  the  basis,  I  submit  that  it  is  but  fair  to  take  the  very  latest 
statistics  that  can  be  obtained.  Whether  that  can  be  obtained  by  the 
vote  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six,  or  by  something  else,  does 
not  matter.  But  certainlv  any  one  acquainted  with  the  Counties  of  San 
Diego  and  Kern,  must  admit  that  the  population  of  San  Diego  County 
is  in  excess  of  that  of  Kern  County ;  and  so  on  that  ground  I  can  see 
no  possible  reason  why  this  exception  should  have  been  made  in  regard 
to  tne  two  counties.  It  certainly  works  an  injustice  to  San  Diego  County, 
which  county  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  and  I  can  see  no  necessity 
for  placing  Kern  County  in  a  class  whera  it  does  not  belong.  Now, 
according  to  the  statistics  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seven tv -seven,  the 
population  of  Kern  C-ounty  was  set  down  at  nine  thousand,  while  the 
population  of  San  Diego  County  is  set  down  at  twelve  thousand.  I  have 
every  reason  to  believe  thai  these  figures  in  the  Statistician  in  regard  to 
San  Diego  County  are  correct,  or  very  nearly  so.  About  a  year  and  a  half 
ago' we  took  some  pains  to  ascertain  what  the  population  of  the  county 
was,  and  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  very  best  judges  that  it  was  not  less 
than  twelve  thousand  at  that  time.  iNow,  I  cannot  see  why  Kern  County, 
with  a  population  of  seven  thousand,  should  be  put  in  ahead  of  my 
county,  which  has  a  population  of  twelve  thousand.  I  do  not  believe  it 
is  just.  If  the  classification  had  been  made  strictly  acoordifig  to  popu- 
lation, I  would  not  have  said  a  word  ;  but  this  is  a  great  injustice  upon 
the  face  of  it,  and  it  is  my  duty  to  make  an  effort  to  correct  it,  and  eet 
my  county  in  the  place  where  it  belong.  I  do  not  see  bow  there  can  oe 
anv  defense  made  to  such  an  act  of  injustice  as  this  is. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  secretary  read : 

'* Strike  out  *San  Diego'  in  the  third  class,  and  place  the  words  'San 
Diego '  in  the  second  class." 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  offer  that  in  that  shape  for  the  r^a'^on  that  I  do  not 
know  what  might  have  been  the  reasons  which  induced  the  committee 
to  place  Kern  County  in  that  list,  and  I  wish  merely  to  plac«  San  Diego 
in  the  list  of  second  class  counties  instead  of  the  third. 

REMARKS  OP  MR.   BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  convinced'  that  the  committee 
had  sdme  just  reason  for  doing  as  they  did  do.  The  amount  of  business 
of  Kern  County,  and  also  the  vote  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six, 
were  no  doubt  taken  into  consideration.  These  things  were  taken 
together  as  the  li^is  for  the  action  which  the  committee  took.  They 
thought  it  sufficient  to  justify  them  in  the  action  they  took  in  the  mat- 
ter. And  I  think  they  were,  too.  And  when  the  committee  have  inves- 
tigated the  matter  and  come  to  a  conclusion,  I  do  not  pro]K>se  to  undo 
wnat  they  have  done  without  some  good  reason  for  so  doing.  I  will 
leave  the'matter  for  the  gentleman  from  Kern  to  explain. 

REMARKS  OP  MR.  SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  must  admit  I 
am  a  little  surprised  at  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego.  It  seems  to  me 
the  amount  of  liti^tion  is  based  more  upon  property  than  upon  the 
amount  of  population  in  a  county.  Now,  by  the  statistics  of  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-seven  I  find  that  the  taxable  property  of  Kern 
County  is  over  five  million  dollars,  while  that  of  San  Diego  is  about  four 
millions.  I  did  not  hear  all  that  the  gentleman  said  upon  the  subject, 
but  if  he  referred  to  the  vote  of  the  two  counties,  I  think  I  can  make  it 
very  plain  that  the  vote  of  Kern  is  more  than  that  of  San  Diego. 

Mr.  REDDY.    You  think  it  ought  to  depend  upon  the  amount  of 
property  the  people  have  as  to  whether  they  shall  have  justice  properly 
administered  or  not. 

Mr.  smith.  I  think  it  depends  more  on  property  than  upon  popu- 
latioi\.  Now,  the  vote  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six  shows  San 
Diego  to  have  sixty -two  votes  more  than  Kern.  But  it  was  estimated 
that  there  were  fully  two  thousand  men,  sheep  and  cattle  owners,  henl- 
ers,  who  could  not  get  to  the  polls  to  vote  at  that  particular  time.  They 
had  their  fiocks  and  herds  out  in  the  mountains,  and  could  not  get  home. 
The  vote  of  that  year  was  less  than  usual.  The  Great  Register  showed 
about  twelve  thousand  five  hundred  voters  at  that  time.  Aside  from 
this  consideration  there  are  others.  In  fact,  there  is  no  county  in  tiie 
State,  outside  of  the  very  largest  counties,  that  have  as  important  and 
as  much  litigation  as  Kern  County.  At  the  last  term  of  the  Supreme 
Court  there  were  only  three  cases  less  from  that  county  than  from  the 
Countv  of  Sacramento.  San  DieTO  had  seven  cases;  and  if  the  records 
could  be  looked  into  it  would  be  lound  that  the  cases  coming  from  Kern 
are  above  the  average  in  importance  and  the  amount  involved,  of  any 
cases  in  the  State.  Forty  thousand  and  one  hundred  thousand  acres  of 
land  is  a  large  case.  A  majority  of  the  cases  in  Kern  are  lar^e.  There 
are  attorneys  both  from  San  Francisco  and  Sacramento  who  will  bear  me 
out  in  this  statement.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against  San  Diego  County. 
I  have  not  gone  as  far  as  the  gentleman  has,  for  I  have  not  attacked  his 
county. 

remarks  op    MR.   ROLPE. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  unable  to  see  the  force  of  the 
gentleman's  argument,  that  we  should  grade  justice  in  accordance  with 
wealth.  The  people  of  San  Diego  may  be  poor,  but  honest.  [Laughter.] 
The  people  of  Kern  may  be  wealthy,  but  no  more  honest.    The  people 
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of  San  Biego  may  be  poor,  and  yet  their  individual  rights,  as  applied  to 
the  individual,  are  just  as  sacred  to  them  as  though  they  were  million- 
aires. Justice,  I  say,  ought  to  be  brought  home  to  the  door  of  every 
man,  regardless  of  his  wealth.  There  may  be  large  cases,  cases  involv- 
ing millions  of  dollars  in  some  counties,  and  there  might  be  other  cases 
only  involving  hundreds  of  dollars,  and  the  points  of  law  involved 
might  be  just  as  intricate,  and  the  rights  of  the  parties  just  as  sacred  in 
the  one  as  in  the  other.  It  is  just  as  important  to  me,  though  I  live  in 
an  humble  cottage,  if  I  am  dispossessed  from  my  cotta«:e  and  turned  into 
the  street,  as  it  is  to  the  millionaire  to  be  turned  out  of  his  palace.  It  is 
just  as  important  that  I  should  have  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  proper 
Court,  as  it  is  that  the  millionaire  should  have  the  right.  Now,  I  say, 
that  the  true  basis  is  population.  Of  course,  so  far  as  actual  figures  are 
concerned,  we  have  only  the  census  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy 
to  go  back  to.  If 'we  take  the  vote  of  the  last  election,  we  shall  find  by 
the  election  returns  that  Kern  County  did  not  have  near  so  large  a  vote 
as  San  Diego. 

Mb.  smith.    Only  sixty-two  difference. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  The  official  returns  shows  one  thousand  five  hundred 
and  five  in  San  Diego  County,  while  Kcm  County  had  only  one  thou- 
sand two  hundred  and  fourteen  votes — three  hundred  difference.  Now, 
these  voters  in  Kern  may  have  been  off  taking  care  of  their  flocks  and 
herds.  I  do  not  know  but  thev  may  have  been  away  from  home  in 
some  other  counties.  We  all  ^now  that  in  these  mountain  counties 
there  are  more  or  less  voters  who  do  not  get  to  the  polls  to  vote.  Now, 
I  see  by  the  report  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Supreme  Court,  that  in  the  last 
four  years,  Kern  County  has  had  a  greater  number  of  cases  in  the 
Supreme  Court  than  San  Diego.  But  that  is  not  a  proper  criterion.  In 
the  next  four  years  San  Diego  may  have  four  times  as  many  as  Kern. 
I  know,  fi*oifl  my  own  personal  knowledge,  that  during  the  four  years 
previous  to  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-four,  the  nuniber  of  cases  that 
went  to  the  Supreme  Court  was  far  in  excess  of  the  number  that  went 
up  in  the  subsequent  four  years.  Who  knows,  but  in  the  next  four 
years,  it  may  be  largely  the  other  way,  and  some  other  county,  which 
figures  low  in  this  list,  may  figure  very  high  ?  Why,  one  wealthy  man — 
and  the  gentleman  says  they  have  a  good  many  wealthy  men  in  Kern- 
one  wealthy  man,  who  owns  half  the  county,  may  find  it  necessary  to 
institute  filtv  suits,  and  half  of  them  may  go  to  the  Supreme  Court  in 
one  year.  That  may  be  the  case  in  any  of  these  counties  where  they 
have  wealthy  meiw  Therefore,  while  I  have  no  prejudice  against  the 
County  of  Kern,  while  I  would  doit  no  injustice,  Isay,  that  to  take  San 
Diego,  and  place,  it  in  a  class  below  that  in  which  Kern  is  placed,  is  a 
discrimination  which  is  not  justified  by  reason  or  common  sense.  There- 
fore I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  I  desire  to  accept  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Ayers.  * 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  sa^  one 
word.  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  attending  Court  in  San  Die^ 
County,  and  I  know  that  it  is  a  very  important  (x>urt.  The  present  Dis- 
trict «fudj^e  of  that  county  and  San  ^mardino  is  aiVery  fair  young 
lawyer,  ot  honesty  and  integrity,  and  very  industrious,  and  probably 
under  the  new  system  would  be  retained.  I  am  not  in  favor  or  driVins 
him  off  the  bench,  by  cutting  the  salary  down  below  living  rates.  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  prevail. 

THE  PBKVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  this  is  a  local  question,  and  as 
the  delegates  from  these  counties  haye  had  their  say,  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Ayers,  Howard,  Stuart,  and  Moreland. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Ayers. 

The  yote  resulted,  on  division,  in  54  ayes  to  17  noes.  No  quorum 
voting. 

The  question  was  put  again,  and  on  division  being  called  for,  the 
amendment  was  adopted,  by  a  vote  of  61  ayes  to  21  noes. 

Mr.  REDD Y.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Insert  after  the  words  '  San  Bernardino,'  in  line  thirteen,  the  words 
'  Inyo  and  Mono.'  '* 

REMARKS  07   MR.   REDDT. 


Mr.  REDDY.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to 
place  these  two  counties  in  the  list  of  second  class  counties.  The  char- 
acter of  the  litigation  in  both  of  these  counties  is  as  important  as  any  in 
the  State.  I  do  not  see  why  Inyo  and  Mono  should  not  be  entitled  to 
four  thousand  dollars  as  well  as  San  Francisco,  or  any  other  county  in 
the  State.  A  Judge  who  is  not  worth  four  thousand  dollars  a  year  is  not 
worth  much  of  anything.  It  is  also  well  known  that  in  the  mining 
counties  there  is  to-day  as  much  litigation  pending,  and  of  as  much 
importance,  as  in  any  of  the  counties  of  the  State.  The  interests 
involved  are  simply  immense.  Some  of  the  richest  mines  in  the  State 
are  involved.  Now,  we  don't  want  cheap  Judges  to  decide  these  cases. 
The  people  demand  that  men  learned  in  the  law  shall  decide  these  ques- 
tions, and  I  don't  see  why  a  Judge  in  San  Francisco  should  be  paid  five 
thousand  dollars  a  year,  while  the  Judges  of  Inyo  and  Mono  are  paid 
so  much  less  for  deciding  the  most  important  litigation  in  the  State,* 
where  living  is  more  expensive,  where  the  duties  are  more  arduous. 
Taking  the  criminal  business,  the  probate  business,  and  all  together,  and 
there  is  enough  to  keep  the  Judge  ousy  all  the  time.  There  is  no  econ- 
omy in  having  inexperienced  and  incompetent  Judges.  It  delays  busi- 
ness, piles  up  work  on  the  Supreme  Court,  and  harasses  and  annoys 
litigants,  besides  putting  them  to  a  great  d<^a}  of  unnecessary  expense. 


That  has  been  shown  repeatedly  by  gentlemen  in  their  arguments  here, 
and  it  is  not  worth  while  for  me  to  repeat  ail  of  the  reasons.  Therefore, 
I  ask  as  a  matter  of  justice  that  these  counties  be  placed  where  they 
belong. 

Mr.  TINNIN.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Amend  the  section  by  inserting  after  the  word  '  Tehama,'  the  word 
'Trinity.'" 

Mr.  TINNIN.  We  have  a  county  one  hundred  miles  long,  and  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  litigation  there.  Therefore  I  ask  that  this  amendment 
be  adopted. 

REMARKS  OP   MR.  BEERSTECHEB. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  we  desire  to  have  any 
classification  at  all,  we  must  adhere  to  the  systen^as  offered  by  the  com- 
mittee. Inyo  and  Mono  are  in  the  fourth  class,  and  to  take  them  out  of 
the  fourth  class  and  place  them  in  the  se^nd  class  I  don't  think  would 
be  doing  justice. 

Mr.  KEDDY.  Allow  me.  Would  it  be  right  if  Invo  and  Mono 
suffer  by  reason  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  to  adopt  that  report,  and 
deprive  them  of  what  they  are  entitled  to? 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  don't  know  that  they  are  entitled  to  it.  It 
has  not  been  shown  that  they  are  entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  REDDY.  X  am  satisfied  that  it  has  not  been  shown  to  you,  and 
I  am  satisfied  you  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    How  much  does  your  County  Judge  get  ? 

Mr.  REDDY.  The  County  Judge  gets  fifteen  hundred  dollars  a  year. 
In  Mono  County  I  think  he  gets  five  hundred  dollars. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  And  you  desire  to  take  from  him  five  hun- 
dred and  give  him  four  thousand  dollars.  > 

Mr.  REDDY.  We  have  a  District  Judge  who  receives  a  salary  of 
fiv«  thousand  dollars  per  annum. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    How  many  terms  does  he  hold  ? 

Mr.  REDDY.  Two  terms  a  year,  because  he  cannot  hold  any  more 
and  get  around. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER..  Inyo  had  seven  hundred  and  eighteen  votes 
in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six,  and  Mono  one  hundred  and 
seventy-eight  votes. 

Mb.  REDDY.  The  population  of  Mono  County  now  is  about  ten 
thousand*  Where  there  were  hundreds  on  the  assessment  roll  then 
there  are  thousands  now. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  The  matter  as  it  presents  itself  to  my  mind 
is  whether  we  are  to  have  any  classification  of  Judges  or  not.  If  this 
committee  desire  not  to  have  any  classification,  well  and  good.  It 
makes  no  difierence  to  me.  But  if  we  expect  to  have  any  classification 
of  Judges,  it  must  necessarily  be  by  districts,  and  certainly  every  county 
cannot  bo  in  class  number  one,  nor  in  class  number  two,  nor  in  number 
three,  or  number  four.  There  must  be  some  counties  in  the  fourth  clas- 
sification, and  if  we  arc  going  to  have  any  at  all,  I  think  it  would  be 
proper  to  adhere  to  the  classification  made  in  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  let  that  stand  until  the  Legislature  sees  fit  to  change  it.  I 
would  have  no  objections  to  giving. the  gentleman's  counties  a  Judge 
with  a  salary  of  four  or  five  thousand  a  year,  but  it  will  destroy  all  such 
thing  as  classification,  and  other  small  counties  frill  have  just  as  much 
right  to  come  in  for  high  priced  Judees  as  Invo  and  Mono.  Other  gen- 
tlemen on  this  floor  can  come  in  and  tnake  toe  same  demand,  and  urge 
the  same  reasons,  with  just  as  much  justice. 

THE  PBEyiOUS  QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  think  time  enough  has  been 
spent,  and  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Ayers,  Evey,  Larkin,  and  Murphy. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

■  The  CHAIRMAN.    The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Inyo. 

Dfvision  was  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  vote  stood  : 
ayes,  34;  noes,  37;  no  quorum  voting. 

The  question  was  put  again,  and  the  amendment  was  adopted,  by  a 
vote  of  44  ayes  to  37  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Trinity,  Mr.  Tinnin. 

Diyision  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  rejected,  by  a  yote  of 
35  ayes  to  48  noes. 

Mb.  MURPHY.    I  move  an  amendment 

The  secretary  read : 

''Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'quarterly,'  in  line  fifteen,  and  insert, 
'and  those  of  all  other  counties  not  enumerated  aboye,  shall  constitute 
the  third  class,  and  shall  receive  an  annual  salary  of  three  thousand 
dollars  each,  payable  ouarterly.' " 

Mr.  MURFHY.  This  strikes  out  the  fourth  class  altogether,  and 
makes  all  the  others  in  the  third  class,  with  a  salary  of  three  thousand 
dollars. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.    I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mb.  MgFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  the  sommittee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Lost. 

The  secretary  read  the  amendment  to  the  amendment: 

"  Add,  after  the  word  'Sonoma,'  in  line  nine,  '  and  all  the  Justices  of 
the  Peace  in  this  State.' " 

The  chairman.    It  is  out  of  order. 

Mb.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment  to  equalize  the  whole  thing. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Strike  out  all  after  the  words  'dollars  each,'  in  the  seyenth  line, and 
insert  the  following:  '  The  Superior  Court  Judges  shall  receive  an  annual 
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salary  of  three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  each,  payable  quarterly, 
except  the  Judges  of  the.  City  and  Couuty  of  San  Francisco,  and  the 
Counties  of  Alameda,  San  Joaquin,  Los  Angeles,  Santa  Clara,  Sacra- 
mento, and  Sonoma,  who  shall  receive  four  thousand  five  hundred  dol- 
lars each.' " 

THE  PRKVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mb.  murphy.    Mr.  Chairman ;  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Ayers,  Reddy,  Howard,  and  Stuart. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  Question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Del  Norte,  Mr.  Murphy. 

Lost  by  a  vote  of  39  ayes  to  43  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Tuolumne,  Mr.  Walker. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  vote  stood  33  ayes  to  30  noes. 

No  quorum  voting. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  move  the  committee  rise,  r^ort 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Lost  on  A  standing  vote — ayes,  33 ;  noes,  57. 

The  chairman.  The  Question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Tuolumne,  Mr.  Walker. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  adopted,  by  a  vote  of  44 
ayes  to  42  noes. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

''Add,  after  the  word  'each/  in  line  seven,  'until  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Legislature.'  " 

Mr.  WILSON,  of-  First  District.  This  amendment  just  adopted  fixes 
the  salaries  permanently,  and  for  all  time,  when  they  should  in  fact  be 
flexible. 

Mr.  ayers.  Would  not  this  be  understood  to  apply  only  to  the 
Judges  first  elected? 

Mr.  WILSON.    No,  sir;  the  Legislature  could  not  change  it. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    I  propose  to  ofier  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Strike  out,  in  line  three,  the  words,  'from  the  State  treasury,'  and 
add,  after  the  word  'elected,'  in  line  five,  the  following:  'The  salaries 
of  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  paid  by  the  State;  the  sal- 
aries of  the  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  shall  be  paid  by  the  counties 
for  which  they  shall  be  respectively  elected.' " 

remarks  of   VR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     Mr.  Chairman:  That  proposition 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  That 
proposition  has  been  made  and  voted  down. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  That  proposition  has  not  been  voted  down.  The 
proposition  that  was  voted  down  was  that  of^lr.  Inman,  and  was  this: 
that  the  State  should  pay  the  salaries  of  the  Superior  Court  Judges  to 
the  ofxtent  of  one  thousand  dollars  each,  and  that  the  Supervisors  of  the 
different  counties  should  fix  the  salaries  as  to  the  balance;  and  also  that 
the  dififerent  counties  should  pay  these  salaries.  Therefore,  that  propo- 
sition involved  two  features  that  are  not  involved  here,  namely:  that 
the  Supervisors  should  fix  the  salaries,  and  that  the  State  should  pay  one 
thousand  dollars  toward  each  salary.  I  have  presented  the  proposition 
plain  and  distinct  and  simple,  that  the  different  counties  shall  pay  the 
salaries  of  the  Superior  Court  Judges.  That  is  entirely  a  different  prop- 
osition, upon  which  I  hope  to  have  a  full  vote.  We  have  now  provided 
that  three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  shall  be  the  salary  in  all  cases 
except  those  counties  enumerated.  Upon  computation,  it  will  be  found 
that  we  have  increased  the  expenses  above  the  system  reported  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  and  above  the  present  cost,  about  one  hundred 
thousand  dollars.  A  gentleman  made  a  computation  here  yesterday,  and 
found  that  the  report  of  the  committee  increased  the  expenses  about 
forty-four  thousand  dollars.  Now,  sir,  we  have  increased  it  about  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  I  propose  that  if  this  matter  is  to  go  before 
the  people,  that  we  shall  know — that  there  shall  be  some  special  respons- 
ibility of  those  persons — who  shall  be  mainly  responsible  as  to  their  par- 
ticular counties.  I  am  aware  that  we  cannot  evade  our  responsibility  bv 
throwing  the  responsibility  upon  the  local  delegations,  but  I  do  think 
that  is  where  the  responsibility  belongs.  County  Judges  have  hereto- 
fore been  paid  bv  the  counties,  and  the  Superior  Judges  take  their  places, 
and  why  should  not  both  be  paid  by  the  counties?  If  anj  genQemen 
then  desire  to  increase  their  Judges,  or  increase  their  salaries,  let  them 
speak  for  their  own  constituents,  and  not  for  the  State  at  large.  As  it  is 
now,  people  will  cry  out  against  these  extravagances,  and  it  will  be  the 
means  of  making  many  votes  against  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  The  fallacy  of  the  gentleman's 
argument  consists  in  this:  he  don't  avoid  the  increase,  if  there  is  any, 
by  putting  it  upon  the  counties  instead  of  the  State.  What  is  the  dif- 
ference in  point  of  principle?  If  it  is  too  much  for  the  State  to  pay,  it 
is  too  much  for  the  counties  to  pay. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  My  object  is  this:  that  if  vou  leave  it  for  the 
counties  to  pay,  the  gentlemen  will  not  demand  the  same  class  of  sal- 
aries that  they  do  when  it  comes  out  of  the  State  treasury. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  You  might  with  the  same  justice, 
nnd  the  same  reason,  require  the  counties  to  pay  their  members  of  the 
Legislature  as  to  reauire  them  to  pay  their  J^^dges.  I  hope  the  amend- 
ment will  not  be  toierated. 

remarks  of   MR.    EAOON. 

Mr.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be 
promptly  voted  down,  for  the  reason  that  these  are  State  Courts  as  n^uch 
as  the  Districts  Courts  were.    All  of  the  business  of  the  State  is  done  in 
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these  Courts.  The  prosecutions  of  criminal  offenses  are  made  in  the 
name  of  the  people  of  the  State,  and  the  State  should  therefore  pay  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges.  I  oppose  the  amendment  for  another  reason.  It 
is  well  known  that  a  very  large  number  of  counties  pay  in  scrip,  and 
this  scrip  is  sometimes  worth  as  low  as  fortv-five  cents  on  the  dollar. 
That  would  reduce  the  salaries  of  some  of  these  Judges  below  a  living 
rate.  That  is  the  case  in  many  of  the  counties,  particularly  the  mining 
counties.  Our  property  has  depreciated  in  value,  and  some  of  the  coun- 
ties are  deeply  m  debt,  and  for  some  time  to  come  salaries  will  have  to 
be  paid  in  county  scrip,  and  the  result  will  be  that  the  Judges  in  these 
counties  will  not  have  an  equal  show  with  other  Judges  of  the  State.  I 
think  these  salaries  should  all  be  paid  by  the  State.  They  are  State 
Courts;  all  the  State  business  is  transacted  in  these  Courts. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Kern.  I  think  we  can  do  more  satisfactory  work 
Monday  morning,  and  I  therefore  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried — ayes,  44;  noes,  22. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  have 
made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  EVEY.    I  move  that  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  three  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes  f.  m.,  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  Monday  morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  EIGHTH  DAY. 

Sacramento,  Monday,  January  13th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  pursuant  to  adjournment,  at  nine  o'clock  and 
thirtv  minutes  a.  m.,  being  called  to  order  by  Assistant  Secretary  Thorn- 
ton, in  the  absence  of  the  President,  President  pro  tem.,  and  Secretary. 

Mr.  THORNTON.  Gentlemen:  The  first  business  in  order  is  the 
selection  of  a  Chairman. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.    I  nominate  Mr.  Tinnin. 

Mr.  Tinnin  was  elected  unanimously. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barry, 

Barton, 

Beentecher, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Biggs, 

Blackmer, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Campbell, 

Caples, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Cowden, 

Davis, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Dunlap, 

Eagon, 

Edgerton, 

Estee, 

Estey, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Fawcett, 

Filcher, 

Freeman, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Glascock, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Barbour, 

Barnes, 

Berry, 

Boggs, 

Casserly, 

Chapman, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 

Deao, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin 

Finney, 

Graves, 

Gregg, 

Hager, 

Hall, 

Heiskell, 


FRESENT. 


Hale, 

PuUiam, 

Harrison, 

Reed, 

Harvey, 

Reynolds, 

Herrington, 

Rhodes, 

Hilborn, 

Ringgold, 

Hitchcock, 

Rolfe, 

Holmes, 

Schomp, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angelej 

1,  Shoemaker, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Shurtleff, 

Huestis, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Hughey, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Hunter, 

Soule, 

Jones, 

Stedman, 

Kelley, 

Steele, 

Kenny, 

Stevenson, 

Keyes, 

Stuart, 

Kleine, 

Sweasey, 

Lampson, 

Swenson, 

Larkin, 

Swing, 

Lavigne, 

Thompson, 

Lindow, 

Tinnin, 

Mansfield, 

Tully, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

Turner, 

McCallum, 

Tuttle, 

McComas, 

Vacquerel, 

McConnell, 

Van  Voorhies, 

McCoy, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

McFarland, 

Waters, 

McNutt, 

Weller, 

Moffat. 

Wellin, 

Moreland, 

West, 

Morse, 

Wickes, 

Nason, 

White, 

Neunabef, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Ohleyer, 

Wyatt. 

ABSENT. 

Herold, 

Overton, 

Inman, 

Porter, 

Johnson, 

Prouty, 

Joyce, 

Reddy, 

Laine, 

Schell, 

Larue, 

Shafter, 

Lewis, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Terry, 

Miller, 

Townsend, 

,  Mills, 

Van  Dyke, 

Murphy, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Nelson, 

Webster, 

Noel, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

O'Donnell, 

Winans, 

O'Sullivan, 

Mr.  President. 

't 
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DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Monday, 


LEATR    OF    ABSENCE. 

Leave  of  absence  was  granted  for  one  dav  to  Mr.  Larue;  for  two  days, 
to  Messrs.  Chapman,  Prouty,  and  Herold;  for  three  da^s,  to  Messrs. 
Lewis  and  Wilson,  of  Tehama;  and  four  days,  to  Mr.  Heiskell;  and  for 
one  week,  to  Mr.  Townsend. 

THR  JOURNAL. 

Mr.  McCOM  as.    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Journal  be  dispensed 
with,  and  the  same  approved. 
80  ordered. 

SALARIES  OF  JUDGES. 

Mr.  WILSON,  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Tinnin  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

T»E  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  before  the  Convention  is  the  amend- 
ments ofTered  by  the  gentleman,  Mr.  Wilson,  and  the  gentleman,  Mr. 
McCallum. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   MCFARLAND. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  and  I 
am  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McCallum.  Now,  the 
Judge  has  to  devote  all  his  time  to  the  duties  of  his  office,  whether  the 
business  be  large  or  small.  Ho  cannot  attend  to  any  other  business.  It 
is  well  known  that  under  the  old  system  the  County  Judges  could  do 
considerable  business,  besides  attending  to  the  duties  of  the  office.  They 
could  practice  law  in  the  other  Courts.  But  the  Superior  Judge  is  the 
only  Judge  in  the  oounty,  and  is  debarred,  necessanly,  from  practicing 
law  at  all,  because  any  case  he  undertook  to  engage  in  must  come  before 
his  own  Court.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  for  the  people  of  a  small  countv 
to  be  compelled  to  pay  the  salary  of  the  Superior  Judee,  when  so  much 
of  the  time  of  that  Judge  is  occupied  in  attending  to  the  business  of  the 
State.  He  has  to  deal  with  cases  in  which  people  from  all  parts  of  the 
State  are  engaged.  You  have  all  seen  many  such  cases.  You  will  find 
many  lawsuits  which  involve  the  rights  of  parties  living  in  distant 
parts  of  the  State.  A  great  deal  of  business  is  brought  in  the  Courts  of 
San  Francisco  which  does  not  properly  belong  there,  and  a  great  many 
citizens  of  San  Francisco  have  litigation  in  tne  various  counties  of  the 
State.  AH  of  which  goes  to  show  that  these  Courts  are  State  Courts,  hav- 
ing jurisdiction  all  over  the  State,  and  having  power  to  decide  case/of 
litigants  who  reside  in  different  parts  of  the  State,  and  therefore  the 
Judges  should  be  paid  by  the  State.  I  do  not  understand  that  any  of 
the  large  counties  nave  objected  to  it.  I  think  San  Francisco  ought  to 
be  willing  to  have  them  paid  out  of  the  State  treasury. 

Mr.  H'ILBORN.  Mr.  Chairman :  We  have  adopted,  in  the  legisla- 
tive department,  a  prohibition  against  all  special  legislation  upon  the 
salaries  of  State  officers.  Now,  supposing  when  the  Legislature  meets 
they  want  to  change  the  salary  of  the  Superior  Judge  of  Inyo  County. 
Here  is  a  prohibition  which  you  have  already  adopted  against  fixing 
that  salary.  How  is  it  ever  to  be  changed.  Certainly  not  without  a 
special  law  upon  the  subject. 

remarks   OF   MR.  WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  say  one 
word  in  regard  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum.  It  seems  to  me  the  very  worst  policy  in  the 
world  to  require  the  counties  to  pay  the  salaries  of  these  State  officers — 
for  they  arc  State  officers  in  reality.  To  throw  this  upon  the  counties  is 
a  burden  they  ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  bear.  It  may  be  dispropor- 
tionate to  the  larger  counties,  as  is  tne  case  with  my  own  county,  but  tney 
ought  not  to  object  in  the  interest  of  the  whole  State.  The  onus  will  be 
very  little  upon  the  larger  counties,  and  it  will  assist  many  of  the  inte- 
rior counties  to  carry  on  their  county  organizations  until  they  shall  be 
filled  up  by  population.  There  wuuld  be  perpetual  applications  to  the 
Legislature  to  reduce  salaries.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  matter  is  one 
that  properly  belongs  to  the  State,  and  that  these  salaries  ought  to  be 
paid  by  the  State. 

Mr.*  STEELE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  pre- 
vail. It  is  unjust  to  these  four  or  five  little  counties.  People  who  go 
off  into  pioneer  homes  are  doin^  a  greatdcal  in  developing  the  resources 
of  the  State,  and  they  are  entitled  to  some  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  State.  It  is  very  unjust  to  compel  them  to  pay  for  these  Judges. 
I  think  the  people  of  the  State  can  well  afford  to  pay  these  salaries  out 
of  the  State  treasury,  and  it  is  only  justice  to  these  counties. 

REMARKS    OF    MR.   JONES. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  As  an  additional  reason  why  I  think 
the  amendment  should  not  prevail,  I  think  the  Superior  Judges  should 
receive  their  salaries  as  the  present  District  Judges  receive  theirs — out  of 
the  State  treasury.  When  paid  by  the  counties,  the  salaries  will  have 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  they  are  just  as  likely  as 
anv  individual  to  engage  in  litigation.  It  may  be  necessary  for  some 
individual  to  prosecute  the  Board,  in  relation  to  the  action  of  the  Board, 
and  if  the  salary  of  the  Judge  is  to  depend  upon  the  action  of  these 
Supervisors,  he  will  be  placed  in  a  very  unpleasant  situation  when  such 
raises  come  to  l)e  tried  before  him,  to  say  the  least  of  it.  He  will  have 
to  sit  and  adjudicate  upon  the  interests  of  his  friends  and  patrons.  ^  It  is 
no  more  proper  that  this  should  be  the  case,  than  it  is  in  regard  to  indi- 
viduals; and  if  this  Board  is  to  stand  as  his  friend  and  patron,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  the  matter  of  his  salary,  then  it  is  equally  proper  that 
individuals  of  the  community  should  contribute  towards  his  salary, 
and  that  he  should  know  that  certain  persons  are  especially  friendly 
and  have  aided  in  his  support.  I  have  known  one  such  instance  in  the 
case  of  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  I  cannot  say  that  it  worked  well.    I 


discovered  an  instance  in  which  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  in  addition  to 
his  fees,  received  a  little  subscription  made  up  by  about  eight  of  the  chief 
citizens  of  the  place.  They  suoscribed,  I  think,  two  or  three  dollars  a 
month  each,  to  be  paid  monthly.  That  was  done  as  an  inducement  for 
him  to  run  for  the  office.  The  same  thing  might  be  done  in  respect  to 
Superior  Judges.  It  is  true  his  salary  cannot  be  increased  or  diminished 
during  the  term  for  which  he  is  elected,  but  it  is  generally  known  who 
will  hold  the  office  during  the  next  term.  It  is  generally  understood 
that  the  incumbent  will  stand  for  reelection.  I  think  it  would  be  wrong 
to  hold  out  any  such  inducements. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.    LARKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  these  salaries  are  to  be  paid  b^ 
the  State,  there  will  be  constant  applications  to  the  Legislature  of  this 
State  to  change  salaries,  where  they  were  two  thousand  dollars  and 
three  thousand  dollars,  to  be  placed  in  the  higher  class.  This  conflict 
occurred  here  the  other  day,  when  applications  were  made  to  change. 
That  conflict  will  always  occur  in  the  Legislature  unless  a  uniform 
salary  is  fixed  in  the  Constitution  for  the  Judges  of  the  State.  To  avoid 
that  ending  in  the  legislative  halls,  to  avoid  these  importunities  by  the 
Judges  and  their  friends,  it  will,  in  my  humble  opinion,  be  necessary  to 
fix  a  uniform  scale  of  salaries,  to  be  paid  by  the  counties.  I  believe  it  is 
better.  I  believe  that  system  will  suit  the  people  better.  If  you  put 
them  at  three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,  let  them  all  be  the  same, 
then  there  will  be  no  conflict  in  the  Legislature  to  change  the  grade 
of  these  salaries.  If  it  is  desired  to  let  the  State  pay  two  thousand 
dollars,  then  let  the  balance  be  paid  by  the  counties.  It  may  be 
determined  six  months  in«<lvance  of  the  Judge's  election  by  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  or  by  the  Legislature,  and  the  law  providing  that  it 
shall  not  be  changed  during  the  term  for  which  he  is  elected,  it  will  not 
be  possible  to  tinker  with  his  pay  by  the  Supervisors.  I  believe  that 
this  policy  should  be  pursued  in  order  to  avoid  tfie  contests  that  will 
occur  and  have  occurred;  though  the  old  Constitution  prohibited  the 
changing  of  salaries,  the  Judges  would  go  to  the  Legislature  nearly 
every  session  of  the  Legislature,  and  ask  for  a  change  in  their  salaries. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson. 

Adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman,  Mr.  McCallum. 

Mr.  white.  I  am  opposed  to  the  counties  paying  it,  because  it  is  a 
great  deal  more  than  these  small  counties  ought  to  be  compelled  to  pay. 
It  is  wrong  to  force  any  county  to.  pay  its  Judge  three  thousand  five 
hundred  dollars.  I  trust  this  amendment  to  make  the  county  pay  will 
not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Suppose  the  delegations  here  find  that  th^se 
counties  have  to  pay  these  salaries,  do  you  think  they  will  ask  for  them 
to  be  put  so  high. 

Mb.  white.  No,  sir.  We  want  the  State  to  pay  if  it  is  to  be'three 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars.  We  don't  want  any  such  salary  for  our 
oounty. 

remarks   OF   MR.    ROLFE. 

Mb.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman*:  I  look  upon  these  Judges  as  entirely 
State  officers.  The  law  requires,  and  the  Constitution  provides,  that  they 
may  hold  Court  in  any  county  in  the  State,  under  certain  directions.  It 
is  a  fundamental  principle  that  every  Judge  deciding  upon  a  case  shall 
be  entirely  impartial;  have  no  interest  whatever  in  the  case.  Now, 
some  of  the  counties  in  this  State,  as  has  been  said  here,  are  quit«  low 
in  funds.  They  are  almost  bankrupt.  Now,  the  rate  of  pay  of  the 
Judges  would  depend  in  some  measure  upon  the  financial  condition  of 
the  county.     In  some  of  these  counties,  it  the  Judge  should  receive  his 

{>ay  from  the  county  treasury,  he  would  only  get  fifty  cents  on  the  dol- 
ar  for  his  warrants.  Now,  in  a  great  many  instances  cases  come  up 
involving  the  legality  of  certain  taxes.  In  a  case  of  that  kind,  the 
Judge  would  have  a  personal  inducement  to  decide  in  favor  of  the 
legality  of  the  tax,  because  it  would  have  a  bearing  one  way  or  another 
on  the  value  of  county  warrants.  This  is  one  of  the  cases  in  which  the 
Judge  would  not  be  entirely  impartial.  I  don't  say  there  is  any  Judge 
who  would  be  biased  in  this  way,  but  it  is  one' of  the  fundamental 
principles  that  he  should  not  be.  Human  nature  is  weak,  at  best,  and  I 
think  this  is  a  decided  reason  why  this  money  should  not  be  paid  out  of 
the  county  treasury.  They  are  State  officers,  and  take  the  place  of  the 
District  Judges,  who  have  always  been  considered  State  officers,  and 
they  should  be  paid  by  the  State. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  Before  a  vote  is  taken  on  this 
amendment,  I  wish  to  say  that  my  idea  in  offering  it  was  this :  I  notice 
that  there  is  a  disposition  here,  so  long  as  the  State  at  large  is  to  pay 
these  salaries,  for  every  county  to  ask  an  increase  of  salaries,  generally 
by  asking  for  the  raising  of  the  grade  of  Judges  for  their  counties. 
Finally,  the  proposition  was  agreed  to,  that  all  salaries  should  be  three 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars  each,  except  certain  named  counties.  The 
result  of  that  is,  that  this  other  system  will  coi^t  in  round  numbers 
about  three  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year.  Now,  it  occurred  to  me, 
that  if  the  counties  should  be  required  to  pay,  the  delegates  here  repre- 
senting those  counties  will  occupy  an  entirely  diflereut  position  in  such 
cases  from  what  they  occupy  now  when  the  State  is  to  pay.  The  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Cruz  says,  if  they  are  to  pay  three  thousand  five  hun- 
dred dollars,  that  it  is  too  much.  I  don't  know  anvbody  that  will  have 
a  better  right  to  say  what  they  shall  be  paid  than  tlie  delegate  from  that 
county,  and  my  idea  is,  that  we  will  have  no  difficulty  in  fixing  a  rate 
of  salaries  whenever  we  decide  that  they  shall  be  paid  by  the  counties. 

Mr.  McFARL.AND.  From  vour  own  experience,  do  you  believe 
there  is  any  danger  of  the  salaries  of  Judges  being  too  high? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    I  cannot  say  that  I  believe  that  it  is  hurtful  to 
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fix  salaries  too  high.  That  is  my  judgment  of  it.  But  I  am  here  rather 
in  a  representative  capacity;  not  as  representing  my  own  views.  But  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  main  question  which  will  be  discussed,  ouside  of 
what  may  be  the  benefits  of  this  new  system,  will  be  the  question, 
whether  it  costs  more  than  the  old  system.  And  I  will  say  further,  that 
as  the  present  system  costs  a  quarter  of  a  million  of  dollars,  I  believe  we 
ought  to  have  a  speedy  and  good  administration  of  justice  for  a  sum  not 
exceeding  the  present  cost.  As  it  now  stands,  it  will  cost  about  three 
hundreil  thousand  dollars.  I  do  not  believe  that  there  will  be  any  such 
demand  for  an  increase  of  salaries  on  the  part  of  delegates  if  we  pro- 
vide that  the  counties  shall  pay  the  Judges.  Whenever  it  comes  down 
to  individual  responsibility,  there  will  be  no  such  demand. 

Mr.  white.  Is  it  not  fixed  that  we  shall  pay  them  three  thousand 
five  hundred  dollars  a  year? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  That  has  been  fixed  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  If  the  counties  have  to  pay,  then  it  will  remain  with  the  dele- 
gates from  those  counties  to  say  what  these  salaries  shall  be.  That  is 
the  way  that  will  work.  The  gentleman  from  Santa  Crur  says  his  con- 
stituents do  not  want  to  pay  so  much,  and  I  imagine  this  Convention  is 
not  going*  to  go  against  their  judgment. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  delegate  from  San  Benito  agrees  with  me  that  two 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars  will  do.  Mr.  Wyatt  agrees  with  me  that 
two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  is  enough  for  Monterey  County. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  If  the  counties  have  to  pay,  the  delegates  from 
those  counties  will  name  the  amount  they  are  willing  to  pay.  Then 
this  system  will  not  cost  any  more  than  the  present  system.  I  don't  say 
that  it  is  too  high,  but  I  do  say  that  there  should  be  more  immediate 
responsibility  about  the  matter.  As  to  being  State  officers,  in  some  sense 
they  are  and  some  they  are  not.  Our  District  Judges  were  considered 
State  officers,  and  our  County  Judges  were  considered  county  officers. 
These  Superior  Judges  will  be  elected  by  the  counties  exclusively,  and 
they  are  m  one  sense  county  officers,  taking  the  place  of  the  County 
Judges.  As  far  as  Alameda  County  is  concerned,  we  are  willing  to  pay 
for  two  Judges,  ten  thousand  dollars.  I  believe  we  had  better  pay  for 
our  own  Judges  than  to  pay  our  proportion  of  all  the  Judges,  because 
we  would  probably  save  five  thousand  dollars  by  the  operation.  As  far 
as  the  amendment  adopted  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  is  concerned, 
I  do  not  regard  anything  as  fixed  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  We 
will  have  a  chance  to  unfix  it  again. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.     Is  an  amendment  in  order? 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.     No,  sir. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     I  wish  to  state  that  the  delegates  from  San  Joa- 

5uin  County  have  stated  to  me  that  they  are  very  anxious  to  have  two 
udges  for  that  county;  that  their  business  requires  it, and  that  they  are 
willing  to  pay  for  them;  and  at  the  same  time  the  Convention  does  not 
seem  willing  to  allow  them  an  extra  Judge. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  offer  a  substitute  to 
the  amendment. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

"Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'each,*  in  line  seven,  and  insert:  'The 
Superior  Judges  shall  each  receive  an  annual  salarv  of  one  thousand 
dollars,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  State  treasury,  and  such  additional  com- 
pensation as  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  of  the  respective 
counties,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  county  treasury.'  ** 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.     State  your  point  of  order. 

Mr.  SMITH.  This  has  already  been  voted  down.  A  motion  was 
made  and  carried  to  strike  out  these  words  and  insert  others  in  their 
place,  and  a  motion  to  strike  them  out  again  is  not  in  order. 

Thk  chairman.  The  point  of  order  is  well  taken.  The  amend- 
ment is  ruled  out  of  order. 

AN   APPEAL. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  hope  the  Chair  will  not  decide  that  point  of 
order  in  a  hurry. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  understand  the  point  of  order  to  have  been  already 
decided. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Then  I  most  respectfully  appeal  from  the  decis- 
ion of  the  Chair,  and  then  I  can  discuss  tne  question. 

The  appeal  was  duly  seconded. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  has  offered  an  amendment  strik- 
ing out  portions  of  the  amendment  that  has  been  voted  upon  and  adopted 
by  this  Convention,  in  regard  to  the  salaries  of  Judges.  The  Cnair 
decides  that  he  cannot  do  so.  From  that  decision  of  the  Chair  the  gen- 
tleman appeals.  The  question  is  on  the  appeal  from  the  decision  of^the 
Chair. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  This  very  identical  amendment  has  been  voted 
down. 

RBICARKS   OF   MR.   HKRRINGTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  What  the  gentleman  says  is 
true.  I  admit  every  word.  I  admit  that  some  portions  of  that  section 
consists  of  words  that  have  been  adopted  by  the  committee.  But  I  sub- 
mit that  the  amendment  now  pending  seems  also  to  change  these  very 
words  that  have  already  been  adopted.  I  understand  the  object  of  the 
comn\ittee  to  be  to  complete  the  section  by  fixing  the  amount  of  compen- 
sation, and  as  I  understand  it,  those  things  may  be  changed  as  often  as 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  desire,  until  the  whole  section  is  complete. 
And  it  is  right  that  this  should  be  so,  and  that  we  should  have  a  cnance 
to  complete  the  section.  The  other  proposition  that  was  voted  upon 
embraced  the  salaries  of  Supreme  Judges,  while  this  proposition  leaves 
out  the  Supreme  Judges  altogether,  and  therefore  I  consider  it  a  separate 
and  different  amendment 
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Mr.  HUESTIS.  I  ask  the  Chair  to  enforce  order  in  this  hall.  There 
is  so  much  noise  and  confusion  that  nobody  can  hear  a  word  that  is  being 
said. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    Gentlemen  will  keep  order  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  It  looks  to  me  as  if  the  members  were  more 
interested  in  their  private  affairs  than  in  the  proceedings  of  this  Conven- 
tion. Now,  I  do  submit  that  if  this  proposition  had  been  voted  upon 
alone,  without  embracing  the  salaries  of^thc  Supreme  Justices,  that  it 
would  have  been  carried;  and  I  say  that  such  a  proposition  as  this  is 
strictly  in  order  at  this  time.  I,  myself,  voted  against  the  proposition 
before  presented,  on  that  account,  and  there  are  others  here  who  did  the 
same  thing.  I  think  the  gentleman  to  my  left  is  in  favor  of  this  amend- 
ment in  preference  to  all  others.  ^ 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  I  move  that  the  appeal  be  laid  upon 
the  table. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  vote  to  table  the  appeal  stood  :  ayes, 
45 ;  noes,  26. 

No  quorum  voting. 

The  question  was  put  again,  and  the  motion  to  table  prevailed  by  a 
vote  of  45  ayes  to  32  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  amendment  was  lost,  by  a  vote  of  23 
ayes  to  57  noes. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Chair  if  an  amendment  will 
be  entertained  by  way  of  a  substitute  for  the  entire  section? 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.     I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  entire  section  : 

"  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Court,  shall  severally  receive,  at  stated  times  during  their  continuance 
in  office,  from  the  State  treasury,  such  compensation  for  their  services  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  law,  which  compensation  shall  not  be  increased 
nor  diminished  during  the  term  for  which  they  shall  have  been  elected ; 
and  the  salaries  of  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  for  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco,  shall  not  exceed  five  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  and 
the  salaries  of  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  of  the  remaining  counties  of 
this  State  shall  not  exceed  four  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  per  annum. 
The  annual  salaries  of  Justices  of  the  Supreme  C-ourt  shall  be  six  thou- 
sand dollars  until  such  compensation  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Legislature; 
and  the  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  the  Counties  or  Alameda,  San  Joaquin,  Los  Angeles.  Santa 
Clara,  Sacramento,  and  Sonoma,  shall  receive  a  salary  at  the  rate  of  four 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars  per  annum,  and  those  of  all  the  other 
counties  at  the  rate  of  three  thousand  dollars  per  annum." 

Mr.  waters.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Thk  chairman.    The  gentleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Me.  waters.  It  is  this :  The  committee  have  already  affirmatively 
amended  this  section  in  conflict  with  this  amendment.  If  the  committee 
can  make  one  amendment  one  moment,  and  another  another,  we  will 
never  get  through.  It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  know  what  we  are 
going  to  do. 

The  chairman.  The  point  of  order  is  well  taken.  The  amend- 
ment is  ruled  out  of  order. 

remarks   of   MR.   WEST. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  sorry  that  the  Chair  ruled  auite  so 
^ quick.  I  believe  that  it  is  customary  for  questions  of  order  to  be  dis- 
cussed; therefore,  I  claim  my  right  to  discuss  this  point 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The 
discussion  of  the  gentleman  is  not  in  order.  There  is  nothing  before  the 
Convention,  because  the  Chair  has  decided  the  point  of  order,  and  no 
appeal  has  been  taken. 

The  chairman.     The  point  of  order  is  well  taken. 

Mr.  west.     I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

The  chairman.  The  Chair  decides  the  point  of  order  raised  by 
the  gentleman  from  Shasta  to  be  well  taken,  and  from  the  decision  of 
the  Chair  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  appeals. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  decision  of  the  Chair  is  in  violation 
of  the  well  recognized  rules  of  parliamentary  bodies,  that  a  substitute 
remains  as  an  independent  proposition  until  the  original  proposition 
under  discussion  is  amended  oy  its  friends  and  perfected  to  their  satis- 
faction; that  the  friends  of  a  proposition  should  have  a  right  to  perfect 
.  it,  and  then,  that  at  any  time  oefore  the  final  vote  is  taken,  a  substitute 
is  in  order,  and  may  be  entertained  by  the  Chair  and  voted  upon  by  the 
body. 

Mr.  waters.    May  I  ask  the  gentleman  a  question? 

Mr.  west.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  waters.  Has  not  Rule  Thirty-two  entirely  done  away  with 
that  law  ? 

Mr.  WEST.    I  am  not  aware  that  it  has. 

Mr.  waters.  The  question  was  raised  at  the  beginning  of  the 
session,  and  Rule  Thirty-two  covers  the  point,  when  it  sa^'S  that  a  sub- 
stitute shall  be  deemed  to  be  an  amendment,  and  treated  in  all  respects 
as  such. 

Mr.  west.  The  substitute  was  offered  to  take  the  place  of  the  whole 
matter,  and  it  has  been  held  that  a  motion  to  strike  out  or  add  takes 
precedence  of  a  substitute,  which  is  temporarily  on  the  table  until  the 
other  is  disposed  of.  There  is  no  rule  that  I  know  of  that  excludes  a 
substitute  at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  waters.     Was  not  that  before  Rule  Thirty-two  was  adopted? 

Mr.  grace.     I  move  to  lay  the  appeal  upon  the  table. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  motion  to  lay  the  appeal  upon  the  table 
resulted  in  a  vote  of  44  ayes  to  30  noes — no  quorum  voting. 

The  question  was  put  again,  an^  the  motion  to  table  was  carried,  by  a 
vote  of  49  ayes  to  29  noes. 

The  chairman.    The  Clerk  will  read  section  eighteen. 
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Thk  secretary  read :      * 

Skg.  18.  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts,  shall  be  ineligible  to  any  other  office  than  a  judicial 
^  office  during  the  term  for  which  they  shall  have  been  elected. 

Mr.  morse.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  section 
eighteen. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"After  the  word  'office/  where  it  first  occurs  in  the  second  line,  insert 
as  follows :  'or  public  employment;'  and  aft^r  the  word  'office,'  where 
it  occurs  a  second  time,  insert  the  words  '  or  employment/  so  as  to  read 
as  follows : 

"  Sec.  18.  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts,  shall  be  ineligible  to  any  other  office  or  public  employ- 
ment than  a  judicial  office  or  employment  during  the  term  for  which 
they  shall  have  been  elected." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Skc.  18.  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Courts  shall  not  be  eligible  during  the  period  for  which  they  may  be 
elected  or  appointed  to  their  respective  offices,  to  any  position  in  the  gift 
of  the  qualified  electors  or  of  the  Legislature." 

RRMABKS   OF   MR.   BRTNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Section  eighteen  here  is  copied  from  the  old  Con- 
stitution, and  the  amendment,  which  I  offer  as  a  substitute,  is  calculated 
to  avoid  the  very  question  that  arose  here  in  the  beginning  of  the  session, 
as  to  the  eligibility  of  a  member  who  had  been  elected  as  a  delegate 
while  holding  the  office  of  District  Judge.  I  find,  in  looking  over  the 
list  of  Constitutions,  that  almost  every  Constitution  in  the  United  States 
has  a  provision  similar  to  this;  some  of  them  like  our  own,  but  some  of 
them  may  have  met  with  the  very  difficulty  we  met  with  the  very 
moment  our  Convention  was  called  to  order.  In  Wisconsin  they  can 
hold  no  other  office  or  public  trust,  except  a  judicial  office,  during  the 
term  for  which  they  are  elected.  They  introduce  the  words  "  public 
trust,"  in  addition,  "  or  any  position  in  the  gift  of  the  qualified  electors, 
or  of  the  General  Assembly."  I  copied  that  language.  That  excludes 
the  possibility  of  electing  Judges  to  a  Constitutional  Convention  here- 
after, or  to  any  other  office  that  will  lead  to  an  abuse  of  power.  That 
will  reach  the  cAse  of  Jud^e  Fawcett,  or  any  other  Judge,  and  prevent 
them  from  becoming  candidates  for  any  position  whatever.  I  will  not 
go  into  any  argument  upon  that  case,  for  that  would  be  useless.  But 
we  all  know — and  especially  lawyers  know — how  powerful  is  the  position 
of  a  Judge.  Why,  it  was  said  here  in  that  discussion  that  there  was  no 
candidate  here  for  that  seat  when  it  was  questioned.  Who  ever  heard  of 
an  attorney  being  a  candidate  to  oust  the  Judge  before  whom  he  is  prac- 
ticing? No  one  ever  did.  He  would  antagonize  the  Judge,  and  he 
doesn't  dare  to  do  it.  How  necessary,  then,  is  it  that  we  shall  fix  a  rule 
that  shall  be  inflexible.  We  want  to  avoid  the  plea  that  this  is  only  an 
agency  of  the  people — or  employment.  I  think  the  substitute  will  fully 
and  clearly  cover  the  point,  and  I  do  not  think  any  member  of  this 
Convention  needs  to  be  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  such  a  provision. 

RkMARES   OF   UR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Kern.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  far  as  my  judgment  and 
understanding  of  the  matter  is  concerned,  I  have  arrived  at  tne  conclu- 
sion that  the  State  Constitution  has  no  power  over  the  matter;  that  a 
Constitutional  Convention  is  called  by  a  power  higher  than  the  Consti- 
tution. But  I  am  in  favor  of  the  point  intended  to  be  secured  by  the 
proposition,  and  by  the  two  amendments  which  have  been  sent  up.  I 
think  it  is  a  great  evil  to  allow  a  Judge  of  any  State  Court  to  sit  as  a 
member  of  a  Convention.  Now,  I  have  had  occasion  to  look  over  this 
matter,  and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Constitution  may 
regulate  the  calling  of  a  Convention,  may  regulate  the  proceedings  of  a 
Convention,  but  it  has  no  authority  to  say  that  any  elector  of  the  State 
may  not  sit  as  a  member  of  that  body,  for  the  elector  so  elected  draws 
his  authority  from  the  people,  whose  power  is  higher  than  that  of  any 
Constitutional  Convention.  I  don't  think  this  amendment  covers  the 
point  which  it  is  intended  to  cover. 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.   ROLFK. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  maybe  mistaken,  but  I  think  this 
point  is  covered  by  an  amendment  which  has  already  been  adopted  by 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  I  refer  to  section  two  of  the  repoii;  of  the 
Committee  on  Future  Amendments,  which  says  that  the  members  of  a 
Constitutional  Convention  shall  be  chosen  in  the  same  manner,  and  have 
the  same  qualifications,  as  members  of  the  Legislature.  Now,  I  suppose 
a  District  Judge  would  not  be  qualified  to  sit  as  a  member  of  the  Legis- 
lature. I  disagree  with  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Kern. 
Any  provision  that  can  disqualify  a  District  Judge  from  being  a  member 
of  the  Legislature,  will  disqualify  him  from  sitting  as  a  member  of  the 
Convention. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    MCFARLAND. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  Convention  will 
adopt  this  provision  as  the  committee  have  reported  it.  It  is  the  very 
same  language  we  have  been  living  under  ever  since  the  State  com- 
menced, and  it  seems  to  me  that  section  might  be  allowed  to  go  as  it  is. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  great  evil  of  law  making,  either  in  constitutional 
conventions  or  legislative  bodies,  is  the  desire  which  every  man  has  to 
put  in  something  to  remedy  some  little  matter  that  has  occurred  in  his 
own  personal  experience.  Now,  these  gentlemen  have  some  case  in  their 
mind's  eye,  and  are  trying  to  find  a  remedy  for  it.  We  have  here  one 
hundred  and  fifty-two  delegates  elected  to  this  body,  and  only  one  Judge 
has  been  elected,  and  that  under  peculiar  circumstances,  because  it  was 
the  almost  unanimous  wish  of  the  people.  What  are  these  gentlemen 
afraid  of?  I  think  it  speaks  rather  well  for  the  Judges  of  the  State  that 
they  are  so  afraid  of  the  people  electing  them  to  these  offices.    Now,  the 


Legislature  has  the  power  to  prescribe  qualifications  for  members  of  a 
Constitutional  Convention,  and  if  they  desire  to  do  so,  they  can  say  that 
Judges  shall  not  be  eligible.  This  matter  is  in  the  hands  of  the  people. 
Are  these  gentlemen  so  afraid  of  the  people  whose  friends  they  pretend 
to  be?  Now,  sir,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  this  section  is  all-sufficient,  and 
ought  to  be  passed  as  it  stands.  I  can  see  no  danger  in  giving  the  people 
the  right,  every  twenty-five  or  thirty  years,  if  they  desire,  to  elect*  a 
Judge  to  a  Constitutional  Convention.  I  can  see  no  danger  in  it  Why 
not  allow  this  language  to  remain  as  it  is?  Why  tamper  with  and  tinker 
every  section  of  the  Constitution?  Let  the  Legislature  and  the  people 
determine  this  matter  foi*  themselves. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  If  the  lessons  of  experience  teach 
anything,  in  my  judgment  they  t«ach  that  this  is  a  very  proper  amend- 
ment to  have  m  the  Constitution.  Whatever  may  be  said  about  the 
legal  questions  involved,  I  don't  imagine  there  are  ten  men  on  this  floor 
who  do  not  believe,  as  a  matter  of  expediency,  that  no  Judge  should  be 
elected  to  a  Constitutional  Convention.  And  it  has  been  most  thor- 
oughly illustrated  in  a  case  we  have  had  before  us.  A  gentleman  was 
elected  as  a  member  of  this  Convention,  and  from  his  position  must  vote 
upon  a  bill  which,  if  it  carries,  abolishes  the  very  office  which  he  holds. 

Mr.  DUDLEY.  I  raise  the  point  of  order  that  it  is  out  of  order  to 
attack  Jud^  Fawcett.    That  matter  has  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  say  I  would  be  the  last  to  make  an  attack  upon 
any  one,  and  there  is  no  attack  upon  any  one  here ;  the  attack  is  upon 
the  system.  When  the  Constitution  was  made  in  eighteen  hundred 
and  forty-nine,  it  was  submitted  to  a  vote  of  the  people  and  agreed  to, 
and  it  was  provided  that  no  Judge  should  be  eligible  to  any  other 
position.  I  oo  not  know  of  any  public  position  which,  in  point  of  expe- 
diency, so  much  requires  that  a  Judge  should  be  excluded  from  as  a 
Constitutional  Convention. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Will  you  look  at  this  section  two  of  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Future  Amendments,  to  which  I  referred  a  moment  ago. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  That  is  the  very  point  I  was  coming  to.  That  is 
the  place  in  which  such  amendment  ought  to  be  placed,  whether  this 
covers  it  or  not.  And  I  desire  to  take  this  opportunity  to  enter  my 
solemn  protest  against  the  oft  repeated  declaration  made  here,  that  our 
Constitutional  Convention  cannot,  in  ordinary  matters,  direct  and  control 
a  future  Convention.  I  can  very  well  understand  why  we  cannot  say 
that  this  Constitution  shall  not  be  amended  in  half  a  century.  That 
would  bind  nobody  to  say  that  some  particular  provision  in  .the  bill  of 
rights,  for  instance,  should  not  be  amended.  To  say  in  the  ordinary  course 
oflegislation,  that  certain  persons  shall  not  fill  the  position  of  delegates 
to  a  Constitutional  Convention ;  in  other  words,  to  say,  as  in  this  article 
on  future  amendments,  that  members  shall  possess  the  same  qualifica- 
tions as  members  of  the  Legislature — to  say  that  such  provisions  cannot 
bind  anybody,  is  to  say  that  nothing  we  can  do  is  to  bind  people  in  the 
future.  I  therefore  protest  against  any  such  expressions.  The  amend- 
ment in  the  report  or  the  Committee  on  Future  Amendments  seems  to 
cover  this  point,  and  I  think  that  is  the  place  for  it.  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds,  will  admit  both  propositions — 
first,  that  this  is  the  place  to  put  it,  and  next,  that  the  amendment 
reported  by  that  committee  covers  the  point  fully. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  The  section  read  by  Judge  Rolfe  does  not  cover 
the  point  which  my  amendment  is  intended  to  cover.  It  would  apply 
to  a  member  of  a  Constitutional  Convention,  but  it  would  not  apply  to 
such  a  case  as  this,  where  the  Legislature  appointed  a  District  Judge  a 
member  of  the  Police  Commission.  We  don't  want  any  such  transac- 
tions; we  want  to  cut  them  all  off.  And  now,  in  reply  to  the  gentle- 
man  

The  chairman.    The  gentleman  will  take  his  seat. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  amendment.  I  have 
been  to  the  desk  of  the  gentleman  and  read  his  amendment,  and  I  wish 
to  withdraw  mine. 

THE   PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  that  this  subject  has  been  suf- 
ficiently discussed,  and  I  therefore  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Wyatt,  White,  and 
Evey. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Morse. 

Adopte<l. 

Mr.  IIILBORN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
section  eighteen. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Add  at  the  end  of  the  last  amendment  the  following:  'No  member 
of  this  Convention  shall  ever  be  eligible  to  a  judicial  office.'"  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chainnan :  That  amendment  is  entirely  super- 
fluous. There  is  no  danger  of  any  member  of  this  Convention  being 
elected  to  a  judicial  office,  or  any  other  office.     [Laughter.] 

The  chairman.     The  question  is  upon  the  amendment 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  rejected,  by  a  vote  of  25 
ayes  to  54  noes. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  nineteen. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  19.  Judges  shall  not  charge  juries  with  respect  to  mailers  of  fact, 
but  may  state  the  testimony  and  declare  the  law. 

Mr.  brown.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Strike  out  the  word  'may/  in  line  two,  and  insert  the  words, 'it 
shall  be  their  duty  to.*  " 

Mr.  brown.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  under  the  impression  that  this 
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should  not  be  a  matter  of  indifference;  neither  should  it  be  left  in  that 
form.  It  is  true  that  no  p^reat  evil  may  result  if  this  word  "may"  is 
left  here,  but  I  think  the  Constitution  should  be  clear  and  explicit  as  to 
what  the  duties  of  the  Judge  shall  be  in  such  matters. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CAMPBELL. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  amendment  will 
pass.  There  is  a  very  large  number  of  cases  in  which  it  is  wholly 
unnecessary  for  the  Judge  to  state  the  testimony.  Every  lawyer  has 
observed  that.  If  you  compel  the  Judge  to  state  the  testimony,  he  must 
go  through  the  entire  testimony  of  the  case  in  every  instance.  This 
will  occupy  a  great  deal  of  time ;  man^  times  to  no  good  purpose. 

Mr.  BkOWN.  I  had  not  intended  it  to  apply  to  testimony,  but  only 
to  the  law.     I  withdraw  the  amendment. 

Mr.  IIERRINGTON.    Mr.  Chairman:   I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read : 

"After  the  word  'may,'  in  line  two,  insert  the  words,  'except  in 
criminal  prosecutions  for  libel.'  " 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  That  question  has  been  de- 
cided once  adversely  to  this  amendment;  but  that  does  not  prevent  me 
from  offering  this  amendment  at  this  time.  Without  offering  any  lengthy 
argument  here,  I  think  the  sentiment  of  this  Convention  is,  that  such 
an  amendment  as  this  is  necessary. 

REMARKS    OF   MR.   ATRRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  pass. 
The  gentleman  has  stated  that  the  Convention  has  already  decided 
affirmatively  against  this  proposition.  But,  sir,  since  the  adoption  of 
the  Fawcett  amendment  the  press  of  this  State  has  unanimously 
expressed  itself  in  disapproval  of  that  amendment;  and  I  say,  it  will 
greatly  weaken  the  Constitution  should  that  amendment  be  permitted 
to  remain.  It  is  not  necessary  now  for  me  to  repeat  the  reasons  which  I 
gave  before,  why  the  Constitution  should  remain  as  it  was  before.  But 
I  hope  we  may  save  ourselves  on  this  question,  by  adopting  the  amend- 
ment which  has  bee^ffered. 

REMARKS    OF   MR.   JONES. 

Mr.  JOKES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  no  such  amendment  as  that 
will  be  adopted  here,  for  the  reason  that  it  will  be  inconsistent  with  the 
action  already  taken  here.  It  has  been  said  that  there  is  a  peculiar 
relationship  between  the  parties  before  the  Court  in  a  criminal  prosecu- 
tion for  libel.  The  Judge  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  facts.  He  may 
state  the  testimony  and  declare  the  law.  But  these  gentlemen  ask  more 
than  that;  they  ask  that  the  Judge  shall  not  be  allowed  to  charge  the 
jury  as  to  the  law  or  the  fact.  That  he  shall  not  declare  the  law.  If  we 
do  say  so  the  Judge  will  be  forbidden  to  read  that  clause  of  the  Consti- 
tution which  declares  that  if  the  matter  alleged  to  be  libelous  be  true, 
and  was  published  with  good  motives,  the  defendant  shall  be  acquitted. 
If  the  Judge  cannot  declare  the  law,  I  say  it  forbids  from  reading  to  the 
jurv  in  his  charge  that  very  matter  in  the  Constitution.  It  is  a  vital 
and  necessary  safeguard  to  the  defendant  in  a  trial  for  libel.  It  seems 
to  me  it  would  be  utterly  inconsistent,  that  the  Court  should  be  deprived 
in  any  case  of  the  right  to  charge  the  jury  in  regard  to  the  law  of  the 
case.  '  That  is  constitutional  law;  it  is  statute  Taw.  The  jury  would 
remain  in  ignorance  as  to  the  law,4>ecause  the  Judge  cannot  declare  it,  and 
the  attorneys  could  not  declare  the  law.  The  jury  is  bound  to  remain 
in  ignorance  as  to  the  law  of  the  case  which  they  are  called  to  deter- 
mine. There  is  no  danger  in  the  section  as  reported  of  the  Judge  under- 
taking to  charge  the  jur^  as  to  questions  of  fact.  This  is  a  provision 
which  has  always  prevailed,  that  the  Judge  may,  if  he  deems  it  neces- 
sary, state  the  testimony,  and  leave  the  jury  to  judge  as  to  the  weight 
of  the  testimony,  and  that  the  Judge  may  declare  the  law  to  the  jury. 
If  that  power  is  taken  away  from  him  the  Court  will  be  worthless. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   CAMPBELL. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  pass, 
and  for  these  reasons:  If  the  section  should  remain  as  it  now  stands, 
taken  in  connection  with  the  Fawcett  amendment,  it  would  simply 
make  the  law  of  libel  to  this  effect :  that  the  Judge  would  have  the 
right  to  state  to  the  jury  and  instruct  them  as  to  whether  the  publica- 
tion in  question  was  libelous  or  not.  It  would  take  away  from  the  jury 
the  right  which  our  Constitution  has  heretofore  conferred  upon  them,  of 
determining  the  law  and  the  fact.  It  is  true,  the  Fawcett  amendment 
says  the  jury  may  render  a  general  verdict,  but  the  jury  are  bound  to 
render  a  general  verdict  and  pass  upon  the  facts  as  presented  to  them, 
and  upon  the  law  as  delivered  to  them  by  the  Court.  Suppose  the 
Court  instructs,  as  a  matter  of  law,  that  the  matter  charged  is  libelous, 
the  jury  necessarily  has  to  follow  the  Judge.  He  was  not  permitted 
under  the  old  law  to  say  whether  the  article  charged  as  libelous  was 
libelous  or  not.  Under  this  clause  the  Judge  says:  **  Gentlemen  of  the 
mry,  I  charge  you  as  a  matter  of  law  that  this  publication  is  libelous." 
what  are  the  jury  to  do?  They  have  then  simply  to  pass  upon  the 
fact  of  .publication — upon  the  fact  whether  it  was  published  with  good 
motives  and  for  justifiable  ends.  I  hope  we  shall  at  least  have  the 
same  liberty  in  future  that  we  have  haa  for  the  public  press.  I  know 
this,  that  if  we  make  an  attack  upon  the  public  press  of  the  State  our 
Constitution  will  most  certainly  be  defeated. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read  : 

"  Add,  after  the  word  *  libel,*  the  words  '  or  murder.' 


if 


REMARKS   OF   MR.    MCFARLAND. 


Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  we  are  going  to  abandon  the 
rule  of  not  having  special  legislation,  either  in  the  Constitution  or  any- 
where else;  if  we  are  going  to  except  any  one  crime  from  tl^e  general 


law  of  the  State,  I  do  not  see  why  the  crime  of  murder  should  not  be 
excepted.  Certainly  it  is  the  most  important  crime  committed,  and  it  is 
the  most  dangerous  crime  known.  The  man  charged  with  murder  has^ 
his  life  lit  stake.  Now,  life  ends  all.  There  is  nothing  dearer  than  life.' 
If  we  are  going  to  make  an  exception  in  favor  of  any  class  of  criminals, 
why  not  make  it  in  favor  of  the  men  whose  lives  are  at  stake.  If  the 
Judge  is  going  to  declare  the  law  in  all  cases  except  one,  I  think  that 
one  should  be  the  crime  of  murder.  Now,  what  reason  is  there  in 
God's  world  that  a  man  charged  with  libel  should  be  shielded  any  more 
than  the  man  charged  with  murder.  This  provision  of  the  Constitution 
stands  just  as  it  always  did,  that  the  Judge  shall  have  power  to  state 
the  testimony  and  declare  the  law.  He  has  no  power  to  charge  the 
jury  upon  matters  of  fact,  but  he  has  upon  matters  of  law.  Now,  if  we 
are  ^oing  to  except  one  crime,  why  not  twenty.  Why  select  the  crime 
of  libel  from  all  other  crimes.  Is  there  any  reason  for  it?  Is  there 
any  possible  ground  upon  which  this  exception  is  based  ?  If  an  excep- 
tion IS  to  be  made,  why  not  make  it  in  favor  of  the  crime  of  murder,  or 
of  treason,  or  of  some  other  important  crime?  The  gentleman  from 
Alameda  is  entirely  mistaken.  The  Court  has  no  more  right  to  tell  the 
jury  that  in  that  case  the  man  is  guilty,  than  he  has  in  any  other  case. 
No  more  than  he  would  have  in  a  case  of  murder.  In  both  cases  the 
Court  merely  states  what  constitutes  the  crime.  What  constitutes  the 
crime  of  embezzlement,  or  the  crime  of  murder,  or  arson.  The  Court 
simply  states  what  the  crime  is  and  what  constitutes  the  crime.  Now, 
why  should  not  the  Court  have  this  right  in  one  case  as  well  as  in 
another.  If  we  are  going  to  except  any  class  of  criminals,  why  not 
except  the  higher  grades,  such  as  treason  or  murder.  If  this  exception 
is  going  to  carry  I  hope  the  crime  of  murder  wUl  be  added. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  I  were  to  judge 
from  the  character  of  this  last  amendment,  I  should  say  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento  was  ambitious  to  supersede  to  the  functions  of  the 
"little  joker."  He  is  not  serious  in  the  proposition  which  he  has  sub- 
mitted to  this  body,  and  I  hope  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
Santa  Clara  will  be  adopted,  pure  and  simple.  There  is  nothing  that  we 
have  done  in  this  Convention  that  has  raised  such  an  opposition  to  the 
Constitution  as  the  Fawcett  amendment,  and  it  has  justly  raised  it  too. 
I  think  it  is  a  very  dangerous  innovation — dangerous  to  the  liberty  of 
the  press,  and  therefore  dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  the  people.  In  gov- 
ernment experience  is  worth  something,  and  experience  shows  that  for 
the  liberty  of  the  press  it  is  necessary  that  it  should  stand  on  exceptional 
grounds.  I  am  in  favor  of  perpetuating  the  ancient  law  and  ancient 
usage.  We  have  lived  prosperous  and  happy  in  this  State  for  twentv- 
five  years  under  this  law,  which  gave  the  jury  the  right  to  judge  of  tte 
law  and  the  fact.    Wh^  change  it?    It  is  the  law  of  England  at  the 

S resent  time.  When  this  subject  was  before  the  Convention  on  a  former 
ay,  I  read  a  leading  English  case  in  which  the  Court  held  that  the 
Judge  had  no  right  to  bind  the  jury  by  his  opinion  of  the  law,  although 
he  might  express  his  opinion  of  the  law.  Why  change  it?  Why,  at 
this  late  day,  attempt  to  tamper  with  the  liberty  of  the  press?  Gentle- 
men, I  warn  you  that  all  propositions  to  take  from  the  jury  the  right  to 
determine  the  law  as  well  as  the  fact  are  dangerous,  and  are  entirely 
opposed  to  public  sentiment  in  this  State. 

SPEECH  or  MR.   FILCHER. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  During  the  whole  discussion  of  this 
subject,  when  the  bill  of  rights  was  before  the  Convention,  I  had  not  a 
word  to  say,  for  I  believed  the  good  sense  of  the  Convention  would  spurn 
such  an  amendment  as  the  Fawcett  amendment  afterwards.  And,  sir,  I 
believe  so  still.  I  have  faith  in  the  intentions  of  a  large  majority  of 
this  body.  I  believe  they  came  here  to  make  a  good  Constitution  and 
one  which  the  people  will  adopt — one  which  may  be  adopted  upon  its 
merits.  Since  a  majority  of  the  Convention  were  in  favor  oi  the  so  called 
Fawcett  amendment,  I  reasonably  infer  that  they  lean  in  that  direction. 

Now,  I  know  there  is  among  the  people  of  California  a  prejudice 
against  the  public  press.  There  is  a  growing  feeling  that  the  liberty 
guaranteed  to  the  press  is  being  abused.  I  agree  with  that  sentiment, 
and  yet  I  do  not  think  that  because  it  is  abused  in  exceptional  cases,  it  is 
wise  policy  to  curtail  that  freedom.  Now,  a  newspaper  necessarily  makes 
enemies.  It  tales  a  lively  interest  in  politics,  and  it  is  often  the  case 
that  it  has  had  occasion  to  oppose  the  election  of  the  very  Judge  before 
whom  the  charge  of  libel  is  to  be  tried.  In  such  cases  as  that  there  must 
necessarily  be  some  feelings  of  prejudice  on  the  part  of  the  Judge.  I  say 
it  is  dangerous  to  leave  so  much  power  in  his  hands  as  this  section  con- 
fers. The  case  ou^ht  to  be  left  to  twelve  of  his  fellow  citizens,  to  decide 
the  whole  case  on  its  merits.  Where  a  libel  is  charged,  it  is  natural  that 
twelve  entirely  disinterested  citizens  of  the  community  would  be  more 
apt  to  render  a  just  verdict,  after  considering  the  motives.  Where  it  is 
left  to  him  to  explain  and  declare  the  technicalities  of  the  law,  I  think 
it  is  dangerous.  Individually,  I  have  no  objections  to  the  most  stringent 
libel  law,  as  I  do  not  anticipate  any  experience  in  libeling  men.  I 
would  be  in  favor  of  a  retraction  law,  because  I  believe  a  man  whq  is 
not  willing  to  retract  a  thin^  when  it  is  shown  to  be  wrong — to  have 
done  an  injustice  to  a  man — is  not  fit  for  the  management  of  a  news- 
paper. But  so  far  as  this  section  is  concerned,  we  have  got  along  well 
enough  under  the  old  law,  and  this  proposed  innovation  will  not  accom- 
plish any  great  good,  and  it  may  do  a  great  deal  of  harm.  I  believe 
there  is  a  strong  element  in  this  State,  which  has  a  strong  representation 
on  this  floor,  who  would  like  to  defeat  any  Constitution  which  we  may 
make,  and  especially  if  it  was  a  better  one  than  the  old  one.  They  pre- 
fer things  as  they  are.  We  have  had  to  bring  against  it  the  opposition 
of  the  railroad  and  other  monopolists.  We  have  brought  down  upon  it 
the  displeasure  of  the  land  monopolists  and  banks,  and  the  moneyed 
interests  of  the  country  generally.  In  order  to  do  our  duty  we  have  had 
to  bringdown  the  opposition  of  the  hoodlum  classes;  and  now  these  gen- 
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tlemen  seem  to  desire,  in  order  to  defeat  the  new  Constitution,  to  bring 
down  upon  it  the  united  opposition  of  the  press  of  the  State.  I  say,  sir, 
we  cannot  afford  to  bring  on  such  a  conflict  as  that,  unless  there  is  some 
great  reform  to  be  accomplished  by  it,  which  there  is  not.  Where  is  the 
man  who  can  stand  here  and  show  that  any  great  good  will  be  accom- 
plished by  the  adoption  of  this  amendment?  Who  can  show  that  by 
the  adoption  of  this  section  we  will  remedy  any  great  abuse?  I  say 
these  abuses  have  existed,  and  will  exist,  and  such  a  provision  as  this 
will  not  stop  them.  We  cannot  afford,  for  the  purpose  of  reaching 
isolated  instances,  to  curtail  the  liberties  of  the  press  of  the  countrv.  The 
press  is  the  palladium  of  our  liberties,  and  must  not  be  muzzled.  It  is 
the  great  check  and  safeguard  against  official  corruption  in  this  country. 
Leave  it  as  it  is,  to  stand  before  the  law  as  others  stand.  This  would  be 
a  dangerous  move,  and  one  that  we  cannot  afford  to  make. 

A   POINT  OF   ORDEB. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  When 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Preamble  and  Bill  of  Rights  was  before 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  section  nine  was  amended  by  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  Judge  Fawcett,  and  covered  the  precise  amendment 
now  before  this  committee.  That  amendment  provided  that  the  jury 
might  And  a  general  verdict,  as  in  other  crimmal  cases.  Now,  sir,  I 
think  it  is  not  competent  for  the  committee  at  this  time  to  alter  or 
change  that  amendment.  That  is  my  point  of  order.  We  have  adopted 
Cushmg's  Manual  here  where  there  is  no  express  rule.  There  is  no 
express  rule  here.  You  will  find  on  page  seventy,  paragraph  nine  hun- 
dred and  eighty-three,  that  it  says,  whatever  we  agree  to,  either  by 
adopting  or  rejecting  an  amendment,  cannot  be  afterwards  altered  or 
amended.  Therefore,  this  proposition  to  annul  and  change  that  pro- 
vision in  the  preamble  ana  bill  of  rights  cannot  be  entertained.  It 
could  not  be  directly  done ;  and  how  can  it  be  done  indirectly  ?  I  think 
it  is  clearlv  out  of  order.  It  is  in  violation  of  an  express  rule  which 
governs  this  body. 

Thb  chairman.    The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 

Mr.  west.    Mr.  Chairman :   I  move  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  gentleman  has  spoken  once  upon 
this  question. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    No,  sir. 

Mr.  AYERS.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  chairman.    State  your  point  of  order. 

Mr.  AYERS.  The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  West,  moved 
the  previous  question  before  Judge  Jones  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  chairman.    The  Chair  didn't  hear  it. 

EBMARKS   of   MR.   JONES. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  there  is  a  misapprehension 
here  in  regard  to  the  motives  upon  which  it  is  desired  to  defeat  this 
amendment.  It  is  not,  so  far  as  Iknow,  and  I  speak  for  myself,  a  mat- 
ter which  will  at  all  hamper  or  abridge  the  liberty  of  the  press,  or  inter- 
fere with  it  in  any  way.  In  the  exercise  of  these  functions,  the  press  is 
liable  to  say  things  which  may  not  be  entirely  true.  But  my  experience 
and  my  observation  has  been  that  when  such  errors  are  discovered,  men 
have  been  ready  to  accord  the  individual  iniured  his  rights  by  making 
the  correction.  And  I  do  not  consider  that  the  liberties  of  the  press  are 
at  all  abridged  by  retaining  this  section  as  it  is.  If  we  leave  this  section 
stand  as  it  is,  and  the  section  of  the  bill  of  rights  as  it  is,  the  two  will 
be  perfectly  harmonious,  and  it  will  make  the  administration  of  justice 
in  this  State  uniform  and  harmonious,  which  I  consider  of  very  great 
importauce.  It  is  certainly  necessary  that  it  should  be  so.  It  is  indis- 
pensable that  the  administration  of'^law  should  seem  to  the  minds  of 
men  to  be  without  respect  to  persons  or  individuals,  and  I  hold  that  the 
occupation  of  newspaper  publishing  has  no  need  to  be  exempt  from  the 
general  provisions  of  law  applying  to  all  other  persons. 

Now,  sir,  I  spoke  of  the  exact  practical  effect  of  this  amendment  here, 
and  I  have  iicard  no  answer  to  that,  and  I  say  that  the  amendment  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  here  to  section  nineteen,  does  in  effect  declare  that 
m  suits  for  libel,  it  is  not  within  the  power  of  the  Judge  to  state  to  the 
jury  what  libel  is.  He  has  no  right  to  instruct  them  as  to  what  consti- 
tutes the  crime  of  libel.  It  would  be  the  same  withregtird  to  the  crime 
of  murder,  if  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  should 
be  adopted,  and  that  amendment  is  no  more  inconsistent  than  this  one. 
The  Court,  in  a  trial  for  libel,  could  not  inform  the  jury  that  citizens  of 
this  country  may  freely  write  and  speak  their  sentiments  upon  all  sub- 
jects. He  could  not  inform  the  jury  that  in  criminal  prosecutions  for 
libel  the  truth  may  be  given  in  evidence,  and  if  it  shan  appear  to  the 
jury  that  the  matter  charged  as  libelous  is  true,  and  was  puolished  with 
good  motives  and  for  justifiable  ends,  the  party  shall  be  acquitted,  because 
tliat  is  part  of  the  law  of  libel,  and  the  Judge  is  forbidden  to  declare  the 
law  to  the  jury.  The  fundamental  law  of  the  land  is  a  part  of  the  law 
of  libel,  but  the  Court  is  forbidden  to  charge  the  jury  to  that  effect. 
Undoubtedly  that  was  not  contemplated  by  the  mover  of  the  amend- 
ment, but  I  say  that  must  be  its  effect ;  for,  if  you  forbid  the  Court  to 
declare  the  law,  there  is  no  other  power  that  cfm  declare  it  to  the  jury, 
and  the  jury  must  remain  in  ignorance  of  it.  Now,  that  is  inconsistent 
with  a  true  administration  of  the  law.  There  is  no  criminal  offense  to 
be  tried  in  this  State  in  which  the  jury  should  know  the  law,  unless  it  is 
libel.  If  there  be  any  law  in  regard  to  it  the  jury  ought  to  know  it.  If 
there  be  no  law  there  should  be  no  trial.  In  regard  to  the  objection  that 
it  will  bring  additional  opposition  to  the  Constitution,  that  is  a  consid- 
eration which  ought  not  to  enter  into  this  discussion  at  all,  unless  it  be 
in  a  case  that  is  manifestly  unjust,  because  we  came  here  to  do  the  right. 
Moreover,  gentlemen  are  mistaken  when  they  assert  that  it  will  bring 
down  the  press  of  the  State  upon  the  Constitution.  When  this  subject 
was  before  the  Convention  before,  there  were  a  number  of  papers  that 
indorsed  the  Fawcett  amendment. 


Mr.  AYERS.  Has  there  been  any  such  except  the  Record-Union  of 
this  city  ? 

Mr.  JONES.  Yes,  the  Stockton  Herald  and  Independent,  and  the 
Daily  San  Francifaco  Post. 

Mr.  AYERS.     No,  sir;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  understand  from  a  gentleman  connected  with  the 
Post,  that  they  were  in  favor  of  it,  but  that  while  the  editor-in-chief 
was  away  an  article  crept  in  criticising  it. 

Mr.  west.  I  believe  this  question  has  been  sufficiently  discussed, 
and  I  move  the  previous  question.  I  see  the  Chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  desires  to  address  the  Convention,  and  I  will  withdraw  it  in 
his  favor,  if  he  will  renew  the  motion. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  insist  upon  the  previous  question ;  if  the  gentleman 
withdraws  it  I  will  renew  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  previous  question  has  been  moved.  Tho 
question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now  put? 

Lost. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  The  section  goes 
over  for  one  day. 

The  chairman.    No,  sir;  that  rule  has  been  changed. 

SPEECH   OF   MB.   WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :  As  Chainuan  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this  subject  of 
libel.  The  committee,  in  adopting  the  proposed  system,  which  made 
some  changes,  attempted  to  follow  the  ola  Constitution  as  closely  as  pos- 
sible in  other  respects.  Section  seventeen  of  article  five  of  the  old  Con- 
stitution provides  that  *' Judges  shall  not  charge  juries  with  respect  to 
matters  of  fact,  but  may  state  the  testimony  and  declare  the  law."  The 
Committee  of  the  Whole  adopted  that  section  without  a  dissenting  voice, 
and  now  ask  the  Convention  to  adopt  it.  That  has  always  been  consti- 
tutional law  and  has  already  been  adopted,  as  part  of  the  bill  of  rights, 
by  this  committee.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  question  of  libel  has 
been  made  here.  There  is  no  utility  or  propriety  in  thrusting  that 
question  upon  us  at  this  time,  for,  should  the  amendment  prevail,  there 
will  be  a  conflict  between  this  section,  as  amended,  and  the  section  of  the 
bill  of  rights  referred  to;  the  discussion  must,  therefore,  in  that  event,  be 
renewed  in  Convention.  The  gentlemen  proposing  this  amendment  have 
had  their  day  in  Court.  When  the  question  first  arose,  they  made  an  able 
and  earnest  contest  here.  Why  renew  the  contest  now,  when  it  must 
at  last  be  determined  in  Convention  ?  Besides,  there  is  scarcely  a  quo- 
rum present.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  amendment  will  be  withdrawn,  so 
that  the  questions  involved  may  be  postponed  until  the  necessity  of  fintd 
action  arises  in  the  Convention;  however,  if  it  be  not  postponed  I  insist 
that  the  section  as  reported  should  be  adopted,  not  only  because  it  is  a 
portion  of  the  old  Constitution,  but  also  because  it  is  right  in  itself.  If 
I  may  be  permitted  to  refer  to  myself,  I  will  frankly  say  that  I  have  no 
grievances  against  the  press,  and  no  quarrel  with  any  gentlemen  of  the 
press;  I  have  no  enemies  among  them  to  punish.  Fortunately  or  unfor- 
tunately, criminal  libel  cases  have  formed  no  part  of  my  practice;  I 
have  neither  prosecuted  nor  defended,  and  am  witnout  feeling  m  the  mat- 
ter. I  claim  to  be  impartial,  and  only  act  on  my  judgment  of  what  is 
right  and  proper. 

In  reference  to  the  section  referred  to,  that  "  Judges  shall  not  charge 
juries  with  respect  to  matters  of  fact,t>ut  may  state  the  testimony  and 
declare  the  law,"  it  need  only  be  said  that  that  is  a  great  rule  in  our 
system  of  jurisprudence.  The  jury  has  its  appropriate  function,  and  so 
has  the  Judge.  The  jury  determines  questions  of  fact,  and  the  Judge 
questions  of  law,  and  this  has  been  so  since  the  organization  of  the 
State;  and  the  same  principle  prevails  throughout  the  United  States, 
and,  I  believe,  without  an  exception.  This  is  as  old  as  the  common  law, 
and  the  wisdom  of  ages  approves  it.  Although  the  Court  instructs  the 
jury,  in  a  criminal  case,  upon  the  law,  yet  the  jury  finds  a  general  ver- 
dict— guilty,  or  not  guilty — which  involves  the  whole  matter.  In  civil 
cases  there  are  special  instances  in  which  juries  are  required  to  render 
special  verdicts  on  particular  points,  but  there  can  be  no  special  verdict 
in  a  criminal  case;  the  whole  matter  goes  to  the  jury,  and  its  only 
verdict  is  a  general  one.  The  jury  passes  upon  the  whole  case,  and  is 
supposed  to  l>e  enlightened  by  the  Court  upon  matters  of  law;  still  its 
verdict  covers  the  whole  matter  and  is  general.  There  is  no  good  sense 
in  the  proposition  that  the  jury  shall  judge  of  the  law.  No  man  is 
qualified  for  the  bench  unless  he  has  studied  jurisprudence  as  a  science. 
To  render  himself  eligible  as  a  Judge  he  must  pursue  the  study  of  the 
law  for  years.  What  wisdom  is  there  in  a  provision,  that  a  jury  selected 
from  trades  and  vocations  which  do  not  instruct  them  in  matters  of  law, 
should  in  any  one  class  of  cases  be  released  from  the  obligation  of 
receiving  instruction  in  matters  of  law  from  the  Judge?  Why  should 
we  depart  from  a  system  which  has  been  in  vogue  since  California  has 
been  a  State?    Thus  far  it  has  been  .satisfactory,  and  why  change  it? 

Before  we  interpolate  an  amendment  here  which  shall  select  the  crime 
of  libel  from  all  other  crimes  and  make  it  a  class  by  itself,  to  be  treated, 
prosecuted,  and  tried  differently  from  other  public  offenses,  we  should 
nave  good  reasons  for  the  change.  Why,  then,  I  ask,  should  we  single 
out  this  one  class  of  crimes  from  others  in  the  criminal  code  and  give  it 
privileges  and  advantages  over  those  others,  and  apply  to  it  different 
modes  of  trial  and  different  rules  of  law?  Shall  it  he  said  that  the 
freedom  of  the  press  demands  it?  There  islio  stronger  advocate  of  the 
entire  freedom  of  the  press  than  I  am.  I  seek  for  it  liberty  in  the  widest 
sense,  but  at  the  same  time  all  should  be  held  liable  for  the  abuse  of  that 
freedom,  as  all  individuals  pursuing  other  vocations  in  life  are  held 
responsible.  When  a  man  is  tried  for  that  public  offense  called  libel, 
there  can  be  no  reason  why  the  trial  should  not  be  conducted  in  the 
same  mode,  by  the  same  legal  machinery,  and  upon  the  same  principles 
and  rules  of  evidence,  as  apply  to  other  public  offenses.  The  press,  in  its 
pride  anc^ independence,  ought  not  to  ask  privileges  ond  immunities  not 
possessed  by  and  accorded  to  others.    The  press  is  well  able  to  take  care 
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of  itself f  and  it  is  a  surprise  that  some  of  its  members  on  this  floor  should 
seek  aid  and  protection  from  the  government,  and  not  be  willing  to  stand 
upon  an  equality  with  all  others.  The  press,  breathing  the  true  spirit 
ol  independence,  needs  no  privileges,  and  should  scorn  special  benefits 
and  advantages.  To  ask  aia,  is  to  confess  weakness.  The  high  minded, 
self-reliant,  and  free  press  of  the  country  does  not  seek  so  unenviable  a 
position.  It  is  willing  to  stand  on  the  broad  platform  of  equal  rights 
for  all  before  the  law. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  every  paper  in  the  State  has  asked  a  repeal  of  this  amend- 
ment adopted  in  the  bill  of  rights,  except  that  scurrilous  well  known 
ring  organ,  the  Eecord-Union?    Is  there  any  other  paj>er? 

Mr.  WILSON.  It  is  also  a  fact  that  when  Jesus  Christ  was  led  to  the 
cross  there  was  a  vast  majority  against  him  in  that  locality,  and  the  cry 
of  "Crucify  Him  I"  *•  Crucify  Him  I"  indicated  the  sentiment  of  the 
masses  around  Calvary.  That,  however,  amounts  to  nothing  in  the 
solution  of  the  question  on  principle.  A  vote  of  any  body  of  men  may 
determine  their  views,  but  is  not  always  a  test  of  the  soundness  of  a 
doctrine  or  the  wisdom  of  their  action.  If  it  be  true  that  a  class  of 
newspapers,  or  all  of  the  newspapers,  favor  a  particular  measure,  it  does 
not  aid  us  in  determining  upon  principle  ana  reason  what  is  right  and 
for  the  public  interest. 

All  pious  readers  of  Mie  New  Testament  will  remember  the  outcry 
aeainst  St.  Paul  by  the  silversmiths  who  made  silver  shrines  for  Diana 
of  the  Ephesians,  which  **  brought  no  small  gains  unto  the  craftsmen." 
Demetrius,  the  chief  and  leader,  called  his  fellow-craftsmen  together 
and  said :  "  Sirs,  ye  know  that  by  this  craft  we  have  our  wealth,"  and 
announced  to  them  that  by  reason  of  the  preachings  of  Paul  against 
idolatry  that  "this,  our  craft,  is  in  danger  to  be  set  at  naught."  This 
was  responded  to  with  cries  of  "Great  is  Diana  of  the  Ephesians.''  Do 
any  of  the  proprietors  of  newspapers  think  that  their  business  in  libeling 
their  fellow  men  is  in  danger?  Has  libeling  brought  them  "no  small 
gains?"  Is  it  from  this  that  their  craft  has  ite  great  wealth?  Will  the 
BuppressiQn  of  libels  bring  their  craft  in  danger  of  being  "  set  at  naught?  " 

The  proposition  that  I  advocate  is  likely  to  be  misrepresented,  and  the 
supporters  of  it  will  probably  obtain  their  full  share  of  abuse.  I  amumed 
that  risk,  however,  when  I  accepted  a  place  in  this  Convention,  and  I 
shall  none  the  less  fearlessly  and  earnestly  perform  my  duty  as  I  under- 
stand it.  I  again  repeat  that  there  is  neither  justice,  reason,  nor  policy 
in  establishing  any  privileged  class — all  accused  of  public  offenses  should 
stand  equally  before  the  law. 

Mb.  GREuG.  If  that  amendment  passes,  let  me  ask  you,  would  it 
not  be  special  legislation  ? 

Mk.  WILSON.  Yes,  sir,  in  principle  it  is  the  worst  kind  of  special 
legislation.  We  declare  in  some  of  the  provisions  of  this  now  Constitu- 
tion against  special  legislation,  and  thus  make  that  principle  a  prominent 
feature.  Now,  the  gentleman  from  Placer  says  he  would  be  in  favor  of 
a  retraction  law;  but  the  majority  of  the  public  journals  of  the  State  are 
against  that  proposition.  I  think  it  sound  policy,  and  that  a  retraction 
law  would  be  desirable,  but  is  there  any  doubt  of  its  opposition  by  a 
great  portion  of  the  journals  of  the  day  ? 

A  great  error  is  entertained  by  some  here  as  to  the  effect  of  the  English 
statute  referred  to.  The  case  of  The  King  v.  The  Dean  of  St  Asaph, 
tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Buller  in  seventeen  hundred  and  eighty-four, 
caused  great  discussion  on  the  law  of  libel.  Not  only  Buller  but  Lord 
Mansfield  held  that  the  jury,  in  the  alienee  of  facts  or  circumstances 
establishing  justification  or  excuse  in  matter  of  law,  could  only  find  as 
to  the  fact  of  publication  and  the  truth  of  the  innuendoes,  and  that  the 
question  of  libel  or  no  libel  was  a  question  of  law  for  the  Court.  The 
jury  in  that  case,  under  instructions  from  the  Court,  found  the  defendant 
guilty  of  publishing  onlv,  leaving  the  Court  on  that  to  render  judgment 
or  not  as  the  Court  should  determine  the  other  questions  involved.  It 
was  because  of  the  discussions  following  this  that  tlie  Act  of  thirty-second 
George  the  Third,  chapter  sixty,  was  passei^en titled  "  An  Act  to  remove 
doubts  respecting  the  functions  of  juries  in  cases  of  libel."  The  effect  of 
this  Act  was  that  the  jury  was  clothed  with  the  power  to  render  a  general 
verdict  of  guilty  or  not  guilty,>on  the  trial  of  the  indictment  or  informa- 
tion, and  could  no  longer  be  required  or  directed  by  the  Court  or  Judge 
to  find  the  defendant  guilty  on  proof  of  the  publication  by  defendant  of 
the  alleged  libel  in  the  sense  ascribed  to  it  by  the  prosecution.  It  will 
be  thus  seen  that  the  object  and  effect  of  the  Act  were  to  elevate  the  case 
to  an  equality  with  other  criminal  cases,  in  which  the  jury  always  ren- 
dered a  general  verdict.  The  jury  by  this  Act  has  merely  the  right  to 
determine  the  law  and  the  facts  under  the  direction  of  the  Court  pre- 
cisely as  in  other  criminal  cases. 

Our  Constitution  should,  in  this  respect,  agree  with  those  of  other 
States  of  the  Union.  They  have  placed  prosecutions  for  libel  on  the 
same  basis  as  other  criminal  cases;  but  in  all  such  cases  the  Court 
retains  its  accustomed  power  and  duty  to  instruct  the  jury  in  matters 
of  law.  The  jury,  however,  has  the  absolute  power  of  rendering  a  gen- 
eral verdict  of  guilty  or  not  guilty. 

This  Convention  has  already  made  several  concessions  to  the  proprie- 
tors of  public  journals.  On  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Joaquin, 
Judge  Terry,  they  are  granted  a  privilege  never  before  possessed,  and 
that  is  of  trial  only  "  in  the  county  where  such  newspapers  have  their 
publication  ofHce,  or  in  the  county  where  the  party  alleged  to  be  libeled 
resided  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  publication,  unless  the  place  of  trial 
shall  be  changed  for  good  cause."  This  is  a  very  important  concession 
to  the  press. 

Libel  being  one  of  that  class  of  public  offenses  called  misdemeanors, 
has  not  been  hitherto  appealable — the  decision  of  the  criminal  Court  of 
general  jurisdiction  being  final.  This  committee  has  recommended  an 
appeal  in  such  cases.  The  fact  that  there  was  no  appeal  was  one  of  the 
strongest  views  urged  against  the  "  Fawcett  amendment."  It  was  urged 
that  the  Superior  Courts  being  the  Courts  of  last  resort  in  such  cases, 
the  Judges  of  those  Courts  could  gratify  their  prejudice  and  malice  with 


impunity,  as  libel  was  not  subject  to  review  on  appeal.  As  the  com- 
mittee has  decided  such  an  %ppeal  shall  be  given,  the  argtiment  based 
on  that  view  falls  to  the  ground.  With  these  concessions  the  press 
should  be  satisfied.  I  regret  that  this  discussion  has  been  thrust  upon 
this  committee  at  this  time,  for  the  contest  will  be  renewed  in  the  Con- 
vention when  we  reach  the  section  of  the  bill  of  rights  on  the  same  sub- 
ject. The  committee  should  report  this  section  under  discussion  as  it 
stands,  and  pass  its  final  consideration  to  the  Convention  itself. 

RKMARKS   OF    MR.   ATKRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  can  see  no  analogy  between  the 
crime  of  murder  and  that  of  libel,  as  pictured  by  the  gentleman  from 
Sacramento.  They  are  entirely  distinct.  The  reasons  have  been  stated 
before  on  this  floor  why  newspaper  publishers  occupy  a  different  position 
in  the  community ;  that  they  necessarily  have,  by  reason  of  their  posi- 
tion, to  look  after,  and  fearlessly  arraign  public  vices.  They  are,  there- 
fore, constantly  subjected  to  trials  for  libel.  If  they  do  not  do  that  they 
fail  of  their  duty,  and  the  people  will  sit  down  upon  them,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  afiTording  them  the  necessary  protection  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty,  this  amendment  has  been  oflered.  I  wish  to  say,  also,  that 
we  wish,  when  we  get  into  Convention,  to  make  this  extend  to  the  Faw- 
cett amendment,  and  then  there  will  be  no  inconsistency  between  the 
two  articles.  Now,  sir,  if  you  are  going  to  allow  the  Judges  to  determine 
the  law,  you  will  recollect  that  in  libel  cases  there  are  some  minute 
questions,  partaking  both  of  law  and  of  fact,  that  have  a  direct  bearing 
upon  the  ultimate  result.  The  jury  are  as  well  able  to  judj^e  of  the 
motives  which  caused  the  publication  as  the  Judge.  And  especially  will 
that  be  the  case  if  we  should  have  Judges  w^ho  are  prejudiced  from  any 
cause  against  the  defendants.  We  know  very  well  the  opposition  and 
enmity  which  falls  upon  the  fearless  newspaper  publisher,  and  the  preju- 
dice, and  antagonisms,  and  opposition  of  men  in  power.  It  is  to  protect 
fearless  newspaper  publishers  in  such  cases  that  we  are  striving  to  have 
this  amendment  adopted.  The  Judge,  from  his  position  on  the  bench, 
if  he  is  allowed  to  instruct  the  jury,  may  work  great  injury  to  the 
defendant. 

RRMARKS   OF   VR.   ANDRKWS. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  hope«|^ir,  that  tjie  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  will  be  adopted.  The 
Chairman  of  the  committee  protests  against  a  change  of  the  Constitution 
in  relation  .to  the  section  now  pending.  I  regret  that  the  gentleman 
should  have  been  in  favor  of  a  change  when  the  Fawcett  amendment 
was  adopted.  I  think  the  committee  has  made  a  very  grave  mistake  in 
adopting  the  Fawcett  amendment.  I  think  the  step  was  taken  hastily, 
and  it  is  our  duty,  when  we  make  a  mistake,  to  retrace  our  st^ps  as 
speedily  as  possible.  It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
meda, Judge  Campbell,  stated  the  case  very  clearly,  and  his  reasoning 
cannot  be  controverted,  when  he  stated  why  there  ought  to  be  an  excep- 
tion in  the  ease  of  libel,  and  that  was  that  it  would  be  in  the  povrer  of 
the  Court,  in  all  cases,  to  charge  the  jury  that  the  defendant  had  been 

fuiltv  of  libel,  leaving  them  to  find  only  the  bare  fact  of  publication, 
think  we  made  a  very  serious  mistake  in  circumscribing  the  power  of 
the  jury,  as  the  committee  have  done.  I  think  that  was  the  greatest 
mis^ke  this  Convention  has  been  guilty  of,  and  now,  to  increase  the 
power  of  the  Judge,  I  think,  is  a  step  in  the  wrong  direction.  It  is  a  step 
that  will  not  meet  the  approbation  of  the  people  of  this  State.  The 
people  of  California  have  gres.t  confidence  m  juries,  as  the  American 
people  always  have  bad.  They  are  willing  still  to  depend  up)n  the 
jury,  and  I  think  we  have  taken  a  wrong  step,  and  I  hope  the  Conven- 
tion will  take  this,  the  first  opportunity  which  has  been  presented,  to 
retrace  that  step. 

THR   PRRVIOUS   QUBSTIDK. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman :  From  my  recollection  of  the  debate 
on  the  Fawcett  amendment,  these  are  the  same  arguments  over  again. 
I  do  not  believe  this  Convention  can  afford  to  squander  any  more  time 
on  the  matter,  and  I  therefore  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Avers,  West,  Evey,  and  Howard. 

Thk  chairman.  Tlie  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
f>ut? 

Carried  by  a  vote  of  58  to  20. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  McFarland. 

Lost. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  50 
ayes  to  33  noes. 

Thr  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

Src.  20.  The  style  of  all  process  shall  be,  "The  People  of  the  State 
of  California,"  and  all  prosecutions  shall  be  conducted  in  their  name 
and  by  their  authority. 

Thr  chairman.  There  being  no  amendment,  the  Secretary  will 
read  the  next  section. 

8UPRRMR  COURT  RRPORTER. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  21.  The  Justices  shall  appoint  a  Reporter  of  the  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  who  shall  hold  his  oflSce  and  be  removable  at  their 
pleasure.  He  shall  receive  an  annual  salary  of  two  thousand  five  hun- 
dred dollars,  payable  quarterly. 

Mr.  grace.    I  move  that  the  committee  rise. 

Lost. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  section  twenty- 
one.  The  reason  I  move  to  strike  it  out  is  that  it  is  entirely  unnecessary 
in  the  Constitution.  This  is  one  among  many  things  that  had  just  as 
well  be  left  to  the  Legislature.     I  am  sick  and  tired  of  having  matters 
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of  so  little  importance  as  this  thrust  upon  this  Convention,  when  so 
many  weighty  matters  are  waiting  our  attention. 

Mr.  McCAJjLUM.  Now,  we  have  something  to  think  ahout  during 
recess,  and  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial  Department,  have 
made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  The  Convention  will  now 
take  a  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  u. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  Mr.  Tinnin  in  the 
chair. 
Roll  called,  and  a  quorum  present. 

JUDICIAL  DEPARTMENT — REPORTER  OF  DECISIONS. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Tinnin  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary 
and  Judicial  Department. 

1^  A.  1*1*1  f^n 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Bernardino,  Mr.  Rolfe,  to  strike  out  section  twenty-one. 

REMARKS   or   MR.   BELCHKR. 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  that  motion  will  not  pre- 
vail. At  present  there  is  no  provision  in  the  Constitution  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  reporter,  and  the  law  has  provided  for  a  reporter  of  the 
decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Up  to  last  Winter,  or  up  to  the  last 
session  of  the  Legislature,  the  Judges,  under  the  law,  were  authorized  to 
appoint  the  reporter.  At  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature  that  law 
was  changed  and  the  appointment  ^as  given  to  the  Governor.  At 
present,  then,  under  the  statute,  the  Governor  has  the  appointment  of 
this  reporter.  Now,  sir,  the  reporter  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  should  be  appointed,  in  ray  judgment,  by  the  Judges.  There  is 
no  one  so  competent  to  select  the  reporter  as  the  Judges  themselves, 
whose  opinions  he  reports.  Now,  this  section  would  not  have  been  sug- 
gested by  the  committee  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  fact  that  the  Legisla- 
ture had  changed  this  appointment  from  the  Court  to  the  Governor,  and 
all  of  them  recognized  tnat  this  was  an  appointment  that  the  Judges 
always  ought  to  have.  At  present,  also,  the  statute  gives  the  reporter 
of  the  Supreme  Court  a  salary  of  six  thousand  dollars.  Now,  this  is  a 
large  salary,  and  in  giving  this  appointment  to  the  Judges — the  making 
a  provision  for  it — the  committee  thought  it  should  be  reduced  to  two 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars.  Strike  this  out,  and  you  leave  the  Legis- 
lature to  give  this  appointment  to  the  Court,  or  to  the  Governor,  and  to 
fix  his  salary  at  one  sum  or  another,  leave  it  as  it  is,  at  six  thousand  dol- 
lars, or  reduce  it  to  three  thousand  dollars,  or  two  thousand  five  hundred 
dollars, or  change  it  from  time  to  time  as  the  Legislature  may  think  best. 
Now,  I  think  this  is  one  of  those  provisions  that  ought  to  be  inserted  in 
the  Constitution.  It  is  proper  that  the  salary  should  be  limited.  It  is 
proper  that  the  Judges  should  have  the  appointment.  The  section  puts 
it  wliere  it  has  always  been  up  to  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  and 
fixes  the  salary  at  a  moderate  sum.  I  hope  that  this  section  will  be 
retained.  * 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
second  line,  so  as  to  leave  the  salary  and  its  regulations  with  the  Legis- 
lature; for  this  regulation  ought  to  go  beyond  this,  if  we  attempt  to 
regulate  it  at  all.  If  you  give  the  reporter  the  copyright,  two  thousand 
five  hundred  dollars  is  too  much.  I  know  from  some  experience.  Where 
the  reporter  is  required  to  furnish  a  sufficient  number  for  the  use  of  the 
State,  a  small  salary  and  the  copyright  is  sufficient. 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Section  sixteen  provides  that  all  opinions  shall  be 
free  for  publication  by  any  person. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  That  does  not  change  the  fact.  That  is,  a  publica- 
tion in  a  newspaper.  The  man  who  held  the  office,  if  he  had  the  copy- 
right, would  practically  have  the  monopoly  of  the  whole  business. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  that  the  Supreme  Court 
should  have  the  appointment  of  the  reporter.  And  as  to  the  salary 
provided,  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  amend  it  so  as  to  read :  ''not  to 
exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,"  leaving  the  Legislature  to 
reduce  it  any  time  that  they  see  fit.  I  will  offer  an  amendment,  to  the 
effect  that  it  shall  not  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,  and 
leave  the  rest  of  the  section  as  it  is. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  hope  the  motion  of  General  Howard  will  not  prevail. 
I  think  that  is  the  most  meritorious  part  of  the  section.  The  whole 
section  is  in  the  nature  of  legislation,  but  probably  it  is  proper,  because 
the  present  salary  allowed  by  the  Legislature  to  the  Supreme  Court 
Reporter  is  six  thousand  dollars,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  outrageously 
high  at  that  figure.  I  think  the  suggestion  is  a  good  one,  that  it  shall  read 
so  that  he  shall  not  receive  any  greater  salary  than  two  thousand  five 
hundred  dollars.  If  it  is  left  in  that  way,  it  will  never  be  increased  by 
the  Legislature,  or  attempted  to  be  increased ;  but  if  the  two  thousand  five 
hundred  dollars  is  stricken  out,  and  the  reporter  is  still  continued  in  the 
hands  of  the  Legislature,  then  they  will  have  the  salary  five  or  ten 
thousand  dollars  a  year,  as  it  can  be  lobbied  through  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  neither  of  these  amend- 
ments will  be  adopted.  I  think  that  the  motion  to  strike  out  would 
result  in  leaving  the  office  just  where  it  is  now,  and  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  would  leave  the  Legislature  to  vote  up 
and  vote  down  the  salary  as  they  saw  fit.     I  think  by  retaining  this 


section  in  the  Constitution  we  would  avoid  all  that  jobbing.  I  hope  the 
section  will  not  be  stricken  out.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  adoption  of  that 
section  just  as  it  is. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   REYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out,  and  that  the  amendment  will  not  prevail.  Now,  it  is  evi- 
dent that  it  was  the  object  of  the  committee  in  introducing  this  section 
here  to  contrive,  as  far  as  possible,  to  take  this  appointment  of  Supremo 
Court  Reporter  out  of  the  nands  of  the  Governor  by  fixing  the  salary, 
and  from  some  influence,  or  a  compromise,  I  know  not  what,  I  believe 
thev  have  fixed  the  salary  much  too  low  at  two  thousand  five  hundred 
dollars.  There  are  but  few  men,  there  are  but  few  lawyers,  who  are 
capable  of  properly  performing  that  duty;  and  while  the  appointment 
of  that  officer  ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Justices  of  the 'Supreme 
Court,  I  think  there  ought  to  be  a  salary  attached  to  it  which  will  be 
sufficient  to  command  the  services  of  the  best  lawyer  in  the  State,  capa- 
ble of  performing  that  duty.  It  will  readily  be  understood  that  next 
in  importance  to  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  a  speedy  and  a 
good  report  of  the  decisions.  The  Judges  ought  to  be  at  liberty,  after 
noticing  the  qualifications  of  the  difierent  members  of  the  bar,  noticing 
their  capacity  for  condensing  and  fixing  upon  the  point  in  the  case  and 
clearly  stating  it,  after  ascertaining  who  of  the  variou;^  members  of  the 
bar  are  the  best  calculated  to  perform  that  duty,  they  ought  to  be  able 
to  appoint  him,  and  the  salary  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  command  his 
services.  Two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  is  not  enough  for  the  pur- 
pose. I  should  like  to  have  it  amended  so  as  to  strike  out  lines  three 
and  four,  and  insert  as  follows:  "He  shall  for  four  years  after  the 
adoption  of  this  Constitution,  and  until  the  Legislature  shall  change  the 
same,  receive  an  annual  salary  of  three  thousand  dollars,  payable  quar- 
terly.''  That,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  one  half  of  the  salary  at  present  paid 
bv  the  Legislature.  Now,  cut  it  down  one  half  for  four  years,  and  see 
if  we  can  get  good  services  for  that  price;  and  at  the  end  of  that  time 
let  it  be  changed,  if  necessary.  After  running  four  years  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  danger  of  the  Legislature  running  it  up  to  six  thousand 
dollars.  That  is  the  amendment  I  would  like  to  see  adopted  to  this  sec- 
tion. I  do  not  think  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  is  enough.  A 
member  of  the  committee  suggests  to  me  that  some  of  the  members  of 
the  committee  strove  to  have  the  figure  fixed  at  three  thousand  dollars, 
so  it  seems,  as  I  first  thought,  that  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars 
was  a  compromise;  and  I  think,  on  candid  consideration,  this  committee 
will  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  we  ought  to  adopt  three  thousand 
doIUrs. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  my  friend  from  San  Francisco 
has  got  a  little  demoralized  on  salaries,  in  consequence  of  the  high  sala- 
ries that  have  been  voted  here  the  last  week,  and  I  hope  his  amend- 
ment will  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  KENNY.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  main  qiiestion  was  ordered. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment ofiered  by  Mr.  Howard,  to  strike  out  lines  three  and  four  of  section 
twenty-one. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out 
section  twenty-one. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  now  offer  my  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out  lines  three  and  four,  and  insert  as  follows :  '  He  shall  for 
four  years  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  and  until  the  Legisla- 
ture shall  change  the  same,  receive  an  annual  salary  of  three  thousand 
dollars,  payable  annually.' " 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  1  will  not  occupy  but  a  moment.  My  friend 
White,  of  Santa  Cruz,  is  of  the  opinion  that  I  am  badly  demoralized  on 
the  subject  of  high  salaries?  I  guess  not.  I  do  not  see  that  I  have  been 
in  favor  of  high  salaries  anywhere  in  this  committee,  or  any  other 
committee,  or  on  the  floor  of  this  Convention,  but  I  do  comprehend  the 
fact  that  a  competent  reporter  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  is 
only  less  necessary  than  a  competent  Jud^e  to  render  tnese  decisions. 
And  while  I  do  believe  six  thousand  dollars  is  an  extravagant  salary,  and 
it  looks  as  though  there  was  something  crooked  in  the  business  when  I 
read  in  the  statute  that  he  gets  six  thousand  dollars;  yet  I  do  appreciate 
the  fact  that  such  an  officer  must  devote  his  whole  time  to  the  ousiness, 
and  he  should  be  a  good  lawyer,  too,  as  good  as  there  is  in  the  bar — I 
might  almost  say — as  good  as  there  is  on  the  bench.  To  get  such  a  man 
we  must  pay  a  good  salary.  That  is  all  I  care  to  say  in  behalf  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Amend  section  twenty-one,  line  three,  by  inserting  after  the  word 
*  of  the  words,  *  not  to  exceed.' " 

Mr.  GORMAN.     I  second  the  amendment. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  reason  for  that  amendment  is 
the  same  given  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard,  that 
the  Legislature  ought  to  have  the  right  to  change  this  salary  if  they 
desire  at  any  time.  They  can  lower  it  but  they  cannot  go  above  two 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    My  amendment  is 

Mr.  west.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  My  point  of  order  is,  that  he 
has  already  spoken  twice. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  point  of  order  is  well  taken. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  will.     My  amendment  is  to  strike  out 

The  chairman.    The  Chair  decides  that  is  not  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  have  a  right  to  state  my  point  of  order  in  my 
own  way. 
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The  chairman.  The  Chair  decides  that  the  sentleman  has  no 
right  to  discuss  his  amendment.    The  gentleman  willtake  his  seat. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman  must  take  nis  seat. 

[Cries  of  "  Call  the  Sergeant-at- Arras.**] 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman  must  take  his  seat. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Have  I  the  floor  to  state  a  point  of  order? 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman  has 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Have  I  right  to  state  my  point  of  order  ? 

The  chairman.  You  will  state  your  point  of  order  without  argu- 
ing vour  amendment. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  My  amendment  is  to  strike  out  lines  three  and 
four  and  insert.  Now,  the  amendment  which  the  gentleman  from  El 
Dorado  sends  up  is  an  amendment  to  line  three,  and  I  raise  this  point 
of  order,  that  his  amendment  is  not  in  order  as  an  amendment  to  my 
amendment. 

The  chairman.  The  Chair  decides  the  point  of  order  not  well 
taken. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  appeal.  I  insist  that  when  I  have  offered  an 
amendment 

The  chairman.  Does  the  gentleman  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  Chair? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  do. 

Mr.  hunter.     I  second  the  appeal. 

The  chairman.    It  requires  three. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  San  Francisco.     I  second  the  appeal. 

Mr.  FARRELL.     So  do  I. 

The  CHAIRM.'V.N.  The  Chair  decides  that  the  point  of  order  is  not 
well  taken,  for  the  reason  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
El  Dorado  precedes  his. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  desire  now  to  state  briefly  why 
I  take  this  appeal,  and  with  due  respect  to  the  Chair  there  can  be  no 
doubt  upon  it  at  all.  My  amendment  goes  to  line  three,  of  section 
twenty-one.  It  is  to  strike  out  lines  three  and  four,  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  certain  words.  Now  the  gentleman  from  £1  Dorado  does  not 
send  up  a  substitute  for  any  amendment;  he  does  not  send  up  a  substi- 
tute for  the  section ;  but  he  sends  up  an  amendment  to  an  amendment, 
and  I  insist  that  an  amendment  to  a  line  that  I  have  stricken  out  is  not 
an  amendment  to  an  amendment,  and  is  not  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  committee? 

The  decision  of  the  Chair  was  sustained. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  wish  to  vote  intelligently  upon  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  El  Dorado.  I  think  there  is  some  misapprehen- 
sion about  the  copyright.  It  is  well  known  that  the  Supreme  Court 
decisions  are  now  being  published  in  volumes  by  persons  wuo,  of  course, 
claim  no  copyright.  Now,  if  it  is  true,  as  General  Howard  assumes, 
that  the  reporter  of  the  Supreme  Court  has  the  copyright  of  these  decis- 
ions, two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  would  be  too  much. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  do  not  assume  that,  I  merely  say  that  should  be 
the  law. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     Do  you  understand  that  is  the  law?     • 

Mr.  HOWARD.    No;  not  at  present. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  If  the  Supreme  Court  Reporter  has  no  copyright, 
it  appeal's  to  me  it  is  very  questionable  whether  an  able  and  efficient 
reporter  can  be  had  even  at  the  price  named  in  this  section,  to  say 
nothing  about  a  reduction  under  the  amendment  ofiered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  El  Dorado. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  moved  to  strike  this  out  because  I  think  the  regu- 
lation inadequate  and  insufficient  as  it  now  stands. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  That  is  the  way  it  appears  to  me.  I  think  we 
had  better  not  adopt  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  £1  Dorado. 
At  tliree  thousand  dollars  it  would  be  one  half  of  the  present  compen- 
sation, and  I  am  very  doubtful  if  we  could  have  an  efficient  Supreme 
Court  Reporter  even  at  that  salary.  I  am  in  favoV  of  salaries  being  fixed 
so  that  we  can  command  the  services  of  competent  men.  I  think  it  is 
doubtful  whether  we  could  do  that  even  at  three  thousand  dollars.  If 
the  reporter  had  a  copyright,  that  would  be  an  entirely  difierent  thing, 
but  there  is  none,  as  I  understand  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  £1  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin. 

A  division  being  called  for,  the  vote  stood  45  ayes  to  31  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No  quorum  voting,  the  Chair  will  put  the  ques- 
tion again. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  52  ayes  to 
35  noes. 

Mr.  JONES.     I  send  up  a  substitute  for  section  twenty-one. 

The  secretary  read  : 

"  The  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  appoint  a  reporter  of  the 
decisions  of  the  Court,  who  shall  hold  his  office  and  be  removable  at 
their  pleasure,  and  whose  compensation  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Leg- 
islature." 

Mr.  west.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  My  point  of  order  is  this: 
That,  having  incor[)orated  an  amendment  into  the  section,  we  cannot, 
by  a  substitute,  extract  that  amendment  from  it,  according  to  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair. 

The  chairman.  The  Chair  decides  the  point  of  order  well  taken. 
The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-two. 

JUSTICES    OF   THE   PEACE. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  22.    The  Judges  and  Justices  of  the   Peace   shall  not  practice 
law  in  any  Court  in  the  State  during  their  continuance  in  office. 
Mr.  HILBORN.     Mr.  Chairman ;  I  send  up  an  amendment. 
The  SECRETARY  read: 
''Amend  section  twenty-two  as  follows :  Strike  out  all  of  the  section 
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up  to  the  word  '  shall,'  in  the  first  line,  and   insert  as  follows :  '  The 
Justices  of  £be  Supreme  Court  and  the  Judges  of  the  Superior  Court." 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  My  objection  to  the  section  is  that 
it  does  not  prohibit  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  from  practicing 
law,  but  it  does  prohibit  the  Justices  of  the  Peace.  Now,  I  cannot  see 
why  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  and  the  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Courts  should  practice.  Tney  are  amply  provided  for.  Not  so  with 
Justices  of  the  Peace.  This  would  prevent  lawyers  from  occupying  the 
position  of  Justices  of  the  Peace. 

Me.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  be 
adopted,  for  this  reison:  that  I  do  not  want  to  see  men  sitting  as  magis- 
trates and  holding  parties  to  answer  in  the  Superior  Courts,  and  then 
going  into  the  Supreme  Court  as  the  attorneys  oi  these  parties,  to  defend 
them,  and  maintain  that  the  charges  were  not  properly  laid.  It  would 
put  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  an  improper  attitude,  and  it  would  ajipear 
worse  for  him  if  he  should  appear  m  aid  of  the  prosecution. 

Mr.  barton.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  a  substitute  to  section 
twenty-two. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

''  The  Judges  and  Justices  of  the  Peace  shall  not  practice  in  an^  Court 
or  cause,  except  where  they  are  defendants  or  respondents,  during  the 
term  for  which  they  hold  the  office  of  Judge." 

Mr.  B£LCH£R.  I  would  suggest  that  the  gentleman  should  make 
it  read,  "  except  where  they  are  parties  to  the  action."  A  Justice  might 
have  occasion  to  sue. 

Mr.  barton.     I  will  accept  that  amendment. 

Me.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  that  the  last 
amendment  is  entirely  unnecessary.  It  is  not  practicing  law  for  a  man 
to  go  in  and  defend  his  own  case.  It  seems  to  me  that  under  the  section 
a  man  may  practice  when  he  is  a  party.  I  think  the  amendment  is 
entirely  useless.  I  hope  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Solano  will  prevail.  I  think  Justices  of  the  Peace  ougnt  to  be  allowed 
to  practice  Aaw,  and  it  would  be  a  beneficial  thing  to  allow  attorneys  in 
certain  portions  of  the  State  to  hold  that  office.  Of  course,  no  Justice  of 
the  Peace  would  practice  in  a  case  that  had  once  been  before  him.  The 
Legislature  might  prohibit  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  acting  in  the  case 
where  he  had  acted  as  Justice,  but  it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  would  have 
a  tendency  to  improve  the  character  of  a  Justice's  Court  if  they  were 
allowed  to  practice. 

remarks  of  MR.  beerstecher. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hop  the  amendment  will 
not  prevail — neither  of  the  amendments  offered.  I  do  not  believe  that 
a  person  sitting  as  a  Judge,  regularly  elected  for  that  special  purpose, 
and  nut  being  Judge  merely  m  a  particular  case  and  for  a  particular 

Furpose,  but  being  regularly  elected  and  occupying  a  judicial  position — 
do  not  believe  that  such  a  man  ought  to  be  allowed  to  practice  law, 
because  if  he  be  allowed  to  practice  law  he  will  be  called  upon  for  legal 
opinions.  Everything  is  against  allowing  a  Judge  to  be  a  practicing 
lawyer  outside  of  his  own  Court.  Now,  in  my  opinion,  the  section 
needs  but  one  slight  alteration,  and  if  the  amendments  are  voted  down 
I  will  make  a  motion  to  strike  out  the  word  'Uhe"  in  the  first  line,  so 
that  the  section  will  read:  "Judges  and  Justices  of  the  Peace  shall  not 
practice  law  in  any  Court  of  the  State  during  their  continuance  in  office.*' 

Mr.  HILBORN.  Would  that  allow  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  to 
practice?    They  are  called  Justices. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee  would  consent  to  have  it  read  "Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court 
and  Judges  and  Justices  of  the  Peace."  I  think  that  it  ought  to  include 
every  character  of  judicial  officer  who  sits  in  a  CouH  and  dispenses  jus- 
tice, and  I  hope  that  the  pending  amendments  will  be  voted  down  and 
the  Chairman  of  the  committee  will  make  that  alteration  so  as  to  include 
the  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BROWN. 

Me.  BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  think  that  I  have  ever 
heard  any  class  of  men  spoken  of  in  lower  t«rms  than  the  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  in  this  body.  In  fact,  I  heard  so  much  said  in  regard  to  their 
incompetency,  that  I  almost  thought  that  some  one  would  introduce  a 
clause  to  prohibit  Justices  of  the  Peace  throughout  this  State.  The 
great  object  should  be  to  elevate,  if  possible,  the  standard  of  Justices  of 
the  Peace  and  make  their  Courts  respected.  It  was  contended  when 
another  section  was  pending  here  that  Justices  of  the  Peace  understood 
no  law  points,  consequently  were  incompetent,  and  incapable  of  per- 
forming the  duties  which  were  given  to  them  by  the  Constitution  of  this 
State  heretofore;  that  the  office  was  terribly  behind  the  age,  and  that 
the  Justices  themselves  were  behind  the  age,  and  incompetent  to  decide 
either  questions  in  equity  or  law.  Now,  it  does  appear  to  me,  that  by 
allowing  lawyers  to  be  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  allowing  Justices  of 
the  Peace  to  practice  law,  that  there  would  be  some  improvement  in 
this  respect.  They  would  all  the  time  be  connected  with  law  matters; 
and  in  addition  to  that,  we  find  that  very  few  lawyers  would  take  this 
position,  because  they  could  make  more  oy  practicing,  and  it  would  be 
thrown  entirely  into  the  hands  of  those  men  who  never  studied  law  at 
all.  It  does  appear  to  me,  that  by  allowing  Justices  to  practice  law,  the 
standard  of  Justices  would  be  improved  to  a  very  great  extent.  They 
wouid  be  thrown  into  an  element  where  they  would  come  in  contact 
with  law  and  with  law  questions,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  upon  this 
ground  alone  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Solano  is  a 
good  one. 

REMARKS    OF    MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  that  the 
committee  intended  to  include  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court.  It  may 
be  that  they  are  not  included,  on  account  of  the  use  of  the  word  "Judges." 
There  is  one  matter,  it  seems  to  me,  that  the  committee  overlooked,  and 
that  is,  the  Judges  of  such  inferior  Courts  as  the  Legislature  may  estab- 
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lish.  If  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  shall  not  be  allowed  to  practice,  it  seems 
to  Die  that  these  Judges  shDuld  not  be.  I  have  an  amendment  which  I 
propose  to  offer  when  I  get  an  opportunity,  which  will  read  a»  follows: 
"Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts,  and 
Judges  of  such  inferior  Courts  as  the  LegiHlaturc  may  establish,"  to  be 
inserted  where  the  word  "  Judges  "  is  now,  so  as  to  read :  **The  Justices 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts,  and  Judges  of 
such  inferior  Courts  as  the  Legislature  may  establish,  and  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  shall  not  practice  law  in  any  Court  of  the  State  during  their  con- 
tinuance in  office." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BELCHER. 

Mb.  belcher.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  can  be  no  possible  necessity 
for  such  an  amendment.  The  word  Judge  covers  all  Judges  of  Courts 
of  record.  There  is  no  Court  of  record,  and  there  can  be  no  Court  of 
record,  where  the  presiding  Justice  in  it  is  not  a  Judge,  and  the  word 
Judges,  that  we  have  used  here,  covers  all  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts,  and  of  all  Courts  that  mav  be  estab- 
lished by  tne  Legislature.  Now,  there  can  be  no  necessity  for  having 
any  other  word  than  that  Judges  shall  not  practice.  That  covers  all 
Judges  of  Courts  of  record.  Now,  if  you  say  that  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace  shall  not  practice,  you  have  covered  it  all.  The  only  question 
there  can  be,  is  whether  you  want  to  exclude  Justices  of  the  Peace  or 
not.  If  you  do  wish  to,  then  the  section  is  complete  as  it  is.  If  you  do 
not  wish  to  exclude  Justices  of  the  Peace,  then  that  part  of  it  should  be 
stricken  out.  But,  so  far  as  I  see,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  right  as  it  is. 
I  can  see  some  impropriety  about  having  Justices  of  the  Peace  following 
a  case  tried  before  them  to  the  Superior  Court  on  appeal.  If  a  Justice  is 
practicing  law,  he  might  have  clients  in  his  practice  that  would  appear 
before  him  in  other  cases.  It  might  affect  the  judgment  of  some  men. 
Again,  where  a  case  came  before  him,  he  might  say  to  himself:  If  I 
decide  the  case  for  the  plaintiff,  the  defendant  may  employ  me  to  try  the 
case  again.  He  might  expect  to  be  employed,  by  one  party  or  the  other, 
to  take  the  case  on  appeal  to  the  Superior  Court. 

Mr.  BARTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  that  amendment  will  be  voted 
down.  We  often  see  very  ridiculous  scenes  presented  in  the  interior  of 
this  State.  We  see  a  system  of  jugglery  going  on  that  does  not  speak 
well,  to  say  the  very  least  of  it.  We  see  tne  Justices  of  the  Peace  nob- 
nobing  with  the  farmers — those  who  are  having  litigation — going  on  the 
bench,  playing  Judge.  We  want  to  put  a  stop  to  some  of  this  jugglery. 
The  idea  of  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  taking  a  case  on  both  sides.  In  many 
cases  he  advises,  counsels,  and  draws  up  documents  for  both  plaintiff  and 
defendant.    We  want  this  thing  stopped. 

EBMARKS   of   MR.    MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  remember  to  have  ever 
seen  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  try  a  case  on  appeal  from  his  own  Court. 
There  may  have  been  such  cases,  but  I  do  not  see  how  an  appellate  Court 
could  permit  such  a  practice.  That  evil  I  do  not  apprehend,  but  if  there 
ever  has  been  such  a  practice  it  ought  to  be  remedied  by  legislation.  But 
I  say  I  never  knew  a  Justice  to  try  a  case  on  appeal  from  nisown  Court. 
I  would  ask  if  any  other  attorney  has  ever  known  such  a  thing.  It  has 
been  assumed  here  in  this  argument.  If  there  is  any  such  thing — really 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  such  thing,  for  I  do  not  believe  any  Superior 
Court  would  ever  permit  it — it  ought  to  be  provided  against  bv  legisla- 
tion. But  if  it  is  proper  to  put  such  material  into  the  Constitution  of 
the  State,  then  be  consistent  in  it,  and  go  into  the  details  and  specify 
that  Judges  of  a  Court  shall  not  practice  in  such  cases  as  they  have  tried. 
But  I  suppose  such  things  are  not  necessary  to  be  provided  against  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  State. 

I  think  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Solano  ought  to  be 
adopted.  The  amendment  of  my  friend  Mr.  Bartqn  seems  to  be  unneces- 
sary, so  far  as  practicing  in  their  own  cases  is  concerned,  because  there  is 
a  provision  in  the  bill  of  rights  which  gives  parties  the  right  to  practice 
in  their  own  cases,  and  there  is  no  necessity  of  making  that  exception 
which  that  amendment^  seems  to  contemplate.  But  to  say  that  no 
Justice  of  the  Peace  shall  practice  law  in  the  State  of  California  is  sub- 
stantially to  say  that  no  lawyer  shall  hold  the  office  of  Justice  of  the 
Peace.  If  not,  why  not?  A  Justice's  Court  extends,  generally,  to  the 
boundaries  of  his  township;  for  certain  purposes,  to  the  boundaries  of 
the  county.  The  Superior  Court  Judges  issue  processes  throughout  the 
whole  State.  The  Supreme  Court  Judges  are  State  officers,  and  of  course 
their  jurisdiction  extends  throughout  the  State.  But  why  should  not  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace  in  one  township  in  a  county  be  permitted  to  practice 
law  in  other  townships.  If  it  is  important  that  he  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  practice  in  nis  own  township  let  the  Legislature  make  such  a 
provision.  But  to  state  in  the  Constitution  that  a  Justice  of  the  Peace 
shall  not  practice  law,  is  to  state  something  which  I  have  been  unable  to 
find,  on  an  examination  of  the  Constitutions  of  other  States,  has  ever 
been  put  into  the  Constitution  of  any  State  before.  It  is  something  that 
raises  up  an  opposition  to  the  Constitution.  It  is  saying  that  attorneys 
who  are  holding  the  position  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  must  resign  their 
I)o.sitions,  and  in  the  future  not  accept  the  office.  I  think  it  is  a  benefit 
to  a  community  if  lawyers  will  accept  this  position.  The  best  Justice 
we  have  in  Alameda  County  is  an  attorney.  We  have  several  of  them 
who  are  attorneys.  They  are  gentlemen,  sir.  They  do  not  do  those 
things  which  a  gentleman's  sense  of  honor  would  indicate  to  him  he 
ought  not  to  do.  I  have  read  that  Thomas  Jefferson,  after  being  J^resi- 
dcnt  of  the  United  States,  accepted  the  office  of  Justice  of  the  Peace,  to 
give  dignity  to  the  position.  Sometimes  a  lawyer  retires  from  an  active 
practice,  but  at  the  same  time  he  may  take  some  oases.  He  may  have 
had  a  large  practice  and  desire  only  to  have  a  limited  practice,  and  he 
would  be  the  best  kind  of  material  for  a  Justice  of  the  Peace.  But  you 
f»uy :  No,  if  you  are  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  you  must  not  practice  any 
where  in  the  State;  you  must  take  no  case  whatever.  I  think  it  is  a 
s[>ecie8  of  legislation  that  ought  not  to  be  placed  in  the  Constitution  of 
our  State. 


Mr.  WE^T.  Mr.  Chairman:  Injustice  to  the  lawyers  of  the  State  of 
California  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted.  I  cannot  see  why 
the  lawyers  should  be  proscribed.  There  are  not  enough  Judgeships  to 
go  round,  and  unless  we  permit  them  to  be  elected  Justices  of  the  Peace 
the  balance  of  them  will  not  be  able  to  get  handles  to  their  names. 
Very  respectable  attorneys  who  have  retired  from  the  turmoils  of  active 
practice,  I  think,  accept  the  office  of  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  they 
make  very  good  and  efficient  Justices,  and  they  are  ever  afler  called 
Judge.  They  educate  the  people  up  to  a  higher  standard.  I  hope  these 
amendments  will  be  adopted. 

Tub  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Solano,  Mr.  Hilborn.      \ 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  MORELAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  a  substitute  for  section 
twenty-two. 

The  secretary  read : 

"No  Judge  of  a  Court  of  record  shall  practice  law  in  any  Court  of 
this  State  during  his  continuance  in  office." 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  substitute 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma. 

The  substitute  was  adopted  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  60  ayes  to  17 
noes. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-three. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  23.  A  Grand  Jury  shall  be  composed  of  twelve  jurors,  and  a 
concurrence  of  nine  shall  be  necessary  to  the  making  of  a  presentment 
or  the  finding  of  an  indictment. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  a  substitute  for  section 
twenty-three. 

The  secretary  read : 

"The  Grand  Jurv  shall  be  composed  of  seven  jurors,  and  a  concur- 
rence of  five  shall  be  necessary  to  the  making  of  a  presentment  or  the 
finding  of  an  indictment." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  CAFLKS. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  very  great  respect  for  the 
report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  I  have  supported  its  recommenda- 
tions down  to  this  section.  That  committee  is  composed  of  some  of  our 
ablest  lawyers.  They  took  time  and  deliberation  for  the  formulation  of 
the  various  sections  that  they  have  reported,  and  in  my  humble  judg- 
ment they  have  done  their  work  well,  and  I  have  been  sorry  to  see  the 
spirit  arise  that  has  been  exhibited  in  the  legion  of  amendments  that 
have  been  offered  to  every  proposition.  In  my  judgment  the  report  was 
so  worthy,  so  able,  that  it  ought  to  have  been  accepted  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  call  his  attention 
to  what  has  already  been  done  by  the  committee  in  the  article  on  pre- 
amble and  bill  of  rights.  It  is  there  provided  that  a  Grand  Jury  shall 
consist  of  not  less  than  eighteen.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  renew  the  point  of 
order  which  I  made  this  morning. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  have  this  to  say:  If  I  am  wrong  in  offering  this 
amendment,  then  the  report  of  the  committee  is  wrong. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     It  ought  to  be  stricken  out,  certainly. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Certainly,  if  that  be  the  case,  but  the  action  is  not  final, 
and  I  shall  insist,  at  the  proper  time,  on  correcting  what  I  consider  a 
very  great  blunder.  I  believe  that  it  would  be  the  part  of  wisdom  in 
this  committee  to  reduce  the  number;  and  to  put  so  high  as  fifteen 
would  be,  in  my  judgment,  a  very  great  blunder  indeed.  The  com- 
mittee have  improved  upon  that  by  recommending  twelve, and  I  merely 
desire  to  say,  in  this  connection,  that,  while  I  have  great  respect  for 
the  committee  and  for  their  report,  yet  I  cannot  forget  that  lawyers,  as 
such,  are  greatly  given  to  the  force  of  precedent. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to 
ask  him  a  question?  When  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  and  Judicial 
Department  reported  this  section  the  report  of  the  other  committee  had 
not  been  acted  upon.  .  Now,  would  it  not  be  better  to  leave'  that  stand- 
ing, and  strike  out  section  twenty-three  ? 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  think  it  would,  having  once  acted  upon  the  other. 
I  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Mr.  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  section 
twenty-three. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-four. 

AOK    OF   JUDGES. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  24.  No  one  shall  be  eligible  to  the  office  of  Justiqe  of  the 
Supreme  Court  unless  he  be  at  least  thirty-five  years  of  age,  and  shall 
have  been  admitted  to  practice  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State; 
and  no  one  shall  be  eligible  to  the  office  of  Judge  of  the  Superior  Court 
unless  he  be  at  least  thirty  years  of  age,  and  shall  have  been  admitted 
to  practice  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State. 

Mr.  SHURTLEFF.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  a  substitute  for  section 
twenty -four. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"  No  one  shall  be  eligible  to  the  office  of  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
or  of  the  office  of  Judge  of  a  Superior  Court,  unless  he  shall  have  been 
admitted  to  practice  in  the  Supreme  Court." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   SHURTLEFF. 

Mr.  SHURTLEFJ.  Mr.  Chairman:  That  leaves  it  right  where  it  is 
in  the  present  Constitution,  and  requires  no  qualification  as  to  age.  I 
hope  that  the  substitute  will  at  least  have  a  fair  support  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Judiciary  itself.  I  see  nothing  in  the  history  of  this  State  that 
reouires  that  there  should  be  a  limitation  upon  the  age  of  those  who  are 
to  oe  eligible  to  that  office.  One  of  the  members  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee, who  I  am  sorry  to' see  is  absent  now,  held  the  office  of  Chief  Jus- 
tice when  lie  was  only  twenty-nine  years  of  age — at  least  of  Justice,  and 
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he  was  made  Chief  Justice  when  thirty-one.  Another  distinguished 
jurist  of  this  State,  long  since  passed  away,  Hugh  Murray,  was  called  to 
the  Supreme  bench  at  the  early  age  of  twenty-seven,  and  officiated  as 
Chief  Justice  at  twenty-nine.  I  think  that  attorneys  know  that  Hugh 
Murray  was  one  of  the  most  brilliant  jurists  of  this  State,  young  as  he 
was.  Now,  if  we  look  further,  and  see  how  these  matters  have  been  in 
other  States,  we  shall  iind  that  many  of  the  best  legal  minds  have  been 

SroraOtcd  to  important  positions  when  young.  Levi  Woodbury,  of  New 
[ampshire,  was  Chief  Justice  of  the  State  of  New  Hampshire  at  the  age 
of  twenty-seven,  and  was  afterward  made  a  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States.  He  was  a  man  of  signal  ability,  and  doubtless  in  the 
various  positions  that  he  afterward  held  his  experience  while  on  the  bench 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  Hampshire  was  of  benefit  to  him  and  to 
the  people.  James  Medill,  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  was  called 
to  the  bench  at  the  age  of  twenty-six.  Hugh  L.  White,  of  Tennessee, 
was  made  a  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  at  the  age  of  twenty-ei^ht. 
Stephen  A.  Douglas  was  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Illinois  at 
the  age  of  twenty-eight.  Young  men,  comrairatively,  have  been  put 
upon  the  bench  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  nie  United  States.  Judge 
Story  was  appointed  there  by  Mr.  Madison,  when  only  thirty-two 
years  of  age.  I  think,  therefore,  it  is  unwise  to  make  this  limitation. 
Nobody  claims  that  young  men  have  been  put  in  to  the  detriment  of 
public  interest.  We  hear  no  complaint,  and  I  think  it  would  be  unwise 
to  make  this  restriction.  I  believe  in  giving  the  young  men  a  chance. 
Martin  Van  Buren,  when  a  little  bov  playing  marbles  and  flving  his 
kite  in  the  streets  of  Kind^rhook,  told  his  comrade  he  was  gomg  to  be 
President  of  the  United  States.  He  rose  quickly  to  the  position  of  State 
Senator,  then  became  Attorney-General,  and  then  Governor  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  then  Senator  in  Congress.  He  was  then  appointed  Secre- 
tary of  State  by  General  Jackson  and  then  Minister  to  England ;  then 
was  elected  Vice-President,  and  finally  reached  the  goal  of  his  ambition 
and  became  President  of  the  United  States.  I  glory — what  American 
does  not  glory — in  the  success  of  the  young  boy  of  Kinderhook.  It  is 
due  to  these  boys,  these  young  men,  that  the  path  of  honor  shall  be 
left  open  to  them,  and  I  shall  not  consent,  for  one,  to  placing  anything 
in  their  way.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  wish  to  say  a  word  in  favor  of  the 
young  men.  This  is  not  the  first,  it  is  the  third  attempt  to  strike  at  the 
young  men.  There  is  no  instance  in  the  State  where  young  men  have 
been  elected  to  office  and  failed  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties  on 
account  of  their  age,  and  I  am  opposed  to  putting  any  barrier  in  their 
path  of  advancement.  I  trust  and  hope  tnat  the  older  men  of  this 
Convention  will  not  adopt  such  a  measure  as  this  that  cuts  the  young 
men  off  from  all  hope  of  occupying  this  honorable  position  until  a  cer- 
tain time.     I  trust  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Napa,  Mr.  ShurtlefiT. 
The  amendment  was  adopted. 

BLCCTION   OF   JUOOBfl. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  offer  an  additional 
section. 
Tub  SECRETARY  read  : 

"  Separate  ballot  boxes  shall  be  provided  for  the  reception  of  votes  for 
Judges  of  Courts  of  record,  who  shall  be  voted  for  upon  ballots  different 
from  those  used  in  voting  for  other  officers.^' 
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HKXARKS   OF   MR.   CAMFBBLL. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  reason  why  I  offer  this  addi- 
tional section  is  this:  At  the  first  election  under  this  Constitution, should 
it  be  adopted,  we  shall  have  to  vote  for  a  very  large  number  of  officers. 
Heretofore  we  endeavored  to  separate  the  judicial  election  from  the  elec- 
tion for  other  State  officers;  but  it  was  found  that  the  people  would  not 
take  enough  interest  in  these  separate  elections  to  make  it  worth  while 
io  continue  that  system.  Still,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  desirable  that  you 
should  withdraw  the  election  of  these  judicial  officers  as  far  as  possible 
from  the  vortex  of  party  politics,  and  by  voting  for  them  on  separate 
tickets,  though  at  the  same  time  and  at  the  same  election,  the  judicial 
ticket  will  be  placed  in  such  a  position  that  it  will  be  separately  consid- 
ered, to  a  large  extent,  by  the  voters.  Now,  for  instance,  in  the  City  of 
San  Francisco  they  will  have  to  vote  for  twelve  Superior  Judges  and 
seven  Supreme  Court  Judges  at  the  first  election.  In  the  other  parts  of 
the  State  there  will  be  eight  or  nine  names  upon  the  judicial  ticket.  It 
ought  to  be  considered  separately ;  it  ought  not  to  be  crowded  in  with 
the  other  State  officers.  It  ought  to  be  coi^sidered  as  being,  to  a  certain 
extent,  apart  from  politics.  I  know  that  is  my  own  practice  in  relation 
to  such  matters,  ana  I  hope  that  the  practice  will  become  more  general, 
so  that  when  we  take  up  our  judicial  tickets  we  will  take  them  and 
compare  them  together,  and  vote  for  the  best  men  as  far  as  possible,  and 
that  irrespective  of  party.  I  therefore  offer  this  additional  section,  as  I 
think  it  will  conduce  to  this  end. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  additional 
section  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Campbell. 

The  amendment  was  rejected  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  34  ayes  to  47 
noes. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise  and  report  back  this 
article  to  the  Convention,  with  the  amendments,  with  the  recommenda- 
tion that  the  usual  number  of  copies  be  printed. 

Mr.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  ask  that  we  return  to  seotion  eight. 
I  have  an  amendment  to  offer  to  that  section  which  I  know  will  meet 
with  no  opposition. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

''Add  to  section  eight  the  following :  '  but  this  section  shall  not  be 
construed  as  prohibiting  the  local  Judge  from  holding  Court  at  the  same 
time.' " 


Mr.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman :  Now,  in  cases  of  that  kind,  it  is 
always  in  some  case  that  the  local  Judge  is,  perhaps,  disqualified  on 
account  of  his  having  been  engaged  in  the  case  prior  to  his  election  as 
Judge.  The  object  of  this  amendment  is,  that  while  the  Judge  pro 
tempore  is  trying  such  a  case,  the  local  Judge  may  hold  Court  in  other 
cases  at  the  same  time  and  facilitate  business.  They  cannot  do.  it  under 
the  section  as  it  is.  The  Supreme  Court  have  held  that  the  local  Judge 
cannot  hold  Court  at  the  same  time. 

Mb.  EDGERTON.  For  instance,  this  Sixth  Judicial  District  Court  is 
a  unit,'  it  cannot  be  at  two  places  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  FAWCETT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  that  amendment  will  pro- 
duce incalculable  confusion  if  it  is  put  into  the  judicial  system.  Now, 
the  Courts  of  the  counties  are  organized  on  certain  basis.  We  will  sup- 
pose that  one  Court  is  open  for«^^articular  county ;  there  are  cases  on 
the  calendar  in  which  the  Judge  is  disqualified,  and  he  calls  in  another 
Judge  to  sit  in  these  cases.  The  two  Courts  could  not  go  on  at  the  same 
time  without  producing  the  greatest  confusion.  No  facilities  would  have 
been  provided;  there  would  be  but  one  Court-room,  there  would  be  but 
one  Clerk,  there  would  be  but  one  set  of  officers,  but  one  set  of  records, 
and  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  organize  and  hold  two  Courts  at  the 
same  time;  there  would  be  but  one  calendar,  and  preparations  would 
have  been  made  generally  for  the  holding  of  but  one  Court  at  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  My  point 
of  order  is,  that  we  have  already  passed  this  section,  and  that  it  is  not 
competent  for  the  committee  to  go  back  to  it  now. 

The  chairman.  The  Chair  would  not  have  entertained  the 
motion  if  there  had  been  any  objection.  The  Chair  entertained  it 
because  there  was  no  objection.  The  Chair  decides  the  point  of  order 
not  well  taken. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    I  ask  for  the  reading  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  gentleman  from  Amador  said  that  he  had  an 
amendment  to  which  there  would  be  no  objection.  After  the  amend- 
ment was  presented  then  objection  was  made.  That  was  the  first  oppor- 
tunity there  was  to  make  objection.  Therefore  objection  was  made  to 
entertaining  the  motion.    That  makes  a  great  deal  of  difference. 

Thb  chairman.  The  Chair  does  not  understand  it  so.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mb.  belcher.  I  now  renew  the  motion  that  the  committee  rise 
and  report  this  article,  with  the  amendments,  back  to  the  Convention 
for  adoption. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Mr.  Tinnin  in  the  chair. 

The  chair.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
article  on  judicial  department,  have  made  amendments  thereto,  and 
report  the  same  back  to  the  Convention  with  recommendation  that  it  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  belcher.  Mr.  President:  I  now  move  that  nine  hundred  and 
sixty  copies  of  the  article  with  the  amendments  be  printed. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Will  the  gentleman  give  way  until  I  make  one  motion. 
My  motion  is,  that  we  refer  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Judiciarv 
and  Judicial  Department  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  with 
instructions  to  amend  section  four  so  that  appeals  shall  not  lie  to  the 
Supreme  Court  from  cases  in  equity  arising  beiore  Justices  of  the  Peace. 
If  the  Chair  will  permit  me  I  will  state  that  on  motion  of  Mr.  Freeman 
an  amendment  was  adopted  to  section  eleven,  which  gave  equity  juris- 
diction in  cases  under  three  hundred  dollars  in  regard  to  personal  prop- 
erty. Now,  if  gentlemen  will  refer  to  section  four  they  will  see  tnat  it 
provides  that  the  Supreme  Court  shall  have  appellate  jurisdiction  in  all 
cases  in  equity.  Now,  I  do  not  suppose  that  it  was  the  intention  of  this 
Convention  when  they  adopted  that  amendment  to  section  eleven,  that 
it  was  intended  that  an  appeal  should  go  directly  from  a  Justice's  Court 
to  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  belcher.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  As  I  understand  it,  this 
refX)rt  has  been  acted  upon  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  has 
been  reported  back  to  the  Convention,  and  it  is  not  in  order  now  to 
back  and  amend  it.  The  amendments  necessary  must  be  made  in  t 
Convention  when  it  conies  up. 

Mr.  ROL^E.  The  same  thing  was  done  when  we  had  section  twenty 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Corporations  before  us. 

The  CHAIR.  The  point  of  order  of  the  gentleman  is  well  taken, 
for  we  would  have  to  reconsider  the  vote  before  we  could  go  back  with  it. 

Mr.  belcher.  I  now  move  that  four  hundred  and  eighty  copies  of 
the  report  and  amendments  be  printed. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  move  to  amend,  that  nine  hundred  and  sixty 
copies  be  printed.  There  are  about  a  thousand  lawyers  in  San  Francisco 
who  are  sending  after  copies  now.  So  far  as  the  cost  is  concerned,  four 
hundred  and  eighty  copies  cost  almost  as  much  as  nine  hundred  and 
sixty. 

\iR.  BELCHER.     I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  grace.  If  it  is  true,  as  the  gentleman  says,  that  there  are  a 
thousand  lawyers  in  San  Francisco  that  will  be  sending  for  copies,  the 
gentleman  can  send  one  copy  to  a  lawyer,  and  nine  hundred  and  sixty 
of  tl.eni  can  get  together  and  have  as  many  copies  published  as  they 
want. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  additional  cost  would  amount  to  nothing,  and 
there  might  bo  some  needed  at  a  sand-lot  meeting.  I  have  no  objection 
to  their  having  them. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

RIOHT   OF   SUFFRAGE. 

Mb.  EAGON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Tinnin  in  the  chair,  for  the 
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purpose  of  further  consideriiig  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Bight  of 
Sunrage. 
The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  one. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Section  1.  Every  native  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and 
every  naturalized  citizen  thereof,  who  shall  have  become  such  ninety 
days  prior  to  any  election,  of  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  who  shall 
have  oeen  a  resident  of  the  State  one  year  next  preceding  the  election, 
and  of  the  election  district  in  which  he  claims  his  vote  ninety  days, 
shall  be  entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  which  are  now  or  may  hereafter 
be  authorized  by  law;  provided,  that  no  idiot,  insane  person,  or  person 
convicted  of  any  infamous  crime,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  privileges  of 
an  elector;  provided,  that  the  Legislature  may  by  law  remove  in  whole, 
or  in  part,  the  disabilities  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise  on  account 
of  sex. 

The  chairman.  There  are  two  amendments  to  section  one  pend- 
ing. The  gentleman  from  San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer,  moves  to  amend 
by  striking  out  the  word  "  male,"  in  the  first  line.  Mr.  Tinnin  moves 
to  amend  by  striking  out  all  afler  the  word  **  elector/'  in  the  eighth 
line. 

REMARKS  OP   HE.    MCFARLAND. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  taken  great  interest  in 
this  subject.  I  had  intended  to  offer  some  remarks  in  advocacy  of 
woman  suffrage.  To  undertake,  however,  to  discuss  such  a  question,  and 
particularly  the  unpopular  side  of  it,  under  the  ten  minutes  rule,  would 
he  utterly  vain  and  idle.  I  will  content  myself,  therefore,  by  stating, 
generally,  that  I  am  in  favor  of  woman  suffrage.  I  shall  vote  now  for 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer.  I 
would  prefer  an  amendment  prepared  by  myself,  which  proposes  to 
introduce  the  change  gradually ;  but  there  would  be  no  time  to  argue  its 
provisions.  I  believe  that  government  derives  its  just  powers  from  the 
consent  of  the  governed ;  that  representation  in  the  Legislature  is  an 
inherent  right,  "formidable  only  to  tyrants;"  and  that  the  people  are 
the  source  of  all  political  power.  Women  constitute  nearly  one  half  of 
the  people.  Asa  rule  they  are  neither  criminals,  lunatics,  nor  foreigners. 
Most  of^  them  are  native-born  citizens  of  ^ood  character  and  repute,  and 
of  the  Caucasian  race.  How,  then,  does  it  come,  sir,  that  they  have  no 
more  political  rights  on  this  free  American  soil,  on  which  they  and  their 
ancestors  were  born,  than  Chinamen  or  State  prison  convicts?  Is  there 
any  right,  or  justice,  or  decency,  in  a  law  which  gives  the  elective  fran- 
chise to  the  most  ignorant,  debased,  and  brutal  man  in  the  land,  whether 
born  here  or  abroad,  and  denies  it  to  Mrs.  Stanton,  a  cultivated  and  intel- 
lectual woman,  descended  from  revolutionary  forefathers,  and  able  to  go 
before  a  committee  of  the  United  States  Senate  and  make  an  argument 
on  constitutional  law  that  would  have  done  credit  to  any  gentleman  on 
this  floor  or  in  this  nation  ?  No  gentleman  here  will  undertake  to  argue 
the  affirmative  of  the  question.  But  customs  and  prejudices,  handed 
down  from  sire  to  son  for  generations,  are  hard  to  overcome  by  argument 
and  reason.  At  least,  it  cannot  be  successfully  done  in  ten  minutes.  I 
therefore  leave  this  question,  at  least  for  the  present. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    EAOON. 

Mr.  EAGON.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  Chairman  of  this  committee  I 
have  a  few  words  to  say,  and  I  will  start  out  by  saying  that  I  am 
opposed  to  both  of  the  amendments.  I  am  opposed  to  striking  out  the 
word  "  male  "  in  our  present  Constitution,  or  m  this.  I,  however,  am 
not  averse  to  leaving  this  matter  to  the  Legislature,  that  they  may 
decide  upon  a  question  of  so  much  importance  as  this  is.  I  have  but 
very  little  to  say  in  opposition  to  either  of  these  amendments.  I  believe 
that  the  Legislature  is  the  proper  place  to  decide  upon  a  question  of  this 
kind.  There  are  many  good  reasons  why  the  sufl'rage  should  be 
extended  to  women ;  these  are  good  reasons,  in  my  judgment,  why  it 
should  not.  I  am  in  favor  of  a  full  and  fair  discussion  of  this  question 
by  the  friends  and  the  enemies  of  the  proposition.  It  has  been  conceded 
upon  almost  every  proposition  in  this  Convention  that  a  full  and  fair 
discussion  should  be  had  upon  the  question.  This,  sir,  is  somewhat  a 
new  proposition  to  the  people  of  the  State  of  California.  There  are  gen- 
tlemen here  who  are  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  word  "  male  "  in  the 
Constitution,  and  extending  the  suffrage -to  women.  I  im  anxious  to 
hear  those  gentlemen.  They  are  anxious  to  make  their  statements  to 
the  Convention,  and  I  think  that  it  would  be  but  just  to  them  and  the 
cause  they  advocate,  to  give  a  portion  of  them,  at  least,  full  time  to  pre- 
sent their  views  to  this  body,  that  we  may  know  what  we  are  voting 
upon,  and  know  the  reasons  these  gentleii>en  have  to  offer.  I  would 
willingly  give  up  the  time  that  is  allotted  to  me,  to  any  gentleman  who 
desires  to  speak  on  this  question.  No  man  can  attempt  an  argument 
upon  a  question  like  this  in  the  short  time  allotted  by  our  rules.  I 
hope  that  the  time  will  be  given  to  certain  gentlemen  who  desire  to 
speak  upon  this  question.  It  will  not  take  long,  and  there  will  be  but 
very  little  difference  of  opinioA  except  as  to  this  one  point.  I  hope  that 
they  will  have  the  time  allowed  to  them.  I  will  give  away  the  half 
hour  allowed  me,  and  any  gentleman  who  wishes  the  floor  can  have 
my  time.     I  concede  the  half  hour  allowed  me  to  Judge  Steele. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   STEELE. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall  care  to 
occupy  half  an  hour,  but  I  will  say  what  I  have  to  say  as  briefly  as  pos- 
sible. I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer.  In  regard  to  the  importance  and  magnitude 
of  this  subject,  it  needs  only  to  be  said  that  it  vitally  concerns  the  inter- 
ests and  political  rights  of  one  half  of  the  citizens  of  this  common wcAlth. 
I  am  in  tavor  of  this  amendment,  because  I  believe  it  is  right  and  just, 
and  as  it  should  be;  and  if  I  succeed  in  making  this  as  clear  to  the  com- 


mittee as  it  is  to  my  own  mind,  this  word  ''male"  will  be  stricken  from 
this  section.  Sir,  the  word  "  male,"  as  used  in  this  section,  has  a  double 
signification  to  my  mind,  indicating  not  only  the  distinction  of  sex.  but 
also  that  garb  of  ignorance  and  prejudice  with  which  man  has  clad  him- 
self as  with  a  coat  of  mail,  thereby  rendering  his  reason  and  conscienoe 
impervious  and  almost  impregnable  to  the  advocates  of  equal  rights  and 
privileges. 

In  the  first  place,  sir,  one  half  of  the  people — and  I  assume  the  better 
half — who  constitute  and  compose  the  citizens  of  this  great  State,  are  not 
males,  but  females;  not  men,  but  women,  who,  with  the  males,  are 
equally  interested  in  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  countrj';  in  the 
happiness  and  well-being  of  the  people;  in  the  justice  and  righteousness 
of  tue  laws  by  which  their  country  is  governed;  in  the  economy  and 
purity  of  the  administration;  in  the  purity  of  the  press  and  the  free 
institutions  of  the  country.  And  yet,  sir,  woman  has  no  voice  in  the 
selection  and  election  of  the  officers.  Her's  is  the  life  of  the  slave  to 
obey ;  his  tne  self-asaerted  right  to  command.  Her's  is  the  right  to  pay 
taxes,  to  be  tried  at  the  tribunal  and  punished  as  a  felon  under  laws 
which  she  has  no  part  or  lot  in  making,  and  yet  she  is  one  half  of  the 
human  family. 

Mr.  LINDOW.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  San  Luis  Obispo  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  McCONNELL.    Judge  Steele  is  evidently  sick. 

Mr.  STEELE.     I  am  sick  and  not  able  to  speak  farther. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  blackmer.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  has  been  said;  it  is  a  matter 
of  impossibility  to  present  the  arguments  upon  this  question  in  ten  min- 
utes, but  I  will  endeavor  not  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  committee 
any  longer  than  that.  I  shall  confine  myself  strictly  to  a  few  reasons 
why,  in  my  judgment,  this  matter  has  not  been  adjusted  upon  the  basis 
of  right  previous  to  this.  This  is  not  a  new  question.  It  is  only  new  in 
this  particular  phase,  in  this  country  particularly,  in  the  effort  to  extend 
the  right  of  suffrage  to  women.  In  the  early  history  of  this  country 
suffrage  was  not  universal  among  men,  but  there  were  qualifications 
that  were  essential  to  the  exercise  of  this  right;  and  not  only  in  this 
country  but  in  others  the  right  of  suffrage  has  been  extended  beyond 
the  limits  which  it  formerly  occupied.  There  is  one  thing  in  connection 
with  this  that  we  ought  to  look  at;  one  reason  why  this  demand  has 
always  been  acceded  to.  Sir,  Magna  Charta,  that  great  charter  of  liberty 
to  the  English  people,  and  indirectly  to  the  people  who  speak  that  lan- 
guage all  over  the  world,  w^as  wrung  from  the  hands  of  King  John  at 
the  point  of  the  sword.  And  again,  when,  in  'thirty-one- two,  those 
measures  which  culminated  in  the  passage  of  the  reform  bill  in  the 
English  Parliament  were  agitating  the  people,  it  was  said  that  the 
whole  country  quivered  upon  the  very  verge  of  destruction.  There  was 
a  revolution  around  this  demand,  and  for  that  reason  it  was  granted. 
So  it  was  in  this  country  when  the  demand  came  for  the  extension  of 
this  right  to  those  who  did  not  have  the  property  qualification.  Those 
men  came  before  the  country  with  the  demand  in  one  hand  and  a  possi- 
ble revolution  in  the  other,  and  for  that  reason  it  was  granted.  But,  sir, 
there  is  no  menace  in  this  demand;  it  is  simply  a  question  of  right.  It 
is  a  demand  for  justice  because  it  is  the  best  policy.  And  shall  we  deny 
it  because  it  does  not  come  with  force?    There  is  no  justice  in  that. 

It  is  said,  however,  that  it  is  degrading — that  the  woman  will  be 
degraded  thereby.  Mr.  Chairman,  shall  we  adopt  the  principle  that 
self-^vernment  is  degrading?  Will  the  gentlemen  upon  this  floor 
admit  that  doctrine  ?  I  do  not  mean  by  politics,  but  I  mean  by  self- 
government.  Is  self-government  degracfing?  No  gentleman  will  con- 
tend that  it  is.  But,  sir,  it  is  said  that  the  women  are  not  able  to  undertake 
this,  that  they  are  the  weaker  sex;  that  they  should  be  dependent 
Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  governments  are  made  for  the  weak.  And  shall 
we  say  that  because  they  are  weaker  they  shall  bear  all  the  disabilities 
of  the  government,  while  they  who  are  stronger  shall  be  protected? 
That  argument  cannot  hold.  But,  sir,  the  point  of  resistance  that  we 
generally  meet  is,  that  women  cannot  fight,  and  when  they  have 
made  that  statement  they  fall  back  with  perfect  security  in  the  belief 
that  that  argument  cannot  be  overthrown ;  well,  I  leave  it  for  the 
gentlemen  to  decide  from  their  own  experience,  whether  they  can  or 
not.  I  should  be  inclined  to  take  the  view  that  they  can,  but  others 
may  feel  differently.  In  the  first  place,  is  fighting  all  there  is  to  be 
done  in  this  country?  And  if  they  cannot  fight,  I  beg  to  ask  the  gen- 
tleman if  there  is  nothing  done  m  those  troubled  times,  when  war 
sweeps  over  the  face  of  the  land,  that  women  can  do  better  than  men, 
and  if  women  do  not  always  come  up  and  do  the  work  that  they  can 
do?  And  further  than  that,  though  they  should  stay  at  home,  they 
are  the  sufferers,  twice  told,  beyond  those  who  take  up  the  fight, 
and  go  into  the  excitement  and  the  rush  of  the  battle.  The  govern- 
ment must  be  supported,  and  it  is  in  times  like  these  that  the  women 
of  this  and  other  countries  have  shown  their  value.  Look  at  our  own 
terrible  struggle.  There  came  these  angels  of  mercy  to  the  camps  and 
hospitals,  and  they  did  what  no  other  hands  could  do.  Look  at  the 
greatest  heroes  of  the  wars  of  the  world  and  tell  me  who  of  them  all 
did  as  much  as  Miss  Florence  Nightingale?  And  yet  we  are  told 
women  can  not  fight,  and  that  answers  the  argument.  There  is  another 
consideration.  Voting  is  a  contrivance  to  do  away  with  a  necessity  for 
fighting.  Governments  derive  their  just  powers  from  the  consent  of  the 
governed.  If  women  are  governed  they  must  give  their  consent  or 
there  is  no  just  government.  How  can  they  give  their  consent  ?  The  bal- 
lot is  but  an  authoritative  expression  of  the  will  of  the  people  in  regard 
to  public  measures  and  public  men.  Why,  then,  should  we  say  that 
one  half  of  the  community  shall  be  deprived  of  the  privilege  of  giving 
that  expression,  and  that  in  an  authoritative  manner,  in  regard  to  public 
measures  and  public  men?  But,  sir,  I  must  hurry  over  all  this  part  of 
the  question.    This  is  not  entirely  an  exx)eriment,  but  a  principle  of  gov- 
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ernnient  that  has  already  heen  tried  in  one  portion  of  our  country,  and 
while  reports  have  been  circulated  that  in  this,  Wyoming,  it  has  not  been 
a  success,  yet,  sir,  I  think  that  is  only  a  one-sided  and  prejudiced  argu- 
ment. The  facts  of  the  case  are,  and  the  proofs  can  be  haid,  that  it  is  a 
success.  First,  I  propose  to  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  written  by 
Chief  Justice  Kingman,  of  Wyoming,  dated  December  twenty-sixth, 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-two: 

"  It  is  now  three  years  since  the  Act  was  passed  |;iving  women  the 
right  of  suffrage  ana  the  right  to  hold  office  in  this  Territory,  in  all 
respects  the  same  as  other  electors.  Under  this  law  they  have  been 
eleded  and  appointed  to  various  offices,  and  have  acted  as  jurors  and 
Justices  of  the  Peace.  They  have  very  generally  voted  at  all  our  elections, 
and  have  taken  some  part  in  making  the  nominations;  and  although 
there  are  some  among  us  who  do  not  approve  of  it  as  a  principle,  I  think 
there  is  no  one  who  will  deny  that  it  naa  had  a  marked  influence  in 
elevating  our  elections,  and  making  them  quiet  and  orderly,  and  in 
enabline  the  Courts  to  punish  classes  of  crime  where  convictions  oould 
not  be  obtained  without  their  aid." 
In  another  part  of  the  letter,  he  says : 

"  There  is  another  matter  in  which  we  have  been  greatly  benefited  by 
this  law,  and  that  is  the  change  it  has  wrought  on  election  days,  and  its 
influence  at  the  polls.  Formerly  our  elections  were  scenes  of  drunken 
revel  and  noise,  of  fighting  and  riot.  But  when  the  women  came  to 
vote  they  were  always  treated  with  the  attention  and  respect  everywhere 
shown  to  women  in  the  United  States.  If  there  was  a  crowd  around  the 
polls  they  always  gave  way  when  a  woman  approached,  and  were  silent 
and  orderly  while  she  deposited  her  vote  and  went  away." 
In  regarti  to  women  serving  on  juries,  he  says: 

"  There  are  comparatively  so  few  women  here,  and  those  are  so  gen- 
erally kept  at  home  by  domestic  duties,  that  the  Courts  have  been  unable 
to  obtain  as  many  of  them  for  jurors  as  was  desirable,*  but  those  who 
have  served  have  uniformly  acquitted  themselves  with  great  credit. 
Not  a  single  verdict,  civil  or  criminal,  has  been  set  aside  where  women 
have  composed  a  part  of  the  jury.    This  has  not  been  the  case,  by  any 
means,  when  they  have  not  been  present." 
Thr  chairman.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  have  Jaxpired. 
["Leave!"    "Leave!"] 
Mr.  HOWARD.     I  object. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  on  the  other  side,  but  I  cheer- 
fully yield  my  time  to  Mr.  Blackmer. 

Mr.  ROLFE.    If  necessary,  I  will  yield  mine,  although  I  am  on  the 
other  side. 
Mr.  TULLY.    The  gentleman  can  have  my  time. 
Mr.  AYERS.    And  mine,  too. 
Mr.  KENNY.    And  mine,  too. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Gentlemen,  I  thank  you,  but  I  will  endeavor  to 
be  brief.  I  only  regret  that  I  did  not  know  that  these  gentlemen  would 
be  so  kind  to  me,  or  I  certainly  would  have  gone  on  with  the  argument 
from  the  beginning,  as  I  had  somewhat  prepared  myself  with  a  few  notes 
to  do.  But  I  will  not  occupy,  much  longer,  the  attention  of  the  commit- 
tee. I  wish,  first,  to  call  attention  to  an  extract  from  the  annual  message 
of  Governor  Campbell,  of  Wyoming,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
three.    He  says : 

"The  experiment  of  granting  to  women  a  voice  in  the  Government, 
which  was  inaugurated  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  our  country 
by  the  first  legislative  assembly  of  Wyoming,  has  now  been  tried  for 
four  years.  I  have  heretofore  taken  occasion  to  express  my  views  in 
regard  to  the  wisdom  and  justice  of  this  measure,  and  my  conviction 
that  it«  adoption  had  been  attended  only  by  good  results.  Two  years 
more  of  observation  of  the  practical  working  of  the  system  have  only 
served  to  deepen  my  conviction  that  what  we  in  this  Territonr  have 
done  has  been  well  done,  and  that  our  system  of  impartial  suffrage  is 
an  unequalled  success." 

Now,  in  answer  to  the  position  of  the  Alta,  that  it  is  not  a  success,  I 
desire  to  read  what  was  said  by  one  who  was  there  as  an  eye  witness  at 
the  last  election  in  that  Territory.  It  is  a  quotation  from  a  speech 
delivered  by  Miss  Hindman,  of  Colorado,  who  visited  Wyoming  during 
the  last  election : 

"The  day  before  election  she  had  interviewed  many  prominent  citi- 
zens on  the  success  of  woman  suffrage.  One  politician  said  one  of  the 
greatest  objections  to  suffrage  was  that  the  women  would  not  stick  to 
the  party;  they  scratched  their  ticket  in  a  very  disgusting  manner. 
The  testimony  of  the  best  people  of  the  city  was,  that  the  best  ladies  of 
the  city  votea,  all  reports  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  In  Cheyenne 
there  were  two  polling  places,  at  one  of  which  the  women  generally 
voted.  This  poll  was  in  a  room  of  the  principal  hotel,  where  ladies 
could  come  and  go  without  molestation.  The  speaker  said,  if  she  was 
any  judge  of  human  nature,  the  countenances  of  the  voting  ladies 
indicated  a  high  degree  of  culture  and  refinement.  Each  lady  had  her 
ticket  ready  when  she  reached  the  polls,  and  after  voting  it,«went  away 
without  any  disturbance. 

"The  women  did  scratch  considerably,  and  consequently,  in  a  close 
district,  one  man  ran  nine  hundred  votes  ahead  of  his  ticket,  simply  on 
account  of  his  high  moral  character.  Not  one  vote  was  challenged,  so 
much  did  the  men  have  confidence  in  the  honor  of  the  ladies.  Instead 
of  roughs,  the  poll  was  surrounded  by  gentlemen.  Not  an  oath  was 
uttered,  no  tobacco  was  used,  and  the  gathering  was  most  orderly. 
Cheyenne  is  sometimes  considered  the  worst  town  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  orderly  voting,  and  the  almost  entire  freedom  from  corruption, 
are  due  almost  entirely  to  the  woman  suffrage.  Formerly,  irresponsible 
persons  were  in  a  majority,  and  imposed  burdensome  taxes  on  the  peo- 
ple. Now,  the  wives,  mothers,  ana  sisters  of  property  owners  counter- 
act the  influence  of  the  floating  population.  The  speaker  closed  by 
declaring  that  a  mere  visit  to  the  Territory  during  election  time  would 
convince  the  most  prejudiced  that  woman  suffrage,  in  its  practical  bear- 
ing, oould  not  be  otherwise  than  successful,  and  that  she  hoped  to  live' to 


see  the  day  when  the  elective  franchise  would  be  extended  to  the  women 
all  over  the  United  States." 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  said  by  many  that  we  have  no  right,  or  that 
we  ought  not  to  agitate  this  question  now,  because  there  has  not  been 
any  great  pressing  demand  made  upon  this  Convention  for  this  change ; 
but,  sir,  I  beg  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  have  had  petition 
after  petition  sent  up  here  upon  this  very  question  from  many  portions 
of  the  State.  I  had  the  honor  to  present  one  that  contained  almost  a 
thousand  names.  And  besides  that,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  here  to 
find  out  not  what  has  been  done  in  other  States,  not  what  has  been  done 
in  this  State,  not  to  say  what  the  present  Constitution  determines,  but 
to  find  out  what  ought  to  be  done,  and  when  we  have  found  that  out 
we  must  give  them  that  right,  no  matter  what  stands  in  the  way.  My 
constituents  knew  when  they  sent^me  here  that  I  would  advocate  thfs 
measure  when  it  was  presented ;  and  although  it  may  be  the  fact  that  a 
majority  of  them,  being  all  men  who  are  qualified  to  vote,  might  vote 
in  op)x>sition  to  it,  yet,  sir,  I  believe  it  is  my  duty,  as  I  believe  it  to  be 
a  matter  of  right  and  justice,  to  advocate  this  met^ure. 

Mr.  Chairman,  equity  knows  no  sex.  It  is  a  strange  thing  in  our 
country,  that  no  matter  how  wise  or  intelligent  a  woman  may  be,  she  is 
deprived  of  all  political  right,  of  all  voice,  of  all  authoritative  expres- 
sion, as  to  government  and  governmental  measures;  while  in  other 
countries  control  may  be  vested  in  one  hand,  and  that  the  hand  of  a 
woman.  Look  at  our  mother  country  to-day,  governed  by  one,  and  that 
one  a  woman;  and  yet  if  that  very  woman  to-day  should  come  to  this 
State  of  California,  and  throw  off  her  allegiance  to  our  mother  country', 
make  herself  a  resident,  and  be  naturalized  in  this  country,  as  she  may  be 
under  our  laws,  she  would  not  be  allowed  to  step  up  to  the  polls  and  vote 
for  a  man  even  for  an  educational  office  in  this  State,  and  yet  in  her  own 
country  she  is  the  peer  of  any  statesman  they  have.  AnS  yet  men  are 
content  to  say  that  they  should  have  no  voice  in  our  own  country,  not 
even  the  simple  opportunity  to  go,  in  her  own  quiet  way,  to  the  ballot 
box,  and  express  her  opinion  in  an  authoritative  way,  as  do  men.  There 
is  no  justice  in  an  aristocracy  of  sex.  There  is  no  reason  in  it.  They 
are  taxed  without  representation,  and  taxation  without  representation,  a 
hundred  years  ago,  was  considered  tyranny.  They  are  governed  with- 
out their  consent,  and  that  same  thing  fell  under  the  same  ban  one  hun- 
dred years  ago. 

We  are  told,  sir,  that  they  will  be  represented,  and  that  those  who 
have  the  ballot  will  certainly  provide  such  governmental  measures  as 
will  be  for  the  best  interests  of  women  as  well  as  for  themselves.  But, 
sir,  that  has  been  the  argument  with  the  men  in  power  forever.  It  was 
the  argument  of  the  mother  country  when  the  colonies  were  struggling. 
They  said  that  the  measures  that  were  provided  for  the  government  of 
this  country  would  be  those  that  were  the  best  for  ourselves  and  the  best 
for  them.  The  governmental  class  says,  we  shall  provide  just  measures 
because  they  will  be  just  for  us. 

But,  sir,  that  programme  does  not  work  for  the  weak.  They  are  not 
always  satisfied,  and  if  not,  their  only  opportunity  for  showing  their  dis- 
position to  object  is  lost.  They  are  amenable  to  the  laws;  they  must  be 
punished  for  their  violation;  and,  by  the  way,  that  is  the  only  place,  in 
a  political  sense,  in  this  country,  where  they  are  equal.  If  they  disobey 
the  laws  that  are  made  without  their  consent  they  may  be  punished. 
And,  sir,  they  are  put  upon  a  level  in  this  country  with  no  class  of  peo- 
ple but  the  despised  Chinamen.  It  is  true,  politically  they  stand  in  the 
same  position  occupied  hy  aliens  who  have  no  right  to  become  citizens. 
They  are  a  class  disfranchised,  and,  sir,  it  is  inconceivable  in  any  gov- 
ernment professing  to  be  a  republic,  for  any  one  class  to  hold  the  political 
power  and  the  other  have  no  voice  in  it.  The  instance  has  never  been 
known  in  any  country  of  a  political  class  holding  supreme  power  with- 
out abusing  it,  and  it  is  so  here;  and  it  must  always  he  so.  Women  are 
in  a  condition  of  political  servitude,  as  much  so  as  any  class  has  ever 
been  in  this  country.  Politically  they  are  serfs  and  servants,  while  a 
man,  sir,  may  be  an  imbecile  or  a  criminal  and  none  question  his  right 
to  a  voice.  A  woman  may  have  all  the  virtues  that  adorn  humanity, 
but  because  her  sex  differs  from  ours  she  must  be  forever  our  slave. 
Because  we  are  physically  the  stronger— and  that  is  the  only  secret  of 
the  question — because  we  are  physically  the  stronger,  we  must  forbid  her 
the  right  to  a  voice  in  our  ffovemment.  If  circumstances  had  been 
reversed  and  the  ballot  had  fallen  to  the  lot  of  women,  while  physical 
strength  had  remained  as  it  is,  do  gentlemen  suppose  that  men  would 
have  so  long  been  contented  without  the  use  of  the  ballot?  No,  sir. 
They  would  have  appeared,  as  they  always  have  done  in  the  demand 
for  an  extension  of  this  right,  with  the  demand  in  one  hand  and  a  rev- 
olution in  the  other.  How  contemptible,  then,  to  deny  to  them  this 
right  simply  because  they  are  the  weaker,  for  there  is  no  other  argu- 
ment. Shame  upon  such  cowardly  tyranny !  Shame  upon  the  indecency 
of  such  discrimination  against  the  weaker  and  better  half  of  the  human 
family  I 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  question  that  we  must  meet.  If  we  do  not 
meet  it  now,  we  must  meet  it  in  the  near  future.  It  is  coming  up  the 
steps  of  time,  and  this  old  world  is  growing  brighter;  and  if  we  are  true 
to  ourselves;  if  we  are  true  to  the  trust  that  is  imposed  upon  us;  if  we 
look  to  see,  not  what  is,  but  what  ought  to  be,  we  shall  help  to  bring  on  this 
golden  time  when  man  and  woman  shall  be  equal  before  the  law ;  when 
those  who  are  governed  shall  be  those  who  have  a  voice  in  that  govern- 
ment; when  those  who  are  taxed  shall  be  those  who  have  a  right  to  say 
for  what  purposes  they  shall  be  taxed.  And  we  must  do  it  now.  We 
should  not  wait  until  this  gets  to  be  a  popular  movement.  It  is  only  the 
coward  who  waits  for  an  opportunity;  he  who  is  brave  makes  it. 

8PE1CH  OP  MR.  CAPLRS. 

}S.R.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  the  author  of  the  minority  report, 
it  will  be  deemed  proper  that  I  should  have  something  to  say.  I  am 
not  here  to  indulge  in  any  after-dinner  speech,  in  compliments,  spread- 
eagle,  or  otherwise ;  but  I  am  here  to  perform  a  solemn  duty,  to  speak 
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the  truth,  and  I  will  do  it,  though  the  heavens  fall.  I  am  here,  sir,  to 
defend  the  virtue  of  woman,  the  honor  of  man,  the  experience  of  man- 
kind, and  the  eternal  decrees  of  the  God  of  the  universe.  What  is  it, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  demanded  of  us  here?  What!  the  ballot  for  the 
women?  Is  that  it?  No,  sir;  that  is  but  the  be^nnin^  of  an  end; 
that  is  but  the  entering  wedge;  and  I  appeal  to  the  intelligence  of  every 
gentleman  present  to  sustain  me  in  the  charge  that  every  assemblage, 
every  convention,  of  the  devotees  of  this  lunacy,  have  proclaimed  that 
equaliiv  for  the-sexes  was  what  they  demanded.  Equality ;  not  merely 
the  right  to  vote,  because  the  right  to  vote  carries  with  it  all  the  co-rela- 
tive obligations  of  citizenship;  because  the  elector  is  entitled  to  hold 
office;  to  engage  in  anything,  to  engage  in  everything.  If  she  may 
vote,  she  may  go  down  to  all  the  dirty,  vile  trickeries  of  primary  poli- 
tics; may  hold  office,  and  may  do  anything  and  every thmg  that  man 
doeo»  And  that  is  exactly  what  they  claim  and  what  they  demand  in 
everv  Convention  that  they  ever  held  in  the  country.  And  while  I  may 
not  have  time  to  refer  to  the  authorities  to  prove  this,  I  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  appeal  to  the  intelligence  of  gentlemen  upon  this  floor  to 
sustain  me  in  the  assertion,  that  what  they  demand  is  equality ;  the 
right  to  do  whatever  men  do ;  the  right  to  be  as  bad  as  men  are.  And 
I  declare  in  the  presence  of  this  assemblage  and  high  heaven,  that  all 
my  own  experience  goes  to  show  that  the  inevitable  result  of  such  a 
policy  would  be  to  drag  her  down  from  the  high,  and  exalted,  and  God- 
given  relation  that  she  now  occupies,  into  the  very  filth  and  mire  of 
degradation  and  human  infamy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  is  the  common  experience  of  mankind  in  regard 
to  this  matter?  What  is  the  experience  of  six  thousand  years  of 
humanity  in  the  struggle  for  existence?  It  is  plain  as  the  noonday  sun 
that  the  society  of  to-day  is  but  the  evolutionary  process,  or  the  results 
of  that  evolutionary  process,  that  we  call  human  experience.  For  thou- 
sands of  years  mankind  have,  under  various  conditions,  been  making  the 
struggle  for  existence,  and  the  society  that  exists  to-day,  governmental, 
social,  religious,  and  otherwise,  is  simply  the  result  of  that  evolutionary 
process.  It  is  not  the  arbitrary  dictation  of  one  man ;  it  is  the  result  of  the 
force  of  nature,  the  struggle  tor  existence  in  which  man  has  been  placed. 
I  desire,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  illustrating  the  truth  of  what  I  have  said,  to 
read  from  an  English  authority.  I  read  from  the  **  Science  Monthly/' 
quoting  from  the  *'  Quarterly  Journal  of  Science,"  and  from  an  author 
of  great  standing;  he  says: 

"  There  is  in  particular  one  question  now  agitating  human  society, 
which  seems  particularly  to  require  such  treatment.  Every  one  knows, 
that  of  late  years  a  movement  has  sprung  up  to  secure  for  women  as  con- 
tradistinguished from  men,  certain  rights,  liberties,  and  powers,  of  which 
it  is  contended  they  have  been  arbitrarily  and  wrongfully  deprived.  To 
define  this  movement,  and  to  formulate  distinctly  the  demand  of  its  sup- 
porters, is  a  scarcely  possible  task.  Innovators  and  agitators  of  all  kinds 
enjoy  the  advantage  that  they  cannot  be  tied  down  to  any  fixed  set  of 
})ropositions  by  which,  and  by  whose  logical  consequences,  they  are  pre- 
pared to  stand  or  fall.  On  the  contrary,  if  one  ground  is  founi^  untena- 
ble another  is  instantly  taken  up;  what  satisfies  one  champion  of  the 
cause  is  rejected  by  another;  and  what  to-day  is  accepted  as  final — as  in 
the  case  of  the  anti-vivisection  movement — is  to-morrow  proclaimed  a 
mere  installment,  and  made  the  basis  of  fresh  demands.  Perhaps  we 
may  best  describe  the  movement  as  an  attempt  to  obliterate  all — save 
the  purely  structural — distinctness  between  man  and  woman,  and  to 
establish  between  them  a  complete  identity  of  duties  and  functions  in 
place  of  that  separation  which  has,  more  or  less,  hitherto  always  existed. 
That  certain  speakers  and  writers,  not  content  with  mere  identification, 
go  on  to  inversion,  and  would  assign  to  men  the  particular  tasks  now 
allotted  to  women,  though  a  8ic:nificant  fact,  need  not  detain  our  atten- 
tion. It  is  no  use  laughing  at  tnis  agitation  as  the  outcome  of  a  mere 
crotehet.  In  certain  states  of  the  moral  atmosphere  crotehets  spread  just 
as  do  epidemics — which  they  closely  resemble — in  certain  conditions  of 
the  physical  atmosphere  and  other  surroundings  of  man.  Who  would 
attempt  to  deal  witn  the  cholera  or  smallpox  by  ridicule,  how  pungent 
and  incisive  soever?" 

So  it  appears  that  in  England,  as  well  as  in  the  United  States,  the 
demand  is  for  an  utter  abolition  of  all  distinctions  of  rights,  immunities, 
privileges,  and  obligations;  that  women  shall  be  made  men;  that  men 
shall  be  made  women.    That  is  the  deman<l. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  one  word  in  regard  to  the  arguments  made  upon 
the  other  side  of  this  question,  and  they  may  be  all  concentrated  m  a 
quotation  from  the  C^eclaration  of  Independence,  as  near  as  I  have  heard 
them.  It  is  the  old  cry.  Let  us  see  wnat  there  is  in  it.  Taxation  and 
representation  should  gp  together.  Now,  what  did  the  fathers  mean  bv 
that?  Did  they  mean  that  all  men  should  hold  the  ballot  in  their 
hands,  to  say  nothing  of  all  women?  Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  at  that 
time  universal  suffrage  was  unthought  of.  Suffrage  waa  confined  to  the 
few,  to  the  privileged  class,  and  the  idea  of  women  voting  had  never 
been  conceived  of  at  that  time.  Was  it  that  all  men,  not  to  say  all 
women,  should  hold  the  ballot,  that  the  fathers  objected  to  the  tax  on 
tea?  Certainlv,  every  gentleman  who  knows  history  knows  that  if  the 
colonies  had  been  represented  in  the  British  Parliament  by  a  con- 
stituency composed  of  one  third,  one  fourth,  or  one  tenth  of  what  we 
would  call  the  male  citizens  of  the  colonies,  nobody  would  have  raised 
an  objection.  They  wore  texed  without  representation.  What  was 
meant?  That  the  colonies  were  entitled  to  the  privileges  of  British 
subjects;  that  is,  to  be  represented  in  Parliament.  Not  by  men  or 
women — not  by  all  men — because,  as  I  have  before  said,  the  idea  was 
unknown.  Universal  suffrage,  or  what  we  call  manhood  suffrage,  did 
not  exist,  and  never  had  existed  at  that  time. 

One  word  in  regard  to  the  genesis  and  philosophy  of  manhood  suf- 
frage. Why  should  man  hold  the  ballot,  and  why  should  not  woman 
hold  it?  What  a  man  earns  is  his  own.  I  stete  it  as  a  dogma.  What 
is  political  sovereignty?  It  is  the  fruits  of  the  sword.  It  has  always 
been  the  fruits  of  the  sword.    Take  our  own  country  as  an  illustration. 


How  do  we  find  it?  The  colonies  came  here  from  Great  Britain,  not 
demanding  sovereign  rights,  not  demanding  the  right  to  go  back  and 
undo  society  and  reconstruct  it.  By  no  means.  They  came  here  as  the 
humble  servants  of  his  Britannic  Majesty, seeking  to  benefit  themselves 
and  their  posterity.  But  when  they  were  denied  the  representation  of 
British  subjects — and  I  wish  again  to  call  attention  to  wliat  constitutes 
the  rights  of  British  subjects — it  was  not  that  all  men  should  vote,  to 
say  nothing  about  women;  it  was  at  that  time  that  a  certain  select  num- 
ber, both  in  Great  Britain  and  the  colonies,  as  a  privileged  class,  voted. 
Then,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  find  that  political  sovereignty,  that  power  that 
we  represent  with  the  ballot,  is  the  creature  of  the  sword ;  was  won  by 
the  sword.  The  fathers,  when  they  rebelled,  did  they  win  that  sover- 
eign power  by  a  declaration  that  governments  derive  their  just  powers 
from  the  consent  of  the  governed?  If  they  had  depended  upon  such 
ammunition  as  that  they  would  very  soon  have  been  cinched.  They 
relied  upon  something  more  substantial — u{K>n  powder  and  lead,  upon 
the  sword — and  they  won  that  political  sovereignty  that  we  enjoy,  and 
that  the  ballot-box  represents  to-day.  Has  it  been  indicated  since? 
Certainly.  The  sword  won  it,  and  the  sword  has  defended  it.  Now, 
right  here  we  get  the  key  to  manhood  suffrage.  And  allow  me  to  say 
in  this  Convention,  that  property,  as  property,  never  haa  voted  any- 
where. They  claim  that  women  should  vote  because  they  sometimes 
have  property.  I  deny  that  property  ever  voted  anywhere*  It  does  not 
vote  to-day.  The  tramp,  begging  his  grub  on  the  road,  casts  one  ballot, 
and  so  does  Governor  Stanford,  and  no  more.  And  why  is  this  so  ? 
Everything  that  exists  in  this  world  exists  by  virtue  of  a  cause.  Let  us 
go  back  and  see  what  that  cause  is.  It  is  not  because  he  has  got  prop- 
erty that  he  is  allowed  the  franchise,  because  we  know  that  we  have 
provided  in  the  Constitution  that  even  the  tramp  who  begs  his  grub 
upon  the  roads  shall  have  the  ballot.  Why  ?  Because  the  sovereign 
authority  represented  by  the  ballot  is  sustained  by  the  sword  that  he  is 
able  to  wieia.  The  Government  may  and  does  call  upon  him  for  mili- 
tory  support. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  have  expired. 

[Cries  of  "  Leave;"  "  Leave."] 

Mb.  CAPLES.  The  Government  demands  of  him  that  support,  and 
enforces  it  if  needs  be,  upon  which  depends  the  perpetuity  of  that  sov- 
ereign power  represented  by  the  ballot.  And  rigut  here  is  the  philoso- 
phy, the  equity,  the  justice,  and  the  common  sense  of  universal  or 
manhood  suffrage.  But,  while  we  discuss  the  philosophy  of  this  man- 
hood suffrage,  we  see  that  it  had  no  application  to  women.  And  why 
not?  Simply  because  the  eternal  fiat  of  God  and  nature  has  decreed  that 
they  are  not  so  constituted.  They  lack  the  physical  power,  the  physi- 
cal courage,  the  endurance — not  to  say  that  it  would  interfere  with  and 
defeat  the  great  end  of  creation,  the  reproduction  of  our  species. 

Now,  gentlemen  have  much  to  say  in  regard  to  the  oppression  of 
women.  Now,  I  want  to  know  where  it  comes  in.  Sometimes  they  pay 
taxes.  They  do  not  vote,  consequently  they  are  oppressed.  Are'they 
oppressed  when  they  are  not  permitted  to  pay  a  p>oll  tax?  Are  they 
oppressed  when  they  are  not  permitted  to  work  upon  the  roads?  Are 
they  oppressed  when  they  are  not  permitted  to  enter  the  ranks  of  the 
army,  to  defend  the  flag  that  protects  them  ?  Is  it  then  that  they  are 
oppressed?  Are  they  oppressed  when  the  lady  comes  into  the  car  door 
and  the  gentleman  gets  up  and  surrenders  his  seat  to  her?  Is  it  then 
that  they  are  oppressed?  When  they  are  wronged,  immediately  every 
manly  arm  is  outstretehed  to  defend  them,  and  the  privilege  of  defend- 
ing themselves  is  taken  out  of  their  hands.  Is  it  then  that  they  are 
oppressed  ?  I  cannot  see  any  oppression  in  this.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
their  sex  itself  is  a  title  of  nobility  ?  I  assert  that  such  is  the  case.  In 
our  free  land,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  the  fact  is  that  her  sex  is 
the  equivalent  to  a  patent  of  nobilitv.  She  is  everywhere  respected, 
honored,  and  cherished  as  a  being  above,  infinitely  above  man,  in  all 
the  moral  attributes.     Is  this  oppression,  that  she  should  be  so  regarded  ? 

I  deny,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  there  is  one  scintilla  of  truth  in  the  asser- 
tion that  woman  is  oppressed.  Men  shield  and  protect  and  defend  her  as 
a  being  better  than  themselves.  Yes;  I  say  better  than  themselves. 
Show  me  that  man  who  does  not  treat  and  respect  his  daughter  and  his 
wife  above,  infinitely  above,  his  sons — show  me  such  a  man — and  I  will 
show  you  a  brute.  No,  sir;  it  may  be  true  in  some  cases;  it  may  have 
been  true  in  some  ages,  and  I  know  that  it  is  true  in  some  barbarous 
nations,  that  women  are  oppressed.  And  in  this  connection  I  mav  be 
pardoned  for  telling  an  anecdote  that  occurred  to  me  when  I  was  a  ooy. 
I  met  an  Indian  and  his  wife — his  squaw — in  the  woods  where  I  was 
hunting.  The  woman  had  on  her  back  a  load  of  pumpkins,  nearly 
enough  for  a  mule  to  carry,  and  her  papoose  strapped  on  top  of  the  pump- 
kins. I  says  to  the  buck :  **  You  take  that  load  off  your  squaw's  back 
and  carry  it."  **  No,  no,"  he  said.  I  had  a  rifle,  and  I  told  him  I  would 
put  a  hole  through  him  if  he  did  not  do  it,  and  I  made  him  take  it  and 
mck  it  off.  In  that  instance  I  admit  that  the  woman  was  oppressed. 
But  is  it  true  of  our  men  ?  Isittrueof  the  American  people?  I  aenounce 
the  assertion  as  the  very  concentration  of  everything  that  is  false.  Is  it 
not  notorious  to  every  gentleman  on  this  floor  that  our  people  here  in 
California  always  have  been  in  the  habit — and  I  plead  guilty  to  the 
charge  myself — of  educating  our  daughters  up  to  a  higher  standard  than 
we  have  our  sons.  I  have  no  doubt  that  every  gentleman  present  who 
is  in  moderate  cireumstanoes  will  do  the  same  thing,  because  of  that 
tenderness  of  re^rd  that  we  feel  for  her  because  she  is  a  woman.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  desire,  in  illustrating  the  folly  of  this  crusade  against  soci- 
ety, against  nature,  and  against  God,  to  quote  again  from  that  high 
authoritv  to  show  that  it  is  a  rebellion  against  nature, agafnst  humanity, 
and  against  God.    He  says: 

"  It  would  be  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  all  these  diversities,  structural 
and  functional,  arc  objectless,  ana  do  not  imply  a  corresponomff  diversity 
of  duties.  This  accordingly  we  find  to  be  the  case:  the  male,  at  least 
in  all  species  which  form  unions  of  any  degree  of  permanence — whether 
monogamous  or  polygamous — defends  and  protects  the  female  and  her 
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young  ones.  Thus,  if  a  herd  of  elephants  is  menaced,  the  most  powerful 
tuskers  take  their  station  on  the  side  where  danger  appears,  while  the 
females  and  the  young  are  placed  as  far  as  possible  out  of  harm's  way. 
If  bisons  are  attacked  by  wolves,  the  bulls  torm  a  circle,  inclosing  the 
cows  and  calves.  A  similar  order  is  adopted  by  wild  horses.  A  gorilla 
will  encounter  any  danger  in  defense  of  his  mate,  and  even  among 
baboons  the  old  males  will  face  an  approaching  enemy,  while  the  weaker 
members  of  the  troop  make  good  their  escape.  A  lion  has  been  seen  in 
the  same  manner  covering  the  retreat  of  his  lioness  and  her  cubs." 

What  I  wish  to  show  from  this  is  that  man  in  his  pre^^nt  condition 
and  the  present  state  of  society  is  but  the  result  of  that  higher  develop- 
ment that  we  see  illustrated  in  a  lower  degree  in  those  classes  of  animals 
that  are  the  lowest  in  the  scale  of  existence.  If  we  take  for  example  the 
lower  orders  of  creation  we  learn  from  their  habits  something  of  that 
primal  condition  in  which  man  existed  prior  to  the  date  of  histories. 
Everywhere  we  find  that  the  intention  of  the  male  is  a  protector  and 
defender.  Why  is  this  so?  Simply,  Mr.  Ohairman,  because  it  is  the 
law  of  the  great  Creator  and  the  law  of  our  being.  And  if  it  were  pos- 
sible for  the  folly  of  this  age  to  reverse  and  undo  that  which  nature  and 
nature's  God  has  done,  what  would  be  the  result? 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  while  I  admit  that  it  is  within  the  province  of 
human  folly  to  go  so  far  as  to  reverse  the  order  of  nature,  I  know,  and 
every  gentleman  knows,  that  while  we  may  not  repeal  the  laws  of 
nature,  we  may  violate  them.  And  if  we  do  we  must  reap  the  reward; 
we  must  receive  the  penalty.  These  great  laws  are  not  arbitrary,  but 
are  the  outgrowth  of  human  interests  and  human  experience,  and  of 
the  struggle  of  mankind  for  existence.  I  deny,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  there 
is  anything  arbitrary  in  the  condition  of  society  as  it  exists  here  and 
elsewhere.  Thei^g  is  nothing  arbitrary  about  it.  It  is  simply  the  out- 
growth of  human  interests,  growing  out  of  the  struggle  for  existence; 
and  in  that  connection  I  desire  to  read  from  the  same  author,  showing 
that  any  attempt  to  reverse  these  conditions  upon  which  mankind  cxisl^ 
now,  or  defying,  or  outraging,  or  attempting  to  override  the  aggregate 
and  the  concrete  experience  of  mankind,  would  result  in  retrograde 
action.  He  shows  most  conclusively,  although  I  have  not  time  to  read 
it  all,  that  any  attempt  to  reverse  these  conditions  that  we  find  existing 
now  would  be  retrograde  in  action ;  that  the  tendency  would  be  to  send 
us  backward  instead  of  forward  in  the  march  of  progress.    He  says : 

"  We  have,  therefore,  in  fine,  full  ground  for  maintaining  that  the 
'woman's  rights  movement'  is  an  attempt  to  rear,  by  a  process  of  unnat- 
ural selection,  a  race  of  monstrosities — hostile  alike  to  men,  to  normal 
women,  to  human  society,  and  to  the  future  development  of  our  race. 
We  know  that  the  modem  'honorary  Secretary'  is  always  ready  to 
exclaim,  'Let  heaven  and  earth  perish,  so  my  crotchet  may  be  realized!' 
But  we  would  bid  him  ask  himself  whether  the  end  is  worth  the 
means." 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire  to  talk  frankly  upon  this  subject.  Why 
should  we  ignore  the  experience  of  the  human  race  and  attempt  to  set 
up  an  abnormal  condition  of  things  that  have  never  existed  before?. 
Where  is  the  argument?  Well,  they  go  at  us  with  the  old  Declaration 
of  Indef)endence.  I  have  shown,  I  hope,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  there  is 
absolutely  no  ground  for  assuming  any  parallel  in  this  case.  I  have 
shown  that  the  suffrage  that  was  meant  at  that  time  not  only  did  not 
mean  women,  but  did  not  mean  all  men.  I  have  shown  the  reason  and 
philosophy  and  design  of  manhood  suffrage.  I  have  shown  that  politi- 
cal power  rests  upon  the  sword,  is  maintained  by  the  sword,  ana  that 
men  alone  are  capable  of  wielding  that  sword.  Is  this  true,  or  is  it  not? 
('an  you  point  to  a  single  instance  in  the  history  of  any  sovereignty  that 
has  ever  existed  by  virtue  of  any  other  power  but  the  sword?  Can  you 
point  to  any  power,  any  political  sovereignty,  that  ever  existed  save  and 
alone  by  the  sword  ?  Perhaps  our  fathers  thought  that  they  had  estab- 
lished a  government  sustained  by  the  consent  of  the  governed,  resting 
upon  the  consent  of  the  governed,  that  it  might  exist  in  that  form.  Did 
they  believe  so?  Certainly  not.  They  made  preparations  to  defend  it 
with  the  sword,  and  thev  have  defended  it  with  the  sword,  and  if  it  had 
not  been  defended  by  tne  sword  would  it  have  existed  to-day?  Who 
will  say  that  it  would  have  existed  to-day  ?  Where  would  be  that  power 
that  you  represent  at  the  ballot-box  to-day  but  for  that  sword  that  has 
maintained  it  from  the  time  of  the  Revolution  down  to  the  present  day? 
Do  we  believe  we  can  maintain  it  in  the  future  by  any  other  means  than 
the  same  means  that  has  sustained  political  power  to  the  present  day  ? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  holds 
that  the  right  to  vote  depends  upon  skill  in  wielding  the  sword  ?  If 
that  be  so,  I  know  a  little  actress  who  can  run  the  gentleman  through 
the  ribs  in  two  minutes. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  The  right  to  vote,  the  power  of  sovereignty,  does  rest 
right  squarely  upon  the  basis  of  the  ability  of  men  to  wield  the  sword. 
It  is  true  we  cannot  make  distinctions,  and  say  because  one  man  is 
physically  weak  and  another  is  physically  strong,  that  therefore  the 
strong  man  shall  vot«  twice  and  the  weaker  one  vote  once.  Neither 
would  it  be  just  to  say,  taking  manhood  suffrage  as  a  basis,  that  a  man 
physically  disabled,  or  an  ola  man,  should  be  disqualified.  He  may 
have  been  disabled  in  various  ways,  but  at  some  time  or  other  he  owed 
a  duty  to  the  Government  to  sustain  it  with  sword.  But  the  gentleman 
would  say  some  men  never  were,  perhaps,  capable.  But,  sir,  we  cannot 
make  exceptions;  and  I  remind  the  gentleman  that  no  human  system 
that  ever  was  devised  \faa  perfect,  or  could  do  exact  justice;  and  I  think 
I  have  heard  the  gentleman  use  that  very  remark  himself.  Whether  I 
have  or  not,  I  heard  it  from  others,  and  it  is  eminently  true.  It  is 
utterly  impossible  to  do  exact  and  mathematical  justice  in  all  cases.  It 
is  beyond  the  skill  and  ingenuity  of  mail  to  do  it;  and  it  has  been  wisely 
said  that  imperfection  adheres  to  every  work  of  man.  But  the  rule,  I 
say,  is  a  good  one.  I  sav,  that  the  philosophy  of  manhood  suffrage  is 
based  upon  solid  grounds;  because  what  would  hold  wealth  up;  what 
would  hold  sovereignty  up;  what  would  hold  political  rights,  the  Con- 
stitution, and  the  Government  itself  up,  without  the  sword  to  maintain 


and  defend  them  ?  It  would  not  exist  five  years,  one  vear,  one  month. 
All  human  experience  proves  that  all  political  power  Is  the  creature  of 
physical  force. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  conclusion,  I  desire  to  say,  in  regard  to  the 
report  of  the  committee,  that  it  is  in  the  worst  possible  form  in  which 
the  question  could  have  been  presented.  Why,  sir,  it  would  l>e  better,  if 
we  were  going  to  commit  this  folly,  to  put  it  in  the  Constitution,  and 
not  leave  it  for  the  Legislature.  It  would  attract  a  corrupting  and 
demoralizing  lobby  in  perpetuity,  through  all  time.  Such  would  inevi- 
tably be  the  result,  because  we  all  know  that  our  people  are  too  sober 
yet  to  commit  this  great  folly.  But  in  the  course  of  time,  no  telling. 
As  this  authority  says,  it  is  a  disease  that  is  spreading,  and  we  do  not 
know  but  what  in  time  we  may  reach  that  stage  and  state  of  folly.  But 
until  that  time,  we  should  have  a  corrupting,  degrading,  demoralizing 
lobby,  forever  besiegin^^  our  Legislature  about  this  supposed  right. 

Now,  in  regard  to  this  great  central  idea.  Would  it  degrade  and  cor- 
rupt women  to  be  made  men — to  be  invested  with  this  right?  Let  us, 
for  a  moment,  consider  the  matter  deliberately.  Let  us  bring  it  home. 
Let  every  man  take  it  to  his  own  door  and  see  what  it  looks  like;  bring 
it  up  to  his  own  eye,  so  that  he  can  see  it.  Imagine,  my  friend,  this 
state  of  things.  Your  wife,  a  candidate  for  the  Legislature,  stumping 
the  county;  your  daughter  locked  up  in  the  jury  box  all  night;  you, 
with  the  newspaper,  reading  the  account  of  the  cnnvass  in  which  your 
wife  was  engaged  against  John  Doe;  and  John  Doe,  not  being  a  very 
gallant  man,  and  a  little  given  to  scandal,  begins,  first,  to  assert  that  she 
is  not  exactly  like  Caesar's  wife.  Next  time  he  pronounces,  boldly,  that 
she  is  no  better  than  she  should  be.  You,  at  home,  rocking  the  cradle 
with  one  hand  and  holding  the  newspaper  with  the  other,  and  reading 
this  scandal  that  is  being  circulated  in  the  newspapers  in  regard  to  your 
wife.  Do  you  like  the  picture?  [Laughter.]  Wouldn't  you  wish  your- 
self in  the  bottom  of  perdition?  Wouldn't  you  wish  you  never  had  a 
wife — never  had  a  female  child? 

Mr.  BARTON.    Serves  you  right. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Serve  me  right?  I  should  not  have  allowed  my 
daughter  to  go,  or  my  wife?  As  I  before  remarked,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
ballot  carries  with  it  thecorrelativeobligationsof  citizenship,  and  that  is 
what  they  claim.  It  is  what  is  claimed  in  every  Convention,  and  in 
every  platform  that  is  put  out;  equality  of  rights,  of  obligations,  priv- 
ileges, and  immunities;  and  they  certainly  cannot  dodge  it.  But  let  us 
look  a  little  further  and  see  what  the  result  may  be.  Your  wife  is 
elected  to  the  Legislature  and  your  daughter  is  elected  Constable,  and 
vou  are  at  home  taking  care  of  the  babies.  [Laughter.]  Your  wife  is 
having  a  good  time  sitting  here  amon^  the  members,  and  if  vou  are 
lonesome  you  come  up  here  to  see  what  is  going  on.  You  see  a  bevy  of 
gallant  gentlemen  around  your  wife  paying  great  attentions  to  her.  It 
may  be  that  you  will  thinlc  this  all  right,  and  it  may  not.  [Laughter.] 
I  will  leave  that  for  gentlemen  to  imagine  for  themselves.  But  the 
point  is  here,  that  it  is  impossible,  that  it  is  not  in  the  nature  of  things, 
that  women  could  or  would  avoid  the  wreck.  Now,  gentlemen  who  are 
disposed  to  be  gallant  and  make  nice  speeches  in  defense  of  ladies,  cover 
up  the  truth  with  something  that  will  sound  nice.  They  are  too  true. 
Their  virtue  is  of  inestimable  value;  They  are  behind  impregnable 
ramparts,  and  we  are  easy  on  the  subject.  It  was  once  said  that  those 
men  who  were  so  liberal  in  their  religious  views,  were  so  simply  because 
they  had  no  religion;  and  I  think  that  gentlemen  who  have  not  got  any 
wives,  any  sisters,  any  daughters,  any  mothers,  or  any  intimate  relatives, 
may  feel  exactly  this  way.  But  I  put  it  to  my  friends,  and  I  put  it  to 
every  gentleman  on  this  floor,  to  orjng  it  home  to  himself  and  see 
whether  he  is  willing  to  trust  to  that  kind  of  sophistry  and  flattery  con- 
veyed in  the  declaration  that  women  are  too  incorruptible,  and  that 
they  are  not  to  be  corrupted.  Why,  what  are  the  facts,  gentlemen  ?  Is 
there  no  such  thing  as  fallen  women  ?  With  all  the  safeguards  that 
society  has  placed  around  them ;  with  all  the  care,  and  with  an  entire 
removal  from  the  degrading  effects  of  politics,  are  there  no  fallen 
women  ?     I  would  to  God  there  were  not. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Do  you  propose  to  prohibit  a  fallen  woman  from 
voting  and  allow  male  criminals  to  vote? 

Mr.  CAPLES.  That  reminds  me  of  an  anecdote,  but  I  am  not  at 
liberty  to  tell  it  now.  I  could  tell  the  gentleman  privately  an  anecdote 
that  would  illustrate  it  far  better  than  anything  I  could  say  here.  It  is 
true  we  have  our  Troy  Dyes.  We  have  criminals  of  every  grade,  and 
we  cannot  prohibit  them  from  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  suflrage  until 
we  have  convicted  them.  Then  we  do  propose  to  take  away  from  them 
the  ballot.  But  I  will  remind  the  gentleman  that  it  is  a  legal  maxim 
that  every  man  is  innocent  until  he  is  proved  guilty.  When  he  is 
proved  guilty  we  take  it  from  him,  and  I  say  never  give  it  to  him  again — 
never I 

No,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  truth,  and  every  man  must  and  will  realize  it 
if  he  will  bring  it  home  to  himself,  is,  that  good,  high,  holy,  and  pure 
as  our  women  are — and  there  is  no  man  living  upon  the  earth  who  has 
a  more  reverential  respect  for  them  than  I  have — I  had  a  mother,  I  have 
a  wife,  and  daughters,  more  than  the  other  gentleman,  I  have  no  doubt — 
perhaps  I  have  neen  more  blessed  in  that  respect  than  others  have,  and 
1  can  bring  it  home  to  myself— I  own,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  I  have 
been  infinitely  more  careful  about  the  purity  of  my  wife  and  daughters 
than  I  ever  thought  it  necessary  to  be  for  myself  and  my  sons.  Is  not 
this  the  experience  of  every  man?  Show  me  that  man  who  has  not 
more  care  and  regard  for  his  wife  and  his  daughters  than  he  has  for 
himself  and  his  sons.  I  hope  he  is  not  on  this  floor,  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
cannot  conceive  of  any  heresy  that  the  human  mind  ever  conceived  of 
so  dangerous,  so  utterly  repugnant  to  every  sense  of  refinement,  feeling, 
and  honor,  as  this  last  and  latest  heresy.  Why,  what  would  be  the 
result?  We  all  know  that  there  are  causes  that  while  they  do  not  dis- 
turb the  purity  of  the  great  class  of  our  women  yet  do  drag  others  down 
into  the  mire  of  infamy.  Shall  we  by  deliberate  policy  increase  the 
dangers?    Why,  gentlemen,  if  time  permitted  to  read  a  discussion  here 
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by  Mr.  Cook,  a  member  of  the  Ohio  Convention,  in  "which  he  was  the 
champion  of  this  lunacy,  and  he  drew  a  most  brilliant  picture  of  the 
purity  and  excellence  of  women,  and  finstUy  declared:  "Cannot  you 
trust  her — she  who  alone  can  say  whether  your  heir  shall  be  your  own  ?" 
Opening  right  at  your  feet  a  yawning  chasm,  deep,  dark,  impenetrable, 
into  which  man  may  be  precipitated. 

Mb.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman:  Considering  the  fact  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento  has  occupied  so  mucn  time  upon  this  question, 
and  as  I  am  satisfied  that  we  cannot  get  to  a  vote  this  evening,  I  move 
that  the  committee  do  now  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Mr.  Tinnin  in  the  chair. 

Thb  chair.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Right  of  SuiSrage,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  take  a 
recess  until  seven  p.  m. 

ADJOUBNUSNT. 

Mb.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  Convention  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

And  at  five  o'clock  and  three  minutes  p.  m.  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes  a.  k. 


ONE    HUNDRED   AND    NINTH    DAY. 

Sacbambnto,  Tuesday,  January  14th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


PBESENT. 

Andrews, 

Harrison, 

Reynolds, 

Ayers, 

Harvey, 

Rhodes, 

Banry, 
Bartoi\^ 

Herri  ngton, 
Hilborn, 

BJ^r'"' 

Beerstecher,     ^ 

Hitchcock, 

Schomp, 

Belcher, 

Holmes, 

Shafter, 

BeU, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Shurtleff, 

Biggs, 

Huestis, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Blackmer, 

Hughey, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Boggs, 

Hunter, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Boucher, 

Jones, 

Soule, 

Brown, 

Joyce, 

Stedman, 

Burt, 

Kelley, 

Steele, 

Campbell, 

Kenny, 

Stevenson, 

CapUs, 

Keyes, 

Stuart,  • 

Charles, 

Kleine, 

Sweasey, 

Condon, 

Lampson, 

Swenson, 

Cowden, 

Larkin, 

Swing, 

Crouch, 

Larue, 

Thompson, 

Davis, 

Lavigne, 

Tinnin, 

Dowling, 

Lindow, 

Tully, 

Doyle, 

Mansfield, 

Turner, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz 

,  Tuttle, 

Dunlap, 

McCallum, 

Vacquerel, 

Edgerton, 

McComas, 

Van  Dyke, 

Estee, 

McConnell, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Estey, 

McFarland, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Evey. 

McNutt, 

Waters, 

Farrell, 

Miller, 

Weller, 

Fawcett, 

Moffat, 

Wellin, 

Filcher, 

Moreland, 

West, 

Freud, 

Morse, 

Wickes, 

Garvey, 

Nason, 

White, 

Glascock, 

Neunaber, 

Winans, 

Gorman, 

Ohleyer, 

Wyatt, 

Grace, 

Pulliam, 

Mr.  President. 

Hale, 

Reed, 

ABSBMT. 

Barbour, 

Hall. 

O'Donnell, 

Barnes, 

Heiskell, 

O'SuUivan, 

Beriy, 

Herold, 

Overton, 

Casserly, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Porter, 

Chapman, 

Inman, 

Prouty, 

Cross, 

Johnson, 

Reddy, 
Schell, 

Dean, 

Laine, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Lewis, 

Shoemaker, 

Eagon, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Terry, 

Finney, 

McCoy, 

Townsend, 

Freeman, 

Mills, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Graves, 

Murphy, 

Webster, 

Gregg, 

Nelson, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Hager, 

Noel, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District. 

LEAVB  OF   ABSBN'CE. 


Leave  of  absence  for  one  week  was  granted  Mr.  Finney. 
Leave  of  absence  for  the  balance  of  the  week  was  granted  Mr.  Wil- 
son, of  First  District. 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  McCoy  and  Eagon. 


THE  JOVBKAL. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.    Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of 
the  Journal  be  dispensed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 
So  ordered. 

AMRNDMEITT   TO    BULBS. 

Mb.  wyatt.    Mr.  President :  I  send  up  a  notice. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  I  hereby  give  notice  that,  on  to-morrow,  I  shall  move  to  amend  Rule 
Two,  so  that  it  shall  read  as  follows : 

"  The  Convention  shall  take  a  recess  each  day  from  half-after  twelve 
o'clock  M.  to  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  and  on  Tuesdays,'  Wednesdays,  and  Fri- 
days, from  five  o'clock  p.  m.  to  seven  o'clock  p.  m." 

ABSENTEES. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  Mr.  President :  On  Saturday  there  was  a  resolution 
presented  and  temporarily  laid  on  the  table,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Wil- 
son, so  as  not  to  interfere  vrith  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Judiciary.  I  now  move  that  the  resolution  be  taken  from 
the  table. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sesolved^  That  the  Secretary  of  this  GonTention  be  and  he  to  hereby  instrncted  to 
report  a  list  on  each  Friday  of  all  delegates  who  are  or  may  be  absent  more  than 
three  days,  and  that  the  per  diem  of  such  absentees  shall  not  be  allowed. 

Resolved^  That  the  S«rgeant>at-Arms  be  and  he  is  hereby  instmcted  to  report  io 
this  House  the  absence  of  any  attache  each  day,  and  that  for  three  days*  absence 
snch  atlach6*s  place  shall  be  declared  Tacant,  bickness  excepted. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  I  would  like  to  inquire  of  the  gentleman  wliat  per 
diem  he  refers  to?  I  am  not  aware  of  the  existence  of  any  per  diem. 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  fishing  for  something  that  has  no  existence. 

Mb.  grace.     I  move  that  this  matter  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mb.  wellin.  Mr.  President:  I  know  that  some  gentlemen  are 
always  ready  to  make  a  motion  to  cut  off  debate,  but  I  believe  this 
motion  is  debatable.  I  was  under  the  impression  for  the  moment  that 
it  was  not  I  presume  there  is  nothing  in  these  resolutions  that  require 
much  talk.  We  have,  from  day  to  day,  a  large  number  of  absentees, 
and  I  believe  that  we  should  stop  issuing  certificates  to  them.  I  used 
the  word  per  diem  in  the  resolutions.  You  are  issuing  certificates  which 
may  some  time  be  worth  money.  We  do  not  know  whether  they  will 
or  not.  But  if  they  are  the  State  should  not  be  called  upon  to  pay  two 
or  three  weeks  per  diem  to  men  who  are  not  here.  I  believe  that  those 
who  stay  away  should  not  be  paid.  I  understand  also  that  some  of  the 
attaches  desire  to  leave  this  Convention.  Now,  perhaps  they  have  a 
perfect  right  to  leave,  but  they  have  no  right  to  receive  pay  if  they  do. 
If  they  desire  to  go  and  abandon  their  posts,  why,  let  them  go.  We 
can  succeed  in  getting  along  without  them.  But  I  think  it  is  only  fair 
to  the  people  of  the  State  that  we  show  some  regard  for  the  proper 
expenditure  of  their  monepr. 

Mb.  grace.  Mr.  President:  I  do  not  wish  to  speak  on  this  resolu- 
tion, and  I  do  not  intend  to;  but  the  gentleman  insinuated  that  I  wished 
to  cut  off  debate.  He,  nor  no  other  gentleman  has  ever  heard  me  ra.y 
that  I  was  in  favor  of  moving  the  previous  question.  I  have  always 
been  in  favor  of  investigating  every  subject  that  com^  up  here.  I 
hold  that  this  is  a  deliberative  body.  I  have  said  that  I  believe  the  pre- 
vious question  being  moved  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  was  a  disgrace 
to  this  Convention  and  to  our  civilization.  I  say  that  it  should  not  be 
done  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  I  throw  that  back  to  the  sentleman. 
He  is  mistaken.  The  reason  I  made  the  motion  to  indefinitely  postpone 
the  resolution,  was  that  I  believe  it  to  be  a  buncombe  resolution.  I  do 
not  know  that  we  are  getting  any  per  diem.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
absolutely  fool  aw^  the  time  of  this  Convention  with  such  resolutions. 

Thb  PRESIDElfT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Grace,  to  indefinitely  postpone  the  resolutions. 

The  motion  prevailed,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  or  51  ayes  to  34  noes. 

ambndmbkt  to  bulbs. 

Mb.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President :  I  move  to  take  up  the  amend- 
ment to  Rules  Fifty-five  and  Fifty-eight,  of  which  I  gave  notice. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  I  hereby  give  notice  that  I  will  move  to  amend  Standing  Rule  Num- 
ber Fifty-five,  so  that  it  shall  read  as  follows : 

"  '  FIFTT-FIVB — COMMITTBB  OF  THB  WHOLB. 

"'In  forming  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Convention,  the  President 
may  preside  or  appoint  a  member  to  preside.  When  propositions  or  res- 
olutions relating  to  the  Constitution  shall  be  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Convention,  they  shall  be  read  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
by  sections.  All  amendments  shall  be  noted  and  reported  to  the  Con- 
vention by  the  Chairman.  After  report,  the  proposition  or  resolution 
shall  again  be  subject  to  amendment  oefore  the  final  question  is  taken ; 
but  an^  report,  proposition,  or  resolution  may  be  considered  in  Conven- 
tion without  having  been  committed  or  referred  to  the  CommRtee  of  the 
Whole.' 
"  I  also  move  to  repeal  Standing  Rule  Number  Fifty-eight." 
Mb.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President:  The  amendment  I  propose  to 
Rule  Fifty -five  does  not  change  the  rule  at  all,  except  that  propositions 
may  be  considered  without  being  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  are  a  great  many  reports  here  on  which  it 
would  be  better,  after  a  limited  consideration  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
to  dispose  of  in  Convention.  The  majority  of  the  Convention  will 
always  have  it  in  their  power  to  remain  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  as 
long  as  they  please.  A  migoriiy  of  the  Convention,  after  discussing  a 
matter  to  some  considerable  length  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  might 
be  in  favor  of  reporting  it  back  and  finishing  the  action  in  the  Conven- 
tion, where  the  action  will  be  final.  I  think  it  will  add  very  much  to 
the  expedition  with  which  business  can  be  transacted,  leaving,  of  course, 
the  matter  always  in  the  power  of  the  Convention  to  remain  m  Commit- 
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tee  of  the  Whole  as  long  as  they  please.  I  move,  therefore,  that  the 
amendment  to  Rule  Fifty-five  be  adopted.  Rule  Fifty-eight  provides 
that  all  propositions  shall  be  considered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  President :  I  hope  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sacramento,  Judge  McFarland,  will  not  prevail.  The  gen- 
tleman says  that  if  his  motion  prevails  we  will  get  along  faster.  There 
is  such  a  thing  as  making  haste  too  fast.  We  know  that  in  a  number  of 
instances  matters  have  been  passed  upon  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  that 
have  Bubseaueutly  been  changed.  We  know,  further,  that  matters  have 
been  passea  upon  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  that  now  stand  as  the 
sense  of  this  committee,  that,  when  we  come  into  Convention,  will  be 
changed ;  that  our  opinions  have  been  materially  modified.  There  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  go  out  of  Committ^se  of  the  Whole  into  Conven- 
tion, and  immediately  vote  there,  under  the  impulse  of  the  moment, 
what  we  have  determined  upon  in  Committee  or  the  Whole.  Just  as 
soon  as  there  is  no  further  new  business  to  be  done,  then  we  go  into  the 
Convention  and  vote  upon  these  matters  finally. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  does  not  follow  at  all  that  we  have  to  vote 
immediately.  I  do  not  propose  that  we  vote  upon  it  in  Convention 
immediately  after  going  out  of  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  look  upon  the  matter  as  dangerous— as 
extremely  dangerous — not  only  in  its  effect,  but  in  precedent.  We  are 
departing  from  an  established  usage<  Every  day  some  one  makes  a 
motion  to  amend,  or  change,  or  alter  some  of  our  standing  rules,  and  we 
will  keep  doing  this  until  we  get  into  deep  water,  where  it  will  be  hard 
and  difficult  to  extricate  ourselves.  The  object  of  this  motion  is  that 
matters  can  be  brought  up  in  Convention  which  have  not  been  discussed 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and,  under  the  impulse  of  the  moment, 
matters  may  be  rushed  through.  We  might  have  hasty  legislation  that 
we  might  repent.  I  do  not  think  we  have  any  right  to  prejudice  our 
action  in  this  way.  I  hope  that  the  standing  rules  will  be  adhered  to, 
and  that  the  motion  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  President:  From  this  proposed  amendment  I 
see  nothing  but  confusion,  and  I  move  that  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

BIGHT  OF  8UFFRAOK. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Right  of 
Suffrage. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WH©LE. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  Section  one  and  the  pending  amendments  are 
before  the  committee. 

8PIRCH   OF   MR.  STBBLS. 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  committee: 
Yesterday  when  I  attempted  to  speak  upon  this  question  I  was  suddenly 
taken  sick,  and  not  able  to  finish  my  speech,  i  beg  the  indulgence  of 
the  committee  while  I  make  a  few  remarks,  and  if  there  is  no  oDjection 
I  will  proceed. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  committee:  I  am  sorry  to  see  the 
disposition  manifested  on  the  part  of  some  of  this  committee  to  choke 
this  q^uestion  down.  The  question  under  consideration  is  one  of  the 
most  important  that  has  been  before  the  Convention  or  this  committee 
for  discussion — for  it  involves  human  rights— the  political  rights  and 
privileges  of  one  half  of  the  citizens  of  this  commonwealth.  I  am,  sir, 
m  favor  of  this  amendment  to  strike  the  word  "male''  from  this  section, 
because  I  believe  it  is  right  and  just,  aud  as  it  should  be.  If  I  succeed 
in  making  the  reasons  for  this  belief  which  is  within  me  as  plain  and 
conclusive  to  the  majority  of  this  committee  as  they  are  to  my  own 
mind,  this  amendment  will  prevail,  and  this  word  "male''  will  be  stricken 
from  this  section.  Why,  sir,  this  word  "  male,"  as  used  in  this  section, 
it  seems  to  me,  has  a  double  signification — indicative,  not  only  of  one  of 
the  sexes,  but  also  of  that  ^arb  of  ignorance  and  prejudice  with  which 
man  has  clad  himself  as  with  a  coat  of  mail,  therehy  rendering  his  rea- 
son and  his  consciousness  impervious  to  the  shafts  of  argument  and 
logical  reasoning  which  woman  and  the  advocates  of  her  equal  political 
rights  and  privileges  have  been  hurliug  against  it,  as  against  a  wall 
of  adamant,  for  the  past  quarter  of  a  century.  In  the  first  place, 
sir,  one  half  of  the  people,  and  by  common  consent  the  better  half, 
who  Cimstitute  and  compose  lihe  citizens  of  this  commonwealth,  are 
not  males,  but  females;  not  men,  but  women,  who  with  the  males 
are  equally  interested  in  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  country,  in  the 
happiness  and  well-being  of  the  people,  in  the  justice  and  righteous- 
ness of  the  laws  by  which  the  country  is  governed,  in  the  economy 
and  purity  of  the  administration  of  the  government,  in  the  perpetuity 
of  the  liberty  and  free  institutions  of  the  coutitiy.  But  woman  has  no 
voice  in  making  the  laws  by  which  she  is  governed,  or  in  choosing  the 
officers  by  whom  the  laws  are  executed.  Hers  is  the  right  of  the  slave 
to  obey;  his,  the  self-asserted  right  to  command ;  hers  the  right  to  pay 
taxes — if  she  is  so  fortunate  as  to  have  any  property — without  represen- 
tation, to  be  tried  as  a  criminal,  and  punished  as  a  felon,  by  laws 
which  she  has  no  part  nor  lot  in  forming.  And  yet,  sir,  she  is.  one 
half  of  the  human  family,  of  the  genus  homo,  possessed  of  a  marked 
and  distinct  individuality,  an  ego,  a  self-hood,  ehe  is  the  half  without 
which  the  other  half  who  claim  the  right  to  be  the  governing  half  could 
not  exist.  Each  are  dependent  and  interdependent  the  one  upon  the 
other,  the  two  constituting  and  forming  one  perfect  sphere,  one  entire 
whole;  corresponding  to  the  positive  and  negative  forces  which  per- 
meate and  pervade,  animate,  and  dominate  the  entire  domain  of  force  and 
matter.  Yes,  sir,  the  female  is  necessary  to  the  existence  and  well-being 
of  the  male — from  the  very  nature  of  things  the  one  could  not  exist 
without  the  other.  They  'are  both  the  equally  beloved,  and  equally, 
though  differently,  endowed  children  of  the  great  loving  father  and 
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mother.  I  do  not  believe,  sir,  that  the  overruling  powers  of  this  uni- 
verse are  an  infinite  male,  or  man,  and  a  bachelor  at  that,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  an  infinite  devil  on  the  other ;  the  latter,  whether  man  or 
beast,  tradition  has  failed  definitely  to  reveal.  In  part,  at  least,  to  the 
influence  of  this  man-made  theological  dogma  of  the  past  ages,  and 
upon  which  human  laws  and  governments,  in  a  measure,  are  based, 
may  be  attributed  the  abject,  subjugated,  and  helpless  condition  of 
women  in  the  past  ages  of  the  world.  Said  a  Paul,  and  in  so  saying, 
he  only  gave  utterance  to  the  learning  and  sentiment  of  the  age  in 
which  he  lived :  "  If  a  woman  would  know  anything  let  her  ask  her 
husband,  a  man,  for  it  was  a  shame  for  a  woman  to  speak  in  public," 
and  he  might  have  added  with  equal  truth,  it  -was  a  shame  for  her  to 
appear  in  public. 

Happily,  the  world,  or  the  more  enlightened  portion  of  it,  has  out- 
grown this  pernicious  doctrine,  and  woman  is  taking  part  in  public  affairs 
to-day  as  never  before.  But  there  are  still  lingering,  tangiole  traces  of 
man's  belief  in  woman's  inability  to  govern  herself,  or  assist  in  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  State ;  lingering  traces  of  the  barbarism  of  the  past  ages, 
which  still  cling,  with  the  tenacity  of  a  death-grip,  to  our  law  and  theol- 
ogy, which  can  only  be  obliterated  from  our  statute  books  and  our  creeds 
bv  extending  to  woman,  equally  with  man,  the  use  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise. And  why  not?  History  answers  back  from  the  depths  of  bar- 
barous ages:  Why?  I  believe,  sir,  that  the  overruling  powers  of  this 
universe  are  a  great,  loving  father  and  mother,  who  have  equally 
endowed  their  earth-children,  male  and  female,  with  attributes  of 
divinity,  based  upon  principles  of  eternal,  indestructible,  and  reciprocal 
justice.  This  idea  is  in  consonance  with  an  humanitarian  age,  and  the 
spirit  of  an  enlightened  progress — an  idea  which  is  entertained  and  pro- 
mulgated by  many  of  the  best  speakers  and  writers  and  most  profound 
thinkers  of  the  age.  But  man  is  ambitious,  aggressive,  and  self- asserting. 
He  would  compass  heaven  and  earth  for  the  means  to  gratify  his  am- 
bition ;  would  clutch  it  all  in  his  grasp,  and  appropriate  it  to  his  own 
selfish  purpose  and  aggrandizen#nt.  He  would  wade  through  seas  of 
blood  and  oceans  of  human  tears  to  place  himself  on  the  throne  of  em- 
pire, and  sway  the  scepter  of  arbitrary  rule  over  a  subjugated  and  enslaved 
people,  woman  included.  Man's  inhumanity  to  man,  and  woman,  too, 
has  caused  countless  millions  to  mourn.  But  woman,  full  of  the  spirit 
of  human  love  and  sympathy,  follows  in  the  path  of  man;  she  visits  the 
sick  and  wounded  on  the  field  of  battle  and  in  the  hospital;  she  binds 
up  the  wounds  of  the  wounded,  conveys  the  cooling,  healing,  draught  to 
his  fevered  lips,  attends  him  by  day,  watches  over  his  couch  by  night, 
with  the  tenaer  care  of  a  sister  or  mother;  if  he  recovers,  she  rejoices 
with  him  and  sends  him  on  his  pathway  of  labor  and  duty ;  if  he  dies, 
like  an  angel  of  light  and  mercy  she  inspires  his  last  moments  with 
hopes  of  a  TOtter  life  beyond  the  gr&ve;  closes  his  eyes  in  death ;  catches 
the  last  feeble  accents  from  his  faltering  lips,  and  conveys  the  tender 
message  to  the  dear  ones  at  home.  Yes,  she  binds  up  the  wounds  he 
inflicts,  assuages  the  grief,  and  dries  the  tears  he  causes  to  flow.  With 
an  unselfish,  unwearied,  and  undying  love  and  devotion,  she  consecrates 
herself  to  man  and  their  mutual  offspring.  The  domain  of  man  seems 
to  be  that  of  intellectual  force  and  physical  power.  Her's  the  realm  of 
human  love  and  sympathy,  of  social  refinement,  intellectual  and  moral 
purification  and  elevation.  Without  her  this  world  would  be  either  an 
aching  void  or  a  Pandemonium — a  JSielL  But  vfitk  her,  if  man  will  only 
allow  her  to  aid  and  assist  him  to  the  full  extent  of  her  ability  and 
power,  it  may,  and  ought  to  become,  a  Paradise — the  seat  of  art  and 
learning  and  social  refinement;  nay,  of  the  summation,  the  consumma- 
tion of  all  the  virtues — human  sympathy  and  love  of  kind. 

With  Americans,  sir,  it  is  a  favorite  doctrine  that  Government  derives 
its  just  power  from  the  consent  of  the  governed;  that  taxation  without 
representation  is  tyranny  and  oppression  too  grievous  to  be  borne,  to 
j*igbt  which  an  appeal  to  arms  and  the  arbitrament  of  war  would  be 
justifiable  if  milder  means  will  not  prevail.  That  the  people  are  the 
source  and  fountain  of  all  political  power  in  the  State;  that  the  indi- 
vidual citizen  is  the  constituent  element  of  sovereignty ;  hence,  that  the 
right  to  vote — the  form  through  which  sovereignty  is  expressed  or  exer- 
cised under  our  government — is  an  inherent,  an  inborn  right,  which 
attaches  to  the  individuality,  the  personality  of  the  citizen  or  sovereign. 
Government  may  prescribe  rules  regulating  the  method  of  voting  or 
exercising  sovereignty;  but  it cajinot  justly  abolish  or  deny  the  exercise 
of  that  right  to  a  single  citizen,  except  as  a  punishment  for  crime,  nor 
then  even,  except  by  d^e  process  of  law.  For  if  Government  may 
deprive  a  citizen  of  the  right  to  ^ote  without  just  cause,  it  may  disfran- 
chise a  community  or  a  nation,  and  set  up  an  aristocracy  or  a  monarchy 
at  its  own  sweet  will,  which  would  be  subversive  of  the  very  funda- 
mental idea  of  sovereignty  in  the  people — a  doctrine  which  is  diamet- 
rically opposed  to  the  theory  upon  which  our  Government  is  based. 
Directly  opposed  to  the  idea  of  a  government  by  the  people  for  the 
people ;  an  assumption,  sir,  which,  if  followed  out  to  its  legitimate  results, 
would  land  us  in  the  arms  of  a  monarchical  government  and  the 
exploded  doctrine  of  the  divine  right  of  kings.  It  was  formerly  sup- 
posed that  the  person  of  the  king  was  the  embodiment  of  the  political 
power  of  the  State.  His  will  was  law,  and  his  edicts,  backed  bv  the 
entire  power  of  the  State,  required  and  exacted  unquestioning  obedience 
from  his  subjects.  ^ 

But  our  Government  is  based  upon  a  different  principle,  and  proceeds 
upon  a  different  theory.  With  us,  government  means  that  delegated 
power  which  the  people  have  set  up  as  a  matter  of  convenience  through 
which  to  exercise  a  portion  of  their  sovereign  power  for  the  better  protec- 
tion and  security  or  the  reserved  rights  of  all  the  citizens,  whether  high 
or  low;  noble  o^  ignoble;  rich  or  poor;  male  or  female.  While  a 
monarchical  government  elevates,  ennobles,  and  enthrones  the  king  at 
the  expense  of  the  rights  of  the  people,  our  Government  acknowledfges 
the  citizen  as  the  sovereign,  and  oy  the  proper  restfaints  of  law,  by  the 
education  and  development  of  the  inherent  power  of  his  being,  strives 
to  prepare  him  for  the  proper  expression  of  his  duties  and  privileges  as 
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a  sovereign  or  citizen.  Now,  sir,  no  one  will  deny,  not  even  Dr.  Caples 
himself,  that  woman  is  a  citizen  of  this  commonwealth,  and  under  the 
Government  entitled  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  rights,  privileges,  and 
immunities  which  inure  to  the  citizen.  That  being  true  and  granted, 
how,  I  ask,  can  you  justly  deny  her  the  right  of  suffrage?  But  it  is 
objected,  that  to  mingle  in. the  "dirty  pool  of  politics"  would  degrade 
woman  and  drag  her  down  from  her  high  estate.  If  politics  is  a  dirty 
pool,  who  made  it  so?  Certainly  not  woman,  for  she  nas  had  nothing 
to  do  with  politics,  and  that  is  the  main  reason  why  they  are  dirty.  But 
if  politics  are  so  contaminating  and  corrupting  to  good  morals,  why  not 
save  good  men  from  participating  therein  ?  **  The  polls  is  not  a  decent 
place  for  woman."  Well,  no  place  is  decent  where  woman  does  not  go. 
When  you  take  your  wife  and  daughter  aboard  the  railroad  cars,  the 
cars  at  once  become  decent..  A  smoking  car  is  attached  to  the  train,  and 
a  place  provided  where  the  male  biped  can  smoke,  and  chew,  and  squirt 
tobacco  juice  on  the  floor  and  over  the  seats;  where  they  can  exhale  and 
inhale  the  combined  fumes  of  whisky  and  tobacco  to  their  hearts'  content. 
They  can  revel  therein  without  fear  of  molestation  from  woman. 

"But  refined  women  will  not  vote."  Many  refined  women  go  on 
missions  to  foreign  countries,  teach  the  freedmen  in  the  South,  visit  bar- 
rooms to  secure  their  husbands  from  the  degrading  influences  and  asso- 
ciations of  strong  drink ;  go  to  the  Five  Points  in  New  York  on  erraiftls 
of  mercy  and  reform;  they  visit  the  hospitals  and  the  dissecting  room. 
Surely,  if  they  visit  all  these  places  with  impunity,  they  may  venture 
to  attend  the  polls  and  cast  a  ballot  for  the  person  whom  they  may  wish 
to  represent  them  in  the  Legislature  or  any  other  department  of  the 
Government.  "  The  best  women  will  not  vote."  Then,  surely,  they 
are  not  the  best  women,  for,  when  the  time  comes,  the  consciences  of  the 
best  women  will  not  allow  them  to  stay  away  from  the  polls.  What 
loyal  woman  would  not  gladly  have  voted  at  the  reelection  of  Abraham 
Lincoln?  "  Bad  women  will  vote."  So  will  and  do  bad  men  vote,  but 
bad  women  will  not  vote  openly  as  bad  women;  vice  in  women,  by 
instinct,  seeks  to  hide  itself  and  pasi^s  under  another  name.  She  will 
imitate  virtue  when  voting,  rely  upon  it.  "  Women  will  vote  as  their 
husbands."  But  many  women  have  no  husbands,  nor  living  fathers. 
Is  it  not,  after  all,  that  woman  is  different  from  man,  that  she  denies 
his  right  to  vote  for  her  and  represent  her;  to  judge  her  in  Court,  and 
spend  her  tax  money?  "If  women  vote  it  will  divide  the  family." 
But  such  is  not  the  experience  in  Wyoming,  where  women  have  been 
voting  for  the  last  ten  years.  Families  and  nations  have  quarreled  over 
religion  much  more  than  they  ever  did  over  politics.  If  a  woman  may 
be  allowed  to  choose  her  religion,  why  not  her  party  as  well.  "  Women 
don't  want  to  vote."  Some  of  the  most  intelligent  of  them  say  they 
do,  and  for  my  part,  I  had  rather  believe  them,  than  what  the  men  say, 
for  I  think  they  know  better  what  they  want  than  men  do.  Some  of 
the  members  object  to  this  amendment  extending  suflrage  to  women, 
because  it  would  load  down  the  Constitution,  an  objection  which  only 
goes  to  the  policy  and  not  to  the  right  and  justice  of  the  question.  How 
do  they  know  it  would  load  the  Constitution.  Besides,  is  it  not  fair  to 
suppose  that  the  thousand  and  more  active  and  determined  men  and 
women  throughout  the  State,  who  favor  woman  suflrage,  would  over- 
come the  apathy  and  indifference  of  the  many  who  think  they  are 
opposed  to  it  without  any,  or  a  good,  or  sufficient  reason  therefor.  In 
which  event  it  would  become  an  element  of  strength  instead  of  weak- 
ness, in  the  new  Constitution.  These  objections  only  tend  to  show  the 
utter  futility  and  weakness  of  all  the  arguments  which  have  been  or  can 
he  urged  against  woman  suffrage  by  the  other  side. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  time  has  expired. 

Ma.  BIGGS.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  give  my  time  to  Mr.  Steele. 

Mr.  LAVIGNE.     I  object. 

The  chairman.    There  is  an  objection;  the  gentleman  can  not 
proceed. 

Mr.  VACQUEREL.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  grace.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.    There  was  an  argument,  as 
I  understood 

The  chairman.  The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Vac- 
querel,  has  the  floor. 

speech   of   MR.    VACQUEREL. 

Mr.  VACQUEREL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  not  sustain  this  amend- 
ment, on  the  grounds  of  humanity ;  that  word  cannot  be  used  in  this 
Imll  where  the  whipping-post  has  been  established,  but  I  will  try  to 
show  the  necessity  of  adopting  Mr.  BUckmer's  proposition.  I  will  start 
from  a  material  standpoint;  and,  sir,  if  I  raise  my  voice  in  this  ques- 
tion, it  is  because  the  Burlingame  treaty  and  the  Fifteenth  Amendment 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  order  it.  Section  five  of  the 
treaty  says  that  citizens  of  China  shall  enjoy  the  same  privileges  and 
immunities  as  citizens  of  the  most  favored  nations.  Now,  what  are  the 
privileges  granted  ?  One  is  the  privilege  of  naturalization,  and  from 
that  privilege  comes  all  the  rights  of  citizens.  Further,  article  six 
says  tnat  nothing  therein  contained  shall  be  held  to  confer  naturaliza- 
tion upon  citizens  of  China.  It  is  all  very  well,  but  if  nothing  in  that 
])art  confers  naturalization,  is  there  any  word  that  prevents  the  confer- 
ring of  citizenship  whenever  Congress  shall  be  or  feel  so  disposed?  If 
ever  any  man,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  fift^'-nine  or  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty,  had  said,  not  down  South,  but  in  New  York,  that 
negroes  would  vote  to-day,  and  that  they  would  become  citizens,  would 
not  that  man  have  been  treated  as  a  lunatic?  And  still,  negroes  vote 
to-day,  in  spite  of  all  the  laws  that  existed  against  them  in  those  times. 
If  we  search  further,  sir,  reading  page  three  hundred  and  eighty-two, 
section  two  thousand  one  hundred  and  sixty-nine  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes of  the  United  States,  as  amended  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
five,  under  the  title  of  "Naturalization,"  we  will  find  that  it  says: 

"  The  provisions  of  this  title  shall  apply  to  aliens  being  free  white 
j>ersons,  and  to  aliens  of  African  nativity^  and  to  persons  of  African 
descent." 


Of  coui*se  Congress  ha«  not  permitted  Mongolian  naturalization  so  far, 
but  Messrs.  Chin  Lan  Pin,  Mmt  Cook,  and  Bee  are  certainly  prepared. 
It  is  only  a  matter  of  time  when  Congress  will  see  that  we  have  passed 
laws  restrictive  upon  Chinese.  I  am  afraid  that,  with  a  stroke  of  the 
pen,  all  our  work  will  be  destroyed.  Now,  gentlemen,  I  hope  I  am 
mistaken,  but  I  am  afraid  I  shall  be  proven  right.  Does  this  section 
specify  that  it  shall  only  apply  to  the  races  mentioned?  No.  It 
applies  to  those,  but  it  does  not  say  that  it  cannot  apply  to  others,  and, 
therefore,  in  my  humble  knowledge,  I  fail  to  see,  in  any  of  the  recited 
articles,  any  law  that  prevents  Congress  from  admittin'g  Chinese  to  citi- 
zenship. Then,  supposing  "Mr.  John"  does  get  naturalized,  he  cer- 
tainly will  fall  under  the  Fifteenth  Amendment.  On  account  of  race  or 
color,  it  says.  Does  that  amendment  specify  what  race,  what  color? 
No.  To-day  it  only  applies  to  white  and  blacK ;  but,  sir,  I  have  learned 
in  my  youth  that  there  were  other  colors,  and  I  ask  you,  gentlemen, 
where  is  the  word  or  the  law  that  prevents  another  color  from  voting 
when  the  people  of  that  color  shall  nave  been  admitted  to  citizenship? 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  women  have  been  the  perdition  of  men  in 
olden  times  by  eating  an  apple,  I  will  readily  forgive  them  that  sin  if 
by  their  votes  they  can  save  men,  not  from  perdition,  but  from  starva- 
tion. Looking  in  the  report  published  by  the  specJal  committee  on 
Chinese  immigration,  and  taking  the  City  of  San  Francisco  as  an  illus- 
tration, the  Chinese  population  of  said  city  is  one  fourth — say,  then, 
forty  or  fifty  thousand — of  which,  in  a  few  years,  at  least  the  half  would 
be  voters,  say  twenty-five  thousand.  Now  the  voting  population  of  San 
Francisco  is  about  thirty  thousand,  and  they  are  dividea  in  three  parties, 
if  not  more.  Those  twenty-five  thousand  Chinese  would  always  be  mas- 
ters at  the  polls,  and  us,  where  will  our  strength  be?  But,if  you  allow 
ten  or  fiftcKen  thousand  women  to  vote,  will  they  not  overbalance  the 
Chinese  power  and  give  us  the  majority? 

Now,  sir,  it  has  been  said  that  onlv  low  class  women  would  vote.  I 
want  to  know  what  is  the  meaning  of  such  word.  Because  a  woman  is 
poor  is  she  low?  I  hope,  gentleman,  that  you  do  not  think  that  poverty 
is  a  crime.  When  I  hold  for  the  ri^ht  of  suflrage  for  women,  I  hold  it 
for  all  women,  rich  or  poor,  in  whatever  class  of  society  they  belong.  I 
do  not  make  any  allusion  to  those  miserable  wretches  that  have  lost  their 
claims  to  the  name  of  woman.  I  hope  you  do  not  think  I  am  so  unciv- 
ilized as  to  compare  those  degraded  instruments  of  vice  to  our  mothers, 
or  sisters,  or  wives,  or  daughters.  When  I  say  women  I  do  not  say 
vampires. 

I  do  not  stand  here  to  praise  women — flattery  is  unknown  to  me.  I 
do  not  speak  through  any  influence  whatsoever.  Republics  and  empires 
have  been  saved  through  different  causes,  but  not  one  yet  has  had  th^ 
honor  of  having  been  saved  by  women.  Well,  let  California  have  the 
glory  of  having  been  saved  by  them.  Now,  sir,  I  take  more  interest  iu 
the  vote  which  will  be  cast  on  this  question  than  any  other;  the  records 
of  this  vote  will  prove  if  really  those  who  pretend  they  are  opposed  to 
Chinese  are  in  earnest.  I  ofl*er  you,  j^entlemen ,  a  legal  and  constitutional 
way  to  prevent  the  Chinese  power  in  this  State.  Will  you  listen  to  it? 
If  the  Chinese  don't  go  yet,  let  us  apply  a  remedy  that  in  case  they 
could  vote  their  vote  would  be  of  no  jwwer,  and  this  vote  will  show  if 
men  are  in  earnest  in  their  denunciations,  and  it  is  a  sound  political 
measure,  which  cannot  do  anv  harm  and  may  prove  to  do  a  great  deal 
of  good.  I  speak  as  a  man  that  feels  the  truth  of  his  assertions,  and, 
believing  that  I  am  voting  for  the  welfare  of  the  people,  I  will  sustain 
the  women  suflrage,  and  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

SPEECH   OP   MR.   GRACE. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  do  not  rise  particularly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  going  over  the  many  and  convincing  arguments  which  this  sub- 
ject of  female  suflrage  is  susceptible  of,  and  I  don't  hardly  see  where,  in 
this  day  and  generation,  any  necessity  for  such  arguments  can  exist. 

To  the  American  people  the  subject  is  no  new  one,  having  been  vig- 
orously agitated  and  discussed  for  the  past  twenty-five  years,  and  the 
old  and  stereotyped  objections  are  equally  familiar  to  us.  They  have 
been,  and  I  doubt  not  will  still  further  be  given  to  us  in  our  considera- 
tion of  the  question  here.  Gentlemen  will  tell  us  that  there  is  no  well 
developed  demand  from  that  part  of  our  people  whom  this  enfranchise- 
ment would  bring  into  a  share  with  us  in  the  performance  of  the  noblest 
office  of  citizenship;  that  they,  as  a  class,  are  making  no  effort  for  a 
share  in  the  political  management  of  our  country;  that  they  would  not 
avail  themselves  to  any  considerable  extent  of  the  privilege  if  it  was 
granted ;  that  the  exercise  of  this  political  duty,  if  it  was  given  them  to 
perform,  would  have  the  effect  of  lowering  the  tone  of  our  morality ; 
that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  destroying,  in  a  great  measure,  the  puri- 
fying and  elevating  influence  of  woman  in  her  domestic  relations,  and 
her  higher  duties  to  humanity  in  her  character  of  wife  and  mother; 
and  finally,  that,  as  from  the  higher  and  more  binding  obligation  of  her 
duty  to  the  family  circle,  she  should  be  protected  from  the  probable  con- 
tamination which  would  result  from  her  mingling  in  the  dirty  pool  of 
politics,  so  she  is  equally  to  be  preserved  •  from  this  additional  outy  of 
citizenship  on  account  of  her  physical  inca^iacity. 

I  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  time  for  resisting  the  performance  of  our 
duty  in  relation  to  this  question,  upon  the  excuses  off*ered  by  any  of 
these  old-fashioned  arguments,  has  gone  by,  and  gentlemen  must  now 
come  s<quarely  up  to  the  question  and  go  upon  the  record,  as  refusing  the 
extension  of  a  privilege  to  a  class  whose  right  to  it  they  cannot  deny. 

The  history  of  the  agitation  upon  this  question  goes  far  to  refute,  in 
itself,  many  of  the  arguments  which  are  used  against  it.  It  will  be  seen 
that  it  is  not  merely  a  movement  for  worrfen,  but  by  them;  and  as  a 
test  of  the  character  and  ability  displayeil  by  them  thus  far,  I  am  per- 
fectly within  bounds  in  saying,  that  in' all  the  Conventions  held  in  the 
various  parts  of  the  country,  the  quality  of  the  speaking  and  character 
of  the  proceedings  have  compared  more  than  favorably  with  those  of 
any  other  popular  movement. 

Now,  sir,  a  word  or  two  with  reference  to  these  old  objections^  which 
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I  have  in  part  recited.  Supposing  the  fact  to  be  true,  in  the  fullest 
extent  ever  asserted,  that  the  women  are  not  desiring  any  change,  does 
that  prove  anything?  If  it  proves  that  the  Americap  women  ought  to 
remam  just  as  they  are,  it  proves  equally  that  the  Asiatic  women  snould 
remain  as  they  are  also,  for  they,  instead  of  murmuring  at  their  seclusion 
and  restraints,  pride  themselves  on  it.  The  vast  populations  of  Asia  do 
not  desire,  and  probably  would  not  accept  political  liberty,  nor,  as  we 
well  know,  will  our  native  Indians  accept  civilization,  which  does  not 
prove  that  either  of  these  things  is  undesirable,  or  that  they  will  not  at 
some  future  time  enjoy  them. 

It  is  the  old  plea — "  there  is  no  complaint " — which  is  not  true  in  any 
sense  of  the  word.  I  never  knew  a  woman  in  my  life  who  did  not,  or 
would  not,  wish  the  right  for  herself  individually,  and  it  is  ridiculous  to 
assume  that  because  all  are  not  joining  in  the  cry  for  it  that  they  there- 
fore oppose  it,  for  it  requires  unusual  courage  for  a  woman  to  proclaim 
herself  as  favorable  to  woman's  enfranchisement,  until  at  least  there  is 
some  prospect  of  obtaining  it.  The  comfort  of  her  individual  life,  and 
her  social  consideration,  depends  on  those  who  hold  the  undue  power. 
Her  position  is  like  the  tenant  who  votes  against  his  own  political 
interests  to  please  his  landlord;  and  in  her  case,  the  custom  being  incul- 
cated from  childhood  as  one  of  the  peculiar  feminine  graces,  is  the  only 
reason  why  the  demand  from  the  otner  side  of  the  ho\ise  for  release  from 
their  political  bondage  is  not  as  widespread  as  humanity. 

No,  sir;  custom  hardens  human  beings  to  any  kind  of  degradation, 
but  in  the  case  of  women  it  is  peculiar,  for  no  other  inferior  class  that  I 
have  ever  heard  of  thought  their  degradation  was  their  honor.  But  if 
no  such  demand  will  or  does  exist,  why  make  laws  which  prohibit  the 
existence  of  their  right.  It  never  has  been  thought  necessary  to  make 
laws  compelling  people  to  follow  their  inclinations.  As  to  the  hardening 
influence  which  association  with  public  affairs  would  bring  upon  woman, 
it  is  all  humbug  to  talk  in  this  day  of  our  civilization,  for  the  idea  of 
guarding  women  from  the  hardening  influences  of  the  world  can  only 
be  effected  now  by  excluding  them  from  society  altogether.  No,  sir. 
Just  so  surely  as  every  landmark  in  the  long  march  of  civilisation  and 
enlightenment  has  been  accompanied  with,  and  in  a  great  measure 
attributable  to  a  corresponding  extension  of  the  rights  of  women,  so  in 
this  case,  if  this  crowning  act  of  justice  should  be  done,  it  would  mark 
the  destruction  of  the  many  sloughs  of  depravity  with  which  our  politi- 
cal life  is  associated. 

As  to  the  other  argument, that  it  will  interfere  with  the  domestic  life; 
that  the  maternity  question  forbids  it;  no  sound  reason  can  be  advanced. 
I  deny  the  right  of  this  Convention,  or  any  law-making  power  in  the 
world,  to  say  to  women,  you  must  be  mothers  or  nothing;  or,  that  hav- 
ing been  mothers  once  you  can  never  be  anything  else.  Neither  women 
nor  men  need  any  law  to'  keep  them  out  of  a  business,  if  they  have 
become  engaged  in  another,  with  which  it  is  incompatible.  Nine  tenths 
of  the  ma£es  in  the  world  are  engaged^  lines  or  business  which  pre- 
cludes their  engaging  in  public  lite  as  completely  as  if  they  were 
excluded  by  law,  but  that  is  no  reason  why  they  should  on  that  account 
be  prevented  by  law  from  engaging  in  public  life,  much  less  is  it  a 
reason  why  the  remaining  one  tenth  should  be  excluded  also.  No,  sir; 
the  whole  of  this  branch  of  the  argument  falls  into  just  this  proposition : 
that  if  women  must  be  forbidden  politics,  because  maternity  disqualifies 
them  for  it,  they  must  be  forbidden  every  other  career  in  life,  in  order 
that  maternity  may  be  their  only  refuge.  But  even  this  argument  fails 
in  the  large  and  increasing  numbers  of  single  women,  to  whom  it  is 
unjust  in  every  sense  of  the  word,  to  say:  You  shall  not,  if  you  so 
decide,  devote  yourself  to  public  life,  and  forswear  the  obligations  of  the 
married  relation.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  every  phase  of  the  question  there 
is  not  one  sound  objection  to  this  claim.  We  set  out  in  our  glorious  old 
Declaration  of  Independence,  **  We  hold  these  truths  to  be  self-evident 
that  all  men  are  created  equal."  I  don't  imagine  there  is  a  man  in  this 
chamber  who  holds  for  a  moment  that  the  term  "  men  "  there  used, 
was  intended  to  apply  to  one  sex  only,  for  all  know  that  it  is  in  its 
broad  generic  sense  it  was  used,  and  meant  the  whole  human  family. 
Nor  will  any  one  assume  that  the  other  declaration  that  **  Governments 
derive  their  just  powers  from  the  consent  of  the  governed,"  means  the 
consent  of  one  half  of  mankind  only.  In  addition  there  is  the  other 
forcible  application  of  the  old  principle  of  "  taxation  without  represen- 
tation," wnich,  if  it  means  anything  in  the  other  cases  when  its  viola- 
tion has  justified  bloody  revolution,  should  apply  here.  As  a  question 
of  justice  the  case  is  too  clear  for  dispute,  and,  as  to  expediency,  I  am 
convinced  that  the  more  thoroughly  it  is  examined  the  stronger  it  will 
appear.    Personally 

THK  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  time  has  expired. 

[Cries  of  "  Leave  I"  "  Leave  I"] 

Mr.  holmes.     I  object. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  gentleman  have 
an  extension  of  five  minutes  time. 

Tmr  CHAIRMAN.  The  motion  is  out  of  order.  There  is  an  objection 
made  and  the  gentleman  cannot  proceed. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  understand  that  it  can  be  done  by  a  vote  of  this 
committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No,  sir.  The  gentleman  is  out  of  order.  It  can- 
not be  done  by  the  committee  without  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.    All  right. 

Mr.  grace.  I  would  Tike  to  make  one  remark  on  a  question  of 
privilege. 

The  chairman.  There  is  no  question  of  privilege  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Mr.  TV^ELLIN.  I  move  that  the  speech  be  printed  in  the  daily  Journal. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  I  were  to  address  this  commit- 
tee upon  this  subject  I  should  take  the  opposite  side  to  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco,  but  that  he  may  have  an  opportunity  to  express  his 
views  I  will  yield  the  floor  to  him  fcr  my  time; 

Mb.  waters.    I  object. 


RRMAE](S  of  MB.   RINGGOLD. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  rise  merely  to  place  myself  on 
record  on  this  question,  and  do  not  intend  to  make  any  speech.  My 
colleague,  Mr.  Grace,  has  taken  the  wind  out  of  my  sails  by  using  my 
argument,  and  I  shall  not  go  over  it  again.  I  do  not  desire  to  drag  a 
woman  up  to  the  polls  if  she  does  not  desire  to  ^o  there.  But  give  her 
the  right  to  vote;  and  if  there  Is  only  one  woman  m  the  land  that  desires 
to  vote  on  election  day,  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  that  woman  the  elective 
franchise,  for  the  reason  that  I  am  opposed  to  taxation  without  repre- 
sentation. I  believe  that  this  clause  as  it  stands  here  is  a  libel  upon  the 
sentiment  of  equality.  It  is  a  standing  bar  upon  the  claims  or  repre- 
sentation. Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  lady  that  I  board  with  pays  one 
thousand  two  hundred  dollars  a  year  taxes.  She  has  about  fifty  males 
boarding  with  her,  and  I  do  not  suppose  in  the  aggregate  that  they  pay 
one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  a  year.  But  at  the  same  time,  on  election 
day  they  go  up  to  the  polls  and  deposit  ballots  which  affect  her  property. 
That  woman  has  not  got  a  voice  in  it  at  all.  For  this  reason  I  consider  the 
proposition  here  a  fraud.  I  will  not  say  anything  more  than  that  I  am 
in  mvor  of  the  amendment  as  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego, 
Mr.  Bla6kmer. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   FREUD. 

Mr.  FREUD.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  with  extreme  reluctance  that  I 
rise  to  speak  on  this  all-important  question.  I  would  not  do  so  now 
were  I  sure  as  to  the  passage,  or  ratification,  of  the  new  Constitution. 
We  are  all  aware  that  the  Convention  was  called  by  a  small  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  State  of  California.  We  are,  furthermore,  all  aware 
that  on  many  sides  we  have  arrayed  great  opposition  to  this  new  instru- 
ment. We  nave  arrayed  against  it  all  the  men  engaged  in  stock  opera- 
tions, the  insurance  companies,  the  brokers,  the  corporations,  and  nearly 
all  the  mining  associations,  so  that  we  cannot  afford  to  put  anything  else 
in  the  Constitution  that  will  array  another  class  against  this  new  instru- 
ment. And,  sir,  I  venture  the  assertion  that  this  provision  at  the  end 
of  section  one  will  imperil  the  ratification  of  this  new  Constitution.  I 
do  not  intend  to  impugn  the  motives  of  any  gentleman  who  has  advo- 
cated the  passage  of  this  provision ;  but,  sir,  I  am  well  aware — I  feel  » 
confident — that  it  will  endanger  this  new  Constitution.  I  hope,  sir,  that 
what  I  am  now  saying  will  not  be  interpreted  as  opposition  to  woman's 
suffrage.  I  hesitate  at  this  moment  to  put  myself  upon  record.  I  think 
I  am  as  charitable  to  the  women  as  any  gentleman  upon  this  floor,  and 
I  think  my  love  and  admiration  for  them  is  not  exceeded  by  any  gentle- 
man, not  excepting  Mr.  TuUy  himself.  [Laughter.]  But,- sir,  at  this  . 
moment  I  do  not  think  we  can  afford  to  give  the  women  a  chance  at  the 
expense  of  this  new  Constitution.  My  sense  of  duty  impels  me  to  vote 
against  any  provision  that  will  array  against  this  new  Constitution  that 
large  element  of  the  people  of  this  State  who  are  opposed  to  woman 
suffrage.    Therefore,  ihope  the  provision  will  be  stricKen  out. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    WICKES. 

• 

Mr.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  We  are  considering  the  expediency 
of  granting  women  the  elective  franchise.  The  prindples  of  republican 
government  must  rest  upon  individual  rights.  Self-government  is 
founded  on  intelligence  and  virtue.  If  it  is  man's  intention  of  man 
that  he  should  rule  by  intellect,  and  not  by  brute  force,  then  he  will 
concede  the  same  to  woman.  The  most  intelligent  women  of  our  land 
ask  and  demand  the  right  of  suffrage.  Man  himself  believes  that  all 
his  possibilities  are  not  yet  brought  into  action.  Neither  are  all  woman's 
possibilities.  Her  power  should  have  as  wide  and  free  a  range  aa  his. 
*Man  meets  her  claim,  not  by  summing  up  the  advantages  Siat  shall 
accrue  to  her,  to  the  government,  to  society,  and  to  the  race,  but  b^  sum- 
ming up  trivial  objections  against  it.  One  cry  is  that  she  is  outside  her 
sphere  when  she  casts  her  ballot ;  and  it  is  amusing  sometimes  to  hear 
tnis  cry  go  up  from  that  effeminate  class  of  men  that  stand  behind  dry 
goods  counters  and  peanut  stands.  It  would  be  better,  perhaps,  if  women 
could  invade  their  sphere  and  be  made  more  independent.  It  wajB  once 
said  that  for  girls  to  study  mathematics  was  out  of  their  sphere,  but 
reoent  events  have  determined  that  women,  that  the  females  in  our 
schools,  academies,  colleges,  and  universities  can  take  the  highest  honors 
in  the  higher  mathematics.  I  have  been  a  teacher,  and  I  must  say  that  . 
from  my  experience  in  my  profession  that  females  take  a  higher  rank 
than  males  in  education,  and  in  the  reasoning  powers  stand  at  least  upon 
an  equal  plane. 

As  to  woman's  sphere,  who  fixed  it?  Her  sphere,  like  ours,  is  all  her 
own,  from  choice.  Who  fixed  the  sphere  of  Rosa  Bonheur  to  put  the 
landscape  upon  the  canva»?  Who  fixed  the  sphere  and  gave  the 
strength  ana  muscle  to  Miss  Lawrence,  who  lately  walked  one  nundred 
miles  in  twenty-five  hours?  Is  there  a  gentleman  in  this  Convention 
who  can  do  it?  Who  fixed  the  sphere  of  that  woman  who  swims  down 
the  Thames  twenty  miles  in  less  than  twelve  hours?  Here  is  the 
development  of  the  physical.  Who  fixed  the  sphere  of  Elizabeth,  of 
England;  Joan  of  Arc,  of  France;  Catherine,  or  Russia,  and  Isabelle, 
of  Spain? 

It  is  urged,  also,  that  women  should  not  vote  because  her  physiolog- 
ical structure  is  not  like  that  of  man.  You  m  ight  as  well  say  that  woman 
does  not  vote  because  she  does  not  wear  pants.  It  is  said  that  there  are 
times  that  woman,  owing  to  her  physiological  structure,  could  not  go  to 
the  polls.    That  may  be;  but  is  tnere  ever  a  full  male  vote  cast? 

Others  say  that  women  should  stay  at  home  and  train  their  children ; 
that  the  highest  position  is  to  bear  and  raise  children.  I  suppose,  then, 
the  father  has  no  parental  obligations.  He  gets  the  children  and  of 
course  has  some  responsibility,  and  I  do  not  see  why  a  woman  cannot 
take  perhaps  fifteen  minutes  once  a  year  and  go  to  the  polls  and  vote. 

Another  objection  is  that  the  polls  are  not  a  fit  place  for  women  U' 
visit.  Men  go  there  and  chew  tobacco  and  drink  and  fight  The  law 
that  we  have  now  has  done  away  with  these  vile  practices.  A  person 
cannot  go  within  one  hundred  feet  of  the  polls  witnout  he  is  going  to 
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deposit  his  ballot  The  dram  shops  are  closed  on  electiou  day;  and  if  it 
were  not  so  the  presence  of  women  at  the  polls  would  banish  all  these 
vile  practices.  Woman's  presence  has  a  refining  and  civilizing  influence. 
I  remember  in  the  early  days  of  California,  m  eighteen  hundred  and 
fifty-two,  on  the  Yuba  River,  there  was  a  bar  where  about  three  hundred 
men  were  at  work.  One  married  man  had  his  wife  with  him,  and  her 
presence  at  any  time  checked  the  oath  upon  the  lips  of  the  rough  miner. 
A  woman  could  go  arm  in  arm  with  her  husband,  her  father,  brother, 
relative,  or  friend  to  the  polls. 

Another  objection  is,  that  politics  will  make  strife  in  the  family. 
Not  in  a  family  that  is  devoid  of  strife.  For  my  part,  it  would  be  a 
matter  of  pride  to  me  when  my  wife  could  go  to  the  polls  and  vote,  and 
I  should  use  no  restraint  upon  tier  action.  Again,  it  is  objected  that 
women  would  act  upon  impulse.    Why,  sir,  many  men  have  risen  to 

Frominence  on  account  of  the  judgment  and  instruction  of  their  wives, 
know  a  distinguished  United  S&tes  Senator  now  whose  wife  assists 
him  in  the  preparation  of  his  best  speeches,  and  he  is  proud  of  her.  He 
is  in  favor  of  woman  suffrage.  His  wife  is  a  lady  graced  with  all  the 
requirements  of  her  sex,  and  professionally  versed  in  political  economy. 
Women  act,  it  is  said,  from  impulse,  and  I  remember  noticing  in  a 

{)aper  the  other  day,  that  man  rejects  religion  because  he,  forsooth,  uses 
lis  reason,  and  woman  receives  religion  because  she  has  only  an 
emotional  nature.  Now,  look  at  our  Sabbaths.  Man,  it  is  said,  uses 
his  reason.  Go  down  K  street,  and  you  will  see  the  dram  shops  crowded 
with  men;  they  visit  the  dance  houses;  they  visit  the  places  of  prostitu- 
tion. Woman  goes  to  church.  But  you  say  there  are  abandoned  women. 
Yes,  there  are;  but  for  every  abandoned  woman  there  are  a  hundred 
abandoned  men.  It  is  no  wonder  that  our  poor  girls,  when  a  seamstress 
can  make  but  fifty  cents  a  dav,  may  be  tempted,  in  her  necessity,  to  do 
that  which  men  would  do  for  but  a  moment's  gratification.  And  he 
who  makes  and  break3  the  laws  fixes  the  stigma  of  shame  upon  her. 
He  considers  that  he  owns  woman ;  she  is  his  mere  toy,  his  mere  plav- 
thinz.  There  never  was  but  one  man  whose  robes  woman  could  safely 
touchiand  whom  woman  cou^d  adore,  and  He  was  virgin  born ;  He  could 
stand  with  the  daughters  of  Sinai  and  raise 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  has  expired. 

[Cries  of  "  Leave."] 

Mr.  SWING.    I  object. 

Mr.  waters.    I  object. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   LINDOW. 

Mr.  LINDOW.  Mr.  Chairman :  Of  course  it  is  hard  to  speak  on  this 
question.  Now,  I  cannot  say  that  the  woman  shall  vote.  I  won't  take 
only  about  three  minutes;  I  only  want  to  reply  to  that  gentleman  who 
made  the  remark  yesterday,  that  women  could  not  fighL  [Laughter.] 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  contrary,  because  I  tell  you  what  they  do.  They 
don't  want  to  work.  People  have  got  girls;  the  first  thing  is  she 
must  have  a  piano,  because  she  shall  not  work.  They  all  want  to  bring 
her  up  so  she  don't  need  to  work,  and  there  is  just  where  ft  is.  If  she 
should  have  the  right  of  suffrage  and  go  on  the  polls,  she  would  not  go 
as  a  Workingman.  She  would  say:  '^I  want  to  be  what  we  call  a 
Republican,  or  Non-Partisan.  What  you  want?"  "We  vote  with  the 
Workingmen."  "  I  don't  want  to  work,  because  I  have  a  Chinaman  ; 
he  does  my  work.  I  don't  go  with  the  Workingmen,  I  go  to  the  Non- 
partisan." Her  husband  says:  "You  will?  Well,  then  you  vote 
against  me  when  it  comes  on  the  polls."  First  thing  he  knows  she 
fight  him  right  over  the  head.  [Laughter.]  Then  I  want  to  see  where 
is  the  gentleman  that  says  that  they  cannot  fight.  [Laughter.]  She 
takes  the  poker  and  knocks  his  head  off.  [Laughter.]  Fight!  I  guera 
so.  I  am  against  woman  suffrage.  I  don't  see  why  you  go  to  work  and 
destroy  the  family  in  that  way;  there  is  no  cause  for  it  whatever.  Give 
the  women  all  the  protection  from  the  laws  she  wants,  but  let  them 
stay  at  home  when  it  comes  on  the  election. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  At  the  proper  time  I  propose  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  provided  "  in  line  eight, 
and  insert:  "After  the  United  States  census  of  eighteen  hundred  and 
eighty,  the  Legislature  shall  provide  that  if  a  majority  of  the  resident 
women  of  this  State,  excluding  Chinese  and  Indians,  over  twenty-one 
years  of  age,  as  shall  appear  by  said  census,  shall^  at  the  next  regular 
election,  vote  in  favor  of  female  suffrage,  all  resident  women  over 
twenty-one  years  of  age  shall  be  Entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  in  this 
State." 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  propose  to  say  only  a  word  in  relation  to  this  mat- 
ter. I  have  never  in  my  life  encountered  a  dozen  ladies  or  women  who 
wanted  to  vote.  My  own  impression  is  that  nine  tenths  of  the  women 
in  California  are  opposed  to  lemale  suffrage;  but  I  say  this,  that  if  a 
majority  of  American  women  in  California  desire  the  ballot  I  am  in 
favor  of  giving  it  to  them.  But  I  am  not  in  favor  of  any  of  this  clap- 
trap demagogism.  Now,  my  amendment  provides  this:  that  when  a 
majority  of  Uie  women  of  this  State,  appearing  upon  the  next  census, 
vote  for  the  right  of  suffrage,  that  thev  shall  have  it.  But  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  that  thing  being  taken  by  default.  Now,  then,  it  will  be  per- 
ceived that  every  woman  who  does  not  vote  will  be  counted  in  the  neg- 
ative. I  put  it  in  that  shape,  because  my  opinion  is  that  seven  eighths 
of  the  women  of  this  State  would  not  go  to  the  polls  to  vote,  either  for 
or  against  female  suffrage,  and  I  am  not  in  favor  of  bestowing  it  upon 
them  unless  they  desire  it.  When  they  desire  it  it  will  be  time  enough, 
I  think,  to  give  it  to  them.  I  shall  not  go  into  any  argument  upon  this 
matter  in  relation  to  the  right  of  suffrage  by  women.  I  propose  to  sub- 
mit it  to  them,  because  they  are  the  best  judges  of  the  effect  upon  them 
socially  and  politicallv.  My  own  opinion  is  that  they  would  not  gain 
by  exercising  the  right  of  suffrage;  that  they  will  lose  socially,  and 
they  would  gain  nothing  politically.  That  is  my  opinion  of  the  matter; 
but  if  a  majority  of  them — if  it  can  be  shown  by  their  votes  that  a 


maiority  of  them  in  this  State  think  differently — then  I  am  willing  that 
it  should  be  conceded  to  them,  but  not  until  then. 

Now,  sir,  I  am  in  favor  of  enlarging  the  employment  of  women.  I 
believe  that  the  education  ot  the  young  should  very  largely  be  confided 
to  their  trust,  and  various  other  employments  should  be  open  to  them ; 
but  I  do  not  see  that  they  are  to  be  henefited  by  the  exercise  of  the  right 
of  suffrage.  However,  if  they  think  differently,  they  are  the  biest 
judges  of  that  matter.  But  I  am  not  in  favor  of  leaving  this  to  the 
Legislature,  because  they,  from  session  to  session,  would  be  besieged  by 
applications  coming  from  this  and  from  that  class  of  ladies  not  entitled 
to  a  just  consideration  upon  such  a  subject.  In  other  words,  I  think  it 
would  be  mostly  by  the  strong-minded,  and  not  by  the  modest  retiring 
women,  whose  votes,  I  am  inclined  to  think,  might  improve  the  su^ 
frage  of  the  country.  But  I  am  not  in  favor  of  the  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Diego,  to  strike  out  the  word  "male,"  and  I  do  not 
think  the  ladies  want  "  male"  stricken  out  any  way. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   FILCHER. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  rise  to  make  a  speech 
upon  this  subject,  but  simply  to  read  an  article  touching  on  the  subject 
ot  woman  suffrage  in  the  Territory  of  Wyoming.  I  believe  that  in  those 
characteristics  of  refinement,  morality,  virtue,  and  intelligence  that  go 
to  make  up  civilization,  woman  occupies  a  higher  sphere  than  man, and 
yet  there  are  duties  for  which  man  is  peculiarlv  qualified,  and  which, 
from  the  course  of  nature,  he  is  better  (qualified  to  perform.  I  believe 
that  women  occupy  in  many  respects  a  higher  position  than  men,  and  I, 
for  one,  do  not  wish  to  drag  them  down  from  that  exalted  sphere.  I 
would  not  have  women  stoop  to  the  duties  that  we  necessarily  have  to 
perform.  As  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego  has  alluded  to  the  result  of 
experience  with  woman  suffrage  in  Wyoming,  I  wish  to  read  an  extract 
from  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  which  I  feel  would  be  pertinent.  It 
gives  the  views  of  Captain  S.  H.  Winsor,  now  a  citizen  of  Indianapolis, 
and  it  shows  that  there  is  a  diversity  of  opinion  on  this  subject: 

"  The  representative  of  the  Journal  yesterday  encountered  Captain  S. 
H.  Winsor,  of  this  city,  who  lived  several  years  in  Wyoming,  and  asked 
for  some  information  concerning  the  operation  of  woman  suffrage  in 
that  Territory.  Captain  Winsor  is  an  educated  and  observant  gentle- 
man. He  was  Receiver  of  the  Public  Land  Office  at  Cheyenne,  and  was 
a  resident  of  the  Territory  when  the  woman  suffrage  law  took  effect, 
and  for  several  years  afterwards.  The  substance  of  his  views  is  as  fol- 
lows : 

"'I  regard  woman  suffrage  in  Wyoming  as  an  utter  failure,  and  I 
think  it  is  so  regarded  by  the  best  men  and  women  of  the  Territory.  So 
far  as  can  be  discovered  it  has  accomplished  no  good  results,  while'it  has 
certainly  worked  badly  in  many  respects.  For  about  two  years  after  the 
law  was  passed  nearly  all  the  women  in  the  Territory  used  to  vote,  my 
wife  among  the  rest.  But  af^r  this  experience  the  better  dass  became 
disgusted  with  the  operation  of  the  law,  and  quit  voting.  As  an 
instance  of  how  female  citizenship  worked  in  one  case,  I  remember  a 
jury  trial  where  the  defendant  was  charged  with  rape  and  murder.  The 
jury  consisted  of  six  men  and  six  women.  After  the  trial  had  progressed 
about  two  weeks  one  of  the  women  was  taken  sick.  The  trial  was  post- 
poned several  days  on  her  account,  but  she  was  unable  to  resume  her 
duties,  and  a  new  jury  was  ordered,  and  a  new  trial  from  the  beginning. 
During  the  same  trial  I  knew  of  three  mechanics,  and  hard  working 
men,  whose  wives  were  on  the  jury,  and  who,  in  consequence  of  that 
fact,  had  to  quit  work  and  stay  at  home  to  take  care  of  their  children. 

"  'As  an  instance  of  the  demoralizing  influence  of  politics  on  women, 
I  remember  seeing  a  lady,  the  wife  of  a  candidate  for  office,  standing  at 
the  counter  of  a  beer  saloon  drinking  beer  with  a  parcel  of  colored  men. 
I  could  mention  her  name,  but  will  not.  She  was  from  Ohio,  and  was 
well  educated  and  entirely  respectable,  but  she  was  so  intensely  inter- 
ested in  her  husband's  success  tnat  she  resorted  to  this  means  of  getting 
votes  for  him.  I  saw  this  same  lady  and  a  school  teacher  of  Cheyenne 
in  Ifteir  buggies  driving  colored  men  and  women,  and  even  known 
harlots,  to  and  from  the  polls.  In  such  way  as  this  I  regard  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law  as  demoralizing  to  women.  There  may  be  others  who 
differ  with  me,  but  I  simply  give  my  views  of  several  years*  experience 
of  the  law.  I  may  add  that  my  wife,  who  enjoyed  the  elective  franchise 
during  the  period  of  our  residence  in  Wyoming,  entirely  accords  with 
these  views.'  " 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  I  have  a  right  to  speak  to 
the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles  has  not  been  entertained  yet.     He  merely  read  it. 

remarks   of   MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  is  not  likely  that 
I  will  detain  the  committee  long.  I  desire  to  place  myself  upon  record 
upon  a  question  that  I  think  after  a  little  members  who  now  do  not 
place  themselves  in  favor  of  it,  will,  as  it  becomes  stronger.  I  wish  to 
do  it  now,  because  it  might  be  said  here,  after  that,  when  I  believed  in 
woman  suffrage,  I  was  afraid  to  raise  my  voice  in  favor  of  it.  Now,  I 
am  not  afraid  to  be  in  favor  of  a  proposition  that  the  greatest  writers 
have  been  in  favor  of  for  perhaps  fitly  years  past.  Mr.  Mill,  from  a 
political  standpoint,  is  in  favor  oi  woman  suffrage.  Mr.  Buckle  favors 
It  from  a  historical  standpoint.  Herbert  Spencer,  from  a  philosophical 
standpoint,  is  in  favor  of  it.  And  all  these  ^reat  writers  have  placed 
this  matter  among  the  ^eat  truths  of  civilization.  Now,  it  may  be  said 
by  the  average  Californian,that  this  is  mere  theory:  but  those  who  have 
read  the  respectable  authors  upon  these  great  truths,  to  any  considerable 
extent,  will  find  that  all  the  great  truths  that  modern  civilization  has 
accepted  were  first  called  theories.  They  were  in  advance  of  their  time 
when  first  given  out,  and  it  was  necessary  for  the  people  to  grow  up  to 
them.  And  this  will  have  the  same  history.  It  is  slowly  permeating 
not  only  one  class,  but  all  classes  of  people.    You  will  find  that  the  same 
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average  number  of  women  believe  in  this  that  you  will  find  among 
men.  I  d»  not  see  why  the  Legislature  should  not  have  the  power  to 
extend  the  right  of  suffrage  to  women.  It  is  not  likely  that  the  Legis- 
lature will  do  it  an^  sooner  than  public  opinion  will  sustain  it.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Legislature  is  dangerous  in  this  respect,  and  I  believe  that 
this  question  should  be  left  for  the  people  to  settle  through  the  Legis- 
lature, without  the  necessity  of  amending  the  Constitution.  Now,  I  have 
lived  where  woman  suffrage  has  been  allowed — in  the  Territory  of  Idaho. 
Of  course,  there  is  a  different  civilization  in  Idaho,  but  I  think  that  you 
will  find  all  over  the  country  men  circulate  around  in  very  much  the 
same  ideas  and  the  same  customs.  Now,  in  Utah,  extending  the  right  of 
suffrage  to  women  has  changed  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  upon  various  questions.  In  the  first  place,  the  Gentiles  were  in 
favor  of  it,  because  they  believed  that  women  would  vote  against 
polygamy.  They  found  out  that  they  were  mistaken  in  that  respect — 
that  they  voted  stronger  for  polygamy  than  the  men  did.  Why  is  that? 
Because  the  devotional  nature  of  those  women  was  the  ruling  cause  in 
that  instance.  Now,  if  we  extend  the  right  of  suffrage  to  women,  we 
will  throw  ifito  the  ballot  the  best  element.  If  ever  this  great  renubli- 
can  power  should  begin  to  crumble,  its  great  pillars  to  fall,  I  shoula  look 
to  the  women  as  the  last  ones  who  would  leave  it.  Go  into  all  the  de- 
partments of  life  in  which  woman  haa  a  chance  to  declare  her  peculiar 
characteristics,  and  you  will  find  that  they  always  give  strength  to  what 
they  sustain.  Go  into  the  churches.  So  it  is  in  all  matters  that  are 
good,  that  are  strong,  that  are  enduring,  woman  stands  out  stronger  and 
brighter  than  the  stronger  part  of  creation,  and  she  will  throw  this  into 
our -hands  in  the  ballot-box. 

Mr.  LAMPSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  Believing  that  we  have  occupied 
enough  time  upon  this  subject,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  main  question  ifas  ordered. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Diego,  Mr.  Blackmer, 
to  strike  out  the  word  "  male ''  in  the  first  line. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  question  is  on  the  amendment  offer^ 
by  the  gentleman  from  Trinity,  Mr.  Tinnin,  to  strike  out  all  afler  the 
word  "elector"  in  the  eight  line. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  an  division,  by  a  vote  of  69  ayes  to  27 
noes. 

Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  secretary  read : 

**  Amend,  by  inserting  after  the  word  '  law,'  in  line  six,  the  following : 
'Provided,  that  in  an  election  for  officers,  or  teachers  of  public  schools, 
that  women,  who  are  mothers,  or  who  have  the  guardianship  of  children, 
and  have  the  foregoing  qualifications,  shall  be  eligible  to  vote  at  such 
elections.' " 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

''Amend,  by  inserting  after  the  words  'United  States'  in  the  first 
line,  the  words  'every  male  person  who  shall  have  acquired  the  rights 
of  citizenship  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  treaty  of  Queretaro;'  and  by 
inserting  the  word  'male'  before  the  word  'naturalized,*  in  line  two.'" 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  object  of  that  amendment  is 
simply  this:  there  is  a  question  in  the  minds  of  certain  gentlemen 
whether  the  section  in  its  present  form  embraces  that  class  of  people 
who  became  citizens,  not  under  the  naturalization  laws  of  the  United 
States,  but  by  virtue  of  the  treaty  with  Mexico — it  is  to  meet  that  case. 
The  other  one,  in  adding  the  word  "  male  "  before  the  word  naturalized, 
it  is  done  out  of  abundant  caution,  to  make  the  section  perfectly  har- 
monious. 

Mr.  MgFARLAND.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Add  after  the  word  '  elector '  in  the  eighth  line,  the  following :  '  Pro- 
vided, that  every  unmarried  woman,  having  such  qualifications  of  age, 
residence, and  citizenship  as  are  prescribed  in  this  Constitution  for  male 
voters,  who  has,  or  may  hereafter  be  the  owner  of  property  to  the  value 
of  one  thousand  dollars,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  in  this 
State;  and  every  married  woman  having  such  qualifications,  who  is  or 
shall  be  the  owner  of  separate  property,  to  the  value  of  two  thousand 
dollars,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  in  this  State;  provided, 
that  the  Legislature  shall  have  the  power  to  extend  the  elective  fran- 
chise to  an^  or  all  other  women  having  the  above  named  qualifications 
of  age,  residence,  and  citizenship.' " 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 
The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Alameda,  Judge  Campbell. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   MCFARLAND. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  now  offer  my  amendment 
It  proposes  to  introduce  woman  suffrage  gradually.  I  will  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  read  it. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Add  after  the  word  'election'  in  the  eighth  line  the  following:  'Pro- 
vided, that  ever^  unmarried  woman,  having  such  qualifications  of  age, 
residence,  and  citizenship  as  are  prescribed  m  this  Constitution  for  male 
voters,  who  is  or  may  hereafter  be  the  owner  of  property  to  the  value  of 
one  thousand  dollars,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  in  this  State; 
and  every  married  woman  having  such  qualifications  who  is  or  shall  be 
the  owner  of  separate  property  to  the  value  of  two  thousand  dollar^skall 
be  entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  in  this  State;  provided,  that  the  Legis- 
lature shall  have  the  power  to  extend  the  elective  franchise  to  any  or  all 


other  women  having  the  above  named  qualifications  of  age,  residence, 
and  citizenship.' " 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  proposes  to  introduoc 
woman  suffrage  gradually.  I  believe  that  woman  suffrage  is  as  certain 
to  be  an  accomplished  fact  in  the  near  future  as  the  abolition  of  African 
slavery  was  to  be  an  accomplished  fact  twenty  years  ago.  In  my  judg- 
ment it  will  be  better  to  introduce  it  graduallv.  I  think  that  a  rule 
which  at  the  start  would  admit  those  women  who  have  given  the  most 
attention  to  public  affairs  and  the  elective  franchise,  and  providing  for 
its  gradual  extension  to  the  others,  would  be  a  rule  that  would  introduce 
this  change  with  the  least  disturbance  and  with  the  fewest  of  those  evils 
that  necessarily  accompany  all  important  changes.  As  women  have  not 
had  the  right  to  vote,  of  course  they  have  not  ^iven  the  same  attention 
to  the  acquisition  of  that  kind  of  knowledge  which  enable  them  to  vote 
intelligently. 

Now,  a  rule  that  would  admit,  in  the  first  place,  those  who  from 
peculiar  circumstances  are  the  best  qualified  to  vote,  it  seems  to  me, 
wou]d  be  the  best  method  of  introducing  this  change.  Kow,  I  have 
introduced  a  property  qualification.  I  do  not  do  that,  sir,  on  account  of 
the  intrinsic  value  of  a  property  qualification,  but  simply  because  it  is 
the  only  rule  that  I  can  tnink  of  that  can  be  worked  practically  so  as  to 
introduce  this  change  gradually.  Women,  sir,  who  have  propirty,  aro 
those,  in  the  first  place,  who  are  the,  most  entitled  to  vote,  because  to 
them  alone  applies  the  maxim,  that  there  should  not  be  taxation  with- 
out representation.  Then  again,  women  who  have  had  control  of  prop- 
erty to  any  considerable  extent,  have  necessarily  had  their  minds 
attracted,  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  to  the  laws  of  business  and  the 
public  laws  of  the  country ;  and  I  believe  they  would  be,  in  the  first 
place,  the  best  qualified  of  all  women  to  exercise  this  franchise.  When 
that  had  been  done,  and  the  Legislature  given  the  power  to  extend  it  to 
any  or  all  women,  the  attention  of  women  generally  would  be  drawn  to 
the  subject,  and  they  would  commence  to  prepare  themselves  for  the 
exercise  of  that  duty. 

Now,  sir,  there  is  only  one  other  method  that  I  can  think  of,  and  that 
is  to  adopt  an  educational  standing.  I  have  always  been  of  the  opinion 
that  the  qualification  of  voters  should  be  determined  by  their  education. 
In  the  first  place,  what  should  their  standing  be?  Would  you  say  that 
a  person  should  have  a  classical  education,  or  that  a  person  who  could 
read  some  sentences  in  a  book,  or  write  their  name,  should  be  entitled  to 
vote?  What  standard  will  you  adopt?  In  the  first  place,  who  is  going 
to  be  the  iudge?  Would  you  have  a  select  committee  of  school  ma'ams 
and  politicians  to  decide  who  were  entitled  to  vote?  That  would  be  a 
power  too  great  and  dangerous  to  put  into  the  hQ,nds  of  any  one.  The 
right  of  a  man  to  vote  should  not  depend  upon  some  other  person. 
There  is  the  objection  to  an  attempt  to  establish  an  educational  Qualifi- 
cation. There  are  many  men  bom  and  raised  in  this  country  wno  can 
neither  read  nor  write,  who  still  have  a  very  clear  idea  of  the  politics  of 
this  country.  I  believe  this  would  introduce  this  change  gradually,  so 
that  all  the  women  would  be  educated  up  to  the  point  of  understanding 
their  rights  and  intelligently  taking  part  in  the  public  affairs. 

Mr.  blackmer.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  a  question? 
Why  he  makes  a  distinction  between  married  and  unmarried  women  in 
regard  to  property  ? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  married  woman  having 
separate  property,  of  course  has  the  advice  and  counsel  of  her  husband 
towards  the  management  of  it.  She  is  not  quite  so  apt  to  pay  the  same 
attention  to  it  aa  the  single  woman  who  stands  alone  in  the  world.  The 
latter  is  already  prepared  for  the  ballot,  whereas  the  balance  of  your 
women,  those  whom  you  teach  simply  the  graceful  accomplishments  of 
the  sex,  who  have  no  ambition  to  attend  to  public  affairs,  or  to  under- 
stand the  laws  of  the  country,  who  are  merely  ornaments  in  your 
households,  have  9ever  acquired  this  knowledge  to  a  sufficient  extent  to 
vote  intelligently.     I  have  no  time  to  discuss  the  general  question. 

The  greatest  objection}  and  the  one  that,  gentlemen,  will  stick  in  your 
face  all  the  time,  is  the  one  included  in  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman . from  Los  Angeles.  They  get  rid  of  the  question  by  saying, 
"As  soon  as  women  want  to  vote  I  am  willin|r  that  they  should  vote." 
If  it  were  true  that  they  did  not  want  to  vote,  it  would  be  no  position  to 
take,  logicallj^.  The  principle  of  law  is  to  compel  people  to  do  duties 
that  they  desire  to  shun.  They  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  no  women 
want  to  vote,  because  the  petitions  on  the  desks  of  members  prove  that 
many  of  them  do;  but  they  say  that  a  majority  of  them  do  not  want  to 
vote.  How  do  you  know  that  they  do  not  want  to  vote?  How  do  you 
know  that  a  majority  of  them  do  not  want  to  vote?  It  has  never  been 
authoritatively  decided,  and  if  the  amendment  was  adopted  it  would  not 
be  a  fair  test,  and  for  this  reason:  These  gentlemen  who  oppose  woman 
suffrage  would  tell  their  wives  and  daughters:  "You  ought  not  to  want 
to  vote.  You  are  going  out  of  your  sphere.  It  is  not  ladylike,  and  if 
you  want  to  vote  you  lose  my  respect."  And  then  they  turn  round  in 
the  next  breath  and  tell  you  they  will  not  give  the  women  the  right  to 
vote,  because  they  say  they  don't  want  to.  It  would  not  be  proper  to 
call  that  reasoning. 

The  chairman.    The  gentleman's  time  has  expired. 

REMARKS     OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  must  say,  that  owing  to  the  pre- 
vious question,  not  even  the  Committee  on  Right  of  Suffrage,  of  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  be  a  member,  had  an  opportunity  to  defend  the  action 
of  the  committee  in  the  matter,  and  I  now  desire  to  say  a  word  on  the 
question  presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Judge  McFar- 
land.  I  concede  that  I  entertain  what  I  believe  to  be  an  unpopular 
opinion  in  this  State  on  that  subject,  and  what  I  know  to  be  an  unpopu- 
lar opinion  in  this  Convention.  I  believe  that  woman  has  a  right  to 
demand  the  suffrage, %nd  I  believe  further  that  whenever  woman  does 
demand  it  that  it  ought  to  be  granted.  I  admit  that  I  am  in  doubt 
whether  a  majority  of  women  do  demand  it;  and  if  such  an  amendment 
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as  that  suggested  bj  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  can  arrive  at  that, 
I  believe  it  would  be  a  proper  solution  of  the  question.  That  is  my 
opinion  as  to  the  abstract  question.  If  I  had  an  opnortunity  or  felt  at 
liberty  to  vote  personally  upon  the  question,  I  would  have  voted  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  gentleman  who  moved  to  strike  out  the  word  "  male." 
I  am  here,  however,  as  a  representative.  I  believe  that  three  fourths  of 
the  constituents  whom  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  are  opposed 
to  it.  I  believe  that  three  fourths  of  the  voters  of  the  State  are  opposed 
to  it ;  and  although  the  sentiment  has  been  often  expressed,  I  do  not 
remember  to  have  heard  it  expressed  in  this  Convention  at  all,  yet  I 
recognize  the  duty  of  acting  in  a  representative  capacity  upon  questions 
of  such  magnitude.  Therefore,  I  could  not  vote  for  the  amendment  of 
that  gentleman^  because  in  doing  so  I  would  not  reflect  the  sentiments 
of  my  constituents,  and  because  they  had  no  question  of  this  kind  in 
any  political  platform,  so  far  as  I  know,  nor  did  any  candidate,  so  far  as 
I  know,  make  it  an  issue  in  the  canvass.  Besides,  I  believe  if  we  put  it 
into  the  Constitution  it  would  defeat  it.  I  would  be  willing  to  go,  how- 
ever, just  aB<ar  as  would  be  proper  under  the  circumstances. 

I  believe  that  the  proposition  of  the  committee  was  correct.  It  laid 
down  a  flexible  rule.  The  Legislature  might  confer  this  right.  Per- 
haps th^was  asking  too  much;  but  I  do  think  that  to  allow  it  by  a 
two-thirtre  vote  woula  be  a  proper  provision  in  this  Constitution.  As  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  which  he 
admits  is  a  renewal  of  the  proposition  in  a  modified  form,  I  am  opposed 
to  it,  because  it  makes  a  property  qualification  in  the  one  case  which 
does  not  exist  in  the  other.  If  there  was  any  qualification  for  voters 
outside  of  those  provided  in  our  Constitution,  I  would  make  that  a  quali- 
fication of  intelligence  and  education.  Although  I  can  see  in  man^ 
cases,  as  in  the  case  supposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  it 
would  be  diflicult,  yet  in  most  cases  it  would  be  a  safe  rule.  If  I  were 
in  favor  of  any  qualification  it  would  be  that.  If  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angleles  should  be  presented  I  think  it  would 
)je  the  proper  solution  of  the  question.  It  provides  that  the  Legislature 
shall  submit  the  question  to  tne  women  themselves,  and  if  the  majority 
of  the  women  of  the  State,  as  indicated  by  the  census,  should  vote  in 
favor  of  woman  suffrage,  it  would  be  a  full  and  complete  answer  to  the 
proposition  that  the  women  do  not  want  it.  But  I  must  say  in  this  con- 
nection that  there  is  one  point  that  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  over- 
looks, as  to  whether  the  women  do  want  this,  and  who  would  vote.  In 
the  absence  of  such  a  test  as  that  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles,  it  is  impossible  to  say;  but  I  will  sa^  further  that  from  what  I 
liave  heard  on  the  subject  from  that  sex,  my  judgment  is  that  a  majority 
of  them  do  not  desire  it.  I  will  say  further,  that  even  if  the^  desired 
to  vote,  or  would  vote  upon  the  question  of  conferring  the  right  upon 
them,  it  is  an  open  question  whether  a  majority  of  them  would  vote 
after  the  right  were  conferred  upon  them.  While  I  admit  that  among 
those  who  advocate  woman  suflrage  there  are  many  of  the  most  intelli- 
gent and  estimable  ladies,  yet  I  cannot  say  that  if  all  the  minority 
would  vote  that  they  would  be  the  best  class.  It  is  an  open  question. 
I  think,  however,  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles  would  solve  the  questfon  whether  they  desire  to  vote,  because 
that  would  lest  it  upon  that  very  question  itself;  and  if  thev  do  so  gen- 
erally vote  as  to  carry  the  proposition,  it  would  indicate  that  the  vote 
would  be  so  general,  that  we  might  say  that  they  would  vote  as  a  class. 
As  to  the  effect  of  their  voting,  if  they  should  generally  vote,  I  enter- 
tain no  doubt  that  it  would  elevate  the  standard  of  our  politics.  I 
believe  they  have  as  much  intelligence,  I  believe  they  would  be  better 
qualified — I  know  they  would  be  better  qualified  than  many  whom  our 
almost  universal  suffrage  system  has  permitted  to  vote.  I  believe  that 
their  aspirations  are  purer  and  better.  I  believe,  among  men,  there  is 
no  more  interest  in  property,  than  women  feel  in  property;  and  as  to 
the  family  relations,  as  to  their  children,  there  is  no  class  of  people  who 
rake  the  interest  in  politics  affecting  their  families  that  the  mothers  of 
the  land  do.  I  cannot,  therefore,  vote  for  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Sacramento.  If  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Los  Angeles  shall  be  presented,  I  shall  take  pleasure  in. voting  for 
that ;  and  if  that  cannot  be  adopted,  I  propose  to  offer  as  an  amendment 
to  add  aft^r  the  word  •'  Legislature,"  in  the  eighth  line,  **  by  a  two-third 
vote  of  each  branch." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   8HAFTKR. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  simply,  like  the  other  gen- 
t  Icraen,  to  leave  my  record.  I  concede  that  the  gentleman  fn)m  Nevada, 
Mr.  Wickes,  has  correctly  characterized  what  has  been  said,  as  trivial 
considerations  that  are  offered  in  place  of  reasons.  But  when  gentlemen, 
like  my  friend,  Mr.  Freud,  whose  genius  I  admire,  are  obliged  to  assign 
.'IS  a  reason  why  women  ought  to  be  excluded  from  this  right,  that  it  is 
i;oing  to  jeopardize  the  ratification  of  this  abortion  that  they  are  going 
lo  send  out,  it  is  time  that  we  should  have  the  purity  of  women  repre- 
sented here  and  elsewhere  too.  I  cannot  see  any  reason  whatever  for 
submitting  this  question  to  the  Legislature.  I  can  tell  gentlemen  that 
the  child  is  bom  to-day  that  will  see  this  right  granted.  Some  of  us 
here  to-day  will  live  to  see  it.  Coining  events  cast  their  shadows  before. 
I  have  stood  up  in  this  State  and  been  hissed  for  simply  enunciating  the 
fact  that  all  men  were  created  e(]^ual.  I  predicted  tnat  the  institution 
I  condemned  would  die,  and  it  is  dead  to-day ;  and  I  tell  gentlemen 
here  to-day  that  this  injustice  that  has  been  practiced  so  long  has  got  to 
end.  Men  will  reason  upon  it.  They  will  think  upon  it.  There  will 
l>e  opposing  interests  that  will  make  other  women  less  timid,  and  then 
the  truth  will  prevail  against  this  prejudice  that  has  so  long  existed. 
Why,  the  gentleman  from  Placer  reads  us  a  statement  from  Indianapolis 
by  a  Captain  somebody.  Well,  he  may  be  a  Captain,  but  it  does  not 
need  anything  but  this  letter  to  write  him  down  an  ass;  and  sage,  wise 
,:;entlemen  take  for  granted  statements  which  aft  disputed  by  every 
intelligent  man  who  has  lived  in  Wyoming.  They  are  statements,  too, 
that  do  not  amount  to  anything  if  they  were  true.     If  it  is  true,  it  is 


nothing  but  one  of  the  instances  that  are  all  the  time  occarring  through- 
out the  land. 

The  question  is :  What  is  the  general  result?  No  man  can  be  true  to 
his  mother  or  his  wife  but  who  will  be  obliged  to  believe  that  purity 
would  be  created  by  bringing  either  one  or  the  other  to  the  polls. 
Our  politics,  in  these  times,  are  nothing  but  a  mass  of  corruption,  from 
top  to  bottom.  The  merits  of  controversies  are  all  lost  sight  of  in  the 
abuse  of  candidates.  It  is  time  a  better  element  was  intr^uced.  It  is 
true  women  have  not  yet  been  trained  in  political  economy,  but  she 
instinctively  perceives  the  right  and  shuns  the  wrong.  You  cannot  take 
one  out  of  a  thousand  that  will  not  be  a  better  citizen  than  the  average 
voter;  she  instinctively  sees  the  right;  she  shrinks  from  wrong  without 
being  told  even  of  its  character.  I  think,  sir,  that  gentlemen  might 
pause  and  reflect  upon  this  subject.  I  know  that  this  Convention  is 
going  to  vote  down  the  proposition,*aB  a  matter  of  course.  I  believe 
that  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  McFarland,  is  right,  and  vou 
may  make  up  your  minds  to  accept  it.  The  time  will  come  when  they 
will  go  to  the  polls,  and  no  man  can  go  ta  the  polls  and  vote  with  them 
without  being  elevated  by  their  presence.  It  is  so  in  Wyoniing,  accord- 
ing to  the  best  authorities.  The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  concedes 
a  fact  and  then  denies  its  appUcation.  He  says  distinctly  that  the 
women  of  this  State  are  the  most  competent  to  judge  whether  they 
ought  to  have  the  right.  Well,  sir,  that  is  conceding  the  whole  ground. 
What  greater  statesmanship  is  requirea  than  to  solve  that  question  cor- 
rectly ?  Yet,  the  gentleman  gives  the  women  this  power.  I  hope  his 
amendment  will  be  offered,  and  that  we  shall  submit  the  question  to  the 
women  themselves. 

Mr.  HOWARD.     I  will  offer  it. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  I  hope  that  he  will  submit  to  some  modification  of 
it.  If  some  do  not  want  to  vote,  why  should  we  deprive  women  who  do 
want  to  vote  of  that  privilege? 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   SSTRB. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I,  for  one,  most  heartily  indorse  the 
objection  interposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Freud. 
I  hope  that  these  amendments  will  not  be  adopted,  because  it  will  have 
a  tendency  to  load  down  the  Constitution.  Although  it  has  been  charged 
that  the  work  of  this  Convention  is  an  abortion  and  the  members  abor- 
tionists, I,  at  the  same  time,  do  not  believe  it.  I  believe  that  wc  are 
here  trying  to  make  a  good  Constitution,  and  I  believe  that  Constitution 
ought  to  be  adopted.  [Applause.]  My  friend  says  he  does  not.  Hence 
he  has  no  objection  to  weighting  it  down.  I  have.  There  have  some 
great  reforms  gone  into  this  Constitution  that  we  hope  will  be  adopted 
by  the  people.  The  gentleman  from  Marin  says  that  no  man  can  be 
true  to  his  mother  or  wife  who  does  not  maintain  the  doctrines  that  he 
does. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.     I  said  no  such  thing. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  no  man  can  be  true  to  his 
mother  or  his  wife  that  did  not  favor  this  propiisition.  I  appeal  to  the 
reporter's  notes  if  it  is  not  true.  I  deny  that  he  has  a  right  to  say  that 
others  are  not  as  capable  of  judging  of  these  matters  as  he  or  any  person 
standing  upon  this  floor. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  is  in 
favor  of  woman  suffrage? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  am  opposed  to  woman  suffrage.  You  should  have 
known  from  what  I  said. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.     I  could  not  tell. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  state  that  the  gentleman,  from 
the  beginning  of  this  Constitutional  Convention,  has  invariably  told  us 
that  nothing  we  could  do  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  never  said  a  word  of  the  kiiid,  either  in  public 
or  private. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    I  appeal  to  the  history  of  this  Convention. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.    You  may  appeal  to  that. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  believe  whenever  the  women  of  the  State  are  in  favor 
of  woman  suffrage  that  they  ought  to  have  it.  I  am  willing  to  be 
governed  by  the  majority,  but  I  maintain  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  put 
this  question  into  this  Constitution,  and  thereby  bring  in  foreign  issues 
which  A]re  not  pertinent  to  the  questions  before  the  people,  and  which 
the  people  do  not  want  to  consider  now.  Let  the  matter  be  submitted 
as  a  separate  and  distinct  proposition,  and  then,  if  the  women  want  it, 
for  one,  I  say,  let  us  try  it.  But  I  claim  that  this  question  has  never 
been  discussed  by  the  people ;  that  the  people  who  elected  us  here  had 
no  idea  that  it  would  oe  one  of  the  questions  that  we  would  pass  upon. 
If  submitted  to  the  people  in  this  Constitution  it  would  excite  a  discus- 
sion that  would  imperil  the  whole  instrument.  Were  I  not  opposed  to 
woman  suffrage,  I  would  oppose  dealing  with  this  subject  at  this  time, 
and  in  this  manner.  I  would  not  object  to  allowing  the  people  to  vote 
upon  it,  but  placing,  as  it  is  placed  here,  requiring  the  people  to  vote  for 
or  against  it,  in  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  I  am  opposed  to  it. 

I  am  for  home  rule.  I  believe  tjiat  the  wife  and  the  mother  performs 
her  duty  most  eminently  at  home.  However  unpopular  that  sentiment 
may  be,  I  still  believe  that  home  is  the  place  for  the  wife  and  the  mother. 
I  believe  that  the  wife  and  the  mother  have  not  been  studying  politics. 
I  believe  that,  admitting  that  they  were  even  brighter  characters  than 
the  men,  and  I  do  not  see  any  marked  difference  hetween  us — I  think 
they  are  probably  very  near  alike  on  matters  of  intellect,  at  least — they 
have  got  no  instruction  in  these  subjects,  and  therefore  I  a^ree  with  the 
gentleman  from  Sacramento,  to  this  extent,  that  it  would  raise  a  question 
too  marked  in  its  effect  upon  the  public  policy  of  the  State. 

Now,  sir,  my  chief  objection  to  all  these  amendments  is,  that  it  will 
imperil  the  Constitution,  because  there  are  a  large  number  of  people 
who  will  be  opposed  to  a  Constitution  with  these  provisions  in.  My 
second  objection  is,  that  the  people  of  the  State  have  not  discussed .  this 
subject,  nor  are  they  prepared  at  this  time  to  instruct  their  delegates  in 
this  Convention  upon  these  questions.    Therefore,  I  hope  that  all  amend- 
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menU  of  this  character  will  be  voted  down ,  for  I  feel  Bure  that  if  it  were 
inserted  in  the  Constitution  the  Constitution  would  be  voted  down,  not- 
withstanding the  many  good  and  valuable  provisions  that  might  be 
found  elsewhere  in  it. 

RRVARKS  OF   MR.   GRACE. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  speech,  but  merely  to  let  this  body  know  right  where  I  stand.  I  am  a 
representative  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  I  intend  to 
do  my  duty  intelligently  and  honestly,  as  far  as  I  am  capable.  I  do  not 
want  it  to  be  said  that  this  honorable  body  did  not  know  where  I  stood. 
I  was  cut  off  for  want  of  time  from  stating  my  position,  and  I  desire  to 
state  it  now.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  striking  the  word  "male"  from  the 
Constitution  now,  and  I  would  not  consent  to  that,  because  I  believe  it 
would  be  to  loa<l  the  Constitution  down  and  defeat  it  I  am,  at  the  same 
time,  satisfied  that  it  would  be  right.  The  provision  I  was  in  favor  of 
was  the  provision  reported  by  the  committee,  to  rive  the  Legislature  the 
right  to  remove  the  disabilities.  The  people  will  elect  the  Legislature, 
and  this  matter  will  be  discussed  before  tne  people.  I  say  that  it  is  not 
a  new  quesMon.  It  has  been  discussed  for  the  last  twenty-five  years,  all 
over  the  country.  If  the  representatives  of  the  people  should  desire  to 
remove  the  disabilities,  I  cannot  see  any  heinous  crime — I  cannot  see 
wherein  it  would  be  wrong — to  give  them  the  right  to  remove  the  disa- 
bilities. 

I  tell  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  before  twenty-five  years  have  passed, 
every  American  woman  of  the  age  of  twenty -one  will  have  the  right  of 
suflTrage.  I  do  not  care  how  many  men  get  up  and  try  to  blackguard  it 
down.  I  have  not  seen  one  ^ntleman  on  the  opposite  side  attempt  to 
get  up  here  and  make  one  single,  solid,  substantial  argument,  or  show 
one  good  reason  why  women  should  not  vote.  I  cannot  see  any  good 
reason  or  cause  why  you  should  oppose  the  law.  It  has  never  been 
considered  necessary  to  pass  a  law  to  compel  people  to  do  things  that 
they  want  to  do.  You  say  women  do  not  want  to  vote.  Then  why  are 
you  so  crazed  about  it?  One  gentleman  takes  up  a  paper,  or  clips  a 
piece  from  his  own  paper  and  reads  it,  giving  the  ideas  of  some  vaga- 
bond in  Wyoming.  I  nave  been  there  in  my  travels  arouAd  the  wond, 
and  I  know  that  the  people  there  are  satisfied  with  woman  suffrage. 
That  society  was  made  up  of  miners — it  might  be  called  the  hardest 
class  of  people  from  the  Territory  of  Idaho,  from  Nevada,  and  Mon- 
tana. It  was  the  first  rush  that  went  down  there  of  the  thieves,  gam- 
blers, and  lewd  women.  Woman  suffrage  was  put  to  the  severest  test, 
among  the  hardf*st  class  of  people  that  ever  inhabited  the  Rockv  Moun- 
tains. It  was  giving  it  no  fair  test;  but  I  have  conversed  with  gentle- 
men from  there,  and  they  say  that  it  docs  work  well;  and  when  an 
intelligent  gentleman  gets  up  on  this  floor,  and  cites  you  to  an  instance 
where  there  was  a  jury  naif  women,  and  one  woman  got  sick, 
ain't  that  enough  to  defeat  any  measure  in  a  Constitution?  That  is  the 
reason  why  you  should  oppose  giving  them  the  right  of  suffrage.  Is  not 
a  man,  sitting  on  a  jury,  liable  to  be  taken  sick  and  die?  Because  a 
woman  happened  to  be  taken  sick,  is  that  any  reason  why  her  whole 
sex  should  oe  disfranchised?  But  if  the  majority  of  women  do  not 
want  to  vote,  does  that  deny  the  right?  Does  that  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  justice  of  the  thing?  I  am  now  in  favor  of  Mr.  McCallum's 
amendment,  that  he  suggested.  I  do  not  believe  in  Mr.  McFarland's. 
I  do  not  like  General  Howard's  plan.  They  would  have  to  vote  under 
restraint.  It  takes  courage  for  a  woman  to  come  out  for  woman  suffrage. 
Her  friends  and  relatives  have  an  undue  power  over  her,  and  try  to 
make  her  believe  that  it  is  humiliating,  and  that  she  ought  to  be 
ashamed  to  vote.  They  could  go  to  the  polls  just  as  easily  as  they  go  to 
church  or  to  the  theater,  because  our  election  days  in  California  are  the 
most  quiet  days  we  have  in  California.  There  is  no  gentleman  here  who 
can  get  up  and  show  one  good,  fair,  square  argument  against  it. 

remarks   op   MR.   STRKLB. 

Mr.  STEELE.     Mr.  Chairman :   I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Add,  afler  the  word  'elector,'  in  the  eighth  line,  'provided,  that 
nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  the  Legislature, 
by  a  two-thirds  concurrent  vote,  from  conferring  the  right  of  suffrage 
upon  female  citizens  of  the  State,  under  the  same  restrictions  as  male 
citizens.'  " 

Mr.  STEELE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  presume  it  is  well  understood  by 
the  gentlemen  of  this  committee  that  I  am  in  favor  of  woman  suffrage, 
and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  declare  it  at  any  time,  and  under  any  cir- 
cumstances. All  the  objections  that  have  been  urged  have  merely  been 
objections  that  have  gone  to  the  policy,  or  to  the  practicability  of  the 
plan,  or  to  something  of  that  character,  and  have  not  touched  the 
groundwork  of  the  subject  at  all.  The  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Fil- 
cher,  read  in  your  hearing  a  newspaper  letter  written  by  some  person — 
a  mau;  of  course — claiming  to  be  acquainted  with  the  practical  working 
of  woman  suffrage  in  Wvoming,  saying  it  Is  about  being  abandonea 
there,  having  proven  a  failure.  I  presume,  from  the  tenor  of  his  letter, 
that  he  wa«  some  unfortunate  fellow  who  had  been  defeated  for  an  office 
in  that  Territory  by  the  woman  vote.  A  case  or  two  of  that  kind  has 
occurred,  I  am  credibly  informed.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  purpose 
of  refuting  the  charges  put  forth  in  that  letter,  I  wish  to  read  an  extract 
from  an  address  delivered  before  the  Massachusetts  Legislature,  January 
eighteenth,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six,  by  the  Honorable  John 
W.  Kingman,  of  Wyoming,  for  four  years  Supreme  Judge  of  that  Ter- 
ritory. The  speaker  drew  a  vivid  picture  of  a  far-western  Court-room, 
such  as  has  been  so  frequentlv  described  in  the  newspapers: 

"This  has  been  changed  bv  the  presence  of  women.  Lawyers  took 
their  heels  off  the  table,  and  quit  whistling  and  expectorating;  the 
Judge  put  his  legs  and  feet  under  the  bench  where  they  oelonged  instead 
of  on  top  of  it;  the  attendants  and  spectators  came  better  dressed;  the 
room  was  kept  neat  and  clean.  Since  leaving  the  bench  he  had  prac- 
ticed at  the  oar,  and  unqualifiedly  would  prefer,  both  as  Judge  and 


advocate,  to  have  a  mixed  jury,  and  he  believed  that  the  prevailing 
opinion  among  all  classes." 

To  show  the  good  effect  of  woman's  vote,  Judge  Kingman  instanced  a 
recent  municipal  election  in  Laramie  City,  where  the  nest  men  of  both 
parties  had  united  in  the  nomination  of  a  People's  ticket: 

"The  saloon-keepers,  knowing  that  the  Sunday  law  against  the  sale 
of  liquor  would  be  rigidly  enforced  if  this  ticket  was  elected,  got  out 
another  ticket  the  night  before  election,  sent  out  runners  to  meet  the 
floating  population  coming  from  the  mines,  gave  them  liquor  and  free 
lunches,  and  rolled  up  a  very  large  vote.  Finding  themselves  in  dan- 
ger of  defeat,  the  law  and  order  party  sent  to  every  home  to  notify  the 
ladies  how  the  cjise  stood,  and  in  the  afternoon  the  women  turned  out 
and  worked  against  the  saloons,  among  them  manv  of  the  wiyes  of  the 
saloon-keepers  and  candidates,  and  they  elected  the  temperance  ticket 
by  a  handsome  majority.  Without  the  women  the  reformers  would 
have  been  beaten  two  to  one.  I  do  not  believe  that  suffrage  causes 
women  to  neglect  their  domestic  affairs.  Certainly  such  has  not  been 
the  case  in  Wyoming,  and  I  never  heard  a  man  complain  that  his  wife 
was  less  interested  in  dom^tic  economy  because  she  had  the  right  and 
took  an  interest  in  making  the  community  respectable.  In  the  election 
referred  to,  the  wife  of  a  keeper  of  a  billiard  saloon  notified  her  husband 
that  she  should  do  her  best  to  defeat  him,  and  did  so.  But  so  far  from 
quarreling  with  her,  he  said  she  was  *  perfectly  right,'  and  expressed  the 
opinion  that  his  wife  was  the  better  man  of  the  two." 

Judge  Kingman  related  several  instances  of  the  conversion  of  the 

Cublic  men  of  the  Territory  to  the  cause,  and  the  way  in  which  they 
ad  come  to  regard  it  as  one  of  the  settled  principles  of  the  polity  of 
the  Territory.  The  general  influence  of  woman  suffrage  has  been  to 
elevate  the  tone  of  society,  and  to  secure  the  election  of  better  men  to 
office,  and  thought  their  experience  refuted  the  objection  that  women 
unsex  themselves. 

"  The  effect  of  the  exercise  of  political  rights  upon  women  themselves 
of  course  cannot  yet  be  fully  apparent,  but  I  think  I  see  already  a 
marked  change  in  our  women,  ana  it  is  a  change  for  the  better.  The 
women  are  not  less  womanly,  nor,  in  the  slightest,  less  feminine  in  their 
conduct,  but  they  appear  more  earnest,  more  serious,  less  devoted  to  fash- 
ion and  frivolous  pursuits.  I  have  never  known  or  heard  of  domestic 
unhappiness  caused  by  political  differences,  although  I  have  known  of 
many  instances  where  husband  and  wife  worked  for  different  tickets. 
Men  were  not  less  respectful  toward  women,  but  usually  more  so  than  in 
other  sections.  There  is  a  class  of  men  who  feel  bound  to  be  respectful 
toward  women  if  they  ever  expect  to  be  candidates  for  ofiioe.  The 
female  voters  are  nearly  equal  to  the  men  in  large  towns  where  twelve 
hundred  or  fifteen  hundred  votes  are  cast.  The  Swede  and  German 
women  nearly  all  vote,  but  the  native  American  predominate.  At  first 
only  a  few  women  voted,  but  at  the  lajst  two  elections  they  had  voted 
almost  unanimously,  and  more  uniformly  than  men." 

He  believes  the  women  had  as  full  a  knowledge  of  the  public  meas- 
ures pending  as  the  men,  and  often  they  were  more  fully  informed  than 
the  men.  He  thought  they  got  a  higher  and  better  public  sentiment  by 
the  political  representation  of  women.  Judging  from  his  experience  he 
did  not  know  of  any  objections  to  woman  suffrage,  and  he  oelieved  it 
would  be  the  safer  course  to  pursue  to  give  woman  that  right.  This 
testimony,  sir,  coming  from  tue  source  it  does,  is  entitled  to  credence, 
and  fully  refutes  the  assertions  of  the  aforesaid  letter  writer.  In  addition 
to  this,  we  have  the  corroborating  testimony  of  Miss  Ilindman,  of  Colo- 
rado, given  before  the  reoent  annual  meeting  of  the  American  Woman 
Suffrage  Association.  She  visited  Wyoming  at  the  time  of  the  last  elec- 
tion, and  ascertained  that  the  best  women  of  Cheyenne  City  voted  at 
that  election.  Some  of  the  politicians  objected  to  women  voting,  because 
they  would  not  stick  to  party,  but  scratched  their  ticket  in  a  very  dis- 
gusting manner.  * 

The  progress  which  woman  has  made  within  the  last  twenty-five 
years  is  appareyt  to  all.  Then  she  was  only  fit  to  teach  a  few  small 
children  in  the  Summer  season  at  a  dollar  a  week.  Now,  more  than 
one  half  of  the  teachers  in  this  State  are  women.  Some  of  the  best 
sehools  are  taught  by  them,  and  the  salaries  they  receive  as  teachers  is 
nearly  or  quite  equal  to  the  wages  paid  to  men  teachers  in  the  same 
grade  of  schools.  In  Boston  a  woman  superintends  the  schools,  at  a 
salarv  of  four  thousand  dollars  a  year.  A  few  years  ago  a  woman  was 
hardly  known  to  speak  in  public,  except  at  Quaker  church.  Now, 
women  are  preachers,  lawyers,  and  doctors,  and  earn  money  on  the 
lecture  platform  as  do  men.  They  have  proved  themselves  equal  to 
every  duty  of  a  public  nature  they  have  attempted  to  perform.  They 
have  attacked  the  Chinese  wall  which  men  erected,  to  seclude  them 
from  all  the  public  and  profitable  yocations  of  life;  have  stormed  the 
"wall  "  along  the  line;  have  made  many  a  breach  in  it,  carried  many 
a  fort,  and  spiked  the  guns.  And  now  they  come  here  to  this  Capitol, 
the  citadel  of  the  political  power  of  the  State,  and  lay  siege  to  the  very 
bulwarks  of  constitutional  law ;  and  by  logical  argument,  by  appeals  to 
your  reason,  to  your  love  of  justice  and  humanity ,  they  ask  you  to  strike 
from  this  section  and  the  Constitution  that  hateful,  that  exclusive  word 
"male,"  and  enfranchise  women.  Will  you  not  stand  up  by  her  side, 
take  her  by  the  hand,  and  with  her  fight  all  the  battles  of  life  man- 
fully and  courageously,  and  receive  her  into  full  communion  in  the 
State  as  she  does  you  in  the  fiimily  ?  Or  will  you  continue  to  deny  the 
right  of  suffrage,  the  right  to  participate  with  you  in  the  affairs  of 
State,  to  woman,  who  was  the  playmate  of  your  childhood,  the  fond 
associate  of  your  youth,  the  beloved,  the  wooed,  the  betrothed  of  your 
manhood,  the  mother  of  your  children — the  wife,  the  sister,  the  mother, 
the  daughter,  the  companion,  the  helpmeet  of  your  life?  Possibly  the 
learned  doctor  on  the  other  side  woula  not  like  to  hear  his  wife  speak 
in  public.  More  than  likely  she  would  not  care  to  hear  him,  unless  he 
would  make  a  better  speech  than  he  did  against  woman  suffrage  here 
in  the  committee  yestertiay. 

Mr.  west.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  the  previous  question. 
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Seconded  by  Messrs.  White,  Freud,  Jones,  and  Huesiis. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

The  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Luis  Obispo,  Mr.  Steele. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  McFarland. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  my  amendment  is  in 
order  now.     I  send  it  up. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

"Add,  after  the  word  'elector,'  in  the  eighth  line;  *  Provided,  after 
the  Unite4  States  census  in  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  the  Legisla- 
ture shall  provide  that  if  a  majority  of  the  resident  women  of  this  State, 
excluding  Chinese  and  Indians,  over  twenty-one  vears  of  age,  as  shall 
appear  by  said  census,  shall,  at  the  next  regular  election,  vote  in  favor 
of  female  suffrage,  all  resident  women,  over  twenty-one  years  of  age, 
shall  be  entitled  to  vote  at  all  elections  in  this  State.'  *' 

Mr.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
inserting  after  the  words  "twenty-one  years  of  age,"  the  words,  "and 
shall  have  paid,  within  one  year,  a  State  or  countv  tax." 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  6LACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  now 
rise,  report^progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Comraittee^of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Right  of  Suffrage,  have  made  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON  SESSIOJT. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  u.,  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

right  op  supfragr. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  Convention  do  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Right  of 
Suffrage. 

So  ordered. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.    Section  one  is  before  the  committee. 
Mr.  STEDMAN.     I  offer  an  amendment  to  section  one. 
Thk  secretary  read : 
"Strike  out  the  word  'ninety'  and  insert  the  word  'thirty.* 

RBMABKS   OP   MR.  STKDMAN. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  section  provides  that  a  foreign- 
bom  citizen,  or  person  who  wishes  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  he  must  take  out  his  papers  ninety  days  before  he  can  vote. 
Now,  sir,  I  think  it  is  not  right,  I  think  it  is  not  just,  and  I  would  like 
to  have  anv  gentleman  of  the  committee  tell  me  where  he  finds  such  a 
thing  as  this  in  any  other  Constitution  in  the  United  States.  I  have 
failed  to  find  it.  I  find  iif  New  York  there  is  such  a  restriction  as  this, 
but  the  limit  is  only  ten  days.  In  Pennsylvania  there  i?  such  a  restric- 
tion, but  it  is  only  thirty  days,  I  cannot  find  it  in  anypther  Constitu- 
tion in  the  Union,  and  I  have  looked  at  all  of  them,  and  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  we  should  place  such  a  provision  in  here.  It  is  not  in  the 
old  Constitution.     I  believe  that  the  article  on  suffrage  was  a  good  one. 

Now,  sir,  when  Abraham  Lincoln  issued  his  call  for  troops,  the  Irish- 
man, the  German,  the  Italian,  the  Frenchman,  walked  side  by  side  with 
the  American.  They  were  not  then  asked  for  their  papers.  They  were 
accorded  the  privilege  of  fighting  for  this  country.  Side  by  side  witli 
native-born  Americans  they  fought  to  put  down  the  rebellion.  Side  by 
side  they  fell,  and  side  by  side  tney  returned  home,  some  of  them  crip- 
pled for  life.  So  I  say  let  us  place  no  further  restriction  upon  them  m 
regard  to  this  matter  of  voting.  Let  them  walk  up  side  by  side  with 
American-born  citizens  and  cast  their  vote.  The  restriction  of  two 
years'  residence  in  the  United  States  is  enough.  I  think  the  moment  the 
foreigner  takes  out  his  second  papers  he  should  be  allowed  to  vote.  Why, 
sir,  have  not  some  of  our  foreigners  remained  in  the  United  States  for 
years  before  taking  out  their  papers?  Why,  then,  should  we  require 
them  to  take  out  their  papers  three  months  before  they  can  vote?  It  is 
wrong,  and  I  protest  against  it.  I  offer  this  amendment  and  hope  it 
will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  FARRELL.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States  of  the  age  of  twenty-one, 
'  who  shall  have  been  a  resident  of  the  State  six  months  next  preceding 
the  election,  and  of  the  county  sixty  days,  and  of  the  election  precinct 
or  district  in  which  he  claims  his  vote  thirty  days,  shall  be  entitled  to 
votei  at  elections  which  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  prescribed  by 
law ;  provided,  that  no  idiot,  insane  person,  or  person  convicted  of  any 
infamous  crime,  shall  be  entitled  to  tne  privileges  of  an  elector." 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   PARRELL. 

Mr.  FARRELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  substitute  which  I  have 
offered  contains  three  points  distinct  from  the  other.    First,  it  dispenses 


with  that  discrimination  which  the  section  as  reported  has  made  against 
naturalized  citizens;  second,  the  alteration  of  the  time  of  residence 
required  in  the  State  and  county,  leaving  it  as  it  stands  in  the  old  Con- 
stitution; third,  it  cuts  out  that  provision  which  enables  the  Legislature 
to  provide  for  woman  suffrage.  The  proposition  involved  in  the  first 
change  puts  our  foreign  bom  citizens  exactly  upon  the  same  plane  with 
the  rest  of  the  native  born,  just  the  moment  they  become  citizens,  and 
I  think  there  can  be  no  question  as  to  the  propriety  of  it.  The  natural- 
ization laws  of  the  United  States  reouire  certain  conditions  of  the  for- 
eigners who  settle  in  our  land  and  desire  to  become  one  of  us,  among 
which  are  the  renunciation  of  all  foreign  allegiance,  and  a  residence  of 
five  years.  Now,  the  argument  which  seeks  to  impose  additional  con- 
ditions, and  of  a  further  time,  after  he  has  fulfilled  all  these  conditions 
and  received  his  papers,  is  not  sound  in  any  sense,  and  is  not  worthy 
the  name. 

Mr.  holmes.  If  I  go  to  that  county,  I  have  to  live  there  ninety 
days. 

Mr.  FARRELL.  No,  sir.  It  takes  five  years  and  ninety  days  before 
he  can  vote.  The  United  States  Government  wisely  makes  certain 
requirements  as  essential  to  citizenship,  among  which  is  a  nsidence  on 
the  part  of '  a  forei^er  seeking  citizenship  of  five  years.  That  time  is 
required  to  give  him  an  acquamtance  with  the  laws  and  customs  of  the 
country;  in  order  that  he  may  be  qualified;  in  order  that  when  he  is 
permitted  to  exercise  the  duties  and  privileges  of  an  elector  he  may  do 
so  intelligently  and  understandingly.  And  I  insist  that  the  limitation 
set  by  the  laws- of  the  United  States  is  sufficient  to  determine  all  that  is 
necessary  in  converting;  an  alien  into  a  citizen.  To  require  more  is  a 
manifestation  of  prejudice  against  foreign  bom  citizens.  Some  gentle- 
men may  say  that  it  is  intended  more  particularly  to  prevent  frauds, 
and  a  wish  to  naturalize  just  before  election  days.  But  I  insist  that  none 
of  these  frauds  can  be  guarded  against  by  the  proscription  of  a  part  of 
our  people. 

Upon  the  second  point,  requiring  certain  length  of  residence  in  the 
election  district  in  wnich  the  person  claims  his  vote,  I  am  more  positive, 
and  I  speak  oi^re  particularly  as  the  representative  of  the  people  I  rep- 
resent here.  I  am  in  favor  of  requiring  sixty  days  in  the  county  ;  but 
to  require  sixty  days  residence  in  the  election  precinct  in  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  would  have  the  practical  effect  of  disfranchising 
ten  per  cent,  of  the  voters.  The  election  precincts,  numbered  from  one 
up  to  forty,  consist,  many  times,  of  a  single  olock.  A  man  could  scarcely 
move  across  the  street  without  losing  his  residence,  and  this  disfranchise- 
ment will  invariably  fall  upon  the  poorer  classes — upon  the  poor  laborer, 
who  is  forced  to  reside  in  a  tenement,  and  subjected  to  frequent  removals. 
The  clause  in  relation  to  female  suffrage  I  have  stricken  out.  I  do  not 
intend  to  discuss  that  question.  I  am  simply  of  the  opinion  that  there 
is  no  considerable  public  sentiment  which  demands  female  suffrage. 
When  such  a  demand  is  made  it  will  be  time  enough  to  consider  uie 
question  seriously. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.    RROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman  :  It  appears  to  me  that  there  is  no  dis- 
crimination whatever  with  regard  to  tne  length  of  time  requir^,  as 
between  American  born  and  foreign  born  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
It  says  "every  native  male  citizen  of  the  United  StaCes,  and  every 
naturalized  citizen  thereof,  who  shall  have  become  such  ninety  days 
prior  to  any  election,  of  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,"  etc.  This  includes 
native  male  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  also  those  of  foreign  birth. 
And  there  is  no  discrimination  whatever. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Do  you  say  that  these  words,  "naturalized  citi- 
zens," apply  to  American  bom  citizens? 

Mr.  BkOWN.  No, sir;  but  both  native  bom  and  naturalized  citizens 
are  coupled  together  in  this  section,  and  if  you  have  ever  studied  the 
thing,  you  must  see  it  is  very  plain.  The  same  rights  are  granted  in  this 
respect  to  foreigners  who  are  naturalized  that  are  granted  to  native  bom 
citizens,  and  I  don't  think  that  there  is  any  gentleman  of  foreign  extrac- 
tion that  desires,  in  reality,  anything  more. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  will  ask  you  another  question*  You  say  it  applies 
to  native  born  citizens.  "Every  native  male  citizen  who  shall  have 
become  such  ninety  days  prior  to  an  election,"  is  the  way  it  would  then 
read. 

Mr.  brown.    That  is  all  right,  sir. 

RKMARKS   OP   MR.   BEERSTKCHER. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  does  seem  to  me  that  after 
a  man  acquires  the  right  to  exercise  the  right  of  suffrage  and  cast  a  bal 
lot  at  an  election,  if,  according  to  the  policyof  this  country,  being  a  native 
bom,  he  have  a  right  to  exercise  that  right  of  suffrage  when  he  arrives 
at  the  age  of  twenty -one  years,  why  we  should  not  frame  a  constitutional 
provision  extending  that  time  for  ninety  days  longer.  Or,  in  other 
words,  oblige  a  person  to  be  not  only  twenty-one  years  old,  but  to  be 
twenty-one  years  and  three  months  old  before  he  can  exercise  the  privi- 
lege of  suffrage.  If  a  person,  being  a  native  born  American  citizen, 
arrive  at  the  age  of  twenty-one  years  and  thirty  days  four  days  before  h 
Presidential  election,  he,  by  virtue  of  this  provision,  by  virtue  of  this 
section, if  it  ^o  into  force,  could  not  vote  until  the  next  succeeding  Pres- 
idential election.  What  reason  is  there,  when  the  law  says  a  man  shall 
have  the  right  to  exercise  the  rieht  of  suffrage  when  he  has  arrived  at 
the  age  of  twenty-one,  that  we  should  step  in,  and,  by  a  constitutional 
provision,  put  off  that  right  for  three  months  longer,  and,  in  many 
instances,  aeprive  the  possessor  thereof  of  the  power  of  exercising  that 
right  which  is  acquired  by  his  arriving  at  the  Age  of  twenty-one  years? 
This  is  a  section,  too,  that  when  it  comes  to  be  constmed  in  the  Courts, 
will  be  open  to  considerable  doubt.  It  is  vague.  It  is  not  clear.  It  says 
that  every  native  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  natural- 
ized citizen  thereof,  who  shall  have  become  such  ninety  days  prior  to  any 
election,  etc.  Now,  is  it  every  native  male  citizen  who  shall  have 
become  such  ninety  days  prior  to  any  election?    It  is  a  question  whether 
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this  ninety  days  restriction  applies  to  the  naturalized  citizen,  or  whether 
it  has  reference  to  both  naturalized  and  native  born  citizens.  It  occurs 
to  me  as  having  reference  merely  to  naturalized  citizens,  because  in  that 
connection  the  words  "  made  such*'  mean  somethinp;.  A  person  may  be 
a  citizen,  and  yet  not  be  possessed  of  the  political  privilege  of  voting.  In 
the  formation  of  this  Government  the  States  delegated  to  Congress  the 
power  to  pass  naturalization  laws.  This  power  vested  exclusively  in 
Congress,  and  ever  since  it  has  been  the  policy  to  allow  foreigners  to  be- 
come citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  exercise  the  elective  franchise, 
after  a  residence  of  five  years.  That  is  the  law  to-day,  and  has  been  the 
law  for  a  number  of  years,  and  what  sense  or  justice  is  there  in  putting  a 
provision  in  here  requiring  a  residence  of  an  additional  ninety  aays?  A 
person  must  be  here  five  years;  and  if  he  arrives  at  the  age  of  eighteen, 
ne  must  be  here  three  years.  What  sense  is  there  in  requiring  ninety 
days  longer?  It  does  not  seem  to  me  just,  and  certainly  is  not  in  har- 
mony with  the  theory  of  government,  which  has  prevailed  for  years,  in 
requiring  a  five  years'  residence.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman.  I  am  also  in  favor  of 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Farrell.  The 
substitute  of  Mr.  Farrell  is  the  proper  substitute,  and  ought,  in  my 
opinion,  to  be  adopted  instead  of  tne  section  as  it  now  stands. 

Mr.  HCJI^TIS.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  my  judgment,  sir,  this  section  is 
intended  to  correct  abuses  growing  out  of  the  practice  of  rushing  to  the 
Courts  a  few  days  before  election  by  persons  seeking  to  become  citizens. 
I  think  it  is  a  eood  provision,  and  it  is  one  which  will  receive  the  hearty 
indorsement  of  the  intelligent,  moral  elements  of  this  State,  and  there- 
fore, I  hope  the  section,  as  reported  by  the  committee,  will  prevail. 

THR   PRBVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  LARUE.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  West,  McConnell,  £vey,  and  Huestis. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Farrell. 

Division  was  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  amendment 
was  lost — ayes,  35. 

Mr.  miller.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  ofifer  an  amendment  to  the  section. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Add  to  the  section, '  Provided  further,  that  no  person  hereafter  con- 
victed of  the  embezzlement  or  misappropriation  or  public  money  while 
holding  office,  or  employed  in  the  public  service,  shall  ever  exercise  the 
privileges  of  an  elector,  or  hold  any  office  whatever  in  this  State.' " 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment    * 

Adopted  unanimously. 

Mr.  SHURTLEFF.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

''Amend  section  one  by  striking  out  the  word  'district/  in  the  fourth 
line,  and  inserting  the  word  *  precinct.'  " 

Mr.  SHURTLEFF.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  object  of  that  amendment 
is  to  insert  the  word  ''precinct,"  which  has  more  local  significance  than 
the  word  "  district." 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment.  This  term  was  dis- 
cussed in  the  committee,  and  it  was  agreed,  and  I  think  with  good 
reason,  that  the  term  was  indistinct  and  indefinite.  It  may  mean  a 
judicial  district,  or  it  may  mean  a  Congressional  district,  or  some  other 
district;  we  therefore  decided  to  use  the  word  "  precinct." 

Mr.  FREUD.  If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me,  it  is  "district"  in  the 
section  now,  and  the  gentleman  moves  to  insert  "  precindt." 

[Laughter.] 

Mr.  CAPLES.  My  understanding  was  certainly  that  it  was  agreed 
to  in  the  committee.  If  that  be  the  case  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment.   The  word  "  district"  is  liable  to  be  misunderstood. 

Mr.  SWENSON.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  words  "election  districts," 
and  insert  the  word  "counties." 

Mr.  stedman.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment,  but  I  am  strenuously  opposed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Napa,  Dr.  Shurtleff.  A  resident  of  San  Francisco 
may  lose  his  residence  by  simply  moving  across  the  street,  or  changing 
from  one  hotel  to  another.  I  must  say  that  the  amendment  is  a  very 
foolish  one,  and  I  hope  this  Convention  will  show  their  good  sense  and 
vote  it  down. 

REMARKS   OP  MR.   ESTBE. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  can  heartily  indorse  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Napa,  and  I  wish  to  state  the  reasons  in  a  very 
few  words.  It  is  true  there  are  instances  in  San  Francisco  where  citi- 
zens would  lose  their  votes.  But  let  me  here  say  to  you,  that  designing 
politicians,  who  are  desirous  of  carrying  certain  districts,  could  make 
use  of  such  a  law  as  we  would  have  under  some  of  these  amendments, 
to  do  so.  They  could  get  men  to  move  across  the  street,  from  one  pre- 
cinct to  another,  a  few  days  before  the  election,  register  there,  and  where 
there  is  such  a  large  floating  population,  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  identify  them.  It  is  well  known  to  every  gentleman  on  this  floor 
that  it  has  been  done  in  the  past,  and  I  hope  that  all  the  guards  possible 
will  be  thrown  out.  When  people  come  to  know  this  law  they  will  be 
guided  by  it,  and  not  move  until  after  the  election. 

Mr.  farrell.  Suppose  a  man  leaves  the  First  Ward  and  moves 
to  the  Eleventh  Ward,  inside  of  thirty  days,  would  he  still  be  allowed  to 
vote  in  the  First  Ward? 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Yes,  sir;  it  has  been  held  so. 

128 


Mr.  farrell.  I  know  a  man  who  was  refused  in  the  Eleventh 
Ward  and  went  down  to  the  First  Ward,  and  he  was  not  allowed  to  vote 
there. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  do  not  think  he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  vote  there. 
That  is  the  very  objection  I  make.  I  say  I  believe  we  should  throw  these 
guards  around,  in  order  to  guard  the  purity  of  the  ballot-box;  that  in 
order  to  do  so  we  should  adopt  such  an  amendment  as  that  in  order  to 
compel  people  to  reside  long  enough  in  a  precinct  to  establish  their 
identity,  and  enable  us  to  ascertain  whether  such  persons  are  entitled  to 
vote  or  not.  It  does  away  with  these  colonization  schemes.  There  are 
times,  as  the  gentleman  says,  when  certain  migratory  persons  will  lose 
their  votes.     But  it  will  be  of  great  utility  to  the  people  of  that  city. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  I  hope  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Napa  will  be  adopted.  I  am  opposea  to  the  amendment  of 
ihe  gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  To  say  that  a  man  who  has  lived 
in  the  county  ninety  days  may  vote  in  any  precinct  would  be  wrong.  ^  I 
speak  from  experience  a  little  in  this  matter.  We  wanted  to  elect  a 
Board  of  Trustees  in  San  Diego,  and  there  was  quite  a  struggle  as  to  who 
should  be  elected,  and  colonization  was  resorted  to.  It  was  detected,  but 
they  carried  the  wards.  Now,  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  just 
such  things  as  this  that  we  want  this  proposition  adopted. 

RBMARKS   OP   MR.   MCCALLT7M. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  this  is  a  dangerous  piece 
of  business  now  presented  in  this  amendment.  I  think  it  arises  from  a 
misapprehension.  I  may  say,  a^  member  of  the  committee,  that  there 
has  been  a  misuse  of  woras  in  one  particular.  If  gentlemen  will  turn  to 
section  one  of  the  article  on  right  of  suffrage  in  the  present  Constitution, 
they  will  find  the  language  used  is  "county  and  district."  The  committee 
have  used  the  words  "election  district."  Now  it  has  been  the  practice 
heretofore  that  a  party  living  in  the  county  could  vote  in  a  precinct, 
even  if  he  had  only  been  living  there  one  day.  He  can  vote  in  his 
precinct.  He  must  be  a  resident  of  the  district  and  county.  That  was 
the  practice.  I  see  a  good  deal  of  force  in  the  argument  made  here  that 
if  a  person  changes  his  residence  within  ninety  days  he  cannot  vote.  It 
is  unreasonable  that  if  he  changes  his  residence  he  should  lose  his  vote. 
I  am  not  willing  to  go  so  far.  To  say  that  a  citizen  moving  from  one 
part  of  the  city  to  another  shall  be  precluded  from  voting,  is  a  sentiment 
which  I  shall  not  adopt.  This  is  the  way  it  reads  if  we  construe  it  in 
the  usual  way.  What  does  it  mean  ?  I  suppose  it  may  mean  "  precinct," 
the  same  as  the  gentleman's  motion  means,  but  that  is  a  matter  that  is 
open  to»  iudicial  construction.  Now,  sir,  on  that  point  it  might  involve 
oontestea  elections,  and  I  am  not  disposed  to  change  the  phraseology  of 
the  present  Constitution.  Therefore,  I  propose  to  vote  against  this 
amendment,  and  if  the  time  comes  I  shall  move  to  make  it  read  pre- 
cisely as  it  does  in  the  present  Constitution.  We  have  already  provided 
something  against  frauds,  by  inserting  ninety  days  instead  of  thirt}'. 
But  when  you  come  to  make  the  extension  three  months  because  a  man 
has  removed  from  one  ward  to  another,  it  seems  to  me  very  absurd.  I 
think  the  amendment  ought  not  to  be  adopted,  and  that  the  phraseology 
in  the  present  Constitution  should  be  adopted,  because  it  has  received 
judicial  construction.  The  law  now  says  that  a  party  must  be  a  resident 
of  the  district,  which  does  not  mean  precinct,  and  ho  has  got  the  right 
to  vote  in  the  place  where  he  resides  on  the  day  of  election.  The  Con- 
stitution as  it  IS  is  more  plain  and  comprehensive  than  the  present,  and 
I  hope  it  will  be  allowed  to  remain. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.    REYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  MlP.  Chairman :  There  seems  to  be  some  obscurity 
in  the  language  used  in  the  present  Constitution,  and  also  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  report  of  the  committee.  I  refer  to  the  words  "  county  " 
and  "district;"  and  though  there  seems  to  be  found  no  decision  bearing 
on  the  question,  from  the  discussion  in  this  committee  there  seems  to  be 
some  uncertainty  as  to  how  these  words  should  be  construed.  I  am  in 
favor,  in  part,  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco,  because  I  think  it  would  tend  to  remove  the  obscurity.  By 
inserting  the  word  "county"  instead  of  "election  district,"  it  would 
have  no  reference  whatever  to  any  election  district  or  precinct.  If  I 
could  get  a  chance  I  would  offer  an  amendment  that  would  forever  set 
at  rest  any  question  that  might  arise.  It  is  as  follows:  I  would  strike 
out  from  and  including  the  words  "election  district"  in  line  four,  and 
including  the  word  " days"  in  line  five,  and  insert  as  follows:  " of  the 
county  ninety  days,  and  in  the  election  precinct  in  which  he  claims  his 
vote  blank  days/'  leaving  it  to  be  filled  up  by  the  committee.  Then  it 
would  read  that  he  would  have  to  be  a  resident  of  the  State  one  year 
next  preceding  the  election,  and  of  the  county  ninety  days,  and  of  the 
election  precinct  in  which  he  claims  his  vote,  blank  days, 'say  thirty 
days.  If  I  get  an  opportunity  I  will  offer  this  amendment,  which  will 
set  at  rest  all  doubts;  and  because  the  pending  amendments  will  leave 
a  little  of  this  obscurity,  is  the  reason  why  I  shall  vote  against  them. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WBLLIN. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  Would  it  bo  in  order  to  offer  a 
substitute? 

The  chairman.    No,  sir;  not  at  present. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  I  hope  that  the  amendments  will  be  voted  down 
until  we  get  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Reynolds.  I  certainly  differ  with  some  of  the  gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  here.  According  to  the  report  of  the  committee,  it  seems  to  mo 
tnat  a  hardship  will  be  worked  upon  two  classes  of  citizens;  that  is  to 
say,  naturalized  citizens,  who  must  have  taken  out  their  papers  three 
months  before  an  election,  which  is  making  an  addition  of  three  months 
to  the  usual  term  of  five  years;  and  it  also  works  a  hardship  upon  young 
men  who  become  of  age  just  before  an  election,  and  so  lose  their  votes 
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for  that  year,  by  adding  three  months  to  their  term.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  throw  all  possible  safeguards  around  the  ballot  box,  for  that 
is  where  our  strength  and  our  freedom  lays,  but  I  will  vote  for  no 
measure  that  will  throw  stumbling  blocks  in  the  way  of  those  who  are 
entitled  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise.  I  think  such  a  provision 
would  work  a  serious  hardship.  There  are  a  great  many  people  who 
have  to  change  their  residence  and  move  from  one  part  of  a  county  or 
city  to  another,  and  under  this  provision  they  will  be  cut  off  from 
voting.  I  hope  the  section,  as  reported,  will  either  be  voted  down  or 
amended  so  as  to  make  it  reasonable. 

Mr.  CAPLE^.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  to  all  these  amend- 
ments, and  as  the  Chairman  of  the  committ^  is  absent 

The  chairman.  The  gentleman  has  spoken  once.  The  question 
is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Swenson. 

Lost. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
m^i  from  Napa,  Mr.  ShurtlefF. 

Division  bemg  called  for,  the  amendment  was  adopted,  by  a  vote  of  58 
ayes  to  35  noes. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  now  offer  the  amendment  which 
I  have  just  read. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  He  is  striking  out  what 
has  just  been  adopted.  The  word  "precinct"  has  just  been  adopted. 
I  rise  to  that  point  of  order. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken.  He  moves 
to  strike  out  that  language  in  connection  with  other  language. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  preserve  the  word  "  precinct "  there,  but  I  wish 
to  avoid  this  obscuritv.  « 

Mr.  STEELE.  The  words  "thirty  days,"  have  been  voted  upon 
once. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    No,  sir. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  have  no  wish  to  consume  the  time  of  this  com- 
mittee. The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to  use  language  that  is  well 
understood,  and  to  use  the  political  subdivisions  of  the  State  instead  of 
"  election  districts."  If  tins  amendment  be  adopted  it  will  make  the 
matter  perfectly  plain,  and  will  avoid  all  difficulties. 

Mr.  VACQUEkEL.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Strike  out  in  line  eight  all  aftcT  the  word  '  provided,!  and  insert : 
*  whenever  the  Courts  snail  grant  to  Mongolians  the  right  of  citizen- 
ship, the  Legislature  shall  remove  all  disabilities  from  exercising  the 
elective  franchise  on  account  of  sex.* " 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Not  in  order.  That  matter  has  been  acted  upon. 
The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  frofn  San 
Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    LARKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  The  word  "  district,"  as  used  in  the  old  Constitu- 
tion, applied  directly  to  the  districts  existing  at  the  time,  that  then 
existed.  Now,  to  use  the  word  in  this  Constitution  mi^ht  mean  a  rail- 
road district.  It  might  mean  a  senatorial  district.  I  think  a  residence 
of  ninety  days  ought  to  be  required  in  the  county,  and  not  in  the  rail- 
road district  and  congressional  district,  and  thirty  days  in  the  precinct. 
That  will  protect  any  county  from  fraud.  The  people  who  live  along 
the  mountains  engaged  in  stock  raising,  will,  a  great  many  of  them,  be 
disfranchised,  if  the  election  shall  be  held  in  November.  They  could 
not  be  at  home  three  months  previous  to  an  election.  Thev  could  be 
at  home  thirty  days.  I  desire  to  protect,  as  far  as  possible,  elections.  I 
have  seen  frauds  committed  by  transfers  from  one  county  to  another; 
but  there  is  no  danger  at  all  when  you  limit  ^he  residence  to  ninety 
days  in  the  county.  There  is  no  danger  when  you  require  a  person 
moving  from  one  precinct  to  another,  to  live  in  the  precinct  thirty  days. 
I  believe  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  people  of  this  State  to  protect  voters. 
I  believe  thirty  days  in  the  precinct  is  enough. 

REMARKS   OF   MB.   TINNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  opposed  to  this  carpetbag  svs- 
tem  of  voting;  it  is  a  system  that  will  allow  a  man  to  go  from  one  dis- 
trict to  another  and  vote  for  Supervisors.  I  have  seen  the  evils  of  this 
Hvstem.  There  are  cases  where  Supervisors  are  to  be  elected  where  great 
interests  are  involved — perhaps  the  countv  printing,  or  something  of 
that  kind — and  parties  who  are  interested  in  the  result  will  pay  the 
board  of  men  thirty  days,  to  get  them  to  move  across  the  Ifne  for  the 
purpose  of  voting.  Now,  sir,  this  thing  has  resulted  in  great  evil  to  the 
people  of  this  State,  and  has  created  general  dissatisfaction.  I  believe 
the  report  of  the  committee  is  ri^ht,  that  every  person  should  reside 
ninety  days  in  the  place  where  he  lives  before  he  can  properly  understand 
the  necessities  of  the  community.  He  may  have  removed  from  a  com- 
munity that  is  entirely  different  from  the  one  to  which  he  has  moved. 
Thirty  days  are  not  enough  to  enlighten  him  on  the  surroundings.  We 
place  too  little  value  on  the  right  of  suffrage  in  this  State.  This  is  one 
of  the  great  and  growing  evils  of  this  country;  it  was  the  means 
through  which  Rome  lost  her  liberties.  We  are  now  drifting  into  the 
same  condition,  and  it  will  be  stopped  if  people  who  exercise  the  right 
of  suffrage  are  compelled  to  live  longer  in  the  communities^  in  order 
that  they  may  understand  the  necessities  of  the  country. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  ask  you  if  it  is  not  a  fact,  that  m  several  States 
foreign  born  citizens  are  allowed  to  vote  in  less  time  than  is  required  by 
tlie  United  States  to  make  them  citizens — in  Colorado,  Nebraska,  and 
other  States? 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  say  it  is  a  very  great  mistake  for  these  States  to 
adopt  such  a  rule.  I  don't  care  whether  they  are  native  bom  or  foreign 
lx)rn  citizens.  A  native  bom  citizen  has  no  right  to  vote  until  he  has 
lived  there  long  enough  to  understand  the  wants  of  the  community. 

Mr.  VAN  DiKE.  Mr.  Chairman:  Is  an  amendment  in  order?  If 
BO,  I  would  move  to  insert  in  line  four,  between  the  words  "years"  and 


"next,"  "and  of  the  county  ninety  days;"  in  line  five,  strike  out 
"  ninety  "  and  insert  "  thirty." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Not  in  onier  at  present.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  ^ntleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  wish  to  explain  what  this  amendment  is,  so 
that  members  will  understand  it  when  I  come  to  offer  it.  It  would 
read  like  this:  "Of  the  State,  one  year;  and  of  the  county,  ninetv 
days  next  preceding  the  election ;  and  of  the  election  precinct  in  which 
he  claims  his  vote,  thirty  days." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    That  is  precisely  my  amendment. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  No,  sir.  "County"  comes  in  after  the  word 
"  year." 

remarks   of   MR.   BIOOS. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  to  that  amendment.  It 
is  well  known  by  every  gentleman  here  that  we  should  guard  the  ballot 
box.  I  think  no  evil  will  result  to  voters  if  we  require  ninetv  days  in 
the  precinct.  The  gentleman  proposes  now  to  make  it  thirty  days. 
I  would  have  no  objection  to  sixty  days.  But  I  do  not  want  any 
colonization  in  this  State.  No,  gentlemen,  that  is  not  what  we 
want.  I  am  sorry  to  say  it,  but  I  know  that  men  have  been  colon- 
ized in  this  State,  and  will  be  again  unless  we  prevent  it.  It  would 
work  no  greater  hardship  on  a  native  born  citizen  than  a  foreign 
born.  I  want  to  protect  tne  ballot-box  from  frauds,  and  to  do  so  a  man 
ought  to  be  reouired  to  remain  in  the  precinct  at  least  sixty  davs  before 
he  can  vote.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the  eentleman  fVx)m  I^apa  was 
entirely  sufficient,  and  makes  the  section  all  that  any  person  should 
require.  The  great  hue  and  cry  has  been  the  colonization  of  voters,  and 
every  gentleman  knows  it.  It  is  not  necessary  to  allude  to  it  here.  It 
has  caused  more  trouble,  and  more  contested  elections,  and  more  con- 
fusion and  discord,  than  all  other  causes.  Now,  there  is  no  gentleman 
here  but  knows,  as  has  been  cited  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles, 
that  you  can  colonize  in  certain  districts  to  elect  certain  gentlemen  in  a 
city  or  town.  That  is  the  case  in  cities  like  Sacramento  or  San  Fran- 
cisco. Great  frauds  can  be  perpetrated  in  this  manner.  They  can  go 
out  of  the  towns  and  live  for  thirty  days  in  the  county  precincts  if  it  is 
necessary  to  carry  certain  districts.  Gentlemen  upon  the  floor  know 
that  perfectly  well.  I  have  seen  two  carloads  leave  one  part  of  the 
county  for  the  purpose  of  voting  taxes  upon  another.  I  want  to  protect 
the  ballot-box  trom  these  things.  In  oraer  to  protect  the  right  of  fran- 
chise, it  is  necessary  that  they  should  remain  ninety  days  before  they 
are  entitled  to  vote.  If  they  move  out  of  one  precinct  into  another,  they 
do  so  voluntarily.  They  know  what  the  law  is,  let  them  abide  by  it. 
I  do  not  care  how  hard  the  law  is,  it  is  the  duty  of  every  man  to  obey 
it.  If  gentlemen  undertake  to  colonize  voters  under  this  provision,  they 
will  find  it  a  very  difficult  task. 

THE   PREVIOUS   QUESTION. 

Mr.  TULLY.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Larue,  West,  Evey,  and  Wyatt. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  amendment  was  lost  by  a  vote  of  44  ayes 
to  51  noes. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  In  line  six  insert :  *  Provided,  that  no  native  of  China  shall  vote  at 
any  election.' " 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  This  re<juires  a  word  of  explana- 
tion. This  is  offered  for  no  other  than  a  strictly  legitimate  purpose. 
This  section,  as  it  now  stands,  says  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  naturalized  citizen  thereof,  etc.  This  section,  as  it  now 
reads,  would  permit  Chinese  to  vote  in  case  they  should  become  natural- 
ized. There  nave  been  a  very  considerable  number  of  them  naturalized 
in  some  of  the  Eastern  States.  It  has  been  going  on  for  ten  years,  and 
very  little  notice  has  been  taken  of  it. 

Mr.  STEELE.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question.  Would  it  have  any 
effect  upon  the  law  of  the  Unit«d  States,  provided  it  should  declare  that 
they  shall  become  citizens?  Would  our  Constitution  have  any  effect 
upon  it? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  State  of  California  mav  declare  what  foreigners 
may  vote.  Citizenship  is  one  thing,  the  right  of  suffrage  is  another,  and 
does  not  necessarily  extend  the  right  to  vote.  Now,  suppose  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  if  this  question  should  come  before  the  Court, 
should  decide  that  the  Chinese  are  entitled  to  naturalization.  My  legal 
proposition  is  that  the  State  of  California  may  declare  that  the  Chinese 
shall  not  vote.  In  other  words,  that  no  native  of  China  may  vote. 
There  is  nothing  which  prohibits  the  State  of  California,  or  any  State, 
from  regulating  the  franchise,  except  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  provides  simply  that  no  one  shall  be  prohibited  from 
voting  on  account  of  race,  color,  or  previous  condition  oi  servitude.  As 
to  nativity,  some  may  be  excluded  and  others  given  the  right.  It  was 
in  view  of  that  that  I  thought  we  should  adopt  an  amendment  like  the 
one  I  have  proposed.  I  have  thought  over  the  various  forms,  and  have 
tried  to  put  it  in  the  best  form,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  this  is  about  the 
language  that  should  be  used. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Why  don't  you  include  the  Chinese 
that  are  bom  here  in  this  country? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  we  could  not  go  so  far  on  account  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  think  this  is  the  proper  amencf- 
ment.  The  Constitution  says  that  persons  bom  in  the  United  States 
shall  be  citizens.     I  say  it  would  be  a  very  serious  omission  if,  hereafter. 
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when  the  question  arises,  it  will  be  shown  that  we  have  given  them  the 
ri^ht  to  vote  by  our  own  Constitution.  I  propose  to  insert  these  words, 
but  I  will  willingly  give  way  to  any  gentleman  who  will  use  any  better 
language  to  express  the  same  idea.  The  State  has  the  right  to  resulate 
the  franchise  in  any  way  not  precluded  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  • 

Mb.  SWENSON.    I  move  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read : 


ti 


Insert, '  provided,  no  elector  shall  be  considered  to  have  lost  his  resi- 
dence in  one  precinct  until  he  shkU  have  gained  it  in  another.' " 

Mm.  ESTEE.  He  might  lose  it  for  cause.  He  might  be  sent  to  the 
Penitentiary,  or  to  the  Insane  Asylum. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  This  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  it 
seems  to  me,  would  indade  a  great  many  of  the  Caucasian  race.  We 
all  know  there  are  a  great  many  Enfflishmen  domiciled  in  China,  estab- 
lished in  business  there.  They  coula  nc^  come  into  this  country,  if  they 
are  born  there,  and  be  naturalised.  We  had  better  consider  this  matter 
carefully. 

Ma.  McCALLUM.  That  very  difficulty  occurred  to  me.  Can  you 
suggest  some  proper  phraseology  to  avoid  it? 

Mb.  ROLFE.  I  would  suggest,  ''Asiatic  Mongolians."  Why  not 
use  that  word  ? 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  if  it  could  not  be  remedied 
by  saying — *'  not  born  of  American  or  European  parentage?*' 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  had  thought  of  that,  but  it  might  suggest  the 
idea  that  this  is  made  on  account  of  race. 

Mr.  SWENSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  perfect  my  amendment 
so  it  will  read : 

"  Provided,  no  elector  shall  be  considered  to  have  lost  a  residence  in 
one  precinct  until  he  shall  have  gained  another,  except  otherwise  pro- 
vided in  this  Constitution." 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  call  attontion  to  the  fact 
that  under  this  amendment  a  person  can  leave  the  Stato  and  go  around 
the  world  and  still  be  a  votor. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Swenson. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  hope  that  amendment  will  be 
adopted. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  committee  divided,  and  the  amendment 
was  lost — ayes,  25. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum. 

Adopted. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Strike  out  from  and  inclusive  of  the  words  'election  precinct,'  in 
line  four,  to  and  including  the  word  'days,'  in  line  five,  and  insert  'of 
the  county  ninety  days,  and  of  the  election  precinct  in  which  he  claims 
his  vote,  sixty  days.' " 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  The  object  is  exactly  the  same  as  that  which  I 
offered  before.  It  is  the  same  amendment,  except  I  have  changed  the 
word  "thirty  "  to  "  sixty,"  in  order  to  meet  what  appears  to  be  the  views 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  biggs.  I  do  hope  the  Convention  will  vote  that  down.  We 
have  been  laboring  here  in  order  to  remedy  this  great  evil,  in  order  to 
satisfy  the  great  mass  of  voters  of  the  State.  I  nope  the  gentleman's 
amendment  will  be  voted  down.  We  must  keep  ana  protect  the  ballot 
box  sacred.         * 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  section  as  it  stands  will  dislTranchise  one  third  of  the  voters  of  this 
State,  by  providing  that  they  shall  reside  in  the  precinct  ninety  days. 
Now  there  is  no  one  more  opposed  to  colonization  than  myself.  I  have 
seen  the  evil  of  it,  but  I  do  think  it  can  be  prevented  if  we  fix  the  limit 
at  sixty  days.  It  is  not  necessary  to  disfranchise  so  many  voters  in  order 
to  guard  against  this.  Laboring  men  and  mechanics,  as  a  general  thing, 
cannot  live  in  one  place  as  long  as  ninety  days.  They  are  not  so  well 
established,  and  they  form  a  very  large  portion  of  the  voters  of  this 
State.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  blow  directly  at  them,  whether  intended 
or  not. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  was  lost,  by  a  vote  of  38 
ayes  to  47  noes. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  2.  Electors  shall,  in  all  cases  except  treason,  felony,  or  breach  of 
the  peace,  be  privileged  from  arrest  on  the  days  of  election,  during  their 
attendance  at  such  election,  going  to  and  returning  therefrom. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.     Mr.  Chairman :   I  call  attention 

The  chairman.  If  there  is  no  amendment  to  the  section  the  Sec- 
retary will  read  section  three. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  3.  No  elector  shall  be  obliged  to  perform  military  duty  on  the 
day  of  election,  except  in  time  of  war  or  public  danger. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.     I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  section  one. 

The  chairman.    Not  in  order. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

No  second. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  four. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  4.  For  the  purpose  of  voting,  no  person  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
gained  or  lost  a  residence  by  reason  of  his  presence  or  absence  while 
emp>loyed  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  nor  while  engaged  in  the 
navigation  of  the  waters  of  this  State  or  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the 
high  seas;  nor  while  a  student  at  any  seminary  of  learning;  nor  while 


kept  at  any  almshouse  or  other  asylum,  at  public  expense;  nor  while 
confined  in  anv  public  prison. 

The  chairman.  If  there  is  no  amendment  the  Secretary  will  read 
section  five. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  5.    All  elections  by  the  people  shall  be  by  bedlot. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  back  the 
article,  and  recommend  its  passage. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Chairman:   I  wish  to  offer  a  now  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  The  Legislature  may,  by  law,  provide  for  the  registration  of  voters, 
and  may  make  such  laws  applicable  to  such  subdivisions  of  the  State  as 
may  be  proper." 

remarks   of   MR.   ANDREWS. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  offer  that  amendment  for  the  reason  that  I  sup- 
pose it  will  be  held,  under  the  language  adopted  here,  that  the  Legisla- 
ture may  pass  laws  for  the  registration  of  voters.  That  being  the  case,  I 
want  it  so  that  counties  that  do  not  desire  a  registry  law  may  be 
exempted.    A  registry  law  in  my  county  would  be  a  very  great  burden. 

Mr.  filGGS.     Would  not  that  be  local  or  special  legislation? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  It  is  legislation  such  as  may  be  wanted  in  certain 
sections  of  the  State.  I  heard  the  eentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr. 
Estee,  say  that  the  Legislature  could  make  a  registry  law  applicable  to 
certain  counties,  and  exempting  other  counties  from  the  operations  of 
the  law. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  did  not  intend  to  say  so.  I  intended  to  say  that  I 
was  in  favor  of  the  Legislature  regulating  the  registration  of  voters  in 
this  State.  But  I  do  not  think,  under  the  provision  prohibiting  special 
legislation,  that  this  can  be  adopted.  I. think  it  will  conflict  with  that 
clause. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  do  not  understand  that  it  is  necessary  for  the 
rule  to  be  uniform  throughout  the  State.  If  I  had  the  matter  in  my  own 
hands,  I  would  say  that  the  Legislature  should  have  no  power  to  pass 
any  registry  law.  It  would  work  a  very  great  hardship ;  it  would  be  an 
outrage  upon  our  citizens.  It  would  bie  impossible  for  me  to  compute 
the  expense  that  would  attend  a  registry  law  in  our  county.  It  would 
exclude  a  laree  number  of  legal  voters  from  the  privilege  of  voting.  It 
would  exclude  one  hundred  legal  voters  where  it  would  shut  out  one 
ille^l  voter.  Another  reason  why  I  believe  there  should  not  be  a 
registry  law,  particularly  in  the  section  of  the  State  where  I  live,  is, 
that  it  would  add  so  much  to  ihe  expense.  The  history  of  the  registry 
law  in  this  State  is,  that  it  has  been  constantly  evaded.  This  is  the  very 
means  by  which  the  State  was  carried  at  the  last  Presidential  election. 
I  am  opposed  to  any  such  a  law. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.  BIGGS. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  don't  propose  to  discuss  this  question, 
but  I  have  a  few  wordfe  to  say.  The  legislative  committee  and  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  have  made  ample  provisions  in  this  matter. 
This  would  be  entirely  illegal  and  special  legislation.  It  has  been 
admitted  by  the  most  distinguished  men  that  the  way  to  purify  our 
elections  is  to  have  a  registry  law,  and  have  that  law  rigidly  enforced. 
My  friend  seems  to  think  that  we  lost  the  Presidential  election  on 
account  of  the  registry  law.  Now,  if  there  is  anything  that  will  pre- 
vent frauds  it  is  this  law.  He  says  the  expense  will  operate  very  heavily 
in  his  county.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  the  Assessor  is  allowed  to 
register  men  at  the  time  he  goes  around  assessing  their  property.  I 
think  mv  friend  is  very  much  mistaken,  and  I  would  be  very  sorry  to 
see  anything  done  to  impair  the  us^lness  of  the  registry  Act. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  new 
section. 

Lost. 

Mr.  LARUE.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  back  the  article 
to  the  Convention,  and  recommend  that  it  be  adopted. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Right  of  Suffrage,  and  now  report  the  same 
baick,  and  recommend  that  it  be  adopted. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  move  that  four  hundred  and  eighty  copies  be 
ordered  printed  and  laid  upon  the  table. 

So  ordered. 

WATER   AMD  WATER   RIGHTS. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Water  and  Water 
Rights. 

So  ordered. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Following  is  the  auricle  on  water  and  water  rights,  as  reported  by  the 
committee : 

Section  1.  All  water  appropriated,  or  that  may  hereafter  be  appro- 
priated, for  sale  or  rental,  is  hereby  declared  public,  and  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  State. 

Sec.  2.  The  unappropriated  waters  of  the  lakes  and  rivers  of  this 
State  are  declared  to  be  public  property,  and  may  be  appropriated  by 
individuals,  associatious,  or  corporations,  subject  to  such  conditions  and 
restrictions  as  the  Legislature  may  impose. 

Sec.  3.  The  Legislature  shall  enact  laws  permitting  the  af  propria- 
tors  of  water  and  Uie  owners  and  occupants  of  land  to  construct  levees, 
ditehes,  canals,  flames,  and  aqueducts,  or  run  their  water  through  natu- 
ral channels,  for  a^rfcultural,  mining, manufacturing,  milling,  domestic, 
drainage,  reclamation,  or  sanitary  purposes,  across  the  land  of  others. 
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CONTROL   OF  THE   WAJRHS   OP   THE  STATE. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  one. 

The  secretary  read: 

Section  1.  All  water  appropriated,  or  that  may  hereafter  be  appro- 
priated, for  sale  or  rental,  is  hereby  declared  public,  and  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  State. 

SPERCR   OF   MR.   TINNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  use  of  water  for  the  purpose  of 
irrigation  and  mining  was,  until  the  last  twenty-five  or  thirty  years, 
practically  unknown  to  the  American  people.  And  when  we  attempt 
to  grasp  tnis  subject  in  a  political  sense,  and  place  it  under  legislative 
control,  we  are  embarking  on  a  new  era.  We  stand  upon  the  shore  of  an 
uuknown  and  unexplored  sea.  Irrigation,  it  is  true,  has  existed  at  a 
remote  period  in  the  past.  But  when  we  attempt  to  apply  the  experi- 
ence of  past  ages  to  our  own  Government,  we  find  that  it  cannot  be 
fully  applied  to  this  free  Government,  for  the  reasons  that  Governments 
that  have  brought  forward  and  completed  great  irrigation  schemes  were 
arbitrary  Governments,  Governments  where  citizens  had  no  privilege,  no 
right  to  the  water,  as  against  the  Government.  Under  our  system  of 
government  the  rights  of  the  citizens  are  paramount  in  a  great  sense, 
in  many  respects,  to  the  Government.  In  other  words,  the  rights  of  the 
citizen,  under  our  Government,  cannot  be  invaded. 

The  first  historical  account  we  have  upon  which  we  can  rely,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  use  of  water  for  irri^tion,  commences  at  the  time  the 
Egyptian  kings  dug  their  canal.  From  that  time  up  to  the  present — a 
period  of  over  three  thousand  years — the  Egyptian  Government  has  laid 
out  and  completed  one  of  the  most  perfect  systems  of  irrigation  known 
in  that  part  of  the  world.  It  is  true  that  they  were  aided  and  assisted 
by  nature  in  the  enterprise.  The  great  valley  of  the  Nile  was  made  by 
debris  brought  down  from  the  mountains,  and  deposited  along  the 
banks.  The  climate  and  peculiar  conditions  aided  them  in  the  perfec- 
tion and  completion  of  the  system.  The  valley  of  the  Nile  is,  to  a  great 
extent,  a  rainless  country.  The  climate  is  subject  to  few  changes ;  in 
fact,  the  rise  of  the  river  and  the  change  in  the  climate  each  year  is  the 
exact  counterpart  of  that  occurring  the  preceding  year.  Through  these 
means  the  Egyptian  Grovernment  has  completed  a  system  of  irrigation 
that  is  the  wonaer  of  the  world,  a  system  of  artificial  canals,  embracing 
eight  hundred  or  nine  hundred  in  number, and  with  an  aggregate  length 
of  about  nine  thousand  miles.  A  large  number,  something  like  one 
hundred,  of  these  canals  are  navigable.  Under  this  great  system  the 
Government  of  Egypt  was  enabled  to  do  something  that  cannot  be  done 
in  other  parts  of  the  world.  They  are  able  to  estimate  what  the  amount 
of  the  crop  is  going  to  be.  The  fanner  knows  before  he  sows  his  seed 
what  his  return  is  going  to  be.  So  thoroughly  is  the  system  understood, 
BO  perfect  is  this  system  of  irrigation  which  has  been  carried  forward 
and  oompleted.  The  Government  has  established  stations  at  convenient 
points,  and  as  soon  as  they  have  indications  of  a  rise  they  immediately 
telegraph  to  all  parts  of  the  valley,  and  dams  an<l  dikes  are  immedieUely 
put  in  readiness  to  control  the  water;  and  when  it  shows  sufficiently  high, 
the  flood-gates  are  opened,  when  the  water  passes  from  one  section  of 
land  to  another.  The  annual  flood  occurs  about  the  last  of  June.  The 
Egyptian  officer,  when  the  gauge  marks  twenty-five  feet,  proclaims 
*' high  Nile,"  because  he  knows  how  much  land  will  be  submerged.  If 
it  marks  nine  feet,  he  proclaims  'Mow  Nile,"  because  he  knows  how 
much  land  will  fail  to  produce.  If  the  Nile  marks  twenty-three  or 
twenty-four  feet,  he  proclaims  ''good  Nile,"  because  he  knows  there  will 
be  abundant  harvests,  and  the  Government  can  prepare  for  the  distribu- 
tion and  shipment  of  the  crops.        ^ 

Now,  I  will  refer  to  India,  which  is  next  in  importance  to  Egypt.  The 
streams  there  are  not  so  well  suited  for  purposes  of  irrigation  as  the  Nile. 
These  streams  are  affected  by  monsoons,  and  hence  they  are  not  regular 
in  their  distribution.  But  in  some  portions  even  the  floods  are  confined 
by  great  dams  and  embankments,  for  the  purpose  of  irrigation.  Some 
of  these  dams  are  of  enormous  height.  I  speak  of  this  to  show  how 
enormous  the  expense  would  be  in  this  State  to  establish  a  general  sys- 
tem of  irrigation.  These  banks  and  dikes  are  of  great  length  and  height. 
The  English  Government,  it  is  true,  has  had  something  to  do  with  the 
irrigation  schemes  of  Egypt.  They  have  completed  some  of  the  great 
works  laid  out  there,  and  repaired  others.  But  while  the  English  Gov- 
ernment was  willing  to  aid  in  these  schemes,  they  compelled  the  people 
to  pay  for  the  support  which  they  gave  them.  We  find  where  the 
English  Government  has  carried  on  any  of  these  works  they  have 
demanded  and  received  in  return  two  fifths  of  all  the  products  of  the 
land.  Now,  what  would  the  farmers  of  this  State  say  if  tne  Government 
should  propose  to  establish  a  general  system  of  irrigation,  and  take  two 
bushels  of  grain  out  of  every  five? 

I  will  next  briefly  review  the  irrigation  system  of  Italy,  in  the  valley 
of  the  Po  and  in  Lombardy.  The  waters  of  the  principal  streams  there 
have  their  rise  in  eternal  beds  of  snow.  These  schemes  were  carried  out 
by  quasi-corporations.  But  the  Government  at  the  present  time  controls 
the  entire  system  and  regulates  the  sale  of  water.  The  waters  of  these 
streams  flow  from  beds  of  snow  in  the  mountains. ^.They  are  clear  and 
carry  but  little  sediment  or  debris.  The  statistics  show  that  in  the  ninety 
(lays  during  the  growing  season  nearly  every  other  day,  on  an  average, 
is  a  rainy  day,  and  it  would  seem  to  the  practical  mind  that  this  would  he 
sufficient  moisture,  but  we  find  that  they  have  a  full  system  of  irriga- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  renovating,  renewing,  and  strengthening  the 
land.  Now,  sir,  if  these  streams,  flowing  from  clear  snow,  are  good  for 
the  purpose  of  renovating  the  exhausted  lands  of  Italy,  what  would  be 
the  result  that  would  come  from  the  waters  of  Bear  River  and  Yuba 
River  ruflning  over  the  poorer  lands  of  the  Sacramento  valley  ?  And  I 
firmly  believe  that  in  the  end  this  will  be  the  result  of  the  great  debris 
question.  The  mud  and  silt  of  the  Bear  and  Yuba  will  be  utilized  to 
advantage  upon  this  land,  and  make  it  as  productive  as  the  best  alluvial 
soil  near  the  rivers.     But,  sir,  the  question  to  be  considered  here  is,. as  I 


understand  it,  to  determine  whether  it  is  right  and  proper  and  in  g«x>d 
judgment  for  the  State  of  California  to  embark  in  a  general  irrigation 
scheme.  That  is  what  the  oommitttee  has  been  considering.  So  far  as 
I  understand  the  committee^  the  opinion  seemed  to  be  that  it  would  not 
be  feasible  for  this  Sta^  to  engage  in  a  general  system  of  irrigation.  It 
would  not  be  advisable,  because  we  are  not  in  a  condition  to  enter  upon 
this  great  enterprise.  It  is  an  enterprise  that  would  cost  an  immense 
amount  of  money.  From  the  investigation  I  have  made  I  am  satisfied 
that  it  would  cost  not  less  than  three  or  four  hundred  millions  of  dol- 
lars to  even  start  this  great  enterprise — such  a  general  scheme  as  would 
be  necessary.  Now,  it  is  political  economy,  as  I  understand  it,  when  a 
great  enterprise  is  to  be  inaugurated,  to  ascertain  where  the  money  is  to 
come  from  to  carry  out  the  enterprise.  Three  or  four  hundred  millions 
would  be  required  to  start  such  a  scheme,  and  would  the  General  Gov- 
ernment be  so  liberal  as  to  furnish  that  amount  of  money.  Experience 
has  certainly  convinced  every  member  of  this  body  that  such  a  thing 
would  be  impossible  at  tl^e  present  time.  We  have  in  our  midst  an 
undesirable  population,  and  we  have  attempted  for  a  long  while  to  get 
Congress  to  aid  us  in  expelling  them,  and  we  all  know  the  result.  The 
General  Government  would  not  furnish  it.  The  next  question  is,  if  the 
General  Government  will  not  furnish  it,  can  we  get  it  from  the  State? 
Is  the  State  in  a  condition  to  furnish  that  amount  of  money?  If  we 
tax* only  the  lands  benefited,  we  could  not  possibly  raise  such  a  large 
amount  of  money  as  would  be  necessary.  It  would  have  to  be  a  tax 
upon  the  whole  State.  Would  the  farmers  of  San  Diego,  Los  Angeles, 
Santa  Barbara,  Ventura,  Santa  Clara,  Humboldt,  Mendocino,  and  the 
miners  of  the  State  of  California,  submit  to  such  a  tax?  Certainly  not. 
And  I  believe  the  party,  or  body  of  men,  who  would  attempt  to  force 
such  a  tax  upon  the  people  of  this  State  would  be  hurled  from  power 
and  treated  with  scorn  and  contempt.  The  indignation  of  the  people 
would  know  no  bounds  if  such  a  burden  were  to  be  forced  upon  them. 
I  say,  then,  sir,  that  it  would  be  impossible,  under  any  circumstances, 
for  the  people  of  this  State  to  raise  the  necessary  amount  of  money  to 
engage  in  this  great  scheme. 

We  have  no  precedent  to  guide  us  in  this  case.  Egypt  is  a  peculiar 
Government.  It  is  an  absolute  Government,  and  has  been  so.  The  indi- 
vidual has  no  right  as  against  the  Government.  The  Government  con- 
trols life  and  property,  and  everything  pertaining  to  the  individual, and 
when  they  choose  to  demand  labor,  they  get  it  When  the  Government 
of  Egypt  chooses  to  demand  labor,  the  laborers  have  no  choice  but  to 
come  forth  and  do  the  work.  All  they  have  to  do  is  to  send  out  the  offi- 
cers and  they  come.  We  find,  as  late  as  eighteen  hundred  and  eleven, 
the  rulers  of  Egypt  desired  to  complete  a  certain  work,  and  they  ordered 
out  twenty-four  thousand  men  for  that  purpose.  Those  men  had  to 
work,  and  they  did.  The  only  pay  they  get  is  their  food  and  clothing. 
Thousands  of  these  men  died  annually  from  exposure,  so  great  was  the 
stress  upon  the  Government. 

The  next  country  I  shall  notice  is  India.  The  rulers  of  India  occupy 
about  the  same  position  towards  the  people  as  those  of  Egypt.  The 
rulers  have  absolute  and  undisputed  power.  They,  like  the  people  of 
Asia,  are  a  people  who  know  nothing  of  human  rights,  and  they  lead  a 
life  of  bondage  and  poverty.  Their  only  idea  is  to  struggle  for  an  exist- 
ence. They  don't  know  anything  about  the  word  independence.  The 
citizens  do  not  claim  any  rights  against  the  Government— only  the  right 
to  live.  Under  this  system  of  government,  with  that  condition  of 
people,  the  ^eat  irri^tion  schemes  of  those  countries  were  perfected. 
There  is  a  difference  m  Italy.  There  the  individual  has  more  rights; 
but  the  Government  has  power  to  some  extent  to  hold  the  reins  over  the 
people,  by  charging  them  for  the  water  they  use.  * 

Now,  in  regard  to  wages,  that  is  a  question  that  will  come  up  in  the 
solution  of  this  matter.  The  wages  in  Egypt  are  from  eight  to  twelve 
cents  a  day,*  in  India,  from  six  to  eight  cent«;  in  Italy,  from  fifteen  to 
thirty  cents.  Contrast  that  with  the  wages  paid  in  this  country,  and  see 
if  this  State  can  afford  to  embark  in  such  an  enterprise.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  great  number  of  delegates  here  who  would  for  a  moment 
consider  such  a  proposition.  The  committee  have  made  their  report 
very  broad,  in  three  sections,  and  in  accordance  with  the  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  Elevator  cases,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  decisions  of  the  Courts  in  this  State. 

Mr.  hale.    Mr.  Chairman:   I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  The  use  of  all  water  now  appropriated,  or  that  may  be  hereafter 
appropriated  for  sale,  rental,  or  distribution,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a 
public  use,  and  subject  to  the  regulation  and  control  of  the  State,  in  the 
manner  to  be  prescribed  by  law." 

SPEECH   OF   he.   hale. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  My  object  is  to  more  aptly  express  the 
sentiment  of  the  committee,  as  I  understand  it,  and,  in  my  judgment, 
the  most  important  feature  of  this  report  is  contained  in  the  first  section. 
I  call  the  attention  of  all  members  who  have  ever  lived  in  the  mining 
regions  of  the  State  to  the  matters  of  which  I  am  about  to  speak. 
The  action  of  the  Federal  Government  will  be  borne  in  mind  in  relation 
to  the  appropriation  of  the  waters  of  the  State.  There  came  into  use 
practically  a  code  of  laws,  which  came  to  be  recognized  as  such.  It  will 
be  remembered,  sir,  that  the  appropriations  of  the  waters  in  this  State 
be^an  in  the  mining  regions.  Of  course  I  do  not  allude  to  those  appro- 
priations made  for  the  use  of  cities  and  towns.  Of  later  years  it  has 
Deen  extended  to  the  agricultural  portions  of  the  State,  ana  I  have  no 
doubt  in  the  future  this  will  be  one  of  the  most  important  uses  to  which 
the  waters  of  this  State  will  be  put.  I  was  about  to  call  attention  to  the 
practical  feature  of  this  section.  As  I  said,  the  first  appropriation  of 
water  was  made  in  the  mining  regions  of  the  State.  These  lands 
belonged  to  the  government  of  the  United  States,  and  their  occupancy 
by  citizens  of  this  State  was  without  the  sanction  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
I  emment.    The  State  undertook  to  give  these  parties  a  right,  and  did  so, 
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as  far  as  it  could  in  the  exercise  of  its  police  power.  These  occupants 
were  situated  in  this  wise :  the  only  law  which  the  Courts  could  recog- 
nize was  the  old  common  law  of  the  preemption  9f  title  by  reason  of 
possession.  From  that  arose  the  rule  that  he  who  was  first  in  appropri- 
ating either  the  water  or  the  land  had  a  superior  right.  That  was  the 
condition  of  things  which  existed.  It  gave  peace  and  practical  security 
to  this  State,  and  to  the  settlers  on  the  public  lands,  until  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  sixty -six,  when  Congress,  in  answer  to  earnest  solicitation  from 
the  members  of  this  State,  inaugurated  this  legislation,  that  he  who  was 
first  had  the  right.  Then  for  the  first  time  these  rules  became  the  law 
of  the  land.  XJnder  that  rule  he  who  was  first  had  the  right  to  the 
water.  Under  these  various  Acts  of  Congress  great  rights  have  been 
acquired.  Great  and  mighty  interests  have  grown  up  under  the  present 
laws,  and  these  interests  ought  to  be  protected.  There  are  two  distinct 
phases  pf  this  question  which  I  wish  to  call  attention  to.  One  is  the 
security  of  the  rights  of  those  parties  who  make  these  appropriations, 
and  the  other  to  secure  the  public  aeainst  oppression  from  their  use. 

At  this  point,  time  was  called  under  the  rule,  and  the  gavel  fell. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  So  far  as  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  is  concerned,  I  don't  see  that  it  is  any  different  from  that 
presented  by  the  committee.  In  fact,  it  is  a  distinction  without  a 
difference.  We  declare  that  water,  when  offered  for  sale  or  rent,  is 
public,  and  subject  to  the  control  of  the  State.  The  gentleman  declares, 
in  his  amendment,  that  it  is  public,  and  subject  to  legislative  control.  I 
can  see  no  necessity  for  his  amendment.  It  is  the  same  thing  as  has 
l)een  recommended  by  the  committee.  The  State  is  the  sovereign.  As 
far  as  the  two  propositions  are  concerned,  I  can  see  no  new  feature  in  it. 

Mr.  HEBRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"  The  only  property  that  can  be  acquired  in  any  of  the  waters  of  this 
State  by  appropriation  or  condemnation  is  a  use,  and  such  use  shall  for- 
ever remam  subject  to  regulation  and  control  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  for  the  common  benefit  of  all." 

RKMARKS  of   MR.   HERRINQTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTOK.  Mr.  Chairman :  Kow,  sir,  that  is  a  declaration 
of  a  principle  as  old  as  the  common  law.  It  is  desirable  to  fix  the  rights 
that  can  be  acquired  in  the  waters  of  the  State  by  appropriation  and 
condemnation  only.  To  say  that  the  waters  of  the  State  already  appro- 
priated, or  that  may  be  hereafter  appropriated,  shall  be  declared  to  be 
subject  to  legislative  control,  is  remarkable.  I  believe  it  is  a  rule  as  old 
as  the  law  of  nations,  that  no  nation  can  grant  away  the  right  to  the 
waters,  and  the  use  of  the  waters,  in  its  domain. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Do  you  believe  that  Congress  has  the  ri^ht  to  pass 
any  laws  regarding  the  public  domain  in  this  State,  and  the  right  to  the 
water,  or  the  use  of  the  water? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  do  not  believe  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  possesses  the  power  to  grant  any  private  right  in  any  lake,  river, 
or  any  other  water  in  this  State,  or  in  any  State  in  the  Union.  We  have 
a  right  in  this  Constitution  to  declare  what  rights  may  be  acquired  in 
the  waters  of  this  State.  There  never  has  been  any  higher  degree  of 
proprietorship  in  the  waters  of  the  State  than  a  use.  That  is  all.  And 
.there  is  no  one  that  can  acquire  any  other  different  property  in  it,  except 
he  appropriate  it,  and  the  extent  of  that  appropriation  goes  only  to  that 
which  he  uses  personally.  It  is  precisely  like  the  breath  he  breathes. 
So  long  as  he  is  breathing  it,  it  is  nis.  So  long  as  he  drinks  the  water 
and  uses  it,  it  is  his.  So  far  as  property  in  it  is  concerned,  it  is  his  only 
to  that  extent.  But  for  all  other  purposes,  it  is  simply  a  use.  There 
can  be  no  higher  property  acquired  than  simply  a  use.  It  stands  in  the 
same  position  exactly.  This  is  simply  a  declaration  that  no  other  or 
higher  right  can  be  acc^uired.  I  submit  that  this  amendment  ought  to 
prevail.    It  is  short,  it  is  terse,  and  right  to  the  point. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chail'man :  We  have  heard  considerable  in  regard 
to  the  history  of  water  and  waterworks  in  other  countries.  This  of 
course  is  entertaining  to  us.  It  is  a  pleasing  argument.  It  is  entertain- 
ing to  know  how  things  are  conducted  in  other  countries,  and  what  has 
been  accomplished  there,  and  we  learn  to  some  extent  the  means  which 
have  been  brought  to  bear  in  carrying  out  these  purposes,  but  we  are 
more  particularly  interested  in  our  own  State.  Tne  water  interest  in 
this  State  is  one  of  great  magnitude  to  us.  Now,  it  is  evident  that  there 
are  different  views  taken  with  regard  to  water.  There  are  different 
views  taken  with  regard  to  rights  conoernin^^  water.  But  in  the  midst 
of  all  this  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  examine  strictly  what  is  true  law,  and 
we  must  understand  in  these  matters  that  we  must  adhere  to  the  law, 
and  that  it  is  hardly  the  province  of  a  Constitutional  Convention  to  make 
retroactive  laws,  laws  which  will  affect  property  which  has  already 
been  acquired  under  previous  laws  and  previous  decisions  of  the  Courts. 
These  I  consider  to  be  the  great  principles  which  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  at  once  in  connection  with  this  subiect.  We*should 
remember  that  we  can  take  no  man's  property  that  he  has  acquired  in 
a  legal  manner.  But  we  hear  it  said  here  that  water  is  not  property. 
And  we  hear  it  urged  that  there  is  nothing  in  connection  with  it  except 
the  use.  Now,  is  not  this  a  very  fine  distinction?  Why,  the  use  of  the 
water  is  to  all  intents  and  purposes  the  appropriation  of  the  water  itself. 
Is  not  the  water  appropriated?  Is  not  the  water  turned?  It  is  urged 
that  water  is  not  property.  I  have  not  time  to  read  authorities  upon 
this  proposition,  but  you  will  find  in  the  nineteenth  of  California  deci- 
sions sustaining  the  doctrine  that  water  is  property,  and  that  it  is  not 
only  the  use  which  is  taken,  but  the  water  itself.  That  is,  that  a  man 
has  a  right  to  waste  or  destroy  it,  just  the  same  as  he  has  a  right  to  kill 
his  own  horse  if  he  chooses.  He  has  a  right  to  purchase  land  with  the 
water.  It  is  all  property,  and  he  purchases  it,  and  take^  possession  of  it. 
In  the  decision  to  which  I  refer  it  is  declared  to  be  property — personal 


property,  when  taken  from  a  stream  and  diverted.  There  is  no  mistake 
about  it.  There  is  nothing  said  about  the  use,  but  it  is  treated  as  per- 
sonal property.  The  decision  covers  the  entire  ground,  and  shows  that 
it  is  property.'  It  is  held  that  it  can  be  sold  and  .purchased.  If  it  was 
not  property  it  could  not  be  purchased,  if  it  was  not  property  it  could 
not  DC  taken  possession  of.  They  buy  and  pay  for  it,  and  under  this 
decision  of  this  Court  it  is  personal  property.  * 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.   SHAFTER. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  suppose  the  Convention  will 
apply  the  principle  of  the  Elevator  cases  to  this  provision;  and  that  is 
the  common  sense  view  to  take  of  it.  I  don't  like  the  language  of  this 
section.  Suppose  water  is  appropriated  by  an  individual,  I  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  if  that  is  not  property  ?  Suppose  I  go  to 
the  brook  and  fill  a  barrel  with  water,  is  it  not  mine  as  much  as  any 
other  substance?  That  proposition  is  not  good  law.  If  it  is  used  for  a 
public  purpose,  then  it  is  to  be  subject  to  public  control.  I  strikes  me 
that  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge 
Hale,  is  just  the  thing.  When  water  is  sold  or  rented,  then  it  becomes 
subject  to  public  control.  I  trust  that  amendment  will  be  adopted  by 
this  Convention. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  as  an  amend- 
ment the  minority  report  of  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Not  in  order  at  present. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   SMITH. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  San  Francisco.  I  wish  to  make  a  declaration  in  the 
substitute  I  shall  offer,  that  the  waters  of  the  streams  in  this  State  are 
not  the  property  of  individuals,  but  belong  to  the  State.  This  may  be  a 
question  that  will  agitate  the  people  of  this  State  at  no  distant  day, 
more  than  any  other,  railroad  corporations  not  excepted.  Water  is  dif- 
fused through  the  bowels  of  the  earth.  The  principle  of  the  report  of 
the  majority  of  the  committee  is  favorable  to  water  monopolies  in  all 
respects.  The  report  does  not  remedy  the  evil  of  which  the  people  com- 
plain, and  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  one  of  the  principal  things 
that  this  Copvention  was  called  for.  We  find,  all  over  the  State,  an 
attempt  made  to  condemn  and  monopolize  all  the  waters  of  the  State 
by  corporations.  Especially,  sir,  is  this  the  case  in  the  City  of  San 
Francisco,  where  the  influence  of  these  tremendous  water  conipanies  is 
so  manifest.  At  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature  a  scheme  was  sot  on 
foot  to  swindle  the  taxpayers  out  of  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  for  a  lot 
of  worn  out  waterworks  in  that  city.  At  this  time  we  find  a  number 
of  these  men  laying  claim  to  all  the  waters  of  the  State.  One  of  these 
schemes  is  that  of  Lake  Tahoe,  a  lake  twenty-two  miles  long  and 
twelve  miles  wide  ,*  they  claim  the  water.  What  works  have  they 
built?  None.  And  they  are  attempting  to  sell  this  water  to  the  citizens 
of  San  Francisco,  for  the  enonnous  price  of  fifteen  million  dollars; 
likewise  the  Bluel/akes,  and  other  lakes.  It  is  to  prevent  such  schemes 
as  this  that  I  offer  this  amendment.  The  men  who  are  offering  to  sell 
this  water  to  the  TDity  of  San  Francisco,  have  no  right  to  the  water  which 
they  offer.    I  wish  to  read  an  extract  from  Wicks  on  Mining. 

At  this  point,  t»me  was  called,  and  the  gavel  fell.        i 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   TIKNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  add  a  lew  words  of  expla- 
nation in  relation  to  section  one. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  gentleman  has 
spoken  twice  already. 

The  chairman.  The  point  of  order  is  overruled.  He  has  not 
spoken  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  This  committee  has  not  attempted  to  take  away  any 
private  or  vested  rights.  It  has  simply  provided  that  it  shall  be  subject 
to  State  control  when  it  is  sold  or  rented.  When  an  individual  or  a 
cor)K>ration  has  a  water  ri^ht,  thev  have  individual  control  of  it ;  but 
when  they  attempt  to  rent  it  or  sell  it,  then  we  declare  that  it  is  a  public 
use,  and  subject  to  legislative  control.  That  is  the  proposition  in  this 
section.  An  individual  may  own  a  ditch  which  controls  an  entire  min- 
ing community,  or  an  entire  agricultural  community.  If  he  endeavors 
to  demand  rental,  or  charges  for  the  use  of  the  water,  then  the  State 
will  step  in  and  regulate  his  acts,  which  is  proper  and  right. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Does  not  this  report,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  go 
upon  the  principle  that  water  is  an  absolute  property  the  same  as  any 
other  property  ? 

Mr.  TINNIN.  There  is  no  absolute  property  when  it  is  under  control. 
I  would  cite  the  gentleman  to  the  case  of  Atchinson  vs.  Peterson,  de- 
cided in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  support  of  the 
position  taken  in  this  report.  This  section  simply  conforms  to  the  Act 
of  Congress  and  the  decisions  of  the  highest  Courts  in  the  land. 

THE   PREVIOUS   QUESTION'. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Mr.  Chairman  :   I  move  the  previous  question. 
.  Seconded  by  Messrs.  Waters,  Larue,  Van  Dyke,  and  Weller. 

The  GHAIRMAS*.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried — Ayes,  41 ;  noes,  36. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  ilerrington. 

Division  being  called,  the  amendment  was  lost,  by  a  vote  of  32  ayes  to 
45  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Placer. 

Adopted. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  2.  The  unappropriated  waters  of  the  lakes  and  rivers  of  this 
State  are  declared  to  be  public  property,  and  may  be  appropriated  by 
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individuals,  associations,  or  corporations,  subject  to  such  conditions  and 
restrictions  as  the  Legislature  may  impose. 

Mb.  smith,  of  San  Francisco.     I  offer  a  substitute  for  section  two. 

The  secretary  read : 

**  Sbc.  2.  All  lakes,  ezce^  artificial  reservoirs,  shall  be  declared  pub- 
lic property.  All  running  waters  shall  be  declared  public  property, 
subject  only  to  the<x>ntrol  of  the  State.^ 


ff 


REMARKS   OP   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  That  does  not  con- 
tain a  legal  proposition,  because  the  running  water  of  the  State  is  not 
public  property.  If  there  is  anything  settled  at  all  about  water — run- 
ning water — it  is  that  when  it  is  appropriated  it  becomes  private  property. 
The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale,  covers  the 
whole  (]|uestion  as  far  as  it  goes,  and  that  is,  that  when  the  water  is 
appropriated  for  sale  or  rental,  that  becomes  a  public  use,  as  decided  in 
the  Elevator  cases.  Now,  all  the  authorities,  both  of  England  and  Amer- 
ica, recognize  the  fact  that  there  is  property  in  water,  just  as  much  as 
there  is  in  land.  Therefore  you  cannot  take  it  from  a  man  without 
making  compensation  therefor.  What  we  ou^ht  to  do,  in  addition  to 
the  section  adopted,  is  to  provide  that  the  existing  water  rights,  and 
rights  of  way,  may  be  condemned  by  making  just  compensation.  This 
is  necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the  waste  and  misuse  of  water.  In  such 
cases  the  Legislature  should  be  allowed  to  provide  a  remedy.  If  rights 
exist,  why  these  rights  may  be  condemned  for  the  general  public  good, 
upon  the  pa^rment  to  the  owner  of  a  Just  price  for  his  vested  rights. 
Without  that  is  done,  in  a  ^reat  many  mstances  in  this  State,  there  can 
be  no  general  system  of  irrigation.  I  hope  that  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco  will  not  be  adopted,  because  it  is  contrary 
to  the  well  settled  principles  of  law,  and  it  can  never  be  reduced  to 
practice. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  section  two. 
There  is  no  use  of  it  in  the  Constitution,  and  as  there  is  some  doubt,  the 
safest  way  is  to  leave  it  out. 

Mr.  £ST£E.  The  unappropriated  waters  of  the  lakes  and  rivers  of 
this  State,  includes  the  Sacramento  River,  and  all  other  navigable 
streams,  in  which  the  State  has  no  earthly  interest,  which  the  State  can- 
not appropriate,  cannot  occupy.  In  fact  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  expressly  reserved  the  risht  to  control  these  waters  when  Cali- 
fforuia  came  into  the  Union,  and  let  us  not  do  a  thing  which  will  make 
U8  so  supremely  ridiculous.  No  individual  or  corporation  in  this  State 
can  appropriate  the  waters  of  the  Sacramento  River.  They  are  not  sub- 
ject to  local  laws;  there  is  no  local  law  that  can  step  in  and  interfere 
with  navigation. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Are  they  not  subject  still  to  local  laws? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  No,  sir.  I  am  not  speaking  about  lakingout  an  amount 
of  water  that  will  not  interfere  with  navigation,  but  I  am  talking  about 
this  section  two  as  it  reads.  This  section  says  they  may  be  appropriated 
by  associations  or  individuals.  Now,  they  cannot  be  appropriated  by 
anybody.  Some  men  may  have  water  taken  out  of  a  stream  that  is 
not  navigable,  but  the  navigable  streams  are  under  the  control  of  the 
United  States,  and -the  State  mav  not  interfere  with  them.  The  State 
may  impose  certain  {)enaltie8,whcnitdoe8not  interfere  with  navigation. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Assuming  that  a  corporation  is  formed  to  take  a 
body  of  water  out'of  the  Sacramento,  to  take  it  around  the  foothills  for 
the  purpose  of  distributing  it  for  irrigation,  would  they  have  a  right  to 
make  such  an  appropriation  7 

Mr.  ESTEE.  It  depends  upon  where  they  get  the  water,  and  under 
what  circumstances.  Now,  this  first  section  stands  adopted,  or  the 
amendment  to  it  was  adopted,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  is  all  that  the 
necessities  of  this  question  demand.  This  section  declares  that  when 
these  waters  are  appropriated  for  a  public  use,  they  shall  be  under  the 
control  of  the  State.  The  Legislature  can  adjust  the  price  and  govern 
the  use  of  water  so  appropriated,  and  that  is  all  that  is  necessary. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  As  far  as  the  committee  is  concerned,  I  think  every 
member  of  this  body  will  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  the  State  has 
no  control  over  the  navigable  waters  of  the  State.  This  is  a  matter 
reserved  to  Congress  when  the  State  was  admitted  into  the  Union. 

Mr.  smith.  Do  you  hold  that  the  State  has  no  control  over  the 
streams  of  this  State? 

Mr.  TINNIN.  The  navigable  streams,  I  mean.  In  considering  the 
question,  the  committee  was  aware  that  there  are  certain  streams  in  this 
State  that  mieht  be  appropriated  in  future  for  a  public  use,  if  the  State 
should  ever  desire  to  go  into  a  general  irrigation  scheme,  and  that  the 
Legislature  ought  to  have  power  to  control  these  waters.  That  is  the 
reason  we  recommended  section  two. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  It  is  a  well  recognized  rule  of  law 
that  the  State  may  control  them  entirely,  so  long  as  it  does  not  interfere 
with  navigation. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Would  it  be  in  order  to  move  to  insert  the 
words  "  the  right  to  collect  rates?"- 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Not  in  order. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Water  and  Water  Rights,  have  made  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  LARKIN.     I  move  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  and  five  minutes  p.  m.  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  TENTH  DAY. 

Sacramento,  Wednesday,  January  I5tb,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 
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PRESENT. 

Andrews, 

Harvey, 

Reed, 

Ayers, 

Herrington, 

Reynolds, 

Barry, 

Hilbom, 

Rhodes, 

Barton, 

Hitchcock, 

Ringgold, 
Rolfe; 

Beerstecher, 

Holmes, 

Bell, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles 

1,  Schomp, 

Biggs, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Shafler, 

Blackmer, 

Huestis, 

Shurtleff, 

Boggs, 

Hughey, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Boucher, 

Hunter, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Brown, 

Johnson, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Burt, 

Jones, 

Soule, 

Caples, 

Joyce, 

Stedman, 

Casserly, 

Kelley, 

Steele, 

Charles, 

Kenny, 

Stevenson, 

Condon, 

Ke^es, 

Stuart, 

Crouch, 

Tiaine, 

Sweasey, 

Davis, 

Lampson, 

Swenson, 

Dowling, 

Lark  in, 

Swing, 

Doyle, 

Larue, 

Thompson, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Lavigne, 

Tinnin, 

Dunlap, 

Lindow, 

Tully, 

Edgerton, 

Mansfield, 

Turner, 

Estee, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz 

,  TuUle, 

Estey, 

McCallum, 

Vacquerel, 

Evey, 

McComas, 

Van  Dyke, 

Farrell, 

McConnell, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Fawcett, 

McNutt, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Filcher, 

Miller, 

Waters, 

Freeman, 

Mills, 

Weller, 

Freud, 

Moffat, 

Wellin, 

Garvey, 

Moreland, 

West, 

Glascock, 

Morse, 

Wickes, 

Gorman, 

Nason, 

White, 

Grace, 

Neunaber, 

Winans, 

Hale, 

Ohleyer, 

Wyatt, 

Harrison, 

Pulliam, 

ABSENT. 

Mr.  President. 

Barbour, 

Hager, 
Hall, 

O'SuUivan, 

Barnes, 

Overton, 

Belcher, 

Heiskell, 

Porter, 

Berry, 

Herold, 

Prouty, 

Campbell, 

Inman, 

Reddy, 

Chapman, 

Kleine, 

Schell, 

Cowden, 

Lewis, 

Shoemaker, 

Cross, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Terry, 

Dean, 

McCoy, 

Townsend, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  McFarland, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Eagon, 

Murphy, 

Webster, 

Finney, 

Nelson, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Graves, 

Noel, 

Wilson,  of  Ist  District 

Gregg,  O'Donnell, 

LEAVE  OF   ABSENCE. 

Leave  of  absence  for  one  day  was  granted  Mr.  Shoemaker. 

Seven  days'  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  Barbour  and  Nelson. 

THE    JOURNAL. 

Mr.  FREUD.     Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal be  dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
So  ordered. 

PETITION. 

Mb.  HOLMES  presented  the  following  petition,  signed  by  a  lar^ 
number  of  citizens  of  Fresno  County,  requesting  the  exemption  of  certain 
property  from  taxation : 

To  the  Honorable  J.  P.  Hoge,  President,  and  to  members  of  the  Conatitutional  Oon- 
Teiition : 

Gkntlemkn:  Tour  petitionerB,  citisens  of  the  State  of  Oalifornia,  and  residents  of 
Borden  District,  most  respectfully  request  your  honorable  body  to  exempt  (h>m  tax- 
ation all  property  nsed  exclusiyely  for  charitable,  educational,  and  church  purpoeee. 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  the  article  on  revenue  and 
taxation. 

CHANGE   OP   RULE. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  President:  I  desire  to  call  up  my  motion  to 
amend  Rule  Two,  of  which  I  gave  notice  yesterday. 

The  SECRETARY  read  : 

**  The  Convention  shall  take  a  recess  each  day  from  half-after  twelve 
o'clock  M.  to  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  and  on  Tuesdays,  Wednesdays,  and  Fri- 
days, from  five  o'clock  p.  m.  to  seven  o'clock  p.  m." 

SIr.  wyatt.  Mr.  President:  Without  detaining  the  Convention 
for  a  moment,  I  will  state  that  the  proposed  change  in  the  rule  is  simply 
that  we  may  and  shall  hold  evening  sessions  on  Tuesday,  Wednesday,' 
and  Friday  evenings.  By  holding  probably  two  hours  and  a  half  we 
would  gain  a  day's  work  during  the  week,  and  would  not  make  the 
labor  of  the  Convention  so  onerous  but  what  the  members  of  the  Con- 
vention could  well  attend  to  the  duties.  I  therefore  move  that  the  pro- 
posed amendment  to  the  rule  be  adopted. 
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Mr.  SHURTLEFF.  Mr.  Preaident:  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  to 
resort  to  evening  sessions.  We  work  here  from  six  to  seven  hours  a 
day,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  the  members  of  this  Convention  can  do 
justice  to  the  subjects  that  they  are  passing  upon  if  we  undertake  to 
work  for  a  longer  time.  I  am  aware  that  there  is  considerable  uneasi- 
*ness,  that  there  is  some  considerable  complaint,  that  this  Convention  is 
sitting  too  great  a  length  of  time.  I  thinK  it  is  very  important  that  we 
should  go  on  and  do  our  work ;  take  sufficient  time  to  do  it  well,  and  be 
careful  that  we  do  not  make  haste  in  this  matter.  We  have  not  sat 
but  one  hundred  and  five  days,  not  counting  the  four  days  that  we 
adjourned.  It  is  not  an  extraordinary  long  time  if  the  Convention  sits 
until  the  fourth  of  March.  The  Convention  of  New  York,  in  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-six,  sat  one  hundred  and  thirty -one  days;  the  Con- 
vention of  Illinois,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy,  sat  one  hundred 
and  fifty-one  days;  the  Convention  of  Pennsylvania,  in  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  seventy -three,  sat  two  hundred  and  ten  days;  the  Convention 
of  Ohio  sat  two  hundred  and  eighteen  days ;  the  Convention  of  New 
York,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-seven,  sat  two  hundred  and 
twenty-three  days.  Now,  we  have  certain  new  and  important  questions 
to  pass  upon.  The  Chinese  question  took  considerable  time,  and  there 
are  other  questions  that  will  take  time.  There  are  adverse  interests  in 
this  State  that  will  necessarily  take  up  a  good  deal  of  time.  But,  I  say, 
let  us  do  our  work  faithfully.  I  am  opposed  to  this  matter  of  holding 
evening  sessions,  because  I  fear  that  under  the  pressure  which  has  been 
brought  to  bear  to  have  this  Convention  close  its  labors  soon,  that  we 
will  do  our  work  hastily,  and  to  do  it  hastily  will  be  very  unprofitable, 
not  only  for  the  honor  of  the  members  of  the  Convention,  but  for  the 
interests  of  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  President:  I  am  sorry  to  differ  totally  with  my 
friend  on  this  question.  I  think  it  is  very  important,  to  enable  us  to  do 
this  work  well,  that  we  should  have  three  evening  sessions  each  week. 
We  will  only  have  sessions  on  Tuesday,  Wednesday,  and  Friday  even- 
ings. We  are  suffering  to  get  home,  many  of  us.  We  have  business  at 
home,  and  are  anxious  to  get  through  with  the  business  of  this  Conven- 
tion. I  sit  three  or  four  hours  in  the  evening  without  doing  any  work. 
We  are  obliged  to  remain  here  in  Sacramento,  and  we  might  as  well  put 
in  six  or  eight  hours  more  a  week,  and  that  will  materially  assist  us  in 
getting  out  of  the  woods.     I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  aaopted. 

Me.  WINANS.  Mr.  President:  I  entirely  agree  with  the  view  of  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Napa.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  are  precipitat- 
ing matters  now  without  a  due  reeard  for  the  character  of  the  work  we 
have  in  hand,  and  without  the  aeliberation  that  it  demands.  At  the 
outset  we  squandered  time  with  a  profligacy  that  was  remarkable,  and 
now  by  way  of  retrenchment  we  propose  to  do  everything  in  such  a 
form  as  that  nothing  can  possibly  be  well  done.  There  is  nothing  gained 
by  overtaxing  the  mind,  nor  by  overtaxing  the  body.  Mental  exertion 
is  a  greater  punishment  to  the  system  than  is  the  labor  of  the  bodv.  If 
we  spend  seven  or  eight  hours  a  day  here  in  doing  the  duty  that  is 
devolved  upon  us,  ancTgive  to  it  the  close  application  of  our  mind  and 
thought,  we  have  done  all  that  lies  within  our  powers,  and  to  attempt  to 
do  more  is  to  fail  to  be  efficient.  Furthermore,  this  experiment  has  oeen 
tried.  Gentlemen  are  not  disposed  to  come  here  in  the  evening,  except 
in  small  numbers,  ai^d  you  will  find  that  if  this  evening  session  experi- 
ment is  tried  again  a  large  number  of  the  members  will  be  absent;  some 
because  they  have  been  overheated  and  w^orn  out  with  the  day's  efforts, 
others  because  they  seek  for  a  relief  and  relaxation  from  the  work  of  the 
Convention  in  amusementa,  and  others  again — and  those  the  larger 
number — will  want  time  to  reflect  upon  the  matters  that  are  mooted 
here.  Here,  in  the  midst  of  the  asperities  of  debate,  there  is  but  little 
time  left  for  calm,  deliberate  inquiry,  or  reflection.  You  deny  that 
entirely  when  you  have  these  evening  sessions.  I  say  it  is  impolitic  and 
wrong.  I  hope  the  Convention  will  vote  it  down.  If  we  undertake,  on 
account  of  personal  embarrassments,  and  I  deem  them  to  be  serious,  to 
do  our  work  imperfectly,  will  we  not  have  cause  to  regret  that  we  were 
members  of  this  body  at  all,  and  will  not  the  people  look  upon  our 
actions  with  disfavor? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President :  I  do  not  wish  to  add  anything  to 
the  argument  of  the  honorable  gentlemen  to  my  left,  for  the  reason  that 
I  believe  what  they  have  said  is  amply  sufficient  against  holding  night 
sessions;  but  I  feel  unwilling  to  lose  the  opportunity  of  paying  my 
friend,  Mr.  White,  the  compliment  which  he  offered  me  the  other  day, 
when  he  thought  I  was  becoming  demoralized  on  the  subject  of  salaries. 
Mr.  President,  I  fear  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Cruz  is  becoming  demor- 
alized on  the  subject  of  going  home.  Now,  I  would  advise  the  gentle- 
man not  to  try  to  break  up  this  Convention,  because  he  wants  to  go 
home  so  bad.  If  he  must  go  home,  why,  we  can  spare  him  for  a  day  or 
two;  and  I  think,  that  after  a  visit  of  two  or  three  davs,  he  would  be 
satisfied  to  come  back  and  stay  for  awhile.  And  if  he  has  not  time  to 
go  all  the  way  down  to  Santa  Cruz,  why,  I  think  that  a  visit  no  farther 
than  San  Francisco  would  do  him  crood  [laughter],  and  that  he  would 
be  willing  to  come  back  and  stay  with  us  the  remainder  of  the  session, 
and  be  willing  to  stay  as  long  as  necessary. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  President:  I  am  very  much  in  hopes  that  the 
amendment  will  be  adopted.  The  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  says 
that  w^e  squandered  time  in  the  beginning.  I  am  not  aware  of  that. 
The  committees  were  all  at  work.  They  all  had  work,  and  they  done 
it  faithfully,  and  they  done  it  well,  and  they  reported  in  due  time.  As 
to  mature  deliberation  and  reflection,  it  is  well  known  that  the  Legisla- 
ture, towards  the  close  of  the  session,  always  have  night  sessions,  and 
they  do  more  work  than  they  do  in  the  day  sessions. 

Mr.  CASSERLY.  It  is  the  quality  of  the  work,  and  not  the  quan- 
tity done  by  the  Legislature  in  night  sessions  that  should  be  looked  at. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  We  have  no  local  laws  to  pass  here.  This  is  a  Consti- 
tution for  the  whole  people ;  and  I  do  hope  that  we  will  have  night 
sessions.    I  feel  that  I  have  not  done  my  duty,  as  I  was  floored  by  a 


long  spell  of  sickness,  but  now  my  head  is  so  I  am  ready  to  work  night 
and  day.     My  time  is  worth  something  at  home. 

Mr.  holmes.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  was  not 
home,  sick,  for  some  time. 

Mr.  BIGGS.     Up  to  the  time  of  my  sickness  I  had  not  lost  one  day. 

Mr.*  WINANS.  Do  you  want  us  to  remain  here  nights  to  make  up 
your  lost  time? 

Mr.  biggs.  I  am  willing  to  give  you  indefinite  leave  of  absence. 
You  'can  go  and  attend  to  your  hiwsuits  and  return  here  and  help  us 
frame  our  organic  law. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Mr.  President:  When  I  hear  such  young  men  and 
boys  as  Major  Biggs  talk  in  the  way  they  do,  I  wonder  that  they  ever 
came  here.  Their  time  is  so  valuable,  and  I  am  sure  their  constituents 
are  losing  a  great  deal  by  their  absence.  My  advice  to  them  would  be 
to  return,  to  go,  and  not  stand  upon  the  order  of  their  going.  Now,  for 
one,  I  don't  want  to  get  away.  My  time  is  not  worth  much  here,  and 
it  is  not  worth  much  when  1  get  home.  I  am  not  willing  to  work  here 
ten  or  fifteen  hours  a  day  and  get  no  money.  Eight  hours  is  my  limit. 
We  have  held  two  or  three  evening  sessions.  9he  attempt  to  hold  night 
sessions  resulted  in  a  farce.  Nothing  could  be  done.  They  are  worse 
than  Saturday  afternoon  sessions,  and  they  are  of  no  use.  Now,  if  the 
gentlemen  want  to  come  here  and  make  speeches  and  pay  for  their  own 
gas  I  am  willing.  I  do  not  want  anvthing  of  that  kincl.  I  hope  this 
whole  matter  will  be  voted  down,  and  that  we  will  come  here  and  hold 
our  regular  sessions  every  day. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  that  the  motion  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Monterey  will  prevail;  not  for  thepurpose  of  hurriedly 
passing  over  the  work  and  doing  it  imperfectly.  The  principles  in  the 
different  reports  have  been  discussed  pro  and  con  in  this  Convention, 
and  members  are  as  intelligent,  and  can  vote  upon  them  as  intelligently 
now,  as  if  we  talk  on  them  for  two  months  more.  I  believe  that  wo 
should  give  a  due  regard  and  a  proper  consideration  to  the  reports,  but 
we  should  work  industriously.  Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  retort  upon  those 
gentlemen  who  talk  so  flippantly  about  wanting  to  go  home.  They 
have  been  situated  so  that  they  can  go  and  come  at  their  pleasure. 
They  must  realize  that  there  are  those  whose  interests  cannot  be  post- 
poned, and  whose  interests  cannot  be  attended  to  by  occasional  visits 
nome.  I  believe  that  the  work  that  we  shall  do  here  will  be  better 
received,  if  we,  as  sensible  and  practical  men  proceed  to  work  indus- 
triously, and  then  adjourn  and  go  home;  and  stop  this  everlasting 
going  home  before  the  work  is  done ;  and  stop  this  ^ing  around  to  balls 
and  dances  and  other  amusements  instead  of^  working. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  amend  after  the  word 
"Friday,"  to  the  effect  that  evening  sessions  shall  be  for  discussion, 
without  taking  votes.  The  President  knows  very  well  that  in  Congress 
they  have  evening  sessions,  but  there  is  a  conventional  understanding 
that  voting  is  not  to  be  done  in  the  evening,  and  there  is  as  much  profit 
in  discussion  as  in  voting.  IT  we  spend  a  few  hours  here  in  fhe  evening 
discussing  propositions,  we  save  time  which  we  would  otherwise  con- 
sume in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  the  daytime,  and  I  see  no 
objection  to  it.  As  for  my  friend  Mr.  TuUy,  I  am  certain  he  never  goes 
to  the  theater,  and  he  never  runs  about  town. 

Mr.  TULLY.     I  will  support  that  amendment. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  thinlc  it  would  be  beneficial  to  him,  for  he  would 
spend  time  here  instead  of  spending  it  in  places  less  virtuous. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  President :  I  oppose  this  resolution,  and  I 
oppose  it  entirely  upon  sanitary  grounds.  I  believe  it  is  bad  policy  to 
undertake  to  carry  on  sessions  here  in  the  evening.  If  you  can  find  a 
worse  place  for  men  to  breathe  the  free  air  of  heaven  in  than  this,  with 
one  hundred  and  fifty  men  in  it,  I  do  not  know  where  it  is.  You  light 
it  up  with  those  numerous  gas  jets,  burning  out  all  the  oxygen  there  is 
in  the  air,  and  then  expect  men  to  live  in  it  and  breathe  it.  We  shall 
find  a  worse  increase  in  our  sick  list  than  we  have  ever  noticed  vet.  It 
is  a  matter  of  impossibility  for  men  to  come  in  here  and  appfy  their 
minds  to  anything.  There  is  nothing  in  the  world  to  subsist  on,  and  it 
is  utter  folly.  It  will  be  ruinous  to  every  man  who  undertakes  it.  I 
undertake  to  say  there  is  not  a  man  who  can  attend  these  evening 
sessions  without  being  in  a  burning  fever  before  he  gets  out  of  here.  I 
know  it  is  my  case,  and  I  know  it  must  be  with  others. 

•  Mr.  WELKIN.  Mr.  President:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Wyatt.  I  believe  in  working  more  hours  than  we  are  working  here.  I 
am  surprised  that  gentlemen  can  go  around  beer  saloons,  that  are  not 
injurious  to  their  health,  and  then  not  be  able  to  get  here  next  morning. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  As  I  was  the  only  one  who  spoke  about  health, 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  has  ever  seen  me  in  one  of  those 
places? 

Mr.  WELLIN.  I  was  not  speaking  of  you,  and  if  you  had  said 
nothing  no  one  would  ever  suspect  you.  One  gentleman  said  that 
eight  hours  was  enough  for  us  to  work.  I  think  we  ought  to  work  eight 
hours.  But  when  have  we  worked  eight  hours  a  day?  Now  we  only 
work  six  hours  a  day.  I  think  we  are  well  enough  able  to  work  eight 
hours  a  day  here,  and  I  think  if  these  gentlemen  would  come  here  and 
putf  in  their  time  we  would  get  along  a  great  deal  better.  Some  gentle- 
men say  if  you  do  not  want  to  stay  you  can  go  away.  Why,  f  don't 
want  to  go  away  for  fear  some  of  these  men  would  do  something  wrong. 
I  hope  no  one  will  go  away,  and  I  hope  every  meihber  will  vote  for  the 
evening  sessions. 

Mr.  McCOMAS.    Mr.  President :  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Keyes,  Dunlap,  Pulliam,  and  Lampson. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Tub  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  Mr.  Wyatt. 
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DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Wednesday, 


The  ayes  and  noes  were  demanded  by  Messrs.  White,  Wellin,  Condon, 
Davis,  and  Wyatt. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  proposed  amendment  was  Ibst  by  the  fol- 
lowing vote,  not  being  two  thirds  in  the  affirmative : 

AYES. 

Harrison,  Rhodes, 

Herrin^n,  Ringgold, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Sha^r, 

Hunter,  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Johnson,  Smith,of  San  Francisco, 

Laine,  Steele, 

Larkin,  Swenson, 

Lavi^ne,  Swing, 

Martm,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Thompson, 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barton, 

Biggs, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Caples, 

Condon, 

Davis, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Estee, 

Estey, 

Fawcett, 

Filcher, 

Freud, 

Gorman, 

Barry, 

Beerstecher, 

Bell, 

Blackmer, 

Boggs, 

Casserly, 

Charles, 

Crouch, 

Dowling, 

Dunlap, 

Edgerton, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Oarvev, 

Glascock, 

Hale, 

Harvey, 


McCallum, 

McComas, 

McConnell, 

Miller, 

Moffat, 

Moreland, 

Morse, 

Nason, 

Keunaber, 


MOKS. 
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Waters, 

Weller, 

Wellin, 
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Rolfe, 

Schomp, 
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Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Soule, 

Stedman, 

Stevenson, 

Stuart, 

Sweascy, 

Tully, 

Turner, 

Van  Dyke, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Wickes, 

Winans, 

Mr.  President — 51. 


WATBB   AND   WATKB   SIGHTS. 


Mr.  smith,  of  San  Francisco.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the 
proposition  number  five  hundred  and  twentv-five  be  brought  up  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  be  taken  up  with  the  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Water  and  Water  Rights. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  That  proposition  has  already  been  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  twentieth  of  December,  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-eight. 

Mb.  tinnin.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Water  and  Water  Rights. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thb  chairman.  Section  two  and  amendments  are  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  dunlap.    Mr.  Chairman  :   Is  an  amendment  in  order? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    There  are  two  amendments  pending. 

Mb.  dunlap.  I  would  ask  that  this  amendment  be  read  for  infor- 
mation. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  two  by  inserting  as  follows:  *The  right  to  divert  the 
unappropriated  waters  of  any  natural  lake  or  stream  to  beneficial  use 
shall  never  be  denied.  Priority  of  use  shall  give  the  better  right  as 
between  those  using  the  water  for  the  same  purposes,  but  when  the 
waters  of  any  natural  lake  or  stream  are  not  sufficient  for  the  resources 
of  all  those  desiring  the  use  of  the  same,  those  using  the  water  for 
domestic  purposes  shall  have  the  preference  over  those  claiming  for  any 
other  purpose,  and  those  using  the  water  for  agricultural  or  mining  pur- 
poses shall  have  the  preference  over  those  using  the  same  for  manufac- 
turing purposes.'  " 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  metion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion two. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  section  is  stricken  out.  The  Secretary  will 
read  section  three. 

CONDEMNING  PBIVATE  PBOPEBTT. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  3.  The  Legislature  shall  enact  laws  permitting  the  appropriators 
of  water  and  the  owners  or  occupants  of  lana  to  construct  levees,  ditches, 
canals,  flumes,  and  aqueducts,  or  run  their  water  through  natural  chan- 
nels, for  agricultural,  mining,  manufacturing,  milling,  domestic,  drain- 
age, reclamation,  or  sanitary  purposes,  across  the  land  of  others. 

Mb.  winans.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer  to 
that  section. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  three  bv  adding  the  words  'upon  first  paying  a  just 
compensation  therefor,  which  compensation  shall  be  ascertained  by  a 
jury  in  a  Court  of  record,  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  law.'  " 

Mb.  HOWARD.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

The  secretary  read: 


"The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  condemnation  of  exist- 
ing water  rights  for  public  use,  and  for  the  right  of  way  for  conducting 
water  for  such  uses,  nrst  making  just  compensation  for  the  same." 

Mb.  tinnin.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  say,  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
mittee, that  I  think  it  was  the  intention  that  the  amendment  introduced 
by  Mr.  Winans  should  have  been  there,  and  they  therefore  accept  the 
amendment  introduced  by  Mr.  Winans. 

Mb.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  suggest  to  the  committee 
that  that  amendment  is  unnecessary,  because  in  the  declaration  of  rights 
there  is  a  section  covering  that  point. 

BEXABKS   OF   MB.   WINANS. 

Mb.  winans.  It  does  not  cover  it  Section  fourteen  of  the  declara- 
tion of  rights  provides  that  "  private  property  shall  not  be  taken  or 
damaged  for  public  use  without  just  compensation  having  been  first 
made  to  or  paid  into  Court  for  the  owner;  and  no  right  of  way  shall  be 
appropriated  to  the  use  of  any  corporation  other  than  municipal,  until 
full  compensation  therefor  be  first  made  in  money,  or  ascertain^  and 
paid  into  Court  for  the  owner,  irrespective  of  any  benefit  from  anv 
improvement  proposed  by  such  corporation,  which  compensation  shafl 
be  ascertained  by  a  jury  in  a  Court  of  record,  as  shall  be  prescribed  by 
law."  Now,  that  section  distinguishes  between  private  property  taken 
for  a  public  use. and  a  right  of  way.  Neither  of  its  provisions  embrace 
the  question  here.  This  is  taking  a  right  of  way  for  private  use,  and  the 
section  quoted  only  speaks  of  taking  a  right  of  way  for  public  use. 
Besides,  if  there  were  a  general  declaration  in  the  bill  of  rights,  and 
that  were  distinctly  overruled  and  contravened  by  a  special  provision 
elsewhere,  there  would  arise  a  collision  from  that  very  fact,  and  the 
necessity  of  legal  adjudication  as  to  which  should  govern. 

Mb.  Van  dyke.  I  have  no  objection  to  it,  but  only  suggested 
whether  it  was  necessary. 

BEXABKS  OF   tfB.   CAPLKS« 

Mb.  caples.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  section  three.  If 
this  section  means  anything,  it  means  too  much.  If  it  means  merely  to 
confer  upon  the  Legislature  the  power  described  here  it  is  wholly 
unnecessary.  The  Legislature  already  possesses  that  power,  without 
any  constitutional  provision,  and  has  been  exercising,  for  years  and 
years,  that  power.  If  it  means  more  than  this,  it  certainly  means 
simply  to  dispense 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Has  the  Legislature  the  right  to  condemn  private 
property  for  private  uses  under  the  present  Constitution  ? 

Mb.  caples.  This  is  the  ri^ht  of  eminent  domain ;  the  right  of 
taking  private  property  for  a  public  use,  under  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  law.  If  this  proposition  means  anvthing  beyond  conferring  upon  the 
Legislature  powers  already  possessed,  it  means  to  dispense  with  that 
regular  process  of  law  that  is  defined  in  the  exercise  of  the  State's  right 
of  eminent  domain.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that  the  committee  ever  con- 
ceived the  idea  of  dispensing  with  the  forms  of  law  and  the  condemna- 
tion of  private  property  by  a  simple  Act  of  the  Legislature :  but  it  would 
seem  that,  if  this  section  means  anything  beyond  an  empty  declaration 
of  a  right  that  is  well  known  to  exist  without  an  enabling  Act,  it  must 
mean  that.  I  would  ask  what  construction  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee puts  upon  it  himself.  Was  it  the  understanding  of  the  commit- 
tee that  it  was  competent  for  this  Convention  to  confer  upon  the  Legis- 
lature the  right  to  condemn  property  otherwise  than  by  the  forms  of 
law? 

Mb.  tinnin.  The  amendment  accepted  carries  out  the  idea,  and 
requires  that  it  shall  be  done  according  to  law. 

Mb.  CAPLES.     It  reads: 

"  Sec.  3.  The  Legislature  shall  enact  laws  permitting  the  appropri- 
ators of  water  and  the  owners  or  occupants  of  land  to  construct  levees, 
ditches,  canals,  flumes,  and  aqueducts,  or  run  their  w^ter  through 
natural  channels,  for  agricultural,  mining,  manufacturing,  milling, 
domestic,  drainage,  reclamation,  or  sanitary  purposes,  across  the  land  of 
others." 

Now,  has  not  the  Legislature  been  exercising  these  y^rj  powers  for 
vears  and  years  past,  under  which  most  of  the  waters  of  the  State  have 
oeen  appropriated  ?  Certainly.  Everybody  knows  that  the  Legislature 
has  been  doing  this  thing.  Every  gentleman  knows  that  the  State  has 
the  right,  by  virtue  of  the  power  or  eminent  domain,  to  condemn  and 
take  private  property.  Now,  we  cannot  add  anything  to  that  power  of 
condemnation.  We  can  add  nothing  to  the  right  of  txie  State  to  appro- 
priate in  accordance  with  law ;  and  I  am  utterly  unable  to  see  where 
it  is  proposed  to  do  anything  here  that  is  practicable. 

BEMABKS  OF   MB.  VAN   DYKE. 

Mb.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  bill  of  righU,  in  the  old  Con- 
stitution, provided  that  you  could  take  private  property  for  public  uses. 
Now,  that  is,  by  implication,  a  prohibition  upon  taking  private  property 
for  private  uSes.  That  would  prevent  the  Legislature  passing  laws  per- 
mitting one  man  to  drain  his  land  across  another,  because  that  is  a 
private  use.  The  Legislature,  of  course,  would  have  that  power  if  it 
were  not  for  the  implied  prohibition  in  the  Constitution.  In  other 
words,  the  declaration  that  you  may  take  private  property  for  public 
uses,  by  implication  prohibits  the  taking  oi  it  for  private  uses  in  any 
case.  That  is  the  purpose  of  this,  as  I  understBnd  it  It  allows  drain- 
age for  private  parties  over  the  lands  of  another,  upon  paying  just  com- 
pensation.    I  do  not  see  why  it  should  not  be  allowed. 

Mb.  caples.  Then  I  understand  that  it  is  to  take  private  property 
for  private  use.  I  deny  the  power.  I  hold  that  it  would  be  in  conflict 
with  the  Federal  Constitution,  and  with  the  well  understood  and  uni- 
versally recognized  exercise  of  the  power  of  eminent  domain.  I  am  no 
lawyer.  I  am  free  to  admit  that  my  opinions  are  worth  nothing  upon 
this  subject;  nevertheless,  I  feel  authorized  to  give  an  expression  of  my 
opinion.    My  understanding  of  the  power  of  eminent  domain  is  that 
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private  property  may  be  taken,  not  for  private  use,  but  for  public  use, 
and  I  think  gentlemen  of  the  legal  profession  will  agree  with  me  that 
that  is  the  well  established  and  well  understood  right  of  power  of  emi- 
nent domain,  as  recognized  by  the  Fedei-al  Constitution  and  the  decisions 
of  the  Federal  Courtis,  and  the  decisions  of  the  Courtti  in  England  for 
centuries  past.  Now,  if  I  am  right  in  this  proposition,  Mr.  Chairman, 
and  I  hope  to  hear  from  legal  gentlemen  upon  the  proposition — then  the. 
committee,  according  to  the  construction  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
meda, Mr.  Van  Dyke,  have  attempted  to  do  that  which  would  be  in 
contravention  of  the  fundamental  law  of  the  power  of  eminent  domain. 

RKMARKS  or   MR.   TINNIK. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  Section  throe  was  placed  in  the  report 
of  the  committee,  I  may  say,  in  deference  to  the  farming  interests  oi  the 
State.  It  was  through  that  interest,  that  appeared  before  the  commit- 
tee, that  section  three  was  placed  there.  The  object  in  putting  it  there 
v/as  to  overcome  this  difficulty  which  has  often  occurred  as  was  repre- 
sented to  the  committee.  For  instance,  a  party  owns  a  piece  of  land 
l)etween  a  tule  swamp  and  the  river.  The  tule  swamp  is  useless,  unless 
it  can  be  draine<l.  The  party  who  owns  the  high  lands  stands  there  and 
demands  an  exorbitant  price  for  the  privilege  of  cutting  a  drain  through 
his  land.  lie  really  blackmails  the  party  owning  the  tule  lands.  The 
committee  did  not  think  it  waa  right  that  any  such  state  of  affairs  should 
exisU  Take  another  iustance,  where  a  party  owns  tule  lands  adjacent 
to  a  river,  and  those  along  the  river  find  it  necessary  to  build  a  le%'ee  for 
the  protection  of  the  lands  below,  to  keep  the  water  off,  and  the  party 
ownmg  the  tale  land  refuses  to  allow  a  levee  to  be  built  upon  bis  land. 
It  was  through  these  things  that  the  section  was  put  in  the  report.  I 
think  it  is  right  and  proper.. 

Mr.  CAPLE3.  If  it  was  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  confer 
upon  the  Legislature  the  power  to  condemn  property  for  private  use, 
why  did  not  the  committee  so  state  in  this  section? 

Mr.  TINNIN.  That  belongs  to  another  department  in  this  Conven- 
tion. We  did  not  consider  that  it  belonged  to  our  part  of  the  report. 
We  reported  on  the  subiect  before  us.  That  would  belong  to  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee.  We  oelieve  it  is  right  and  proper  that  this  should  be 
there  for  the  protection  of  a  public  interest.  It  is  true  that  power  was 
originally  used  only  for  governments,  but  it  has  been  perverted  to  corpo- 
rations, and  we  propose  here  to  extend  it  further,  and  to  allow  it  to  be 
used  for  private  mdividuals. 

remarks   or   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  agree  entirely  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento,  Dr.  Caples,  that  this  section  three,  as  it  stands,  is 
a  violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  would  be  with 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Winans.  It 
was  decided  as  long  ago  as  eighteen  hu^red  and  eight,  in  the  case  of 
Fletcher  vs.  Peck,  that  a  grant  is  a  contract  protected  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  and  you  cannot  violate  it;  and  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  is  as  much  over  us  as  it  is  over  the  State  Legislature. 
Now,  this  decision  in  Fletcher  vs.  Peck  has  been  reaffirmed  repeatedly 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  you  cannot  take  a  man's 
land  for  private  use  at  all  under  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  and  you 
cannot  take  it  for  public  use  without  making  just  compensation. 

Now,  sir,  water  is  a  part  of  the  land.  It  is  so  held  by  all  the  writers. 
I  will  read  a  sentence  from  Angell  on  Watercourses : 

**  Therefore  it  islbat  a  grant  of  land  conveys  to  the  grantee  not  only 
the  *  field '  or  the  ^leadow,'  but  all  the  growing  timber  and  water  stand- 
ing and  being  thereupon;  and  a  stream  of  water  is  therefore  as  much 
the  property  m  the  owner  of  the  soil  over  which  it  passes  as  the  stones 
scattered  over  it."      v 

Now,  sir,  it  is  perfectly  idle  to  attempt  to  say  in  this  Constitution  that 
running  water  is  public  property.  Running  water  which  has  been 
granted  is  not  public  property;  and  running  water  is  not  public  prop- 
erty in  any  sense  except  so  far  as  the  use  is  concerned.  Now,  sir,  an 
important  objection  to  any  declaration  of  that  sort  is  that  it  is  a  mere 
idle  waste  of  paper,  and  cannot  be  made  available  for  anything;  and 
my  objection  to  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Winans  is  that  it  does  not  go  far 
enough.  There  exists  under  the  right  of  eminent  domain  the  right  to 
condemn  property  for  public  uses,  but  it  cannot  be  made  available  with- 
out some  declaration  in  the  Constitution  or  a  statute  of  the  State.  All 
this  may  be  done,  no  doubt,  in  the  absence  of  any  constitutional  regula- 
tion, but  there  must  be  a  declaration  in  the  statute  fixing  the  mode  and 
manner  of  condemnation.  The  Chairman  of  the  committee  says  that 
the  committee  had  the  idea  that,  for  instance,  if  they  wanted  to  drain  a 
tule  swamp  that  they  could  run  a  ditch  through  your  land  for  that  pur- 
pose without  paying  for  the  right  of  way. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  did  not  say  so.  That  is  amended.  The  amendment 
is  accepted. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  That  does  not  go  far  enough.  Say,  for  instance,  the 
people  in  San  Francisco  wish  to  drain  Lake  Bigler,  to  appropriate  Lake 
Bigler  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  the  city  with  water,  they  would 
have  the  right,  under  the  eminent  domain,  becaqse,  if  any  individual — 
which  I  deny,  for  there  is  no  appropriation  of  water  separate  from  the 
use  of  it — but  if  any  individual  could  set  up  a  claim  of  ownership  of 
that  lake,  then  the  ^tate  has  the  power  and  ought  to  provide  the  means 
of  condemning  that  lake,  so  that  the  water  could  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  supplying  the  cities  and  towns,  and  supplying  the  ox>untry  for 
irrigation  with  water.  It  is,  therefore,  necessary  that  we  have  some 
provision  authorizing  the  condemnation  of  existing  water  rights.  Then, 
again,  it  is  well  known  that,  under  the  Mexican  Government,  there 
were  grants  of  eleven  leagues  of  land.  Suppose  a  grant  of  eleven  leaj^ues 
of  land  has  a  stream  running  by  it  or  through  it,  and  he  appropnates 
the  entire  stream  and  holds  it  long  enough  to  acquire  it  by  proscrip- 
tion, which  may  be  done  by  Spanish  law  in  ten  years;  which  may 
have  been  done  at  the  common  law  by  an  adverse  use  and  claim  of 
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right,  with  knowledge  of  his  neighbors,  in  twenty  years,  and  which 
he  can  do  in  this  State,  under  our  statutes  and  decisions,  ?n  five  years. 
Then  he  has  a  title  bv  proscription.  But  there  is  a  right  under  the  emi- 
nent domain  to  conaeinn  property  for  public  use,  no  matter  how  it  is 
derived,  or  how  it  exists,  by  paying  a  just  compensation  therefor,  and 
that  ought  to  be  engrafted  in  tl^is  Constitution.  A  party,  for  iff  stance, 
settling  upon  the  h^id  of  a  stream,  owning  ten  thousand  or  twenty 
thousand  acres  of  land,  or  forty- four  thousand  acres,  as  he  may  own, 
may  appropriate  the  whole  water,  and  quiet  title  by  an  adverse  use  of 
five  years  under  our  law.  Even  then,  there  is  a  power  by  which  he  can 
be  prevented  from  starving  out  his  neighbors  and  making  a  monopoly  of 
the^  water,  and  that  is  under  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  and  that 
power  ought  to  be  attended  to  by  this  Convention,  because,  otherwise  he 
may  prevent  the  use  of  the  water  by  hundreds  of  families,  when  the 
water,  properly  distributed,  would  be  enough  for  all.  That  is  a  state  of 
things  which  ought  not  to  exist,  and  which  we  can  reach  under  the 
right  of  eminent  domain. 

Take,  for  instance,  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  TJiere  are  streams,  I 
believe,  in  the  neighborhood,  which  have  been  appropriated.  Well,  if 
the  use  of  that  water  becomes  necessary  to  the  supply  of  the  City  of 
San  Francisco  that  is  a  public  use,  and  it  is  superior  to  the  private  use 
of  any  individual  or  individuals,  and,  therefore,  the  right  to  condemn 
it  should  exist,  and  should  be  provided  for  in  this  Constitution ;  and  it 
is  founded  on  the  Latin  maxim,  that  the  siEifety  of  the  people  is  the 
supreme  law. 

Mr.  MILLER.     Does  not  that  right  exist  now  ? 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Yes;  the  right  exists  now;  but  the  right  existed 
before  we  came  here,  before  the  Constitution  of  eighteen  li^ndred  and 
forty-nine,  and  existed  by  virtue  of  the  general  powers  of  legislation; 
because  the  general  rule  is  that  everything  not  expressly  taken  from  the 

geop^  by  the  Constitution  abides  and  resides  in  the  legislative  authority, 
o  that  is  an  argument  of  very  little  force.  We  here  wish  to  direct  the 
Legislature  to  do  certain  things,  and  this  is  one  of  the  things  we  ought 
to  provide  for  in  the  fundamental  law. 

remarks  of  MR.   BIGGS. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  was  somewhat  pleased  and  surprised 
to  hear  the  argument  of  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  when  he  said 
that  this  section  was  put  in  at  the  request  of  the  agricultural  interest. 
God  knows  the  agriculturists  of  Califorhia  don't  want  any  of  this  section 
three;  and  if  he  is  such  a  warm  friend  to  the  cause  oi  agriculture  he 
would  accommodate  us  very  much  by  assisting  in  striking  out  that  sec- 
tion. I  hope  it  will  be  stricken  out.  It  is  what  we  don't  want,  and 
we  have  no  use  for  it. 

Mr.  TINNIN.    Don't  you  live  on  high  land  ? 

Mr.  BIGGS.  I  don't.  The  water  has  been  around  me  twice.  I  raise 
good  grain.  It  has  been  over  me,  too,  and  I  have  lost  a  good  many 
things.  I  am  not  drowned.  I  feel  grateful  to  the  gentleman  for  the 
interest  he  has  taken  in  the  agriculture  of  the  State,  but  I  don't  propose 
to  let  such  a  thin^  be  engrafted  in  our  organic  law  without  entering  my 
remonstrance  against  it. 

RKMARKS  OF    MR.   HITCHCOCK. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  a  farmer,  also,  and  have 
been  for  some  twenty-six  or  twenty-seven  years.  I  am  not  a  lawyer, 
and  I  do  not  understand  and  do  not  know  really » 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Have  you  any  debris  from  the  mines  coming  down  upon 
you? 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.  I  have  not.  Still  I  am  interested  in  this  subiect. 
I  realize  the  fact,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  there  is  only  one  outlet  for  all  of 
the  waters  of  these  Sierra  Nevada  Mountains,  and  also  the  Coast  Range. 
There  is  only  one  outlet,  and  that  is  through  the  Carquinez  Straiis,  and 
we  all  know  that  we  have  a  rainfall  of  from  twenty  to  seventy -five 
inches.  That  must  find  an  outlet,  and  to  do  so,  it  flows  over  the  whole 
valley;  and  in  flowing  over  the  country  it  flows  over  my  land  and  over 
all  iny  neighbors',  and  we  want  some  provision  by  which  we  can  make 
channels  through  San  Joaquin  Countv,  or  any  other  county  in  the  State, 
in  order  to  carry  off  this  water,  so  that  we  can  drain  our  lands.  It  is 
impossible  to  levee  it.  We  cannot  dam  it  up  and  keep  it  back.  It  must 
pass  on  out  through  the  Golden  Gate.  When  you  can  give  us  some  right 
to  pondemn  a  right  of  way,  we  can  do  that;  The  people  of  San  Joaquin 
County — I  speak  for  them  particularly — would  like  to  ha^ie  some  pro- 
vision by  wnich  thev  can  reclaim  their  lands.  A  bill  was  passed  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-two  whicl^  covered  the  case  entirely,  but 
it  was  unconstitutional,  and  we  cannot  enforce  it    The  whole  southern 

r)rtion  of  this  State  favor  it,  but  it  is  a  dead-letter  upon  the  statute  books, 
have  drawn  up  an  amendment  here  which  I  think  covers  the  case.  So 
far  as  mining  or  anything  of  that  kind  is  concerned,  if  members  think 
mining  should  not  be  included,  why,  strike  it  out.  I  will  read  it,  and, 
in  case  this  section  is  stricken  out,  I  will  offer  it  as  section  three  : 

"All  persons  and  corporations  shall  have  the  right  of  way  across 
public,  private,  or  corporate  lands,  for  the  construction  of  ditches,  flumes, 
or  canals,  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  w'ater  for  the  irrigation  or 
reclamation  of  lands,  and  for  manufacturing  and  mining  purposes,  and 
for  drainage,  upon  payment  of  just  compensation." 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   FILCHER. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  that  this  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out.  The  question  of  its  conflicting  with  the  Federal  Constitu- 
tion was  discussed  in  committee,  and  it  was  generally  agreed  that  on  the 
whole,  or  in  the  main,  at  least,  the  section  might  be  made  operative,  and 
if  it  cx>nferred  no  additional  powers  to  act,  as  has  been  suggested  by  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  it  directly  meets  the  wants  of  a  large  class 
of  people  in  this  State  The  committee,  sir,  had  in  view  two  objects. 
One  was,  as  long  as  the  waters  of  the  State  are  now  largely  appropriated, 
to  prevent  these  waters  being  used  for  the  purposes  of  monopoly,  and 
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beyond  legislative  control — the  poiut  that  has  been  covered  in  the  first 
section  ;  and  the  second  was  in  view  of  the  natural  arid  condition  of  this 
country,  and  the  fact  that  its  prosperity  must  depend  so  much  upon  the 
proper  application  of  the  water  supply,  to  secure  the  right  of  way  to  the 
proprietors  of  water  to  carry  that  water  to  such  places  that  it  would  do 
the  moit  good.  Now,  sir,  there  were  numerous  cases  pointed  out  to  the 
committee,  and  to  my  knowledge  there  are  many  cases  that  exist  where 
important  improvements  are  held  back  simply  for  the  want  of  a  right  of 
way.  Large  tracts  of  land  in  California  to-day  are  in  a  swampy  con- 
dition, simply  because  a  right  of  way  for  a  drainage  canal  cannot  be 
procured.  1  hold  that  in  so  far  as  these  rights  of  way  can  be  shown  to 
be  a  benefit  to  public  interest,  they  will  not  conflict  with  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  * 

We  have  a  precedent  for  the  principle  adopted  in  this  section,  in  the 
Constitution  of  Illinois.  Section  thirty-one,  of  article  four,  of  that  Con- 
stitution, aiming  at  the  idea  of  drainage  for  agricultural  lands,  declares 
that  "  the  general  Assembly  may  pass  laws  permitting  the  owners  or 
occupants  of  lands  to  construct  drains  and  ditches,  for  agricultural  and 
sanitary  purposes,  across  the  lands  of  others."  Now,  sir,  many  sup- 
}x>sed  their  declaration  in  Illinois,  declaring  warehouses  to  be  a  public  use, 
would  conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  yet  a  test 
case  proved  the  reverse  to  be  true.  But,  sir,  going  further,  in  the  case  of 
Heekman  vs.  the  Saratoga  and  Schenectady  Railroad  Company,  in  New 
York,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-one,  the  Chancellor  says: 

"  But  if  the  public  interest  can  be  in  any  way  promoted  by  the  taking 
of  private  property,  it  must  rest  in  the  wisdom  of  the  Legislature  to 
determine  whether  the  benefit  to  the  public  will  be  of  sufficient  impor- 
tance to  render  it  expedient  for  them  to  exercise  the  right  of  eminent 
domain,  anil  to  authorize  an  interference  with  the  private  rights  of  indi- 
viduals for  that  purpose." 

Now,  sir,  what  are  the  rights  conferred  here? 

'•  The  Legislature  shall  enact  laws  permitting  the  appropriato^  of 
water  and  the  owners  or  occupanta  of  lands  to  construct  levees,  ditches, 
canals,  flumes,  and  aqueducts,  or  run  their  water  through  natural  chan- 
nels, for  agricultural,  mining,  manufacturing,  milling,  domestic,  drain- 
age, reclamation,  or  sanitary  purposes,  across  the  lands  of  others,  upon 
first  paying  a  just  compensation  therefor,  which  compensation  shall  be 
ascertained  by  a  jury  in  a  Court  of  record,  and  shall  be  prescribed  bv 
law." 

Is  not  that  a  public  use?  Are  the  public  not  benefited  by  the  promo- 
tion of  the  agricultural  interest?  Most  certainly  they  must  be.  Is  the 
public  not  benefited  by  the  promotion  of  the  mining  interest?  Manu- 
facturing and  milling,  is  not  the  public  benefited  by  them?  Certainly 
reclamation  and  drainage  must  stand  as  in  the  public  interest.  I  believe 
in  the  main  the  section  will  stand  good,  and  it  should  not  be  stricken 
out.  If  perchance,  by  a  test  case,  a  certain  qjause  of  it  may  be  proven 
to  conflict  with  the  Constitution,  and  may  have  to  fall,  yet  the  rest  will 
not  become  invalid,  and  it  will  stand  for  what  it  is  worth. 

I  know  that  the  interests  of  various  sections  of  this  State  require  some- 
thing of  this  nature.  There  are  mining  interests  and  agricultural  inter- 
ests that  are  now  retarded  by  the  want  of  a  right  of  way  to  secure  water. 
We  have  on  this  water  question,  I  think,  adopted  a  wise  provision  in 
the  first  section,  placing  these  waters,  where  they  are  used  by  the  pub- 
lic, under  public  control,  and  by  this  means  preventing  a  monopoly  of 
them  to  an  extent  that  may  become  abusive.  I  have  no  doubt  the  sec- 
ond section  was  wisely  stricken  out.  I  thought  at  the  time  it  was 
adopted  that  there  was  nothing  in  it.  But  the  third  section  I  think  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  remain. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  WICKES. 

Mr.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  mistake  seems  to  be  general  in 
regard  to  the  power  of  the  State.  It  has  no  power  to  take  from  one 
individual  and  give  to  another.  It  is  no  doubt  feasible  for  the  plains  of 
San  Joaquin  to  be  irrigated;  but  the  State  has  no  right  to  order  a  water 
ditch  to  be  cut  across  a  man's'land  without  rendering  for  it  a  just  com- 
pensation. There  will  necessarily  be  some  damage  done  to  the  land, 
more  or  less,  and  such  compensation  should  rest  upon  a  just  appraisement. 
As  to  the  mining  districts,  the  ditch  enterprises  there  and  the  mineral 
interests  of  those  sections  reciprocate  each  other.  There  are  vested 
rights  there  that  have  been  held  under  grant  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment since  the  early  days  of  California  mining  enterprises.  In  the 
mining  districts  I  say  the  milting  interests  and  the  water  interests  recu)- 
rocate  each  other.  Water  has  been  taken  from  the  various  mountain 
streams,  and,  at  great  expense,  turned  into  ditches  and  carried  all  over 
these  districts,  to  the  enhancing  of  the  value  of  mining  property  and  to 
increasing  the  production  of  the  mineral  wealth  of  these  districts. 
These  ditches,  constructed  at  great  expense,  have  repaid  to  those  who 
carried  on  the  enterprises,  at  the  best,  but  a  very  small  interest.  These 
mountain  streams  as  they  ran  were  of  no  ucse  whatever,  but,  carried  by 
such  enterprises  through  the  mineral  districts,  have  been  of  great  value 
in  the  production  of  gold,  one  of  the  great  resources  of  the  State.  These 
interests  should  not  be  imperiled  in  any  manner.  Most  of  the  enter- 
prises of  the  mining  districts  have  not  repaid  the  owners  for  the  invest- 
ment. They  may  look  forward,  perhaps,  to  some  future  time  when  the 
water  sold  for  irrigation,  when  the  mines  are  worked  out,  may  perhaps 
repay  them  for  the  investment  in  these  enterprises.  While  we  cannot 
touch  these  vested  rights,  we  cannot  deny  the  rightof  the  State  to  regu- 
late the  price  at  which  water  shall  be  sold  for  the  future,  either  for  irri- 
gating or  mining  purposes.  These  men  who  have  been  engaged  in  thess 
enterprises  would  not  object  to  any  just  regulation.  But  tliis  regulation 
must  be  just.  The  rights  of  propertv  in  water  niust  be  recognized  as 
well  as  rights  of  property  in  land,  and  we  cannot  evade  the  force  of  this. 

REMARKS    OF   MR.    WATERS. 

Mr.  WATERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  a  great  deal  less 
attention  is  paid  t^>  this  public  question  now  under  consideration  than 
its  importance  deserves.     During  the  last  twenty-five  or  twenty-eight 


years  in  this  State  a  great  deal  has  been  eflccted  by  the  use  of  water. 
Great  interests  have  ^rown  up  in  this  State  under  that  use.  Great  prin- 
ciples have  been  decided.  The  people  have  lived  under  these  princi- 
ples. The  people  have  accustomed  themselves  to  this  state  of  aflairs; 
and  now  atone  fell  stroke  it  is  proposed,  in  this  Convention,  to  upset 
the  whole  theory  upon  which  the  people  of  this  State  have  been  acting, 
acquiring  property  and  improving  farms.  Now,  from  the  very  begin- 
ning the  rights  of  water  for  purposes  of  irrigation  and  actual  improve- 
ment of  the  land  have  been  considered  private  rights.  Their  use  has 
been  considered  private  property.  It  has  been  held  to  be  such  over 
and  over  again  by  our  own  Supreme  Court.  Now,  we  propose  here 
in  one  sentence  to  say  that  this  private  property  is  public.  We  propose 
to  upset  the  whole  theory,  and  the  whole  line  of  action  of  the  people  of 
this  State  for  twenty-eight  years.     It  has  not  only  been  recognized  as 

f>rivate  property  by  the  people  themselves,  by  their  customs  and  their 
awB,  so  far  as  such  regulation  is  concerned,  but  it  has  even  been  recog- 
nized by  the  General  Government.  The  General  Government,  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -six,  granted  these  rights  in  accordance  with 
the  laws  and  customs  of  the  State.  Now,  we  propose  here  to  say  that  it 
is  all  folly.  Now,  I  do  not  believe  this  is  a  correct  policy  to  pursue.  I 
do  not  believe  that  we  can  expect  the  people  to  sanction  anything  of 
that  sort.  These  farmers  who  have  built  up  nice  flourishing  farms,  with 
their  orchards,  and  all  the  appurtenances  of  civilization,  you  might  say, 
simply  by  the  use  of  this  water,  and  could  not  have  done  it  by  any 
other  means  in  the  world,  you  cannot  expect  them  to  say  now,  many  of 
them  in  their  old  age,  that  the  works  of  their  lifetime  shall  pass  from 
them  by  one  little  declaration  in  the  Constitution,  that  it  is  all  public 
property.     I  say  it  is  too  much. 

Now,  there  is  a  dispute,  at  least  among  some  lawyers,  as  to  whether 
that  provision  of  the  United  States  Constitution,  which  says  private 
property  may  only  be  taken  for  public  use  by  giving  just  compensation, 
is  a  limitation  only  upon  Congress  or  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  The  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  it  is  only 
upon  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WATERS.  I  understood  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Gen- 
eral Howard,  to  say  that  you  cannot  divert  a  private  right  for  private 
interest. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  held 
that  in  cases  where  it  impaired  the  obligations  of  a  contract  ydti  can- 
not take  private  property  for  a  private  use. 

Mr.  waters.  That  is  amongst  the  limitations  upon  the  States.  No 
State  shall  pass  any  law  impairing  the  obligations  of  a  contract;  but 
this  other  provision,  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  has  been  held  to  apply  only  to  the  United  States  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me,  I  will  cite  the 
case.  In  the  case  of  Barron  vs.  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Baltimore, 
seventh  Peters,  it  is  held :  "  The  provision  in  the  fifth  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  declaring  that  private  property 
shall  not  be  taken  for  public  use  without  just  compensation,  is  intended 
solely  as  a  limitation  on  the  exercise  of  power  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  and  is  not  applicable  to  the  legislation  of  the  States." 

Mr.  HOWARD.  That  does  not  apply  to  the  Mher  proposition,  that 
where  it  inipairs  the  obligation  of  a  contract,  then  it  cannot  be  done. 

Mr.  WATERS.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  leave  the  two  gentlemen 
to  decide  that  between  them.  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento  is  right.  The  gentleman  from\ios  Angeles  refers 
to  that  provision  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  which  is  a 
limitation  upon  the  power  of  the  State — that  they  shall  nolpass  any  law 
impairing  the  obligation  of  contracts.  Now,  this  right  to  the  use  of 
waters  is  not  in  the  nature  of  a  contract.  I  regard  it  in  the  nature  of 
propertv.  It  is  a  property  right,  not  founded  alone  upon  contract,  but 
founded  upon  ownership.  The  ownership  may  be  the  subject  of  a  con- 
tract, or  it  may  not.  True,  if  you  carry  it  back  in  the  abstract  to  its 
original  foundation,  we  are  inclined  to  vest  everything  upon  a  grant 
from  the  sovereign. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Has  not  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
held  repeatedly  that  a  grant  was  a  contract,  and  that  the  obligation  can 
not  be  impaired  by  legislation?  That  is,  if  the  State  grants  a  man  a 
tract  of  land,  it  is  a  contract,  and  the  State  cannot  take  the  grant  from 
him. 

Mr.  waters.    I  think  that  that  has  been  held  to  be  a  contract. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Now,  it  being  held  by  the  Courts  that  water  is  a 
part  of  the  land,  can  you  take  the  water  any  more  than  you  can  take 
the  land  ? 

Mr.  waters.  That  might  apply  to  land  granted  directly,  or  land 
granted  by  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    Does  it  not  apply  to  Government  grants? 

Mr.  waters.  I  concede  the  gentleman's  proposition  so  far  as  it 
goes,  but  it  does  not  cover  the  entire  ground.  The  proposition  is  as  to 
whether  it  is  policy  for  this  Convention  to  say  that  this  private  property 
is  public  property,  just  in  one  sentence.  I  say  it  is  wrong  policy;  it  is 
not  callea  for  by  the  situation  of  this  country  at  the  present  time.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  water  question  has  got  to  work  itself  out.  I  do 
not  think  that  this  Convention  can  settle  all  these  water  disputes  in  one 
sentence;  the  system  has  ^ot  to  grow  up  to  the  times,  ana  this  thing 
of  forcing  the  thing,  by  saying  that  nobody  has  got  any  right  to  water, 
is  not  right.  If  it  is  in  order,  I  shall  move  to  strike  out  the  whole 
report  of  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     It  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  amend  the  report  of  the 
committee. 

The  chairman.  There  are  two  amendments  pending  to  section 
three. 

Mr.  TINNIN.    I  ask  to  have  it  re^d* 
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The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  three,  in  line  three,  bj  striking  out  the  words  'or 
run  tjieir  waters  through  natural  channels.' " 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  make  this  amendment  for  this  rea- 
son :  it  seems  to  me  that  certain  of  our  farmer  friends  are  very  fearful 
of  the  debris  situation.  They  imagine  that  they  can  see  the  debris  of 
the  miner  coming  down  upon  them.  We  of  the  committee  never  saw 
that  in  the  proposition.  The  idea  was  for  the  purpose  of  running  the 
water  away,  and  we  never  have  once  considered  tne  debris  question. 
For  that  reason  I  think  the  committee  are  unanimously  in  favor  of  strik- 
ing out  that  portion  of  the  report.  Another  thing.  In  framing  this 
report  we  thought  that  there  would  be,  in  future  days,  a  Legislature  that 
would  put  the  machinery  in  force  to  carry  out  this  section  of  the  Consti- 
tution. We  did  not  think  it  necessary  for  us  to  say  how,  or  in  what 
manner,  these  individuals  should  be  protected  in  their  property  when 
ditches  or  drains  were  run  through  their  land.  We  expected  that  the 
Legislature,  when  they  put  this  in  force,  would  sufficiently  protect  these 
i)eople  in  their  property  and  their  rights,  and  I  do  not  think  it  belongs 
in  that  section  at  all. 

RKUARKS   or   MX.   HBBRINQTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  satisfied,  myself,  that 
this  question  is  not  receiving  the  consideration  that  its  overshadowing 
importance  demands  at  the  hands  of  this  Convention.  I  am  thoroughly 
convinced  that  if  this  question  had  been  managed  and  manipulated 
through  this  Convention  by  the  Spring  Valley  Waterworks,  it  could 
not  have  been  managed  more  to  suit  their  taste,  or  better  in  conformity 
with  their  wishes;  and  if  part  of  them  who  have  had  the  management 
of  it  had  been  holders  of  the  stock,  it  could  not  have  been  managed 
better  tp  suit  their  convenience  and  interest. 
•    Mr.  van  dyke.     In  what  respect? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Now,  sir,  what  is  sovereignty?  And  what  is 
eminent  domain? 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  to  explain  himself.  Do 
you  mean  to  say  that  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company  influenced  the 
committee  in  their  report?    If  you  do,  you  state  that  which  is  false.* 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  call  the  gentleman  to  account.  I  want  to  know  what 
he  means. 

Mr.  VAN  DYKE.    So  do  I. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     I  want  to  know  what 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Will  the  gentleman  give  me  an  opportunity  to 
say  what  I  mean?  I  mean  that  in  the  results  of  these  provisions  as  they 
are  now  here  before  this  house,  that  they  could  not  have  been  framecl 
more  in  the  interests  of  the  Spring  Valley  Waterworks.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  ESTEE.    lu  what  respect? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  In  their  working,  and  in  the  results  and  effecU 
that  they  will  have. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Do  I  understand  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  that 
the  first  section,  as  amended  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Hale, 
is  in  the  interest  of  Spring  Valley? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  No,  sirj  I  do  not  mean  that,  I  say  that  so  far 
as  that  part  is  concerned  it  is  good ;  and  that  is  the  only  provision  that 
is  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  people  of  tnis  State. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Has  any  other  section  been  adopted  affecting  that  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    No,  sir. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    Then  I  do  not  know  what  he  means. 

Mr.  TINNIN.     I  do  not  think  he  knows  himself. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  am  not  talking  about  what  this  Convention 
will  do.  I  am  talking  about  the  provisions  presented  here  by  the  com- 
mittee, and  no  one  can  misunderstand  what!  say.  I  do  not  flinch  from 
what  I  say,  either.  I  mean  precisely  what  I  say,  that  the  effect  and  the 
working  of  these  sections  as  they  are  presented  would  have  the  results 
which  I  have  mentioned.     Now  I  proceed. 

I  say.  what  is  sovereignty?  It  is  simply  no  more  nor  less  than  that 
high  authority  which  possesses  the  prerogative  or  right  to  form  rules  for 
the  order  of  community  and  to  enforce  tnem.  That  is  the  sovereignty 
of  this  State;  that  is  the  sovereignty  of  every  other  State.  Now  what 
is  the  power  of  eminent  domain?    It  is  that  power  by  which  the  State 

Suts  into  exercise  that  sovereignty  for  the  public  weal,' and  nothing  else, 
fow  will  vou  dwindle  it  down  and  drive  out  all  the  interests  of  one 
private  peraon,  and  take  all  the  interests  of  another  private  person,  and 
put  every  man's  hand  against  that  of  his  neighbor?  All  will  be  driven 
asunder  by  the  provisions  you  propose  to  insert  here.  It  makes  every 
man  an  Ishraaelite  as  against  his  neighbor;  his  hand  is  against  every 
man's  hand,  and  his  interest  against  every  jnan's  interest.  You  set  at 
war  every  private  interest  that  is  in  the  community  with  respect  to 
water.  You  permit  it  with  reference  to  water  and  permit  it  with 
reference  to  every  other  interest  that  there  is  in  the  commonwealth, 
and  every  man's  interest  will  be  sought  to  be  enhanced  by  the  use 
of  this  power  of  eminent  domain  to  acquire  and  filch  his  neigh- 
bor's interest;  and  not  upon  the  plea  of  any  public  benefit  that  will 
result,  but  solely  for  private  use.  Can  vou  do  it?  Dare  you  do  it? 
Have  you  the  impudence  and  the  boldness  to  assert  here  that  all 
these  interests  may  be  arrayed  and  put  at  war  with  each  other  in 
this  community?  It  iq  the  destruction  of  empire;  it  is  the  destruc- 
tion of  government  itself.  It  is  the  disintegration  and  dissolution 
of  that  great  power  called  sovereignty.  There  is  none  of  it  left.  Now, 
what  is  the  use  of  coming  here  and  telking  about  law  if  you  do  not 
mean  law?  What  is  the  use  of  talking  about  order  when  you  are 
creating  disorder?  Now,  I  apprehend  that  possibly  that  question  may 
be  understood,  and  if  no  one  can  see  the  force  of  that  argument  I  will 
repeat  it.  I  undertake  to  say  to  you  now  that  there  is  no  power  inher- 
ent in  sovereignty  to  destroy  itself.  It  is  not  a  thing  that  can  commit 
that  crime  called  /elo  de  sej  and  there  is  no  element  in  it  that  possesses 
the  power  to  create  and  to  organize  that  kind  of  a  war,  by  which  every 


element  in  sovereignty  shall  be  arrayed  one  against  the  other,  using  the 
power  of  eminent  domain  to  enforce  ite  claim.  Do  vou  see  the  force  of 
the  argument?  Do  you  see  the  idea  that  is  embraced  in  the  proposition 
that  you  present  here?  What  right  have  I  to  go  to  my  neighbor  and 
say :  Sir,  I  want  your  land,  I  want  your  water,  and  I  have  the  power  of 
eminent  domain  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  my  private  right.  No, 
sir;  I  say  to  you  now,  that  the  power  of  eminent  domain  is  based  upon 
another  proposition  than  that;  that  it  Is  a  public  use  to  which  the 
propertv  you  propose  to  teke  is  to  be  appropriated  and  applied.  Another 
principle,  I  say  to  you,  is  a  war  of  elements  and  the  destruction  of 
sovereignty  itself.  Now,  it  is  no  use,  because  you  limit  this  proposition 
to  the  mere  matter  of  using  water,  or  taking  water,  to  assert  tnat  you 
may  apply  or  use  this  power  for  a  private  individual  in  that  regard, 
when  you  do  not  propose  to  apply  it  to  any  other  proposition  amongst 
the  people.  If  you  can  apply  it  to  water,  or  the  right  to  use  water, 
why  not  apply  it  to  every  other  private  interest  in  the  whole  State? 
The  principle  is  just  as  unchangeable  as  time  itself.  It  is  just  as 
impregnable  as  truth,  and  God  upon  whom  it  rests. 

Mr.  PULLIAM.  Don't  you  know  that  the  Supreme  Court  has 
decided  that  the  Spring  Valley  Waterworks  haa  the  right  to  the  use  of 
eminent  domain? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  But  the  Spring  Valley  Waterworks  is  not 
like  a  private  individual. 

Mr.  PULLIAM.    What  has  the  Spring  Valley  to  do  with  this  then? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  do  not  care  when  they  only  hold  a  franchise, 
so  far  as  that  is  concerned. 

Mr.  PULLIAM.    This  section  don't  do  them  any  good. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  This  section  gives  then  an  absolute  right  to 
the  lakes,  and  that  is  just  what  they  want.  And  they  wish  to  defy 
you  and  the  whole  City  of  San  Francisco,  and  bring  San  Francisco  a 
beggar  at  its  feet  for  that  which  keeps  soul  and  body  together.  This  is 
a  provision  that  seeks  to  install  Spring  Valley  as  a  President  of  that 
city,  to  whom  they  must  pray  for  water  to  cool  their  parching  tongues. 
And,  you,  sir,  if  you  favor  this  section,  are  seeking  to  bring  about  pre- 
cisely that  result.    Do  you  understand  me  now? 

Mr.  PULLIAM.  The  gentleman  has  not  shown  the  connection 
between  this  section  and  the  Spring  Valley.  The  Spring  Valley  Water 
Company  has  the  right  of  eminei\t  domain  now. 

RBMABKS    OP    MR.   VAN   DYKB. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  been  listening  here  to  see 
if  I  could  learn  from  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  wherein  the 
Spring  Valley  has  been  figuring  in  this  matter.  I  am  very  anxious  to 
learn  that  fact.  The  only  particular. objection  I  have  to  the  section  is, 
that  I  cannot  see  its  use,  in  view  of  the  bill  of  rights  that  we  have 
passed.  The  only  use  there  can  be,  is  for  the  purpose  of  private  drain- 
age. The  Spring  Vallev  certainly  has  the  right  of  eminent  domain 
now,  so,  as  I  unaersten(f  it,  this  section  cannot  confer  any  further  right 
upon  them.  They  have  a  public  use,  and  for  a  public  use  they  have  a 
right  now  to  condemn  land.  Under  the  first  section,  as  adopted,  if  the 
Spring  Valley,  or  any  other  water  company,  bring  water,  for  the  purpose 
of  sale,  into  a  city,  that  is  a  public  use.  It  has  been  so  before.  And 
although  the  gentleman  worked  himself  up  into  a  fury,  I  was  unable  to 
discover  from  his  argument  wherein  this  section  confers  any  additional 
power  upon  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company,  or  any  other  water 
company  bringing  water  into  a  city  for  the  purpose  of  distrijbution  and  sale. 
If  it  is  so.  why,  I  should  be  very  happy  to  vote  against  it.  I  would  not 
confer  any  additional  power  on  that  corporation,  or  any  other  corporation, 
as  against  the  interests  of  the  public.    But  I  cannot  see  that  it  does. 

I  can  see  one  benefit  to  arise  from  the  adoption  of  that  section,  and 
that  is  the  benefit  that  I  pointed  out  first,  it  gives  parties  a  right  of 
drainage  across  the  lands  of  others,  upon  compensation  being  paid ;  and 
there  is  a  great  question  whether  that  can  be  done  under  the  present 
Constitution,  declaring  that  private  property  can  be  only  taken  for  pub- 
lic uses.  There  may  be  a  case  where  it  would  be  difficult  to  establish  it 
as  a  public  use,  and  still  the  property  of  an  individual  could  not  be  well 
used  without  the  power  of  drainage.  The.gentleman  from  San  Joa.quiD 
has  cited  instances  of  the  kind.  Now,  I  cannot  see  any  objection,  inas- 
much as  it  does  not  come  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  to  conferring,  under  proper  legislative  provisions,  by  general  Act, 
the  power,  for  the  purposes  of  drainage  and  for  sanitary  purposes,  of 
goin^  across  the  lands  of  others,  upon  paying  just  compensation.  Now, 
that  IS  the  only  real  benefit  to  be  derived  by  the  adoption  of  this  section. 

RBMABKS   or  MB.   BSTBB. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  the  gentleman  from  Alameda, 
who  just  took  his  seat,  is  mistaken,  to  this  extent :  as  I  understend  the 
decision,  one  citizen  cannot  condemn  the  property  of  another  citizen  for 
a  private  purpose ;  for  a  private 'use  that  cannot  be  done. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  That  cannot  be  done  under  the  present  Constitu- 
tion.    It  has  been  done  in  other  States. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  If  the  gentleman  can  find  an  instence,  I  do  not  know 
of  it,  because  it  is  upon  the  theory  that  every  citizen  is  equal  before  the 
law,  and  that  anything  that  one  man  owns  he  owns  for  all  the  purposes  of 
ownership,  and  that  no  private  citizen  can  teke  it  from  him  tor  private 
use;  and  ho  cannot  do  it  at  all  unless  he  does  it  by  the  use  of  arms.  I 
never  heard  of  one  instence  where  it  could  be  done,  and  I  do  not  think 
we  had  better  try  it.  If  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  meant  this  by 
what  he  said,  he  has  got  a  good  many  supporters  on  this  floor.  If  he 
meant  that  section  one,  as  adopted,  was  in  the  interest  of  the  Spring 
Valley  Water  Company,  or  any  other  water  company,  he  is  clearly  in 
error,  and  I  advise  the  eentlemau  not  to  get  so  much  excited  as  to  forget 
the  very  point  he  is  making. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  said,  in  emphatic  terms,  that  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Placer  was  a  good  amendment,  and  ought  to  have 
been  adopted ;  and  I  supported  it. 
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Mr.  ESTEE.  Then  this  Convention  has  not  done  anything  in  the 
interest  of  Spring  Valley,  or  any  other  company,  because  that  is  just 
what  we  adopted,  and  I  think  a  large  majority  of  the  Convention 
favored  it.  As  to  section  three,  I  do  not  think  we  can  afford  to  adopt 
that  section.  The  Legislature  would  here  have  power  to  enact  laws  per- 
mitting A  to  dig  a  ditch  right  across  the  land  of  B,  for  A's  indiviaual 
benefit — not  for  a  public  use,  but  for  his  personal  benefit  and  advantage. 
I  do  not  think  we  had  better  try  to  do  that.  The  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  people  of  the  United  States,  might  interfere— the 
Constitution  certainly  will. 

Mr.  van  dyke.    That  has  been  expressly  decided  in  Illinois. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    If  it  is  in  order  I  would  move  to  strike  it  out. 

The  chairman.    That  motion  has  already  been  made. 

Mb.  ESTEE.    I  hope  the  motion  to  strike  out  will  be  adopted.    The 

fentleman  from  Santa  Clara  has  an  amendment  that  I  saw  last  night, 
f  he  had  proposed  his  amendment  I  think  it  would  have  met  the 
approbation  of  the  most  of  the  members  of  this  Convention,  especially 
those  from  San  Francisco.  I  think  Mr.  Joyce  also  has  the  same  amend- 
ment. Certainlv  I  shall  support  it,  and  believe  it  ought  to  be  adopted. 
But  I  hope  we  shall  not  go  so  far  as  to  adopt  this  principle  of  the  right 
to  condemn  private  property  for  private  use. 

Mb.  ROLFE.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  desire  to  vote  intelligently  upon  this  question, 
and  I  desire. to  know  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  wuat  sec- 
tion of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  is  violated  by  this  section 
three. 

Mr.  ROLFE.     I  was  just  going  to  tell  you  that  myself. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  The  rights  of  life,  liberty,  and  property  are  guaranteed 
by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  the  Constitution  of  each  State. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  endeavor  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion myself,  just  for  what  it  is  worth.  I  say  it  is  in  direct  conflict  with 
the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  I  have 
a  decision  here  to  show  it;  and  I  will  guarantee  that  there  is  not  a  gen- 
tleman on  this  floor  who  can  find  a  decision  of  any  Court  of  respectable 
standing  in  the  United  States  that  has  held  that  private  property  can  be 
taken  for  private  use  under  any  circumstances  whatever,  unless  there  is 
a  public  interest  to  be  subserved.  It  can  be  done  for  public  use.  It  can 
be  done  for  private  use,  provided  there  is  a  public  interest.  It  can  be 
done  by  a  private  individual,  provided  it  is  for  a  public  use,  but  there  is 
an  implied  contract  between  the  State  and  the  owner  of  every  private 
propertv  in  the  State,  that  he  holds  that  property  originally  by  a  grant 
from  the  State.  And  that  grant  is  a  contract,  and  when  the  State 
attempts,  by  its  Constitution  or  its  laws,  to  take  the  property  from  that 
man  and  give  it  to  another  individual,  for  his  private  use,  it  violates 
that  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  where  it 
says — I  do  not  mean  the  fifth  amendment;  I  mean  that  clause  which 
says  that  no  State  shall  pass  a  law  impairing  the  obligation  of  contracts. 
I  was  mistaken  in  saying  that  it  was  the  fifth  amendment.  I  read  now, 
from  the  New  York  Chancery  Reports,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty -one, 
in  the  case  of  Beekman  vs.  The  Sarato^  and  Schenectady  Railroad 
Company.  It  may  be  that  what  I  read  is  only  dictum,  but  it  is  good 
law.     I  read  upon  page  seventy- three: 

"The  right  of  eminent  domain  does  not,  however,  imply  a  right  in 
the  sovereign  power  to  take  the  property  of  one  citizen  and  transfer  it 
to  another,  even  for  a  full  compensation,  where  the  public  interest  will 
be  in  no  way  promoted  by  such  transfer.  And  if  the  Legislature  should 
attempt  thus  to  transfer  the  property  of  one  individual  to  another,  where 
there  could  be  no  pretense  of  benefit  to  the  public  by  such  exchange,  it 
would  probably  be  a  violation  of  the  contract  by  which  the  land  was 
granted  by  the  Government  to  the  individual,  or  to  those  under  whom 
he  claimed  title,  and  repugnant  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States." 

Now,  I  say  that  every  man  that  knows  the  law  knows  that  private 
property  is  held  under  an  implied  contract  of  a  grant  from  the  State,  and 
it  cannot  be  taken  unless  a  public  interest  is  subserved,  unless  it  is  for  a 
public  purpose,  anywhere.  Therefore,  I  say,  if  two  men  hold  adjoining 
farms,  it  may  be  a  great  benefit  to  one  of  these  farmers  to  have  his  farm 
drained.  He  cannot  drain  his  farm  if  .he  has  got  to  dig  up  the  other 
man's  farm,  unless  by  consent  of  his  neighbor,  and  no  State  can  pass  a 
.constitutional  amendment  or  law  giving  him  a  right  to  do  that.  I  will 
admit,  if  it  is  a  public  interest  to  be  subserved,  or  for  sanitary  purposes, 
it  can  be  done;  but  not  for  private  use. 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.   TINNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  entitled  to  speak  on  each 
amendment.  I  ask  the  privilege  of  making  a  few  remarks  in  reply  to 
the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara.  The  committee,  of  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  be  Chairman,  presented  this  report  to  this  body.  They  pre- 
sented that  leport  from  the  lights  that  were  before  them;  and  I  assert 
here  that  the  committee  presented  that  report  in  what  they  conceived  to 
\)Q  the  general  interest  ot  the  people  of  the  State  of  California.  And  I 
say  here,  that  it  is  unjust,  unfair,  and  ungentlemanly,  for  any  member 
of  this  body  to  get  up  on  this  floor,  and,  under  the  cloak  of  a  coward,  to 
make  insinuations  of  an  improper  purpose  in  that  committee.  There  is 
an  old  Scriptural  saying,  that  ''suspicion  lurks  in  the  guilty  mind,"  and 
I  think  that  such  ideas  can  only  emanate  from  a  debased,  a  depraved, 
and  a  guilty  mind. 

remarks   of   MR.   SHAPTBR. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  This,  sir,  is  a  very  serious  question, 
and  one  that  ought  to  be  considered,  at  least,  before  it  is  adopted.  I 
suppose  it  is  claimed  that  the  provision  which  says  that  private  property 
shall  not  be  taken  for  public  use,  without  just  compensation  be  made, 
contains  no  prohibition  for  taking  private  property  for  private  uses  at 
all,  in  terms.  It  may  be  very  doubtful  if^the  grant  of^this  power  to 
take  private  property  for  public  use,  is  not  inferentially  a  prohibition 
for  taking  it  for  private  use,  but  there  is  no  direct  prohibition.  We  have 
the  same  prohibition  in  our  Constitution  as  in  the  Constitution  of  the 


United  States.  I  regret,  sir,  that  I  have  not  taken  the  time  to  look  up 
some  authorities  upon  this  matter;  but  some  years  ago,  I  had  occasion 
to  bring  a  suit  where  this  precise  point  was  involved — whether  you  could 
take  privata  property  for  private  uses,  under  any  circumstances,  ^hat 
was  a  case  tried  in  Marin  County,  under  a  statute  which  existed,  allow- 
ing a  party  right  of  way  across  the  lands  of  another,  and  I  challenged 
that  statute  upon  the  ground  that  it  was  unconstitutional,  and  the  Court 
below  held  it  to  be  so;  and  I  think  it  is  a  correct  decision  still; 
where  I  deed  a  man  a  piece  of  land,  surrounded  by  other  land  of  mine, 
then  he  has  a  right  of  way  of  necessity,  and  it  is  a  part  of  the  contract 
of  conveyance  to  him.  If  my  land  surrounds  him,  it  is  involved  in  my 
contract  that  he  shall  have  a  right  to  make  it  available,  and  he  can  have 
a  right  that  is  called  a  right  of  way  of  necessity,  and  it  is  a  part  of  the 
grant.  Of  course,  contracting  or  deeding  it  to  nim,  he  is  not  taking  my 
property  at  all,  it  is  merely  occupying  his  own.  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion,  long  ago,  that  there  is  no  power  in  the  State  to  grant  one 
man  the  property  of  another;  it  means  confiscation,  and  nothing  but 
confiscation;  it  is  a  dangerous  right, if  it  exists  at  all.  When  the  ques- 
tion was  fii-st  raised,  whether  a  railroad  corporation  had  the  right  of 
eminent  domain,  the  Courts  of  this  country  put  the  right  of  condemna- 
tion upon  the  ground  that  it  was  a  public  use,  and  the  very  point  was 
urged,  that  there  was  no  power,  on  the  part  of  a  corporation,  to  confis- 
cate the  private  property  of  citizens,  because  a  corporation  was  a  private 
interest.  It  was  represented  that  it  would  carry  passenger?,  and  do  this 
thing  and  that  thing,  but  for  the  purpose  of  private  gain,  and  the  reason 
urged  why  these  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  exercise  the  right  of  eminent 
domain  was,  that  it  was  taking  private  property  to  be  devoted  to  private 
uses;  that  was  the  very  point  made  in  these  cases,  and  the  Courts  held 
that  they  had  the  right  solely  because  it  was  not  a  private  use,  but 
devoting  it  to  a  public  use.  It  was  on  that  ground  alone  that  they  were 
allowed  to  condemn  property,  when  these  cases  were  first  decided,  some 
forty  years  ago,  in  this  country.  The  non-user  of  this  right  on  the 
part  of  the  State,  if  it  exists  at  all,  is  a  strong  argument  against  it. 
There  has  been  but  a  single  case,  and  that  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  where 
there  has  been  any  attempt  made  to  take  the  property  of  one  man  and 
give  it  to  another,  for  any  purpose  or  any  use  whatever.  Once  open  the 
noor  and  say  that  the  property  of  A  can  be  transferred  to  B,  simply  bepausc 
somebody  or  other  thinks  that  B  will  be  benefited  by  it,  and  that  B 
will  be  more  benefited  than  A  will  be  injured,  and  that  is  the  end  of  all 
rightful  exercise  of  the  power  to  transfer  one  man's  property  to  another, 
and  to  keep  up  the  process  just  as  long  as  they  please. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  can  refer  you  to  a  very  early  case — Calder  vs. 
Bull — in  which  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of 
society  to  transfer  private  property. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.    Mere  dictum. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    Very  heavy  dictum. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  Governments  are  instituted  among 
men  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  iheit  property  and  their  persons,  but 
here  it  is  claimed  that  the  Government  has  a  right  to  dispose  of  the 
property  of  one  man  to  another.  Whether  it  is  with  or  without  com- 
pensation, makes  no  difference.  It  makes  the  bargain  for  him.  I  do 
not  see  anv  answer  to  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles,  ^r.  Howard.  Constitutional  governments  reserve  the  right  to 
take  private  property  for  public  use,  if  it  is  necessary  to  the  permanence 
or  necessities  of  society,  but  when  it  comes  to  a  right  to  take  my  prop- 
erty and  give  it  to  another  man  for  his  use,  the  right  of  eminent  domain 
does  not  apply  at  all.  I  hope  this  third  question  will  be  stricken  out, 
and  I  do  so  with  the  most  profound  resi>ect  for  the  committee. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  wisti  to  refer  to  the  fifth  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which  says  that  no  person  shall 
"be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or  property,  without  due  process  of  law; 
nor  shall  private  property  be  taken  for  public  use  without  just  compen- 
sation.'' I  am  aware  that  there  has  been  a  decision  by  one  of  the  Courts 
explaining  what  due  process  of  law  is,  and  also  the  terra  private  prop- 
erty for  public  use,  but  still  it  does  not  militate  against  the  general  result, 
nor  does  it  affect  the  question  at  issue,  that  one  individual's  property 
cannot  or  ought  not  to  be  taken  for  a  private  use. 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.   KDGBRTON. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  Two  questions  are  presented  by 
this  section  and  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles.  One  is  a  question 
of  power  and  the  other  a  question  of  policy.  A  question  of  morality, 
perhapr,  and  a  question  of  justice.  Now,  sir,  if  I  understand  the  duty, 
the  powers,  and  the  character  of  this  assembly,  it  represents  the  people 
in  tneir  primary  capacity.  Wo  are  here,  sir,  as  the  representatives  of 
the  people  outside  of  their  existing  government.  We  are  here  to  frame 
a  Constitution;  an  instrument  which  is  a  new  compact;  an  instrument 
which  is  to  define  the  powers  of  a  government  which  will  come  into 
existence  under  this  new  Constitution,  if  it  should  be  adopted;  and  we 
arc  precisely  in  the  attitude  that  the  people  themselves  would  be  if  they 
were  assembled  in  mass  Convention,  creating  or  framing  for  themselves 
a  new  organic  law,  a  new  compact,  and  upon  the  great  underiying  prin- 
ciple of  republican  governments  the  majority  must  control.  If  the 
people  agree  to  that  compact  there  is  an  end  to  it,  and  the  powers  lodged 
in  that  government  are  supreme  and  are  to  bo  enforced,  unless  they  are 
in  conflict  with  some  provision  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
Now,  sir,  the  /gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  says  that  this  sec- 
tion is  in  conflict  with  that  provision  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  which  says  that  no  person  shall  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or 
property,  without  due  process  of  law,  and  that  private  property  shall 
not  be  taken  for  public  use  without  just  compensation.  Here  is  a  prop- 
osition that  it  may  be  taken  for  private  use.  What  is  the  difference  so 
far  as  due  process  of  law  is  concerned?  The  people  have  the  power,  sir. 
They  can  make  such  government  as  they  please  so  long  as  it  is  repub- 
lican in  form,  and  if  a  majority  of  the  people  of  this  State  adopt  it,  there 
is  an  end  to  the  question. 
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Now,  sir,  there  is  a  provision  in  the  present  Constitution  that  private 
property  shall  not  be  taken  for  public  use  without  just  compensation. 
Why  is  that  there?  Simply  because  in  the  absence  of  such  a  prohibition 
the  Legislature  would  have  power  to  take  private  property  for  a  public 
use  without  any  coni])ensation,  and  therefore  it  is  tiiat  that  prohibition 
is  placed  upon  the  Legislature.  It  is  a  limitation  upon  the  power  of  the 
Legislature.  Suppose  it  was  not  there.  Now,  if  the  people  may  say,  in 
their  primary  capacity,  to  a  government  that  is  going  into  existence, 
•'you  may  take  private  property  for  public  use  after  just  compensation," 
I  would  like  to  nave  some  gentleman  point  out  the  distinction  between 
such  a  case,  in  point  of  power,  and  the  declaration  that  "you  may  take 

firivate  property  for  private  use  upon  making  just  compensation  there- 
6r."  In  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino,  Judge  Rolfe,  I 
wish  to  say  that  the  case  cited  by  him  has  no  application  to  this.  There 
was  a  question  arising  under  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
a  question  of  legislative  power  under  that  Constitution,  and  it  was  held 
that  the  power  could  not  be  there  exercised.  I  challenge  the  gentleman 
to  show  any  case  where  any  such  decision  has  been  made  that  private 
property  may  be  taken  for  private  use.  I  concede  that  there  is  any 
amount  of  dictum  running  through  the  books  where  they  say,  for 
instance,  that  the  Legislature,  in  the  absence  of  any  prohibition,  would 
not  have  the  right  to  violate  natural  justice.  But,  after  all,  who  is  the 
judge  of  that?  One  tribunal  might  think  one  thing  was  natural  justice, 
and  another  tribunal  might  thiulc  another  thing  was  natural  justice.  I 
believe  that  the  Courts  hold  that  the  Legislature  can  do  anything  that  it 
is  not  prohibited  from  doing  by  the  Constitution  of  the  State  and  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  TULLY.  Do  you  claim  that  society  can  have  the  power  to  do 
wrong? 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  No,  sir;  but  there  we  come  to  first  principles. 
Who  is  the  judge?  The  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  might  think  some 
proposition  in  tne  Constitution  was  against  natural  justice,  and  another 
gentleman  might  think  it  was  not.  I  submit  that  if  it  is  competent  for 
the  people  in  a  Constitution  to  declare  that  private  property  may  be 
taken  for  public  use,  the  same  power  can  say  that  it  may  be  taken  for 
private  use.  So  far  as  the  (question  of  power  is  concerned  they  are  upon 
the  same  plane,  and  no  distinction  can  be  made. 

Now,  come  to  the  question  of  right  and  wrong.  "We  may  agree  upon 
the  question,  but  who  is  the  judge?  Why,  the  people,  in  their  primary 
capacity,  acting  throv^h  constitutional  forms  and  making  a  Constitution 
for  themselves,  are  the  judges  of  what  is  the  correct  principle  of  govern- 
ment. One  word  farther,  as  to  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  put 
that  at  rest.  In  the  case  of  Barron  against  the  City  of  Baltimore,  it  is 
decided  that  it  is  not  intended  as  a  limitation  upon  the  State,  for  it  says 
**  the  provision  in  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
State.?,  declaring  that  private  property  shall  not  be  taken  for  public  use 
without  just  compensation,  is  intended  solely  as  a  limitation  on  the 
exercise  of  power  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  is  not 


applicable  to  the  legislation  of  the  States." 
This  is  the  view  which   I 


take  upon  this  subject  simply  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  power  of  the  Convention.  As  to  the  question  of 
policy  I  am  uncompromisingly  opposed  to  this  section  three.  I  think 
it  involves  an  outrageous  principle.  I  think  it  would  result  in  incal- 
culable injury  and  oppression,  it  is  without  a  parallel  in  constitution 
making  so  far  as  I  am  advised.  If  there  is  any  other  I  do  not  profess 
to  know  of  it,  and  I  should  like  to  see  it.  This  idea  of  taking  private 
property  for  private  use.  I  do  not  see  where  such  a  principle  would 
end.  It  seems  to  me  you  might  as  well  dissolve  society  at  once  so  far  a^ 
property  rights  are  concerned. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   DUDLBT. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  do  not  propose  to  dis- 
cuss this  questi<m  of  law  that  the  legal  gentlemen  have  been  discussing 
for  the  last  half  hour.  I  desire  simply  to  say  in  this  connection,  that 
there  i«  one  thing  that  we  ought  to  provide  for,  if  it  is  not  already  pro- 
vided for  at  common  law,  and  that  is  the  matter  of  drainage.  It  cer- 
tainly is  very  important.  There  is  a  vast  amount  of  land  in  this  State, 
being  very  nearly  level,  which  it  is  very  important  to  the  owners  that 
they  should  have  some  privilege  of  drainage.  If  that  privilege  may 
be  cut  off  entirely  by  some  party  who  owns  lands  across  the  way  in  the 
direction  in  which  the  water  would  naturally  be  run,  although  that 
party's  land  may  need  drainage  also,  yet  from  carelessness  he  may  be 
disposed  not  to  drain  his  own,  and  to  stand  directlpr  in  the  way  of  any- 
boay  else  draining  theirs,  I  certainly  think  that  if  that  right  does  not 
exist  at  common  law — if  it  will  be  cut  off  unless  this  Convention  pro- 
vides in  some  way  for  that  right — we  ought  to  see  that  it  is  adopted  in 
this  Constitution.  The  form  that  it  ought  to  assume  I  do  not  know, 
and  if  this  article  involves  the  principles  stated  by  gentlemen  here, 
certainly  it  ought  to  be  changed.  But  I  believe  that  the  good  sense  of 
this  Convention  will  certainly  recognize  that  there  is  a  necessity  that 
some  right  of  drainage  should  be  given  to  the  people. 

Thi  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  qiiestion  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Winans. 

The  amendment  was  reiected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Trinity,  Mr.  Tinnin,  to 
strike  out  in  line  three  the  words,  "  or  run  their  waters  through  natural 
channels." 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  35  ayes  to 
43  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  motion  to  strike  out 
section  three. 


The  motion  prevailed. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  a  new  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

''All  persons  and  corporations  shall  have  the  right  of  way  across  public, 
private,  or  corporate  lands,  for  the  construction  of  ditches,  flumes,  or 
canals,  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  water  for  the  irrigation  or  recla- 
mation of  lands,  and  for  manufacturing  and  mining  purposes,  and  for 
drainage,  upon  payment  of  just  compensation." 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  a  new  section  to  offer. 
The  secretary  read: 

"The  right  to  collect  rates  of  compensation  for  the  use  of  water  sup- 
plied to  any  county,  city  and  county,  city,  or  town,  or  the  inhabitant^* 
thereof,  is  a  franchise,  and  cannot  m  exercised  except  by  authority  of 
and  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law." 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  think  it  is  doubtful  if  we 
can  be  too  careful  with  the  provisions  that  we  put  into  the  Constitution 
with  reference  to  this  right  to  the  use  of  water,  and  as  that  provision  has 
been  read  for  information  once  before  I  deem  it  unnecessary  to  more 
than  add  that  it  defines  simplv  the  right  which  may  be  exercised,  and 
the  manner  in  which  that  right  shall  De  exercised  with  reference  to  the 
use  of  water. 

Mr.  DUNLAP.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  The  Legislature  shall  provide,  by  law,  that  the  Boards  of  Super- 
visors, in  their  respective  counties,  shall  have  power,  when  application 
is  made  to  them  by  any  person  or  corporation  interested,  to  establish 
reasonable  rates  to  be  charged  for  the  use  of  water,  whether  furnishe<l 
by  individuals  or  corporations." 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
will  not  bo  adopted.  The  Legislature  will  undoubtedly  have  all  the 
power  necessary. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
to  the  supplementary  section  that  was  adopted  to  the  article  on  legisla- 
tive deparimenL  It  gives  the  Legislature  j  ust  that  power  that  is  included 
in  that  section  :  "  The  Legislature  shall  pass  laws  for  the  regulation  and 
limitation  of  the  charges  for  services  performed  and  commodities 
furnished  by  telegraph,  gas,  and  water  companies,"  etc. 

Ma.  DUNLAP.     I  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Tub  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  state  that  the 
amendment  I  have  offered  was  drawn  by  John  F.  Swift,  of  San  Fran- 
cisco. 

Mr.  tinnin.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  result  of  that  would  be  to  compel 
any  individual,  to  own  any  water,  to  resolve  himself  into  a  corporation. 
Now,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  there  would  be  any  necessity  for  such 
a  proviso  in  our  Constitution.  There  is  no  necessity  of  compelling  every 
individual,  who  wants  to  do  any  business,  to  go  into  a  corporation.  If 
an  individual  had  a  few  water  pipes,  and  he  desired  to  furnish  water  to 
his  neighbor,  he  would  be  compelled  to  incorporate  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  that. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman  :  If  that  is  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Swift, 
I  have  only  to  say  that  he  is  sadly  out  on  the  matter  of  franchises.  Now, 
if  I  furnish  water  to  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  it  is  a  private 
matter  and  not  a  franchise,  and  we  cannot  make  it  a  franchise  by  saying 
so  here.  It  comes  under  the  general  principle  stated  by  the  gentleman 
from  Marin,  that  you  cannot  take  the  property  of  A  and  transfer  it  to  B. 
and  you  cannot  make  A  sell  his  property  to  B  unless  he  chooses.  I  refer 
to  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  the  case  of 
Calder  vs.  Bull,  3  Dallas,  p.  388.    Mr.  Justice  Chase  says : 

"An  Act  of  the  Legislature  (for  I  cannot  call  it  a  law)  contrary  to  the 
great  firti  principfes  of  the  social  compactf  cannot  be  considered  a  right- 
ful exercise  of  legislative  authority." 

Ma.  HERRINGTON.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  suggest  that 
this  has  reference  to  furnishing  water  to  counties,  cities,  and  towns,  and 
the  inhabitants  thereof. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    That  does  not  change  the  principle  at  all. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    That  is  a  franchise.  ^ 

Mr.jJIOWARD.  No;  not  necessarily.  The'Justice  continues:  "The 
obligation  of  a  law  in  governments  established  on  express  compact,  and 
on  republican  principles,  must  be  determined  by  the  nature  of  the  power 
on  which  it  is  founaed.  A  few  instances  will  suffice  to  explain  what  I 
mean.  A  law  that  punished  a  citizen  for  an  innocent  action,  or,  in  other 
words,  for  an  act  which,  when  done,  was  in  violation  of  no  existing  law : 
a  law  that  destroys  or  impairs  the  lawful  private  contracts  of  citizens;  u 
law  that  makes  a  man  a  judge  in  his  own  cause;  or  a  law  that  takes 
property  from  A  and  gives  it  to  B.  It  is  against  all  reason  and  justice 
tor  a  people  to  intrust  a  Legislature  with  such  powers,  and,  therefore,  it 
cannot  be  presumed  that  they  have  done  it.  The  genius,  the  nature, 
and  the  spirit  of  our  State  Governments  amount  to  a  prohibition  of  such 
acts  of  legislation,  and  the  general  principles  of  law  and  reason  forbid 
them.  The  Legislature  may  enjoin,  permit,  forbid,  and  punish;  they 
may  declare  new  crimes,  and  establish  rules  of  conduct  for  all  its  citizens 
in  future  cases;  they  may  commend  what  is  right,  and  prohibit  what  is 
wrong;  but  they  cannot  change  innocence  into  guilt,  nor  punish  inno- 
cence as  a  crime;  or  violate  the  right  of  an  antecedent  lawful  private 
contract,  or  the  right  of  private  property.  To  maintain  that  our  Federal 
or  State  Legislatures  possess  sucn  ]>ower8,  if  they  had  not  been  expressly 
restrained,  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  a  political  heresy  altogether  inad- 
missible in  our  free  republican  governments." 
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REMARKS   OF   MR.   XCGALLUX. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  is  substantially  a  proposi- 
tion to  say  for  the  third  time  the  same  thing  which  we  have  really  said 
twice.    The  iirst  section,  as  amended,  now  reads: 

*'  The  use  of  all  water  now  appropriated,  or  that  may  hereafter  be 
appropriated,  for  sale,  rental,  or  distribution,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a 
public  use,  and  subject  to  the  regulation  and  control  of  the  State,  in  the 
manner  to  be  prescribed  by  law." 

That  is  saying  it,  substantially,  once.  It  was  said  before,  however,  in 
the  twenty-eighth  section  of  the  legislative  article,  not  only  declaring 
the  right,  but  making  it  mandatory  upon  the  Legislature  to  exercise 
that  right.  Now,  what  more  does  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  pro- 
pose? I  respectfully  submit  that  the  Constitution  we  are  attempting  to 
make  will  be  sufficiently  voluminous  without  saying  the  same  thing 
over  more  than  twice  anyhow. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
back  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Water  and  Water  Rights,  as  amended, 
and  recommend  its  adoption. 

Mr.  smith,  of  San  Francisco.  I  object.  There  is  a  proposition  to 
come  in  here. 

Mr.  waters.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise  and 
report  back  the  article,  with  the  recommendation  that  it  be  indefinitely 
postponed. 

The  chairman.  The  motion  is  not  in  order.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Trinity,  Mr.  Tinnin. 

The  motion  was  lost,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  39  ayes  to  41  noes. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.    HALE. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  really  do  not  see  why  this  should  be 
adopted.  It  need  not  be  said  that  it  does  not  enunciate  any  principle. 
But  the  first  section,  as  it  is  amended,  declares  that  "  the  use  of  all 
waters  now  appropriated,  or  that  may  hereafter  be  appropriated,  for 
sale,  rental,  or  distribution,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a  public  use,  and 
subject  to  the  regulation  and  control  of  the  State,  in  the  manner  to  be 
prescribed  by  law."  It  delegates  the  power  to  the  State  to  exercise  con- 
trol in  a  manner  to  be  prescribed  by  law.  I  am  really  unable  to  see 
what  more  we  need  in  the  Constitution.  We  certainly  do  not  desire  to 
lay  down  any  rule,  to  prescribe  these  regulations  which  we  say  the  Leg- 
islature shall  prescribe  by  law.  We  have  given  the  Legislature  full 
(>ower  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  all  its  length  and  breadth  and  depth. 
Now,  unless  we  wish  to  formulate  a  code  of  laws  on  the  subject,  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  had  better  leave  it  just  where  it  is.  It  has  been  said  that 
we  need  some  better  definition  of  a  public  use.  I  answer  that  it  has 
been  held  for  two  hundred  years  by  the  common  law  Courts  of  Great 
Britain,  and  by  the  majority  of  Courts  in  the  United  States,  that  in 
determining  the  question  of  what  is  a  public  use  it*is  mainly  a  question 
of  legislative  determination.  I  invite  the  attention  of  lawyers  to  this 
statement.  The  general  drift  of  authority  is  that  what  constitutes  a 
public  use  rests  in  legislative  declaration.  We  have  done  it  here,  so  far 
as  the  provision  is  concerned,  in  the  Constitution,  which  is  still  higher 
authority.  It  seems  to  me  with  this  door  open  there  is  full  power  for 
the  Legislature  to  provide  all  needed  legislation  that  the  wants  of  this 
State  require.  I  think  the  best  thing  for  us  to  do  is  to  stop  where  we 
are. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    REYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  Some  gentlemen  profess  a  pro- 
found ignorance  of  what  is  attempted  to  be  done  by  this  amendmenL 
I  will  say,  for  their  enlightenment,  that  the  dele^tion  from  San  Fran- 
cisco fully  understand  what  that  means;  that  it  is  an  attempt  to  reduce, 
in  every  possible  manner,  these  corporations  which  undertake  to  fur- 
nish incorporated  cities  and  towns  with  water,  to  the  control  of  law,  and 
Ui  make  them  amenable  to  law,  and  make  their  operations  conform  to 
law  and  to  established  rules.  This  amendment  interferes  not  at  all  with 
the  supply  of  water  to  miners,  or  to  farmers  for  irrigating  purposes. 

Mr.  tinnin.  Don't  it  compel  us  to  incorporate?  It  says  it  is  a 
franchise. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  call  for  the  reading  of  the  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  The  right  to  collect  rates  of  compensation  for  the  use  of  water  sup- 
plied to  any  county,  city  and  county,  city,  or  town,  or  the  inhabitants 
thereof,  is  a  franchise,  and  cannot  be  exercised  except  by  authority  of 
and  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  has  reference  to  the  supply  of  inhabi#Lnts  of 
incorporated  cities  and  towns;  that  word  is  necessary  to  be  put  in  there, 
*'  or  the  inhabitants  thereof,"  and  that  is  the  purpose  of  it.  It  interferes 
not  at  all  with  the  mining  or  irrigation  schemes,  but  has  reference. only 
to  the  supply  of  water  to  incorporated  cities  and  towns.  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  adopted.     We  know  what  it  means  in  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be 
adopted,  and  I  think  it  will  be  of  great  use  and  service  to  the  people  of 
this  State. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CbNVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  mo  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Water  and  Water  Rights,  have  made  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 


AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock>r.  m..  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 

Roll  called,  and  quorum  present. 

REPORT. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  President:  I  ask  leave  to  report  a  section  to  be 
added  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Harbors,  Tide  Waters,  and 
Navigable  Streams,  and  ask  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

So  ordered. 

WATER   AND   WATER   RIGHTS. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to  further 
consider  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Water  and  Water  Rights. 

So  ordered. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Mr.  herrington.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  offer  the  following 
as  an  additional  section. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  The  only  property  that  can  be  acquired  in  any  of  the  waters  of  this 
State  by  appropriation  or  condemnation,  is  a  use,  and  such  use  shall  for- 
ever remain  subject  to  regulation  and  control  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  all." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   HERRINGTON. 

Mr.  herrington.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  sUte,  sir,  that  this  pro- 
posed new  section  in  nowise  conflicts  or  interferes  with  the  section  pre- 
sented by  the  committee,  or  that  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer, 
Judge  Hale,  which  has  been  adopted  by  this  body.  This  section  which 
I  offer  is  intended  to  define  the  extent  of  the  rights  which  may  be 
acquired  by  the  appropriation  or  condemnation  of  the  waters  of  this 
State.  And  I  might  as  well  repeat  what  has  once  been  said  here,  that 
there  are  some  opinions  even  in  this  Convention  that  lead  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  some  higher  right  than  the  use  can  be  acquired  by  simple 
appropriation,  or  by  condemnation  proceedings  under  the  power  of 
eminent  domain,  in  this  State.  This  section  is  designed  to  determine 
and  fix,  once  and  forever,  the  extent  of  the  rights  which  can  be  acquired 
by  these  methods  in  the  waters  of  this  State.  And  it  is  there  determined 
and  fixed  that  no  higher  right  shall  be  acquired  than  a  use.  The  sec- 
tion that  was  adopted  yesterday  says  that  the  use  of  all  water  now 
appropriated,  or  that  may  be  hereafter  appropriated,  for  sale,  rental,  or 
distribution,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a  public  use,  and  subject  to  the 
regulation  and  control  of  the  State,  in  the  manner  to  be  prescribed  by 
law.  That  section  does  not  prevent,  as  I  understand  it,  the  acquisition 
by  condemnation  of  a  higher  right  than  a  use.  It  only  extends  in  its 
effects  to  a  technical  appropriation,  as  has  been  understood  by  the  laws 
of  Congress.  All  the  general  principles  that  are  involved  in  water  rights 
when  this  section  is  adopted  will  be  fully  engrafted  upon  this  article, 
and  in  my  opinion,  as  far  as  the  ^neral  principles  are  concerned,  it  will 
be  a  complete  article.  Without  it  there  will  be  some  room  for  question 
as  to  the  propriety  of  the  doctrines  advanced  here,  that  higher  rights 
may  be  acquired  by  a  process  of  condemnation  than  a  use.  It  is  not 
good  policy  to  engraft  in  an  article  of  this  kind  a  provision  that  will  be 
open  to  any  doubt.  Now,  I  submit  that  this  section  ought  to  be  adopted. 
It  is  declaratory  of  the  common  law  as  it  exists,  with  reference  to 
acquiring  rights  in  water.  * 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  submit  that  there  is  great  danger 
of  our  introducing  too  much  upon  this  subject.  It  is  evident  that  the 
law  and  the  decisions  of  the  Courts'  have  heretofore  been  made  in 
accordance  with  the  customs  and  demands  of  the  country.  Laws  have 
been  established  upon  these  customs  according  to  the  necessities  of  the 
country,  and  the  Courts  have  decided  accordingly.  I  am  under  the 
impression  that  an  amendment  of  this  kind  will  be  very  mischievous 
in  its  tendencies.  Now,  for  instance,  where  water  is  scarce,  and  where 
there  are  more  ditches,  as  is  the  case  in  some  places,  than  there  is  water  to 
supply  them,  to  say  that  that  water  shall  be  a  public  use  and  shall  belong 
to  all,  is  to  destroy  those  rights  in  water  which  have  been  sustained  by 
the  Courts  of  this  State.  It  looks  verv  innocent  in  the  abstract,  and 
reads  very  smoothly,  that  everybody  should  have  the  right  to  the  use 
of  water ;  it  looks  very  plausible  and  quite  just  to  have  a  kind  of  generah 
divide;  but  when  certain  men  have  undergone  early  hardships  to 
acquire  either  land  or  water,  it  would  seem  to  me  to  be  absurd,  upon 
the  principles  of  common  justice,  to  interfere  with  what  they  have 
acquired  in  the  midst  of  hardships.  This  says  that  the  water  shall 
be  for  the  common  use  of  all.  That  mav  be  a  little  indistinct,  but  we 
can  see  the  tendency  of  the  thing.  It  is  destructive  of  the  rights  which 
have  been  acquired  before.  It  is  in  violation  of  the  well  settled  prin- 
ciples of  priority  of  rights. 

Mr.  herrington.  It  operates  upon  nothing  except  that  which 
may  be  acquired  hereafter. 

Mr.  brown.  I  was  not  aware  of  that.  If  it  operates  upon  nothing 
more  than  that  I  am  deceived.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  we 
have  got  about  enough  in  this  article.  Let  the  people,  and  the  Legis- 
lature which  they  shall  choose,  settle  this  matter  according  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  age.  We  do  not  want  too  mUch  in  it  I  think  we  should 
leave  something  to  the  judgment  and  experience  of  the  people.  I  am 
satisfied  that  it  is  often  the  case  that  there  is  too  much  put  into  Con- 
stitutions. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   ESTEE. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  be 
adopted.    The  reason  I  object  to  it  is  that  the  first  section  prescribes  that 
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all  the  waters  that  are  used  for  the  supply  of  certain  things  (naming 
them),  that  the  use  of  such  water  for  such  purposes  shall  be  declared  to 
be  a  public  use.  The  second  section  prescribes  that  towns,  counties,  and 
cities  shall  re^i^ulate  their  use  and  price.  The  last  section  of  the  article 
on  legislative  department  says  the  Legislature  shall,  by  law,  regulate  the 
price  of  water.  The  whole  thing  seems  to  be  harmonious  as  it  stands. 
Kow,  the  gentleman  proposes  another  section,  declaring  that  there  is  no 
property  in  water  j  that  wherever  parties  have  acquired  a  right  it  shall 
be  but  a  use.  Now,  that  is  contrary  to  the  very  principles  of  the  rights 
of  property,  as  far  as  appropriation  is  concerned.  I  am  not  speaking  of 
appropriations  for  public  purposes,  but  for  a  man's  own  use.  A  man  has 
a  farm,  and  a  stream  of  water  runs  through  it.  He  owns  that  water  as 
far  as  the  water  rises  upon  the  land.  He  owns  from  the  sun  to  the  center 
of  the  earth,  under  every  rule  of  law. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Could  that  be  acquired  by  appropriation? 

Mb.  ESTEE.     Certainly. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.    No,  sir;  by  purchase. 

Mb.  ESTEE.  The  main  objection  to  this  is  that  the  third  section 
and  this,  taken  together,  will  be  meaningless,  and  possibly  the  Courts 
will  hold  that  they  conflict  with  each  other.  As  it  stands  now,  the 
article  seems  to  be  entirely  harmonious.  I  think  the  gentleman  from 
Tulare  made  a  very  good  point  when  he  said  the  great  danger  was  in 
getting^too  much  in  the  Constitution.  The  danger  is,  too,  in  making  one 
section  conflict  with  another,  and  in  consequence  the  Courts  may  hold 
that  they  are  of  no  effect.  For  one,  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted 
down.  I  move  that  the  committee  now  rise,  report  back  the  article,  and 
recommend  its  adoption. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Would  you  be  willing  to  have  the  word  "con- 
demnation "  inserted  in  the  section  proposed  by  Judge  Hale  and  adopted 
yesterday  ? 

Mr.  ESTEE.    No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  for  it. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  that  the  committee 
rise. 

Carried— Ayes,  61 ;  noes,  30. 

IN    CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  the  v  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Water  and  Water  Rights,  have  amended  the  same, 
and  recommend  its  adoption  by  the  Convention  as  amended. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  move  that  four  hundred  and  eighty  copies  be 
printed. 

So  ordered. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  introduce 
an  article  on  banks  and  banking,  and  ask  to  have  it  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Corporations  other  than  Municipal,  without  reading. 

So  referred. 

STATE   INSTITUTIONS. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  President:  In  the  absence  of  Judge  Overton, 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  State  Institutions  and  Public  Buildings, 
which  is  next  in  order,  I  move  that  the  Convention  now  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  that  report. 

So  ordered. 

IN    COMMITTEE    OF    THE    WHOLE. 

The  article  was  read  as  follows: 

Article  — . 

Section  1.  There  shall  be  a  State  Board  of  Prison  Directors,  to  con- 
sist of  five  persons,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Governor,  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  who  shall  hold  oflTice  for  ten  years,  except 
that  the  first  appointed  shall,  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature  may 
direct,  be  so  classified  that  the  term  of  one  person  so  appointed  shall 
expire  at  the  end  of  each  two  years  during  the  first  ten  years,  and  vacan- 
cies occurring  shall  be  filled  in  like  manner.  The  appointee  to  a  vacancy, 
occurring  before  the  expiration  of  a  term,  shall  hold  only  for  the  unex- 
pired term  of  his  predecessor.  The  Governor  shall  have  the  power  to 
remove  either  of  the  Directors  for  misconduct,  incompetency,  or  neglect 
of  duty,  after  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  upon  written  charges. 

Sec.  2.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  have  the  charge  and  superin- 
tendence of  the  State  Prisons,  and  shall  possess  such  pOAvers,  and  per- 
form such  duties,  in  respect  to  other  penal  and  reformatory  institutions 
of  the  State,  as  the  Legislature  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  3.  The  Board  shall  appoint  the  Warden  and  Clerk,  and  deter- 
mine the  other  necessary  officers  of  the  Prison.  The  Board  shall  have 
power  to  remove  the  Wardens  and  Clerks  for  misconduct,  incompetency, 
or  neglect  of  duty;  all  other  officers  and  employes  of  the  Prisons  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  Warden  thereof,  and  be  removed  at  his  pleasure. 

Sec.  4.  The  members  of  the  Board  shall  receive  no  compensation 
other  than  reasonable  traveling  and  'other  expenses  incurred  while 
engaged  in  the  performance  of  official  duties,  to  be  audited  as  the  Legis- 
lature may  direct. 

Sec.  5.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  such  laws  as  may  be  necessary  to 
further  define  and  regulate  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Board,  Wardens, 
and  Clerks,  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  article. 

The  secretary  read  section  one  as  follows: 

Section  1.  There  shall  be  a  State  Board  of  Prison  Directors,  to  con- 
sist of  five  persons,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Governor,  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  who  shall  hold  office  for  ten  years,  except  that 
the  first  appointed  shall,  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature  may  direct, 
be  so  classified  that  the  term  of  one  person  so  appointed  shall  expire  at 
the  end  of  each  two  years  during  the  first  ten  years,  and  vacancies 
occurring  shall  be  filled  in  like  manner.  The  appointeie  to  a  vacancy, 
occurring  before  the  expiration  of  a  term,  shall  hold  only  for  the  unex- 
pired term  of  his  predecessor.  The  Governor  shall  have  the  power  to 
remove  either  of  the  Directors  for  misconduct,  incompetency,  or  neglect 
of  duty,  after  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  written  charges. 


Mr.  CONDON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  a  substitute  for  section  one. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Section  1.  There  shall  be  a  State  Board  of  Prison  Directors,  to 
consist  of  three  persons,  to  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters  of  the  State 
at  large,  at  the  general  State  election,  at  the  times  and  places  that  State 
officers  are  elected,  and  the  term  of  office  shall  be  six  years  from  and 
after  the  first  Monday  in  January  next  succeeding  their  election  ;  pro- 
videdt  that  the  three  Directors  elected  at  the  first  election  shall,  at  their 
first  meeting,  so  classify  themselves  by  lot  that  one  of  them  shalbgo  out 
of  office  at  the  end  of  two  years,  one  at  the  end  of  four  years,  and  one  at 
the  end  of  six  vears.  If  a  vacancy  shall  occur  in  the  office  of  Director, 
the  Governor  shall  appoint  a  person  to  hold  the  office  until  the  election 
and  qualification  of  his  successor,  which  election  shall  take  place  at  the 
next  succeeding  general  election,  and  the  person  so  elected  shall  hold  the 
office  for  the  remainder  of  the  unexpired  term.  The  first  election  for 
Directors  shall  be  at  the  first  general  election  afler  the  adoption  and  rati- 
fication of  this  Constitution." 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   CONDON. 

Mr.  CONDON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  As  a  member  of  the  committee,  I 
wish  to  say  that  the  report  of  the  majority  contemplates  the  appoint- 
ment of  five  persons,  by  the  Governor,  for  a  term  of  ten  years ;  this, 
sir,  is  antagonistic  to  the  very  principles  of  the  system  of  government 
under  which  we  live.  It  was  contended  in  the  committee  that  the  great 
object  to  be  attained,  in  order  to  reform  prison  discipline,  would  be  to 
have  these  Commissioners  appointed.  The  argument  presented  there 
contended  that  by  such  appointment  they  would  be  free  from  any  and  all 
political  affiliations;  this  I  consider  not  a  just  r^son,  from  the  fact  that  if 
the  people,  in  their  sovereign  power,  have  not  the  right  to  select  their  ser-. 
vants  for  the  purpose  of  performing  all  official  duties,  it  proves,  sir,  the 
fact  that  our  system  of  government  is  a  failure.  I  contend,  sir,  that  the 
people  should  have  that  right,  sir.  If  it  is  true  that,  in  all  the  political 
positions  filled  in  this  State,  and  every  State  in  the  Union,  we  have  been 
able  to  obtain  honest  and  intelligent  men  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  government,  it  is  equally  true  we  can  select,  amongst  the  citizens  of 
California,  men  qualified  to  discharge  the  duties  of  Prison  Commission- 
ers. The  subject  of  prison  reform  is  not  a  new  one ;  it  is  one  that  has 
taxed  the  mental  faculties  of  some  of  the  greatest  minds,  not  alone  in 
the  State  of  California,  but  of  the  United  States,  and  I  might  add,  of  the 
whole  world.  It  now  becomes  the  dutj  of  this  young  State  to  inaugu- 
rate a  system  that  will  redound  to  our  own  good  credit.  I  contend  that  bv 
the  election  of  these  Commissioners,  these  great  objects  can  be  obtained, 
and  I  hope  the  substitute  presented  will  meet  the  hearty  concurrence  of 
this  Convention. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   VAN   DTKB. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  regret  that  the  Chairman  of 
the  committee  is  not  present,  because  he  is  much  better  prepared  to  pre- 
sent the  claims  of  the  ceport  of  this  committee  than  I  am.  But  in  his 
absence,  I  suppose  it  devolves  upon  me  to  state  the  reasons  for  the  actions 
of  the  committee  in  this  respect.  The  plan  here  presented  is  substan- 
tially the  one  introduced  here  by  Judge  Campbell,  of  Alameda,  which 
was  supposed  to  have  been  formulated  by  the  late  Governor  Haight, 
who  was  a  member  of  the  Prison  Commission,  a  voluntary  association 
which  has  done  much  good  in  this  State,  in  supervising  and  overlooking 
prison  discipline  and  management  in  this  State.  It  is  not  new.  The 
plan  has  been  in  vogue  in  other  States,  and  the  whole  object  is  to  remove 
the  management  of  the  State  Prisons  and  public  institutions  from  poli- 
tics. Now,  each  member  of  the  committee,  and  I  think  almost  every 
member  of  this  Cominittee  of  the  Whole,  will  admit  that  to  elect  this 
Board  of  Prison  Directors  will  be  to  put  the  State  Prisons  in  politics.  It 
seems  to  me  it  would  necessarily  follow.  If  these  Directors  are  to  be 
elected,  of  course  they  will  be  nominated  by  some  party.  Now,  the 
Democratic  party,  or  the  Republican  party,  or  the  Workingmen's  party, 
would  carry  the  election.  These  Directors  would  be  nominated  by  one 
or  the  other  of  these  parties  and  elected.    That  is  inevitable. 

Now,  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  who  represents  the  minority.  He 
says  it  is  right  for  the  people  to  elect  these  officers.  We  concede  the 
right  of  the  people  in  the  premises.  But  if  the  people  adopt  this  Con- 
stitution with  this  provision  in  it,  do  not  the  people  waive  their  right  to 
elect  these  officers,  for  the  purpose  of  removing  them  from  the  pool  of 
politics?  It  is  simply  for  the  people  to  determine  which  mode  they 
prefer.  Other  States  have  found  it  beneficial  to  have  these  officers 
appointed,  because  they  can  be  chosen  from  among  those  who  are  emi- 
nently qualified  for  this  particular  business.  Political  conventions  do 
not  always  select  the  proper  men  for  the  proper  places.  And  it  will  be 
observed  here  that  we  have  provided  that  these  Directors  shall  have  no 
salaries.  It  was  shown  to  the  committee,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of 
almost  all  the  members,  that  entirely  competent  and  worthy  men  can  be 
found  in  this  State  for  the  purpose  of  reforming  them  and  so  conducting 
them  as  to  redound  to  the  advantage  and  benefit  of  the  State — men  of 
means,  men  who  have  retired  from  active  business,  and  who  have  made 
this  matter  a  study,  who  will  be  willing  to  give  their  services  without 
compensation.  I  say,  it  was  shown  to  the  committee  that  any  number 
of  this  class  of  men'could  be  selected  by  the  Governor,  who  would  serve 
without  any  compensation  whatever.  In  fact,  the  present  Prison  Com- 
mission is  purely  a  voluntary  association  composed  of  that  very  class  of 
men,  and  they  have  done  a  great  deal  of  good  in  supervising  the  prison 
management  in  this  State.  The  majority  of  the  committee  were  fully 
satisfied  that  competent,  honest  men  can  be  had  who  will  perform  these 
duties  without  pay,  save  their  actual  traveling  expenses. 

Now,  sir,  I  wish  to  refer  to  other  instances  in  this  State  where  this 
system  has  worked  well.  Take  the  State  Insane  Asylums.  The  Directors 
are  not  compensated.  They  are  not  political  hacks.  They  are  not  nomi- 
nated by  political  conventions.  They  are  selected  because  they  are  the 
proper  men,  men  who  will  devote  a  little  of  their  time  to  this  public 
duty  for  the  honor  which  the  position  confers,  and  for  the  sake  of  l^eing 
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useful  to  thoir  fellow  men.  Take  the  University  of  California.  It  is 
managed  well  by  gentlemen  who  are  appointed  by  the  Governor,  from 
the  various  political  parties,  without  any  regard  to  their  politics  what- 
ever, and  without  compensation.  And  they  serve  simply  for  the  honor 
which  the  position  confers.  Now,  will  any  one  pretend  to  say  that  these 
institutions  are  not  managed  better  in  this  way  than  they  would  be  by 
a  Board  of  Directors  elected  by  the  people — nominated  by  political 
parties?  Besides,  sir,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  if  we  elect  these 
Directors  from  various  parts  of  the  State — from  distant  parts  of  the 
State — we  cannot  expect  them  to  come  here  and  serve  without  compen- 
sation. A  reasonable  compensation  would  be  not  less  than  two  thousand 
or  three  thousand  dollars  per  annum  each.  There  is  the  matter  of 
expense  to  be  considered.  For  these  and  other  reasons  which  I  might 
adduce,  the  committee  adopted  the  plan  projposed  by  Judge  Campbell, 
which  was  drawn  by  the  late  Governor  Haight.  We  allow  them  to  be 
appointed  without  any  salary — paying  their  actual  expenses — and  they 
cnoose  the  Superintendent  and  Warden,  and  the  Clerk.  All  the  sub- 
ordinate officers  are  under  the  immediate  charge  and  direction  of  the 
Warden.  You  thus  have  them  in  check.  Of  course  the  Legislature 
will  provide  that  these  Directors  shall  keep  books,  and  report  to  the 
Legislature,  so  that  the  whole  system  would  have  a  proper  course  of 
checks.  I  believe  the  plan  here  adopted  is  the  best  that  could  be  adopted 
for  this  State,  as  regards  economy  and  eflBciency.'  Certainly  the  other 
plan  proposed  could  not  be  adopted  without  throwing  the  prisons  at  once 
into  the  whirlpool  of  politics,  because  these  Directors  would  be  poli- 
ticians, necessarily,  being  elected  by  one  or  the  other  of  the  political 
parties.     I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  amendment  will  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  biggs.  I  wish  A  ask  a  question.  Would  not  three  be  as  good 
as  five? 

Mb.  van  dyke.  There  is  no  compensation  attached,  and  you  can 
have  five  as  well  as  three.  If  they  were  receiving  a  salary  I  woulil  say 
that  three  would  be  sufficient. 

Mb.  CONDON.    In  answer  to  the  gentleman 

Thb  chairman.    You  have  spoken  once. 

BPKECH    OF  MB.  WRLLIM. 

Mb.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  been  on  this  committee,  and 
am  one  of  those  who  signed  this  minority  report.  I  must  differ  from 
my  friend  from  Alameda,  when  Jie  says  the  committee  were  of  this  opin- 
ion. The  majority  of  the  committee  were  not  very  positive  as  to  their 
opinions.  It  is  true,  the  majority  signed  the  report  to  appoint  five 
Prison  Commissioners,  but  they  were  not  very  positive.  There  were 
several  who  disagreed  entirely,  and  thus  a  majority  and  minority  report 
was  presented.  I  am  in  favor  of  electing  these  Commissioners,  and  also 
of  paying  them  a  fair  and  reasonable  salary.  I  don't  know  how  it  is 
that  gentlemen  tell  me  to-day  that  we  can  readily  get  three  men,  or 
five  men,  to  serve  the  State  for  ten  years  simply  for'the  honor  which  the 
position  confers,  while  only  a  day  or  two  ago  J  t  was  urged  here  that 
cheap  men  were  very  dangerous  men  to  have  in  office.  The  gentleman 
himself  told  us  that  it  was  a  very  dangerous  thing  to  have  cheap  men 
in  office  for  Judges,  and  I  believe  he  was  right. 

Mb.  van  dyke.    I  was  not  here  at  all;  I  was  absent. 

Mr.  well  in.  I  accept  your  apology.  I  have  heard  you  privately 
say  the  same  thing.  The  gentleman  tells  us  that  this  University  has 
succeeded  so  well  in  this  mode  of  trusteeship.  I  remember,  a  few  years 
ago,  when  the  Commissioners  didn't  succeed  so  very  well,  and  if  the 
reports  of  the  legislative  committees  were  to  be  at  all  relied  upon,  they 
were  very  dear  men  to  the  State,  if  they  did  serve  the  State  for  nothing. 
I  have  the  fullest  confidence  in  the  people  to  elect  these  officers.  I  am 
satisfied  it  will  be  better  for  the  people  and  better  for  the  State.  I  hope 
the  proposition  will  be  accepted,  and  that  a  reasonable  compensation 
will  be  allowed.  It  is  not  that  I  have  lost  confidence  in  the  ability  of 
the  Governor  to  make  these  appointments,  but  it  is  the  common  sense 
view  that  governs  me.  The  Governor  is  continually  besieged  for  every 
place  where  there  is  a  chance  to  make  a  dollar,  where  there  is  the 
slightest  possibility  of  making  money.  He  is  besieged  from  one  end  of 
the  State  to  another  by  people  wanting  appointments.  They  make 
promised  in  conventions  that  if  certain  men  are  elected,  the  Governor 
will  appoint  certain  other  mfen  to  certain  places.  That  is  the  fact. 
More  places  are  promised  than  there  are  places,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  how  you  are  going  to  take  these  institutions  out  of  politics  by 
giving  the  Governor  the  appointing  power.  Let  the  people  elect  them, 
and  tnen,  if  wo  do  not  get  good  men  the  people  will  have  no  one  to 
blame  but  themselves. 

REXABKS   OF  MB.  BKEBSTSCHEB. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  one  of  the  signers  of  the  minority  report,  I  believed,  sir,  when 
I  helped  frame  that  minority  report,  and  signed  it,  that  it  was  the  sense 
of  this  Convention  that  all  persons  who  occupy  official  positions  in  the 
State  should  be  elected  by  the  people.  If  the  power  of  appointing  the 
members  of  the  State  Board  shall  remain  with  the  Governor,  then  we 
might  as  well  allow  the  Governor,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate,  to  appoint  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Com- 
missioners, and  all  the  other  officers  that  we  have  provided  for.  But  I 
believe,  sir,  that  it  is  one  of  the  great  principles  of  republican  govern- 
ment that  the  people  shall  have  tne  rignt  to  designate  and  say  who  is  to 
represent  them  in  an  official  capacity.  If  the  people  are  competent  and 
qualified  to  elect  three  Railroad  Commissioners,  who  shall  have  absolute 
and  unrestricted  power  over  the  railways  in  this  State,  amounting  to  a 
hundred  million  of  dollars,  certainly  the  people  are  qualified  to  say  who 
shall  be  their  State  Prison  Directors.  It  is  said  here  that  by  giving  the 
power  of  appointment  to  the  Governor,  you  will  take  the  matter  out  of 
politics.  Now  I  do  not  believe  any  member  of  this  committee  who  boa 
given  the  matter  any  serious  consideration  will  believe  any  such  thine. 
If  the  Governor  bo  a  Republican,  or  a  Democrat,  or  a  Workingman,  will 


he  appoint  men  to  the  office  who  belong  to  the  same  political  party  that 
he  belongs  to,  or  otherwise?  He  can  do  it  rightly  and  properly.  There 
is  nothing  wrong  in  iL  If  the  man  be  a  proper  man,  a  Republican 
Governor  ought  to  appoint  a  Republican.  It  is  human  nature,  and  there 
is  no  impropriety  in  it.  As  far  as  politics  ^oes,  politics  rule  just  as  much 
in  the  appointment  of  men  as  in  the  election  of  men.  Why  should  we 
make  an  exception  here?  Gentlemen  say  they  are  incompetent  to  say 
who  the  State  Prison  Commissioners  should  be.  If  we  desire  to  say  that 
the  people  shall  have  power  in  one  case,  let  us  give  them  power  in  all 
cases. 

Again,  the  minority  of  the  committee  have  seen  fit  to  recommend  but 
three  persons.  They  believe  that  three  men  can  act  just  as  well  as  five. 
Whether  thev  receive  a  salary,  or  whether  they  receive  but  their  ex- 
penses, it  will  certainly  be  a  saving  to  the  State  by  having  two  men  less. 
We  therefore  ask  a  candid  and  fair  consideration  of  this  report  at  the 
hands  of  this  Convention. 

NlRXABKS   OF   MB.  BABTON. 

Mr.  BARTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  opposed,  sir,  to  this  system  of 
appointing  these  Commissioners.  This  is  supposed  to  be  a  republican 
form  of  government,  and  I  am  tired  of  this  cry  about  taking  these  mat- 
ters out  of  politics.  This,  sir,  is  a  republican  form  of  government,  and 
by  politics  we  live,  and  by  politics  we  expect  to  fall.  Now  it  has  been 
mentioned  here  that  these  men  could  serve  the  State  as  the  State  Board 
of  Re|;ents  serve  the  State.  I  would  not  have  mentioned  the  matter  at 
all  if  it  had  not  been  brough^  up  in  that  way.-  In  eighteen  hundred  and 
seventy-three  and  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-four,  during  the  time 
I  was  a  member  of  the  Legislature,  having  been  appointed  one  of  the 
members  of  the  Building  Committee,  and  it  having  fallen  to  my  lot  as  a 
member  of  that  committee  to  investigate  the  buildings  of  the  State  of 
California,  of  course  it  became  my  duty  to  investigate  the  conduct  and 
management  of  such  Regents.  First,  the  College  of  Agriculture,  and 
second,  the  College  of  Letter^.  We  found  ourselves  for  two  weeks  wrapt 
in  a  labyrinth — a  deep,  intricate  mass  of  uncertainties.  Day  after  day 
we  went  further  into  these  difficulties,  until  we  had  exhaustetl  four  or 
five  weeks  in  our  arduous  work,  and  at  the  end  of  that  time  the  session 
of  the  Legislature  was  about  to  close,  and  we  were  compelled  to  desist 
from  any  further  investigation  of  the  matter.  And  let  me  say  here,  that 
in  the  short  time  we  had  to  investigate  the  accounts  of  the  Regents,  we 
found  thousands  of  dollars  of  the  people's  money  that  the  Regents  could 
not  account  for. 

Mb.  WINANS.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mb.  WINANS.  The  gentleman  is  not  speaking  to  the  question. 
There  is  no  opportunity  to  reply  to  him.  It  is  not  fair  to  make  such 
statements,  when  he  knows  it  is  not  pertinent  to  the  discussion  ^ud 
therefore  they  cannot  bo  replied  to. 

Mb.  BARTON.  I  simply  alluded  to  it  to  show  the  principle  of 
appointing  to  these  important  positions.  There  is  a  large  amount  of 
money  to  be  expended.  I  do  not  desire  to  hurt  the  feelings  of  any  mem- 
ber ot  this  body  who  may  have  been  upon  this  Bourd  of  Regents. 

Mb.  WINANS.  It  is  not  a  question  of  hurting  feelings;  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  assailing  an  institution  here  which  has  no  power  of  reply.  My 
feelings  are  not  hurt. 

Mb.  barton.  I  stand  corrected.  I  am  opposed  to  taking  this  mat- 
ter out  of  the  hands  of  the  people.  I  hope  this  matter  will  be  left  to  the 
people  to  determine. 

MB.  WALKER,  of  Tuolumne.    I  move  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Add,  after  the  word  'Senate,'  in  line  three,  the  following:  'More 
than  a  majority  of  whom  shall  not  be  of  the  same  political  persuasion.*  ** 

BEMABKS   OF   MB.    LABKIK. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  not  intended  to  say  anything 
against  this  matter.  I  am,  sir,  in  favor  of  the  election  of  these  Commis- 
sioners. The  ar^ment  is  not  good  that  men  ought  to  be  on  that  Board 
who  have  no  political  views.  There  is  no  man — no  American  citizen — 
who  has  not  some  political  opinion.  No  man  is  fit  for  the  position  who 
has  not  some  political  views.  I  believe  we  can  find  plenty  of  men  whti 
have  decided  views,  and  are  not  afraid  to  express  them]^  who  will  fill 
these  positions  acceptably.  This  question  of  employing  men  because 
thev  will  serve  the  State  without  consideration,  I  do  not  believe  in  the 
policy  of  it.  These  men  will  seek  in  some  way  to  get  pay,  and  directly 
or  indirectly  to  secure  pay.  The  State  should  pay  tnem  a  sufficient 
compensation  to  enable  them  to  serve.  The  men  should  be  selected  by 
the  people,  and  the  men  who  are  seeking  these  places  should  not  be 
selected.  They  ought  to  be  paid  for  their  services  a  reasonable  compen- 
sation, and  men  with  principles,  too^  should  be  selected. 

BEMABKS  OF  MB.  JOYCE. 

Mb.  JOYCE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  sorry  to  think,  sir,  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alameda,  Mr.  Van  Dvke,  should  be  so  much  sophisticated 
in  the  argument  as  to  set  out  the  V(^orkingmen's  delegation.  The  matter 
would  be  in  their  hands  to  elect  Commissioners  for  ten  years.  It  is  con- 
trary, sir,  to  the  principles  of  the  Workingmen's  party,  this  appointment 
system,  altogether.  Whether  it  is  five  years  or  twenty  years,  it  is  wrong 
in  practice,  and  I  am  proud  to  say  it  is  not  our  theory.  In  ail  cases,  in 
at  least  six  out  of  ten  cases,  where  Commissioners  are  appointed,  we  find 
it  worked  injuriously,  not  only  in  State  matters,  but  in  United  Statei 
matters.  Commissions  are  dangerous  to  begin  with.  We  should  look 
at  this  thing  fairly  in  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of  the  State  of 
California.  It  is  but  a  few  years  ago  that  a  Commission  came  out  to 
investigate  Chinamen.  If  the  Commission  had  been  elected  by  the  peo- 
ple of  California  they  would  not  be  so  apt  to  whitewash.  We  come  to  find 
out  to-day,  sir,  the  State  of  New  York  elected  three  Commissioners. 
According  to  the  report  we  find  here  of  Mr.  Pillsbury,  it  shows  that  the 


Jau.  15, 1879. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


1033 


State  Prison  of  New  York  is  a  bi^  paying  institution,  under  the  man- 
agement of  three  elected  Commissioners.  Now,  sir,  every  gentleman 
on  this  floor  knows  that  it  takes  a  great  deal  of  money  to  run  the  State 
Prisons,  and  I  do  not  pretend  that  the  people  of  this  great  State  want 
men  to  serve  them  without  pay.  I  believe  the  State  is  able  to  pay  peo- 
ple when  they  ask  them  to  perform  any  work — pay  them  for  their  time. 
£  believe  it  is  human  nature,  that  if  we  dod't  pay  a  man  he  will  pay 
himself,  and  they  might  do  the  same  as  another  institution,  the  new 
City  Hall.  We  find  t>ut  that  one  of  the  Commissioners  there  has  a 
partner,  and  gives  contracts  to  his  partner.  So  much  for  the  Commis- 
sioners. Now,  if  the  people  had  elected  the  City  Hall  Commissioners, 
I  am  satisfied  the  thing  would  be  in  a  better  position.  In  the  State  of 
New  York  the  State  Prison  labor  is  utilized.  I  believe  we  can  introduce 
a  system  of  manufacturing  jute  bags  here,  and  supply  the  farmers  of 
this  State,  and  make  the  prisons  pay.  Make  them  work  for  the  State, 
so  that  the  labor  will  not  come  m  competition  with  outside  American 
labor,  because  there  is  no  such  work  done  in  this  part  of  the  country. 
The  same  way  with  carpets.  I  believe,  to  appoint  these  Commissioners 
by  the  Governor,  would  be  to  take  the  dregs,  and  would  not  be  practical 
to  the  people  of  this  State.  I  don't  see,  if  the  people  of  this  State  have 
a  right  to  elect  a  man  Governor,  they  have  just  as  much  capacity  to 
elect  these  Commissioners.  Another  thing,  I  think  it  is  a  dangerous 
precedent  to  introduce  into  our  system.  I  think  it  is  bad  and  dangerous, 
and  I  think  the  long  term  system  is  bad.  It  is  against  popular  govern- 
ment. Shorter  terms  are  much  better,  and  let  the  people  say  who  shall 
represent  them.  I  must  vote  against  that  section  as  ofiered  by  the 
majority. 

SPKKCH   OF  MR.    LAINB. 

Mb.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  strikes  mo,  after  an  examination  of 
the  report,  that  it  is  a  very  good  one,  and  it  meets  my  hearty  approval. 
Now,  the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  against  this  report  seem  to  think 
that  it  is  taking  some  right  away  from  tne  people.  The  proposition  is 
simply  this:  we  are  a  part  of  the  people,  and  aeterminine  wnat  is  best 
for  ourselves.  Having  determined  that,  we  are  determining  for  the 
people.  The  question  arises  here,  as  to  the  management  of  the  State 
Prison,  what  is  the  best  course  to  pursue  in  the  management  of  these 
institutions?  We  all  know  that  our  State  institutions,  in  order  to  be  well 
managed,  must  have  stable  management.  Unless  they  are,  there  can 
be  no  good  realized  from  them.  These  institutions  are  a  necessity  with 
us.  Tney  are  not  institutions  established  for  purposes  of  speculation,  or 
for  the  benefit  of  parties,  political  or  otherwise.  They  are  evils — neces- 
sary evils — and  the  question  arises,  what  is  the  best  moans  of  managing 
them  so  that  the  evil  may  be  lessened?  How  shall  they  be  managed, 
so  that  instead  of  being  a  great  weight  upon  the  incomes  of  the  people, 
continually  draining  taxes  from  them,  they  may  be  rendered  self-sus- 
taining? And  it  strikes  me  that  the  course  adopted  here  is  a  good  one. 
I  find  it  has  been  commended  b^  very  talented  men — men  who  have 
devoted  lon^  years  of  study  to  these  matters.  This  plan  did  not  origin- 
ate with  this  committee.  They  have  adopted  it  from  others.  There 
has  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  most  of  the  members  the  report  of  the 
California  Prison  Commission.  This  Commission  is  composed  of  some 
of  our  best  men,  men  who  have  the  best  interest  of  the  State  at  heart. 
The  human  race  produces  such  men,  and  we  find  here  the  names  of 
such  men  as  Governor  Haight  in  our  own'  State,  who,  after  long  study, 
have  agreed  upon  this  as  being  a  wise  and  proper  measure. 

Now  by  this  course  the  Governor  of  the  State  will  appoint  two  men. 
Each  Governor  of  the  State  will  appoint  two,  because  they  are  to  hold 
for  ten  years.  It  reaches  beyond  his  power.  It  reaches  beyond  his  day. 
And  we  do  know,  wherever  there  is  pay  there  is  always  a  lot  of  men 
ready  to  rush  in  for  the  emoluments  of  office — not  for  the  honor  it  will 
confer,  but  for  the  money  there  is  in  it.  Men  should  be  selected  of 
mature  years  for  these  positions — men  of  observation  and  experience; 
men  who  have  money  enough,  and  who  know  there  is  more  in  the  office 
than  the  mere  matter  of  dollars  and  cents.  Not  men  with  whom  the 
place  is  made  a  stepping  stone  to  help  them  on  towards  the  goal  of  their 
political  ambition.  Governors,  in  their  selections,  will  be  more  apt  to 
take  men  of  the  right  kind  than  political  conventions.  They  will  select 
men  who  have  lived  beyond  the  mere  matter  of  political  excitement. 
This  I  believe  to  be  the  best  mode  of  selecting  the  omoers  for  these  insti- 
tutions. I  am  perfectly  willing  to  trust  the  people,  but  do*  the  people 
speak  on  this  question?  I  am  usually  in  favor  of  the  election  of  all 
officers  of  the  State,  those  which  have  any  political  bearing,  but  this  is 
not  one  of  those  offices.  There  is  no  such  tning  as  politics  in  the  man- 
agement of  the  State  Prisons.  The  Governor  will  not  be  apt  to  stop  to 
inquire  what  the  man's  politics  are,  so  long  as  he  is  a  suitable  man  for 
the  place.  If  we  are  driven  to  elections,  of  course  it  will  be  known  that 
the  Warden  will  be  appointed  by  these  Commissioners,  and  there  will  be 
a  strong  political  fight  made  for  the  place.  That  will  be  the  object. 
Not  whether  he  is  the  best  Warden  that  can  be  selected,  but  whether  he 
has  political  power,  and  whether  he  will  add  strength  to  the  ticket. 
For  these  reasons  I  am  in  favor  of  this  report  as  it  comes  from  the  com- 
mittee. 

BPKBCH  OF  MR.   XCCALLUX. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  suppose,  from  the  reading  of 
this  amendment,  that  the  friends  of  the  amendment  contemplate  mak- 
ing some  provision  for  the  compensation  of  these  officers,  in  case  these 
Directors  are  to  be  elected  by  the  people. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  We  propose  to  leave  the  compensation  to  the  Conven- 
tion.    If  they  decide  to  elect  them,  then  we  can  fix  the  compensation. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Now,  sir,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  idea  presented  in 
the  report  of  the  committee.  Wherever  officers  are  to  be  compensated, 
wherever  there  are  large  interests  involved,  I  think  it  has  been  pretty 
well  settled  in  all  the  States  of  the  Union  that  such  officers  should  be 
elected.  And  if  they  are  to  be  compensated  officers  they  should  be 
elected.    The  committee  have  proceeded  upon  the  idea  that  we  can  find 
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five  competent  men  to  accept  the  office  and  perform  these  very  important 
duties  without  compensation.  I  submit,  sir,  that  is  a  very  dangerous 
experiment  to  put  into  a  Constitution.  We  may  have  many  Haights  in 
the  State;  we  may  have  many  philanthropists  who  will  perform  these 
important  duties,  but  do  we  know  that  they  can  be  had.  We  require 
two  thinss.  First,  we  will  have  five  Directors  to  be  appointed.  Next, 
they  shall  serve  without  compensation.  Suppose  you  cannot  get  them? 
Suppose  practically  it  won't  work?  What  are  you  going  to  do  about  it? 
That  question  arises,  and  very  naturally  arises  here.  I  do  not  believe  it 
is  the  true  theory  to  put  an  iron  rule  in  the  Constitution  in  matters  of  an 
experimental  nature.  I  understand  that  it  is  said  there  are  precedents 
from  other  States.  I  would  like  to  know  where  it  is.  I  have  looked  over 
the  American  Constitutions  here,  and  not  a  single  one  of  them  pro- 
vides for  the  appointment  of  such  Commissioners.  Not  one.  The  State 
of  Connecticut,  the  Constitution  says  they  shall  be  appointed  or  elected 
as  prescribed  by  law.  In  the  State  of  New  York,  the  Constitution  pro- 
vides that  they  shall  be  elected  at  the  next  general  election  which  snail 
be  held  after  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution.  In  the  State  of  Georgia, 
it  provides  that  these  officers  shall  be  elected  or  appointed  as  the  General 
Assembly  may  direct.  There  is  no  instance  like  that  proposed  by  the 
committee.  I  shoul(i  like  to  hear  some  good  reason  why  the  report 
should  be  adopted.  It  is  nothing  but  legislation  from  one  end  to  the 
other.  We  are  asked  here  to  devise  a  system  for  the  complete  maniigo- 
ment  of  the  State  Prison,  when  that  whole  matter  is  one  that  properly 
belong  to  the  Legislature.  I  am  in  favor  of  putting  everything  in  the 
Constitution  that  ought  to  go  there.  But  I  am  decidedly  opposed  to 
making  a  code  of  laws  in  the  Constitution.  If  this  is  a  wise  provision, 
as  I  think  it  is,  and  such  men  can  be  found — and  there  ought  to  be 
some^ng  known  about  it — if  these  men  can  be  found  to  give  their  time 
without  compensation,  let  the  Legislature  make  such  a  provision.  Why 
should  not  this  whole  matter  be  left  to  the  Legislature  ? 

remarks  of   MR.   WHITK. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  appears  to  me  that  this  plan  is  the 
most  impracticable  one  that  has  been  proposed,  to  leave  this  matter  to  a 
voluntary  Commission — an  executive  Commission.  There  may  be  such 
gentlemen,  but  I  don't  believe  we  can  get  them.  If  we  did,  we  would 
be  apt  to  get  men  that  are  not  fit  for  the  place.  The  men  who  are  fit, 
we  might  never  get.  It  has  been  argued  that  this  matter  ought  to  be 
left  to  the  Legislature.  I  see  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  left  to  the 
Legislature.  I  see  no  reason  why  the  Legislature  could  not  manage 
this  thing.  The  present  system  is  better  than  that  system.  The  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  is  the  Warden,  and  the  men  who  are  associated  with 
him  are  men  who,  like  him,  are  chosen  by  the  people  of  the  State, 
men  whom  the  people  have  confidence  in.  I  think  it  is  a  dangerous 
experiment  to  say  that  we  will  sr^t  men  to  manage  our  State  Prisons 
without  compensation.  You  had  better  get  enterprising  young  men, 
and  pay  them  to  devote  their  time  to  the  work.  Two  thousand  dollars  a 
year  would  be  sufficient,  and  then  the  lousiness  would  be  attended  to. 
I  hope  if  the  minority  report  is  not  accepted,  that  the  majority  report 
will  also  be  rejected. 

RBMARKS   OF   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  report 
of  the  minority  fatally  defective  in  the  very  first  section,  in  not  provid- 
ing for  any  mode  of  removals.  I  look  upon  that  as  a  fatal  defect. 
Now,  the  report  of  the  majority  says  the  Governor  shall  have  power  to 
remove  them  for  certain  causes.  Here  is  an  office  for  a  long  term  of 
years,  and  no  power  lodged  in  the  Governor,  or  anybody  else,  to  remove 
them. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  If  they  are  State  officers,  what  right  has  the  Gov- 
ernor to  remove  them  ? 

Mr.  HOWARD.  If  we  give  him  the  ri^ht  he  will  have  it,  I  imagine. 
Now,  sir,  the  second  section  of  this  minority  report  contains  a  provision 
which  is  totally  inadmissible,  and  that  is  that  tne  State  Board  of  Prison 
Commissioners  shall  constitute  a  Board  of  Pardons,  and  that  the  Gov- 
ernor of  the  State  shall  never  pardon  any  person  convicted  of  crime, 
except  at  the  reouest  of  the  State  Board  of  Prison  Commissioners.  In 
the  first  place,  that  is  inconsistent  That  is  totally  inadmissible  and 
impracticable. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  if  this 
Board  is  elected,  they  will  be  State  officers,  subject  to  removal  by 
impeachment,  as  other  Slate  officers  are. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  No  matter  how  they  are  elected,  they  are  State 
officers. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  The  committee  intended  that  they  should  be 
removed  as  other  State  officers  are,  by  impeachment.  Again,  the  sec- 
tion referred  to  b^  the  gentleman,  as  re^rds  a  Board  of  Pardons,  is  not 
under  consideration  now.     We  are  considering  section  one. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  gentleman  for  the  infor- 
mation. I  will  try  and  remember  that  Solomon  is  alive.  [Laughter.] 
I  prefer  to  adhere  to  the  report  of  the  majority. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    I  move  to  strike  out  section  one. 

TuR  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Tuolumne,  Mr.  Walker. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
section. 

RKMARKB   OF   MR.   SHAFTBR. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  section  will  be  adopted 
as  it  stands.  From  m^  knowledge  of  prison  management,  I  am  im- 
pressed most  decidedly  in  favor  of  leaving  the  duties  of  the  Governor  to 
the  Governor,  and  confine  the  Lieutenant  Governor  to  the  duties  prop- 
erly appertaining  to  that  office.  I  believe  that  is  the  sense  of  this  Con- 
vention. The  man  who  is  qualified  to  preside  over  the  Senate  may 
have,  and  more  than  likely  will  not  have  the  faculty  or  the  ability 
which  fit  a  man  to  take  care  of  prisoners.    I  believe  the  best  way  is  to 
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place  the  management  of  the  State  Prisons  in  the  hands  of  a  B6ard  of 
Directors.  Where  such  officers  have  been  appointed  there  has  never 
been  any  distinction  made  on  account  of  politics.  If  the  State  was 
Republican,  the  majority  of  such  Boards  were  Republican,  but  the 
minority  were  always  given  a  representation.  They  always  had  two 
out  of  five,  and  so  it  ought  to  be  everywhere.  Now,  it  is  not  so  that  you 
cannot  get  five  men  to  serve  for  nothing  on  the  Prison  Commission. 
The  present  Commissioners  visit  the  prisons  and  work  for  nothing,  and 
they  do  as  much  work  as  it  will  be  necessary  for  this  Commission  to  do. 
I  am  afraid  there  is  a  feeling  among  my  friends  of  the  minority  here, 
that  these  would  be  very  pleasant  salaries  to  take — two  thousand  dollars 
a  year.  I  was  astonished  at  some  of  them  the  other  day,  when  they 
voted  against  the  proposition  that  no  member  of  this  Convention  should 
be  eligible  to  office.  Now,  the  Governor  would  select  the  best  men  he 
could  find  for  these  positions.  He  would  look  around,  and  if  he  saw  a 
good  man,  take  him.  Then,  again,  if  you  elect  these  men,  there  is  no 
power  to  remove  them.  The  Governor  cannot  remove  them,  because  it 
IS  a  constitutional  office.  The  only  way  they  can  be  removed  is  by 
impeachment. 

What  is  the  ground  for  impeachment?  It  is  high  crime.  What  is  a 
high  crime — inefficiency?  Not  at  all.  Neglect  of  duty?  No,  sir. 
Carelessness?  No,  sirj  and  yet  carelessness  or  neglect  of  duty  may  be 
the  very  thing  that  ought  to  authorize  thdir  expulsion.  Under  this  other 
report  the  Governor  has  a  right  to  remove  them  for  these  causes,  and  he 
will  bo  likely  to  bring  his  power  to  bear  upon  the  man  who  has  failed 
to  perform  his  duty.  He  is  there  to  execute  the  laws.  He  is  called  the 
Executive,  for  that  very  reason.  He  would  compel  these  men  to  do 
their  duty.  It  seems  to  me  this  function,  given  in  this  regard,  is  a  very 
proper  one,  which  could  not  properly  apply  to  officers  elected  %^  the 
people.  The  Governor  would  retain  a  man  in  these  positions  as  long  as 
it  was  possible  to  retain  him,  because  he  would  bring  down  strong  criti- 
cisms upon  himself  if  he  removed  him.  But  if  he  appoints  a  man,  he 
himself  is  responsible  for  his  conduct,  and  he  will  be  obliged  to  exercise 
his  power.  You  recollect  that  directors  of  corporations  have  been  made 
responsible  for  those  they  appoint  and  have  supervision  over.  Here  is 
the  Governor  appointing  these  men,  and  he  will  be  directly  responsible 
for  their  conduct.  And  when  this  is  the  case,  he  will  be  more  apt  to 
exercise  it  when  the  occasion  demands  it. 

RBMARKS   OF    MR.   CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  report  of  the 
minority.  I  believe  in  a  republican  form  of  government,  and  so 
believing,  I  believe  the  people  are  fully  capable  of  selecting  their  own 
officers.  If  they  are  capable  of  electing  a  Governor,  they  are  capable  of 
electing  the  Commissioners  direct.  I  tell  you  the  idea  that  they  are  not 
as  capable  of  electing  these  Commissioners  as  they  are  of  electing  the 
Governor,  is  all  a  humbug.  Sir,  the  American  people  are  capable  of 
self-government.  I  believe  they  should  elect  these  officers,  as  well  as 
all  officers,  and  I  believe  every  man  elected  should  have  a  reasonable 
salary,  sufficient  to  pay  him  for  his  services,  then  we  can  have  efficient 
officers,  have  the. business  done  right,  and  the  State  will  save  money. 
The  people  are  just  as  competent  to  select  men  who  are  qualified  to  fill 
these  positions  as  the  Governor. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   THOMPSON. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  one  of  the  committee  who 
signed  the  report — though  at  one  time  I  was  in  favor  of  electing  them — 
I  concluded,  after  due  consideration,  that  it  was  better  for  the  Governor 
to  appoint  them.  We  had  considerable  talk  in  the  committee  concern- 
ing salaries,  as  to  whether  we  should  pay  them  or  not.  I  am  further  of 
the  opinion  that  we  should  have  but  tnree.  I  like  the  minority,  in  that 
respcdT,  Ixitter  than  the  majority  report.  I  believe  they  ought  to  be  paid 
a  reasonable  salary,  and  that  they  ought  to  be  required  to  give  tiieir 
attention  to  it.  I  believe  it  will  require  a  portion  of  their  time  in  going 
from  one  prison  to  another,  to  see  that  the  subordinates  are  attending  to 
their  duties.  I  was  not  strenuous  about  the  Governor  appointing,  but  it 
seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  majority  that  the  Governor  should 
.appoint. 

REMARKS    OF    MR.    VAN    DYKE. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  very  true,  sir,  that  the  sys- 
tem formulated  here  could  be  enacted  by  the  Legislature  without  any 
constitutional  direction.  But  the  reason  for  putting  it  in  the  funda- 
mental law  is  to  make  the  system  stable,  so  that  one  Legislature  cannot 
overthrow  what  another  Legislature  has  done.  We  have  experienced 
the  evil  which  has  resulted  from  the  management  of  these  institutions 
by  politicians.  If  it  is  placed  in  the  Constitution  there  will  bo  some 
stability  about  it.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  done.  Whether  we  have  the 
Commissioners  by  a  popular  vote,  or  whether  we  have  them  appointed, 
they  ought  to  be  provided  for  in  the  Constitution.  I  am  satisned,  too, 
that  they  ought  to  be  appointed  rather  than  elected.  It  is  the  only  way 
to  remove  them  from  politics. 

REMARKS    OF    MR.    BBBRSTECHBR. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  Whether  the  system  of  elect- 
ing or  appointing  be  adopted,  whether  the  committee  determine  upon 
having  three  or  five  members,  I  hope  that  the  motion  to  strike  out  will 
not  prevail.  If  the  committee  do  not  see  fit  to  adopt  the  report  of  the 
minority,  then  I  hope  the  report  of  the  majority  will  be  adopted,  so  that 
the  present  system  will  be  changed.  We  took  the  advice  of  leading 
men,  men  who  have  studied  the  subject,  and  it  was  their  unbiased  opin- 
ion that  the  present  system  ought  to  be  changed.  I  think  there  ought 
to  be  a  Board,  composed  of  either  three  or  five,  appointed  or  elected.  I 
think  it  is  the  candid  judgment  of  every  man  who  has  given  this  sub- 
ject careful  thought,  that  the  present  system  is  bad,  and  ought  to  be 
changed.  I  think  it  will  be  to  the  interest  of  the  people  of  the  State  of 
California  to  adopt  either  the  report  of  the  minority  or  majority,  and 
not  to  strike  out  the  section. 


Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my 
motion  to  strike  out  for  the  present. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No  objection;  the  gentleman  has  leave.  The 
question  is  on  substituting  section  one  of  the  minority  report  for  the 
majority  report. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  substitute  was  lost,  by  a  vote  of  39  ayes 
to  55  noes.  > 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    1  now  renew  my  motion  to  strike  out  section  one. 

Lost — ayes  19. 

Mr.  SW'ENSON.    I  offer  a  substitute  for  section  one. 

The  secretary  read : 

*'  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  the  election  or  appointment  of  a 
State  Board  of  Prison  Directors." 

Lost. 

Mr.  WELLIN.    I  wish  to  offer  a  new  section. 

Thb  chairman.  It  is  not  in  order  now.  The  Secretary  will  read 
section  two. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

Src.  2.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  have  the  charge  and  superin- 
tendence of  the  State  Prisons,  and  shall  possess  such  powers,  and  perform 
such  duties,  in  respect  to  other  penal  and  reformatory  institutions  of  the 
State,  as  the  Legislature  may  prescribe. 

The  chairman.  If  there  is  no  amendment,  tha  Secretary  will 
read  the  next  section. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  3.  The  Board  shall  appoint  the  Warden  and  Clerk,  and  deter- 
mine the  other  necessary  officers  of  the  prisons.  The  Board  shall  have 
power  to  remove  the  Wardens  and  Clerks  for  misconduct,  incompetency, 
or  neglect  of  duty ;  all  other  officers  and  employes  of  the  prison  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  Warden  thereof,  and  be  removed  at  his  pleasure. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  is  no  amendment,  the  Secretary  will 
read  thd  next  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Skc.  4.  The  members  of  the  Board  shall  receive  ^no  compensation 
other  than  reasonable  traveling  and  other  expenses  incurred  while 
engaged  in  the  performance  of  official  duties,  to  be  audited  as  the  Legis- 
lature may  direct. 

Mr.  WELLIN.    I  wish  to  offer  a  substitute  for  section  four. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  The  labor  of  convicts  shall  not  be  let  out  by  contract  to  any  person, 
copartnership,  company,  or  corporation,  and  the  Legislature  shall  by 
law  provide  for  the  working  of  convicts  for  the  benefit  of  the  State." 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Out  of  order. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.    I  move  to  strike  out  section  four. 

Lost. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  5.  The  Legislature  shall  pass  such  laws  as  may  be  neoessarr 
to  further  define  and  regulate  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Board, 
Wardens,  and  Clerks,  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  this 
article. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  back  the 
article  to  the  Convention,  and  recommend  its  adoption. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  If  the  gentleman  will  give  way,  I  desire  to  offer  an 
additional  section. 

Mr.  van  dyke.    I  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  additional  section,  to  be 
numbered  section  six. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Sec.  6.  The  labor  of  convicts  shall  not  be  let  out  by  contract  to  any 
person,  copartnership,  company,  or  corporation,  and  the  Legislature 
shall,  by  law,  provide  for  the  working  of  convicts  for  the  benefit  of  the 
State." 

speech   of   MR.   WELLIN. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  Perhaps  there  are  many  delegate 
who  are  not  aware  of  the  fact,  that  at  San  Quentin  there  are  one  thou- 
sand five  hundred  prisoners,  and  that  out  of  that  large  number  there  is 
not  one  third  employed  directly  in  a  form  which  will  benefit  the  State. 
There  are  four  hundred  and  seventy-five  prisoners  employed,  let  out  on 
private  contract,  and  the  balance— over  one  thousand — are  idle,  and  are 
Deing  supported  there  al  the  expense  of  the  State.  The  object  of  this 
section  is  to  bring  about  a  system  by  which  these  prisons  can  be  made 
self-sustaining.  We  believe  that  one  thousand  five  hundred  able-bodied 
convicts  can  well  afford  to  earn  their  own  living  and  save  the  State  the 
expense.  The  State  has  a  workshop  four  hundr^  feet  long  by  sixty  feet 
wide,  four  stories  high,  supplied  with  a  two-hundred  horse-power  engine, 
and  that  institution  is  kept  running  day  after  day  for  the  oenefit  of  the 
people  who  employ  less  than  five  hundred  of  these  prisoners.  These 
four  hundred  and  seventv-five  persons  are  employed  in  the  manufacture 
of  cabi netware,  blinds,  doors,  etc.  The  contractors  pay  half  a  dollar  a 
day  for  the  prisoners.  The  prisoners,  I  have  been  informed,  work  about 
as  well  as  the  average  white  laborers.  Now,  the  State  has  to  feed  these 
men,  furnish  the  machinery,  supply  the  building,  furnish  the  power  for 
driving  the  machinery,  pay  an  engineer,  and  supply  water,  for  the  sake 
of  hiring  out  four  hundred  and  seventy-five  men  at  fifty  cents  a  day. 
The  idea  of  this  proposition  which  I  have  introduced  is,  that  these  other 
prisoners — one  thousand  of  them — shall  also  be  employed  in  the  manu- 
facture of  something  which  will  benefit  the  State.  These  four  hundred 
and  seventy-five  are  selected  as  the  best  workmen.  Some  of  them  are 
experienced  workmen,  and  capable  of  earning  the  highest  wages;  some 
of  them  could  earn  four  dollars  a  day  on  the  outside,  und  here  they  are 
working  for  half  a  dollar  a  day,  and  boarded  by  the  State.  We  consider 
that  this  is  a  wrong  system  entirely.  We  consider  that  these  one  thou- 
sand five  hundred  prisoners  can  be  employed  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
make  the  prison  self-sustaining,  and  you  can  very  readily  see  how  it 
can  be  done  in  a  country  where  labor  is  as  high  as  it  is  here.  You  may 
ask,  what  will  we  employ  them  at  ?    I  propose  to  add  one  thousand 
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men  to  the  present  working  force,  and  put  them  all  to  work.  The 
farmers  of  this  State  pay  annually  about  two  million  dollars  for  grain 
bags.  Two  million  dollars  going  out  of  the  State  every  year,  and  we 
never  stop  to  think  where  it  is  going  to.  Why  not  employ  these  pris- 
oners there,  and  manufacture  our  own  grain  bags?  Why  not  have 
them  make  grain  bags,  and  save  at  least  a  portion  of  this  money  at 
home?  You  can  also  manufacture  cordage  there  with  the  power  you 
have.  We  will  take  these  one  thousand  idle  men  and  put  them  to  work, 
and  make  them  earn  something.  If  they  cannot  earn  half  a  dollar  a 
day  they  can  earn  twenty-five  cents,  and  it  is  better  to  have  the  whoie 
number  working  at  twenty-five  cents,  than  to  have  one  third  only 
working  at  fifty  cents.  I  wish  to  read  from  a  paper  issued  by  the 
Mechanics'  State  Council,  advising  the  Legislature  to  put  the  prisoners 
at  work  on  the  manufacture  of  doors,  sash,  and  blinds: 

C03T   OF   IfANnFACTUBINO,   ONK  WEEK. 


Artlcloi. 


Amounts. 


1,800  doors,  54,000  feet  of  lumber,  at  4}/^  cents  per  foot 

2,000  windows,  14,000  feet  of  lumber,  at  4J^  cents  per  foot 

COO  pAifB  outside  blinds,  7,200  feet  of  lamber,  at  3  cents  per  foot 

100  sots  of  Inside  bliuds,  2,000  feet  of  lumber,  nX  5  cents  per  foot 

Ghie,S6;  nails,  $20;  blind  wire,  $20 

GlaiM  for  2,000  windows 

Putty  and  setting  glass 

Wear  of  machinery . 

Rent  of  sale  store 

Throe  hands  at  sale  store . 

I'ayroll  for  100  men  in  the  shop 


Total  cost  for  making. 


12,430  00 

630  00 

216  00 

100  00 

46  00 

3,000  00 

300  00 

40  00 

75  00 

75  00 

1,200  00 


S8,112  00 


BALE   OF   ARTICLES   MADE. 


Articles. 


Amounts. 


1,800  doors,  at  $2  75  each 

2,000  windows,  at  $3  each 

GOO  pairs  outside  blinds,  at  $2  50  per  pair 
100  sets  of  inside  blinds,  at  $4  50  per  set. 

Total 

Deduct  cost  of  making .. 

Leaves  profits  for  one  week 


S4,950  00 

6,000  00 

1,500  OO 

450  00 


$12,900  00 
8,112  00 


$4,788  00 


This  estimate  is  for  a  private  workshop  with  average  wages  paid  coolies, 
and  the  necessary  white  men.  If  this  work  is  done  by  the  State  we  must 
iidd  to  the  profits  the  price  of  labor,  being  one  thousand  two  hundred 
dollars;  then  the  pronts  would  ))&  five  thousand  nine  hundred  and 
eighty-eight  dollars  on  one»hundred  convicts  per  week.  Suppose  five 
hundred  of  the  men  now  under  contract  at  the  prison  should  be  employed 
in  making  articles  as  above  stated,  the  profits  per  week  would  be  twenty- 
nine  thousand  nine  hundred  and  forty  dollars.  From  this  we  must 
deduct  one  fourth  for  the  difference  between  free  and  prison  labor;  then 
the  profits  would  be  twenty-two  thousand  four  hundred  and  fifty-five 
dollars  per  week,  or  one  million  one  hundred  and  sixty-seven  thousand 
six  hundred  and  sixty  dollars  per  annum.  We  learn  from  the  State 
Prison  Directors,  that  the  entire  expense  of  the  State  Prison  for  two 
years,  was  three  hundred  and  fifty«fiVe  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
eighty-four  dollars,  or  one  hundred  and  seventy-seven  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  ninety-two  dollars  per  annum.  When  we  deduct  the  latter 
sum  from  the  profits  on  the  labor  of  five  hundred  convicts,  we  have  a 
profit  of  nine  hundred  and  eighty-nine  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
sixty-eight  dollars. 

The  expenses  have  exceeded  the  income  from  the  prison  the  enormous 
sum  of  two  hundred  and  twelve  thousand  six  hundred  and  ten  dollars, 
or  one  hundred  and  six  thousand  three  hundred  and  five  dollars  per 
annum.  Thus  we  see  that  a  change  of  this  kind  would  sot  only  make 
the  prison  self-sustaining,  but  make  enough  in  one  year  to  support  the 
prison  for  five  years,  and  then  leave  a  handsome  balance  of  one  hundred 
thousand  three  hundred  and  eight  dollars  to  pay  the  additional  expenses 
of  shop  room  and  machinery.  This  estimate  is  astounding  to  us  who  are 
mechanics,  and  familiar  with  that  kind  of  work,  yet  we  have  gone  over 
the  figures  several  times,  and  can  see  no  mistake.  Suppose,  to  be  sure 
we  are  right,  we  reduce  the  profits  to  but  one  fifth  of  the  estimate,  then 
the  prison  would  be  self-sustaining,  with  a  margin  of  one  hundred  and 
ninety-seven  thousand  five  hundred  and  fifty-seven  dollars  per  annum. 

You  can  never  expect  to  make  the  whole  prison  self-sustaining  bv 
employing  less  than  naif  the  number  of  prisoners.  I  hope  this  proposi- 
tion will  receive  careful  consideration.  I  have  studied  tnis  question  for 
three  or  four  years,  and  I  know  what  I  am  talkine  about.  When  the 
Branch  Prison  at  Folsom  is  once  open,  there  will  be  an  opening  there 
for  the  prisoners  to  work  in  the  stone  quarry,  with  profit  to  the  State. 
And  as  the  number  of  prisoners  is  constantly  on  the  increase,  it  behooves 
this  State  to  adopt  some  plan  by  which  they  can  be  made  to  earn  some- 
thing. 

Mr.  BIGGS.     I  have  an  amendment  I  would  like  to  offer. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Strike  out  all  down  to  the  word  'Legislature,'  reading:  *The  Legis- 
lature shall  by  law  provide  for  the  working  of  convicts  for  the  benefit  of 
the  State.' " 

REMARKS   OF   MS.   BIGOS. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  believe  the  Legislature  has  full  power 
to  control  that  thing.     I  believe  it  is  wisdom  for  this  amendment  to  be 


adopted.  I  think  the  new  section  offered  by  the  gentleman  is  a  very 
dangerous  doctrine  to  be  engrafted  in  the  organic  law.  Ko  such  prin- 
ciple as  that  ought  to  be  engrafted  on  the  law  of  this  State,  as  it  will  be 
very  expensive,  and  nobody  knows  whether  it  will  ever  succeed  or  not. 
I  am  a  workingman  myself,  and  I  have  just  as  much  interest  in  keeping 
labor  at  a  high  price  as  any  of  them.  No  man  on  this  floor  has  labored 
more  than  I  have  according  to  his  age,  and  I  want  to  protect  and  uphold 
labor.  I  offer  that  for  the  good  of  the  laboring  class.  Let  the  Legisla- 
ture control  that  matter,  and  do  not  go  and  engraft  it  in  the  Constitution. 
If  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  State  to  let  out  contract  labor  then  they 
should  have  power  to  do  it.    Do  not  tie  the  hands  of  the  Legislature. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   GAFLKS. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  heartily  in  accord  with  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Butte.  The  gentleman  from  San 
Francisco  complains  that  one  thousand  prisoners  are  kept  in  idleness, 
and  that  it  is  an  outrage  upon  the  taxpayers.  Very  good.  It  is  sound 
logic;  it  is  common  sense,  and  I  most  heartily  concur  with  him  that  it 
is  an  evil  that  ought  to  be  corrected.  But,  sir,  how  does  he  propose  to 
correct  it?  Why,  his  very  first  proposition  contradicts  the  assertion  that 
he  wants  the  evil  corrected — that  is,  to  declare  that  the  prison  labor  shall 
not  be  let  out  by  contract.  Why  not,  pray?  They  are  so  afraid  that 
this  prison  labor  may  come  in  competition  with  somebody's  labor  that 
they  must  be  kept  in  idleness,  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  of  the 
State.  This  is  not  just.  The  question  is,  shall  we  maintain  these 
prisoners  in  idleness  because  their  labor  may  come  in  competition  with 
somebody  else's  labor? 

Mr.  WELLIN.  I  don't  advocate  their  being  kept  in  idleness.  I 
advocate  their  being  put  to  work. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  f  concur  with  you  there,  but  why  do  you  put  that 
contradiction  in  there,  that  they  shall  not  be  let  by  contract? 

Mr.  WELLIN.  We  want  to  change  the  present  system,  where  they 
let  out  one  third  and  allow  the  others  to  remain  in  idleness.  We  want 
to  work  them  all. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  say  the  proposition  to  refuse  to  let  them  work  on 
contract  is  an  outrage  upon  the  taxpayers.  There  is  no  justice,  or 
wisdom,  or  sound  public  policy  in  such  a  course.  Now,  if  the  gentle- 
man will  take  that  dead  fly  out  of  the  pottage,  I  will  support  the  latter 
clause.  The  amendment  covers  the  ground,  and  takes  the  dead  fly  out 
of  the  pottage.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BBER8TECHSE. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Butte  means  simply  nothing  at  all;  it  has  no  earthly 
meaning,  and  I  think  the  Major  knows  it.  If  this  provision  is  not  put 
in  the  Constitution  the  Legislature  would  have  power  to  go  to  work  and 
cut  off  the  whole  contract  system,  or  they  can  let  out  the  whole  number 
of  prisoners  by  contract. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  a  question?  The 
amendment  is  to  strike  out  that  prohibition  declaring  that  prison  labor 
shall  not  be  let  by  contract;  the  amendment  is  to  strike  out  that  prohi- 
bition. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Yes,  sir;  and  even  if  you  should  say  that  the 
Legislature  shall  provide  so  and  so,  and  the  Legislature  fails  to  do  it, 
where  will  your  remedy  be?  You  cannot  compel  the  Legislature  to  act; 
we  cannot  compel  them  to  pasis  laws.  Men  have  appealed  in  behalf  of  the 
suffering  laboring  people  of  San  Francisco  time  and  time  again,  during 
the  last  ton  years,  demanding  that  the  Legislature  inaugurate  a  system 
of  labor,  in  order  to  abandon  contract  labor,  and  employ  these  prisoners 
directly  by  the  State,  and  no  result — the  lobby  was  too  strong,  and  the 
contractors  prevailed. 

Mr.  biggs.  Have  you  ever  been  engaged  in  lobbying?  The  charge 
has  been  made  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  lobby.  I  would  like  to 
know  how  the  gentleman  knows  unless  he  has  been  engaged  in  it.  I 
have  been  a  member  of  the  Legislature,  and  have  never  been  lobbied 
upon  this  qilestion.  Unless  he  has  been  engaged  in  it,  I  don't  think  ho 
knows  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  No,  sir;  I  never  have.  If  I  ever  went  into 
it  I  would  hire  other  men  to  do  it  for  me.  The  interests  of  the  laboring 
classes  are  directly  in  conflict  with  the  interests  of  those  who  employ 
contract  labor.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, or  the  gentlemen  who  let  these  contracts,  have  been  corruptly 
influenced  in  any  way.  I  don't  want  to  be  understood  aa  saying  so;  I 
do  not  say  so.  I  do  not  believe  there  has  been  any  corruption  in  that 
way.  The  result  has  been  that  the  State  has  not  directly  embarked  in 
the  employment  of  convict  labor,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  done  in  this  State.  There  are  a  number  of  things  that  could  be 
manufactured  at  San  Quentin  which  in  nowise  would  compete  with 
white  labor  in  this  State.  We  should  keep  free  from  competing  with 
free  white  labor  in  this  State.  This  is  a  young  State.  There  are  a  great 
many  things  which  we  import  directly  from  abroad,  and  bring  across 
the  plains  and  by  ships  from  other  States,  which  could  as  well  be 
manufactured  in  this  State.  We  have  the  shops  to  do  it,  we  have  the 
machinery  to  do  it,  and  we  have  the  men  to  do  the  work.  We  can  build 
additional  shops,  if  necessary.  We  can  construct  additional  machinery, 
if  necessary,  and  these  men  can  be  employed  for  the  benefit  of  the  State. 
As  they  are  employed  to-day,  these  nundreds  of  men  are  brought  in 
direct  competition  with  free  white  labor.  They  labor  for  fifty  cents  a 
day.  The  men  in  San  Francisco  who  have  families  to  support  cannot 
compete  successfully  against  such  ruinous  rates.  They  are  manufactur- 
ing furniture  there,  and  the  consequence  is  that  the  furniture  shops  in 
San  Francisco  are  closed,  one  after  another.  The  deadlv  blow  is  being 
struck  every  day,  and  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  the  furniture  of 
this  State  will  be  made  entirely  bv  convict  labor. 

Mr.  LARUE.  How  is  it  that  the  eastern  manufacturers  can  ship  fur- 
niture here  and  compete  successfully? 
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Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  How  is  it  that  hundreds  of  men  are  employed 
at  the  business  to-day,  while  all  the  furniture  shops  in  San  Francisco 
are  closing  out?  The  sash,  blind,  and  door  factories  are  closing  up  by 
reason  of  the  ruinous  competition  at  San  Queutin.  There  is  a  great 
departure  from  the  original  prison  management  of  Europe.  The  orig- 
inal prison  management  was  that  prisoners  were  not  to  work  at  all. 
They  remained  in  their  cells.  They  were  confined  in  solitary  cells  and 
were  not  allowed  to  work  at  all.  Then  there  was  a  departure  for  the 
benefit  of  the  prisoners,  for  their  sanitary  and  moral  condition.  They 
were  employea  in  some  instances  directly  by  the  State  for  the  benefit  of 
the  State,  not  all,  but  a  part  of  them ;  in  other  instances  the  work  was 
let  out  by  contract.  In  some  countries  and  States  they  are  not  let  out 
at  all.  Under  the  old  system  the  State  was  obliged  to  maintain  and 
keep  them.  Under  the  system  which  we  propose  it  would  be  but  a  few 
years  before  the  State  could  employ  them  all  lor  the  benefit  of  the  State. 
That  is  the  way  they  ought  to  be  employed,  and  not  farmed  out  to  con- 
tractors, thereby  destroyi^ig  our  independent  labor,  and  competing  at 
ruinous  rates  with  free  white  labor  of  the  honest  citizens  of  California. 

RKMARES   OF   MR.    ATKRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  mem- 
ber from  San  Francisco  will  be  adopted.  I  believe  this  system  of  let- 
ting out  the  labor  of  convicts  by  contract  has  been  greatly  abused,  and 
is  against  the  best  interests  of  the  State.  The  prisoners  are  let  out  to 
contractors  at  a  mere  stipend.  The  contractors  make  a  large  profit  out 
of  their  labor,  and  the  people  who  live  by  these  trades  are  greatly 
interfered  with.  I  believe  that  the  State  Prison  can  be  managed  by  the 
State,  and  the  prisoners  worked  by  the  State  to  advantage,  without 
interfering  with  free  labor  in  any  way.  This  whole  contract  system  has 
been  wrong.  The  labor  has  been  let  out  for  a  mere  nothing.  The 
Legislature  could  have  remedied  the  matter,  but  they  have  never  done 
so.  It  has  been  a  question  of  over  twenty  years  standing,  and  while 
the  Legislature  might  have  remedied  it,  they  have  not  done  it.  If  we 
correct  the  evil  here  in  the  Constitution  that  will  be  the  end  of  it.  Let 
the  State  work  its  own  labor  to  the  best  advantage  possible,  and  that 
will  be  the  solution  of  this  question. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WELLIN. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  to  oppose  the  amendment  of 
Major  Biggs.  He  says,  leave  it  to  the  Legislature.  That  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  I  oppose  it,  because  he  wishes  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislature. 
We  have  been  leaving  it  to  the  Legislature  year  after  year,  and  what 
was  done?  When  the  lobby  appeared  we  were  left  out  in  the  cold, 
because  we  could  not  go  there  and  lobby,  and  use  money  and  influence 
with  the  Legislature.  I  know  that  as  merely  a  matter  of  fact.  Four  or 
five  years  ago  the  Mechanics'  State  Council  took  this  matter  up  and  pre- 
sented a  memorial  to  the  Legislature  in  regard  to  this  matter,  showing 
the  cost  of  manufacturing  doors,  sashes,  and  blinds  ^nd  the  enormous 
profits  which  the  contractors  were  able  to  make.  What  was  done  with 
the  memorial  ?  It  was  distributed  among  the  members,  and  that  was 
the  end  of  it.  The  manufacturers,  who  were  making  such  large  profits 
out  of  the  labor  of  prisoners,  came  here  and  besieged  the  Legislature, 
and  so  they  let  the  matter  go.  The  State  Prison  was  going  behind  then 
over  two  hundred  thousand  dollars.  The  gentleman  from  Sacramento 
seems  to  bo  very  much  worried  at  the  idea  of  leaving  these  one  thou- 
sand prisoners  idle,  as  though  we  had  advocated  anything  of  the  kind. 
We  do  not  want  them  to  be  idle ;  we  want  them  to  work.  But  what  we 
want  is  that  all  the  prisoners  shall  work,  and  be  earning  something 
toward  the  support  or  the  prison.  We  say  there  are  over  two  million 
dollars  paid  out  every  year  for  grain  bags  by  the  farmers  of  this  State, 
all  of  which  could  be  manufactured  by  prison  labor,  without  affecting 
free  white  labor  in  any  way. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  If  you  establish  a  factory  for  grain  bags  won't  you  come 
in  competition  with  other  factories  in  this  State? 

Mr.  wELLIN.  No,  except  those  who  employ  Chinamen.  There  are 
no  white  men  employed  in  the  manufacture  of  jute  bags  ftt  all.  If  it 
will  come  in  competition  with  Chinamen,  so  much  the  better.  You  can 
also  establish  a  factory  for  cordage  and  twine.  We  came  here  to  the 
Legislature  and  tried  to  get  them  interested  in  the  matter,  but  the  lobby 
was  more  powerful,  and  we  had  to  go  back  without  having  accomplished 
anything.  We  were  neither  able  nor  willing  to  come  here  and  lobby  the 
Legislature,  and  use  money  to  influence  them  in  passing  laws  useful  to 
the  people.  We  tried  to  get  them  to  start  a  manufactory  there,  so  as  to 
make  these  prisoners  earn  part  of  their  living.  You  can  start  a  cordage 
factory  there  on  a  very  small  amount  of  money.  You  can  arrange  to 
work  up  all  the  coarse  wools  of  the  State. 

Mr.  LARUE.  Is  the  gentleman  not  aware  that  the  Lieutenant  Gov- 
ernor reported  that  it  would  cost  about  three  hundred  thousand  dollars 
to  put  up  machinery  there  to  employ  about  thirty  men? 

Mr.  WELLIN.  I  don't  know — there  is  one  thing  I  wish  to  touch 
upon.  When  our  committee  proceeded  tovisit  the  prisons,  which  they 
did  at  their  own  expense,  against  the  wish  of  some  membera  of  thfs 
Convention,  who  did  not  think  the  committee  ought  to  go  there.  I 
don't  know  what  was  said  down  there,  but  it  was  known  that  an  efibrt 
would  be  made  in  this  Convention  to  abolish  the  system  of  contract 
labor,  and  when  they  came  back  their  opinions  seemed  to  have  under- 
gone a  complete  change.  I  don't  know  why — I  have  no  idea.  I  cannot 
account  for  it.  I  do  not  propose  to  try.  We  need  not  name  the  manu- 
factures that  are  to  be  estiablished  there.  There  are  a  number  of  them; 
I  simply  name  one  or  two,  in  order  to  show  what  can  be  done.  The 
power  is  there,  and  it  can  be  run  for  the  benefit  of  the  State  just  as  easily 
as  it  can  for  the  benefit  of  private  contractors. 

REMARKS   OP    MR.    FRRUD. 

Mr.  FREUD.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  is  not  my  intention  to  say  more 
than  a  word  or  two.    The  argument  seems  to  be  thoroughly  exhausted. 


I  was  disappointed  in  reading  the  majority  report,  not  to  find  anything 
in  regard  to  this  matter.  The  present  contract  system  is  one  that  has 
some  very  great  evils  in  it.  In  the  first  place,  there  are  the  evils  which 
have  already  been  rehearsed  here.  It  is  a  very  serious  source  of  cor- 
ruption, not  less  in  the  department  at  San  Quentin,  where  the  prison- 
ers are  kept,  than  in  the  legislative  halls  of  this  State.  If  it  was  for  ncr 
other  reason  than  this,  it  would  be  sufficient  to  condemn  it.  In  tht^ 
second  place,  it  brings  this  prison  labor  in  competition  with  free  white 
labor,  and  is  a  degrading  element,  equally  as  degrading  as  the  Chinese, 
even  more  so.  It  is  criminal  labor  against  honest  labor:  the  slave  in 
conflict  with  the  free  man.  It  is  for  this  reason,  more  than  any  other, 
that  this  contract  system  ought  to  be  abolished,  and  I  therefore  hope 
the  section,  as  reported  by  the  minority,  will  receive  the  commendation 
of  this  body. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CONDOK. 

Mr.  CONDON.  I  am,  sir,  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Biggs.  It  virtually  means  nothing,  from  the  very  fact  that  the  proposi- 
tion providing  that  the  State  could  employ  laborers  for  the  benefit  of  the 
State  is  now  in  operation  under  the  contract  system  in  San  Quentin.  It 
will  be  remembered,  sir,  and  I  believe  there  are  some  members  of  this 
Convention  who  were  members  of  the  Legislature  in  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy-three,  there  was  a  proposition  introduced  at  that  time  which 
provided  that  the  State  should  work  the  prisoners  on  its  own  account. 
The  proposition  was  modified,  and  raised  the  price  of  convict  labor  to 
the  sum  of  one  dollar  and  ten  cents  a  day.  It  was  passed  by  both 
houses.  Governor  Booth  at  that  time,  for  some  unknown  reason,  vetoed 
the  bill.  And  strange  to  say,  sir,  at  the  time  the  proposition  was  pro- 
posed it  met  the  hearty  concurrence  of  every  member  of  the  committee. 
But,  sir,  another  meeting  was  called,  to  which  the  Governor  and  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  were  invited,  and  there  was  a  division  of  seutiment, 
sir,  between  those  two  eminent  gentlemen.  The  Lieutenant  Governor 
reasoned  that  this  proposition  was  worthy  of  a  chance — a  trial — and 
claimed  that  it  could  not  be  on  any  account  a  detriment  to  the  interests 
of  the  State.  Now,  sir,  after  examining  the  question  extensively,  from 
the  fact  that  my  attention  had  been  called  to  it  eight  or  nine  years  ago. 
and  at  that  time  I  acted  in  the  capacity  of  a  foreman  in  the  State  Prison, 
I  believe  I  can  demonstrate  beyond  a  doubt  that  the  State  can  success- 
fully employ  the  labor  of  these  convicts  for  its  own  benefit.  The  con- 
ti-act  system  is,  in  the  first  place,  destructive  of  prison  discipline. 
Pillsbury,  De  Toqueville,  and  other  writers,  well  informed  on  the  sub- 
ject, say' so.  De  Toqueville  says  the  contract  system  of  prison  labor  will 
lead  to  a  total  ruin  of  prison  discipline. 

Judge  Powers,  in  his  report  of  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-eight, 
says  this  mode  of  employing  convicts  is  attended  with  considerable 
danger  to  the  discipline  of  the  prison,  in  bringing  the  convicts  in  con- 
tact with  contractors  or  th^ir  agents.  It  is  a  necessary  consequence  that 
the  State  must  be  loser  by  this  contract  system.  These  contractors  get 
the  labor  of  these  convicts  for  about  the  same  price  they  could  get  one 
citizen,  and  yet  each  convict  performs  at  I^ast  three  quarters  as  much 
work  as  a  citizen  laborer.    So  says  Mr.  Pillsbury. 

Mr.  Chairman,  putting  these  elements  together,  the  case  stands  thus: 
The  labor  of  twelve  convicts  will  cost  no  more  than  the  labor  of  four  citi- 
zens. Yet  the  convicts  will  do  nine  days'  work  while  the  others  do  four. 
Thus,  every  dollar  paid  to  contract  labor  will  produce  as  much  as  two 
dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  expended  in  citizen  labor.  The  State  must 
be  the  loser  by  the  contract  system,  which  sells  the  labor  of  these  con- 
victs at  so  much  less  than  the  same  labor  can  be  obtained  elsewhere.  It 
is  a  burden  upon  free  laborers  for  the  State  to  contract  the  labor  of  these 
prisoners.  In  the  first  place,  the  contract  system  amounts  to  an  absolute 
monopoly,  from  the  very  fact  th^t  the  contractor  owns  the  power,  the 
machinery,  the  stock,  shafting,  etc  They  are  established  in  their  busi- 
ness, and  no  one  else  can  come  in.  They  can  so  regulate  their  prices  sl3 
to  keep  out  all  other  parties.  S^nd,  contractors  sometimes  combine  to 
keep  down  the  rates  to  be  paid  for  prison  labor.  In  the  third  place, 
when  the  Folsom  Branch  Prison  was  to  be  built,  certain  contractors  paid 
the  others  certain  stipulated  sums,  on  condition  that  they  decline  to  put 
in  bids,  thus  obtaining  the  convicts  at  much  lower  price  than  they  other- 
wise could.  The  Warden  of  Sing  Sing  Prison  testified'  that  he  has  no 
doubt  but  the  convict4abor  can  bo  worked  by  the  State  to  a  much  greater 
advantage.  Mr.  Sevmour,  ex- Warden,  says  he  has  no  doubt  that  if  the 
contract  system  had  been  abolished  he  could  have  managed  the  prison 
labor  himself,  and  made  them  earn  considerable  revenue  for  the  State. 
I  could  quote  from  a  number  of  eminent  men,  who  have  had  a  great 
deal  of  experience  in  this  matter,  if  I  had  the  time — Miller,  Woods, 
Brockway,  and  others.  In  the  Clinton  Prison,  the  contract  system  haa 
been  abolished.  The  result  of  this  is  that  instead  of  being  at  a  cost  of 
thirty  thousand  dollars  a  year,  the  prison  Is  a  source  of  considerable 
revenue,  exceeding  the  expenditures  by  about  three  thousand  dollars. 
Mr.  Carter,  one  of  the  Wisconsin  Commissioners,  says  that  "  the  average 
number  of  convicts  last  year  was  one  hundred  and  ten,  only  sixty-three 
of  whom  were  employed,  and  they  earned  more  than  twenty-five  thou- 
sand dollars,"  which  shows  that  these  sixty-three  men  earned  one  dollar 
and  thirty-six  cents  a  day.  If  the  labor  of  the  convicts  had  been  let  out 
to  contractors,  say  at  sixty  cents  a  day,  they  would  have  earned  only 
eleven  thousand  three  hundred  and  forty  dollars.  Supposing  that  they 
had  lost  no  time,  here  would  have  been  a  loss  to  the  State  of  fourteen 
thousand  three  hundred  and  eighty-seven  dollars.  Such  a  system  would 
be  a  benefit  also  to  the  convicts  themselves.  There  is  no  question  in  my 
mind  as  to  the  utility,  as  to  the  practicability  of  that  system.  Thus, 
even  in  England  the  contract  system  has  been  abolished.  But  there  is  a 
provision  there  that  requires  that  every  Warden,  and  every  officer  of 
the  prison,  must  be  a  practical  mechanic.  This  can  be  done  in  the  State 
of  California,  and  I  hope  and  trust  that  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Biggs  may  not  prevail.  I  will  call  your  attention  further  to  the  fact  that 
public  opinion  has  been  well  developed  on  this  question.  There  has 
been  petition  after  petition  sent  here  from  the  mechanics  of  this  State, 
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asking  that  a  section  of  this  character  be  inserted  in  the  Constitution.  I 
presented  one  myself,  and  it  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
out  it  has  never  been  brought  forward.  I  hope  we  will  adopt  the  section 
as  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco. 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.   VAN  DTKK. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  say  one  word  in  behalf 
of  the  committee,  in  the  absence  of  the  Chairman.  This  proposition 
was  before  the  committee,  and  I  will  say  was  favorably  considered  by 
the  committee.  But  it  was  shown  to  our  satisfaction  that  if  this  propo- 
sition was  adopted  it  would  virtually  throw  the  prisoners  out  of  employ- 
ment there  for  a  number  of  years,  for  the  reason  that  the  machmery 
necessary  to  carry  out  this  project  would  cost  a  very  large  sum  of  money. 
I  believe  it  is  estimated  at  something  like  three  hundred  thousand 
dollars. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Nearly  all  the  machinery  necessary  can  be  got  in 
one  week. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  For  one,  I  will  say  that  I  am  decidedly  averse  to 
the  contract  system,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  any  project  that  will  abolish 
the  system. 

Mr.  CONDON.  I  want  to  ask  you  a  question.  I  want  to  ask  you  if, 
in  the  committee,  did  not  you  express  yourself  to  the  effect  that  you 
were  entirely  in  favor  of  the  contract  system,  and  was  not  Governor 
Johnson  in  favor  of  this  proposition? 

Mr.  van  dyke.  If  the  gentleman  will  keep  his  seat  he  will  find 
out.  I  say,  for  one — and  I  believe  I  speak  the  sentiments  of  the  major- 
ity of  the  committee — I  am  opposed  to  the  contract  system.  I  know 
that  it  has  been  a  source  of  corruption  in  this  State.  But  the  difficulty 
is  that  you  cannot  abolish  it  in  a  day;  you  cannot  abolish  it  in  a  year, 
unless  you  propose  to  keep  your  prisoners  in  idleness  fur  a  time,  because, 
as  it  was  shown  to  the  committee,  it  will  require  the  expenditure  of  a 
very  large  amount  of  money,  and  a  great  deal  of  time,  to  put  the  neces- 
sary machinery  in  position.  It  is  true  we  have  the  power  necessary  to 
drive  the  machinery.  That  is  all.  No  matter  how  much  ready  money 
we  might  have,  it  reauires  time.  For  that  reason,  and  for  that  reason 
only,  the  committee  deemed  it  unwise  to  put  this  clause  into  the  Con- 
stitution, because  the  Legislature  can  provide  for  it  just  as  well  as  we 
can.  It  is  fairly  to  be  supposed  that  the  Legislature  will  carry  out  the 
will  of  the  people  in  this  respect.  I  am  perfectly  williog  to  give  an 
expression  in  favor  of  abolishing  the  system  of  contract  labor  at  an  early 
period,  as  soon  as  it  can  be  done.  But  I  am  opposed  to  any  proposition 
that  will  keep  the  prisoners  in  idleness  for  a  year  or  more,  until  the 
necessary  preparations  can  be  made.  That  is  the  reason  I  object  to  this 
section. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  As  a  matter  of  information,  I  will  state  that,  havine 
the  shafting,  power,  and  everything  of  that  kind,  the  machinery  could 
be  bought  in  San  Francisco,  and  set  up  in  two  or  three  days,  enough  to 
supply  one  shop. 

Mr.  van  Dyke.  The  gentleman  need  not  address  his  argument  to 
me,  because  I  am  in  favor  of  abolishing  the  system  as  soon  as  possible, 
but  I  am  opposed  to  allowing  the  prisoners  to  remain  in  idleness. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman,  is  there  really  any 
objection,  any  difficulty  in  keeping  the  prisoners  at  work,  under  the 
contract  system,  until  such  time  as  a  change  can  be  made? 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Certainly  not.  They  are  there  under  contract  now. 
If  you  adopt  this  clause,  you  at  once  shut  down  the  employment,  at  an 
expense  of  a  very  large  sum  of  money.  I  would  consent  to  an  amend- 
ment saying,  that  at  the  end  of  five  years  from  the  time  the  Constitution 
takes  enect,  prisoners  shall  not  be  employed  by  contract  That  will 
leave  att)ple  time  for  the  State  to  get  the  necessary  machinery  in — or, 
say  three  years;  you  could  not  do  it  in  one  year,  unless  you  borrowed 
the  money.  The  State  would  require  time  to  place  all  the  machinery  in 
there.  In  its  present  shape,  I  am  opposed  to  it.  The  same  object  can 
be  accomplished  by  the  Legislature. 

RKMARKS   OP   MR.   SRArTRR. 

Mr.  SIIAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  beg  to  suggest  to  the  Convention, 
under  the  circumstances,  if  it  is  resolved  to  change  the  contract  system, 
we  had  better  take  until  to-morrow  morning  to  revise  this  proposition, 
nnd  make  it  practicable.  Now,  this  section  is  to  go  into  effect  from  the 
time  it  is  adopted.  If  a  contract  runs  out,  there  is  no  power  to  make 
another  contract.  There  is,  consequently,  no  power  to  keep  the  prisoners 
at  work,  unless  we  authorize  the  Governor  to  oorrow  money ;  there  will 
be  no  possibility  of  getting  any  between  this  time  and  the  meeting  of  the 
next  Legislature.  Now,  the  State  owns  motive  power,  but  not  the  tools 
and  machinery.  There  must  be  some  time  taken  to  purchase  this 
machinery  ana  put>it  in  position.  At  present  there  is  no  authority  to 
purchase  it.  Tne  Constitution  cannot  put  the  scheme  into  practical 
working  effect  without  the  aid  of  legislation. 

Mr.  morel  and.     I  have  an  amendment. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

**  Insert  '  after  Che  first  day  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty- 
two.'  " 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Butte. 

Lost. 

Thb  chairman.  The  ouestion  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  section, 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  rrom  Sonoma,  Mr.  Moreland. 

Mr.  WELLIN.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  desire  to  say  that  this  is  an  experi- 
ment that  this  State  will  regret.  It  will  cost  this  Btate  millions  of 
dollars  before  we  get  through  with  it.  The  gentleman  will  live  to  see 
that  I  am  correct. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  do  not  see  the  danger  that  the 
gentleman  apprehends,  because  we  can  gradually  introduce  the  neces- 
sary machinery  for  this  purpose.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  this  contract 
system  is  perfectly  infamous,  and  has  been  for  years. 


Mr.  REYNOLDS.     It  could  not  be  any  worse. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 
Adopted. 

Mr.  van  DYKE.    I  move  that  the  committee  now  rise,  report  back 
the  article  to  the  Convention,  and  recommend  that  it  be  adopted. 
Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  I  am  instructed  by  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  State  Institutions  and  Public  Buildings,  have 
adopted  sundry  amendments  thereto,  and  recommend  its  adoption  as 
amended. 

Mr.  van  dyke.     I  move  that  the  article  as  amended  be  printed. 

So  ordered. 

ADJOURKMKKT. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.     I  move  we  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  p.  M.,*the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  nine 
o'clock  and  thirty  minutes  a.  m.,  to-morrow. 


ONE   HUNDRED  AND  ELEVENTH  DAY. 

Sacramento,  Thursday,  January  16th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 

Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barton, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Blackmer, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Caples, 

Casserly, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Crouch, 

Davis, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Dunlap,  # 

Edgerton, 

Estey, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Fawcett, 

Filcher, 

Freeman, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Glascock, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Hale, 

Harrison, 

Harvey, 

Barnes, 

Barry, 

Berry, 

Campbell, 

Chapman, 

Cowden, 

Cross, 

Dean, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaqui 

Eagon, 

Estee, 

Finney, 

Graves, 

LBAVK   OP   ABSSKCK. 

Leave  of  absence  for  two  days  was  granted  Mr.  Prouty. 

thr  journal. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.    Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal be  dispensed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 
Carriecf. 

PITITION. 

The  President  presented  the  following  petition,  signed  by  a  laree 
number  of  citizens  of  Colusa  County,  asking  the  exemption  of  certam 
property  from  taxation : 


PRESENT. 

Herold, 

Reynolds, 

Herri  ngton, 

Rhodes, 

Hilborn, 

Ringgold, 
Rolfe, 

Hitchcock, 

Holmes, 

Schomp, 

Howard, of  Los  Angelei 

J,  Shaffcer, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Shurtleff, 

Huestis, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Hughey, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Hunter, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Johnson, 

Soule, 

Jones, 

Stedman, 

Joyce, 

Steele, 

Kelley, 

Stevenson, 

K^nny, 

Stuart, 

Keyes, 

Sweasey, 

Kleine, 

Swenson,    • 

Lalne, 

Swing, 

Lampson, 

Thompson, 

Larkin, 

Tinnin.. 

Larue, 

Townsend, 

Lavigne, 

Tully, 

Lindow, 

Turner, 

Mansfield, 

Tuttle, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz 

,  Van  Dyke, 

McCallum, 

Van  Voorhies, 

McComas, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

McConnell, 

Waters, 

McNutt, 

Webster, 

Miller, 

Weller, 

Mills, 

Wcllin, 

Moffat, 

West, 

Moreland, 

Wickes, 

Morse, 

White, 

Nason, 

Winans, 

Neunaber, 

Wyatt, 

Ohleyer, 

Mr.  President. 

Reed, 

ABSENT. 

Gregg, 

O'Sullivan, 

Hager, 
Hall, 

Overton, 

Porter, 

Heiskell, 

Prouty, 

Inman, 

Pulliam, 

Lewis, 

Reddy, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Schell, 

McCoy, 

Shoemaker, 

McFarland, 

Terry, 

Murphy, 

Vacquerel, 
Walker,  of  Marin. 

Nelson, 

Noel, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

O'Donnell, 

Wil8on,ofl8t  District. 
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DEBATED  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Thursday, 


To  the  Honorable  J.  P.  Hoge,  Preeidenk»  mm!  to  the  members  of  tbe  Constitutional 
Convention : 

Obntlehkn:    Your  petitioners,  citizens  of  the  State  of  California,  and  resident* 
of  Colusa  County,  most  respectfully  request  your  honorable  body  to  exempt  from 
taxation  all  property  used  exclusiTcly  for  charitable,  educational,  and  church  pur 
poses. 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  the  article  on  revenue  and 
taxation. 

HARBORS,   TIDE   WATERS,    AND   NAVIGABLE   STREAMS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  coniidering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Harbors,  Tide 
Waters,  and  Navigable  Streams. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  one. 

EMINENT   DOMAIN. 

The  secretary  read : 

Section  1.  The  right  of  eminent  don^in  is  hereby  declared  to 
exist  in  the  State  to  all  frontages  on  the  navigable  waters  of  this  State. 

The  chairman.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  section  one,  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

right  of  way. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  2.  No  individual,  partnership,  or  corporation,  claiming  or 
possessing  the  frontage  or  tidal  lands  of  a  harbor,  bay,  inlet,  estuary, or 
other  navigable  water  in  this  State,  shall  be  permitted  to  exclude  the 
right  of  way  to  such  water  whenever  it  is  reouired  for  any  public  pur- 
iMDse,*  and  the  Legislature  shall  enact  such  laws  as  will  "give  the  most 
liberal  construction  to  this  provision,  so  that  access  to  the  navigable 
waters  of  this  State  shall  be  always  attainable,  and  that  the  people  shall 
not  be  shut  out  from  the  same. 

Mr.  AYERS.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  Insert  after  the  word  *  purpose,'  in  the  fourth  line,  as  follows :  '  nor 
to  destroy  or  obstruct  the  free  navigation  of  such  waters.'  " 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  I  understand  that  amendment  right 
there  is  nothing  wrong  about  it,  but  it  is  unnecessary.  I  believe  it  gives 
no  guarantee  except  what  is  contained  in  the  Act  of  Congress,  admit- 
ting this  Stat6  into  the  Union.  I  just  merely  called  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  this  fact.  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  the  report,  and 
I  do  not  see  any  use  for  it. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  committee  were  well  aware  of 
that  fact,  but  in  order  to  make  it  doubly  sure  we  inserted  it  there. 
The  amendment  will  do  no  harm,  and  as  a  positive  declaration  may  do 
a  great  deal  of  good  in  preventing  unnecessary  litigation. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  report 
has  never  been  printed.  I  have  never  heard  of  it  till  this  morning.  I 
submit  that  there  are  some  things  in  this  report  that  require  further 
examination. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to 
examine  this  report.  The  very  first  section  of  this  report  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  a  member  of  this  Convention  undei^|^nds.  It  strikes 
me  we  had  better  postpone  the  consideration  of  this  until  members  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  examine  it.  Now,  this  first  section  says  **  the 
right  of  eminent  domain  is  hereby  declared  to  exist  in  the  State  to  all 
frontages  on  the  navigable  waters  of  this  State."  Now,  if  any  gentle- 
man on  this  floor  comprehends  what  that  means,  he  has  more  compre- 
hension than  I  have,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  CASSERLY.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  think  the  article  conflicts  some- 
what with  the  article  under  which  California  was  admitted  into  the 
Union. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  will  state  that  the  reason  why  the 
committee  inserted  the  section  was  that  the  right  of  eminent  domain  had 
been  exercised  by  quasi-public  corporations,  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
of  the  State,  in  a  great  many  cases,  and  the  State  might  hereafter  want 
iiccess  to  the  navigable  waters  through  the  lands  that  had  been  so 
granted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  be  no  further  amendments  to  section 
two,  the  Secretary  will  read  section  three. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  3.  All  tide  lands  within  two  miles  of  any  incorporated  city  or 
town  in  this  State,  and  fronting  on  the  waters  of  any  harbor,  estuary, 
bay,  or  inlet  used  for  the  purposes  of  navigation,  shall  be  withheld  from 
grant  or  sale  to  private  persons,  partnerships,  or  corporations;  but  sites 
ior  wharves,  warehouses,  or  other  necessary  incidents  to  commerce,  may, 
upon  application  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  counties  in  which 
such  sites  are  situated,  and  after  due  public  notice  of  such  application, 
l>e  leased  by  such  Boards  for  a  term  of  years,  to  such  persons,  partner- 
ships, or  corporations;  provided,  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall  apply 
to  the  tide  lands  of  the  Bay  of  San  Francisco. 

M  R.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  that  section  out.  I  am 
satisfied  that  it  is  dangerous,  because  there  may  be  millions  of  acres  of 
land  that  may  be  reserved.     I  move  to  strike  it  out. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   AYERS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  hope  the  motion  will  not  prevail.  The  provision  in 
the  commencement  of  this  section  is  one  which  now  exists  in  the  Code. 
It  withdraws  the  marsh  and  tide  lands  from  sale  within  two  miles 
of  any  incorporated  city  or  town  in  the  State.  The  object  of  this  sec- 
tion is  to  prevent  parlies  from  coming  up  to  Sacramento  and  obtain- 
ing title  to  tide  lands  which  are  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  ingress  and 
egress  to  the  people  from  various  parts  of  the  State — I  was  going  to  say 
surreptitiously  getting  control  over  them  in  fee  from  the  State — and  the 
people  who  are  interested  in  having  ingress  and  egress  over  these  lands. 


or  through  these  lands,  know  nothing  about  it.  Now,  sir,  we  propose  to 
place  the  authority  of  obtaining  title  to  such  lands,  as  are  within  two 
miles  of  any  incorporated  town,  in  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  who  shall 
be  authorized  to  lease  these  lands  for  such  purposes  as  are  designated  in 
this  section,  namely :  for  purposes  incident  to  commerce.  Gentlemen 
will  concede  that  the  local  Boards  of  Supervisors  will  understand  exactly 
the  requirements  of  the  public  in  regard  to  these  tide  lauds;  and  thcj 
will  not  be  apt  to  lease  or  to  give  a  franchise  to  these  lands  unless  the 
public  interests  require  it.    I  hope  that  the  motion  will  mt  prevail. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  Tide  lands  belong  to  the  State  on  the 
condition  of  reclamation.  Now,  the  State  has  perfect  power  to  open 
highways  where  she  pleases,  and  has  always  exercised  it.  What  more 
or  better  right  does  it  require  on  a  public  stream  than  anywhere  else? 
The  State  can  make  a  road  over  my  lands  whenever  it  chooses  to  reach 
either  tide  water  or  a  town.  This  section  would  tie  up  this  property, 
prevent  its  reclamation,  and  do  nobody  any  good,  that  I  can  see. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   HERRINGTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  just  as  much  in  favor  of 
preserving  the  rights  of  the  people  to  frontages  as  anybody  in  the  world: 
but  it  does  strike  me  if  this  constitutional  provision  is  adopted  there  will 
be  no  such  thing  as  the  reclamation  of  these  tide  lands  fur  the  purpose 
of  constructing  towns.  Now,  we  do  not  desire  to  tie  ourselves  up  in  such 
a  way  as  to  prevent  the  increase  of  population  on  the  borders  of  our  bay 
or  ocean.  The  idea  that  the  land  shall  be  held  in  that  way,  so  that  it 
can  be  granted  out  to  private  parties  under  such  circumstances,  seems  to 
me  to  be  impolitic,  to  say  the  least  of  it;  that  land  shall  be  reserved  two 
miles  back  from  the  bay,  simply  because  it  is  tide  land.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  place  restrictions  in  every  way  to  protect  these  frontages,  but 
to  say  that  all  tide  lands  within  two  miles  of  any  incorporated  city  or 
town  in  this  State  shall  be  withheld  from  grant  or  sale,  it  seems  to'nae 
is  not  proper  in  a  constitutional  provision.      • 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   WTATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  section  will  not  be  stricken 
out.  If  there  is  any  one  abuse  greater  than  another  that  I  think  the 
people  of  the  State  of  California  has  suflered  at  the  hands  of  their  law- 
making power,  it  is  the  abuse  that  they  have  received  in  the  granting 
out  and  aisposition  of  the  lands  belonging  to  the  State,  and  I  hope  the 
Convention  will  make  such  restrictions  upon  that  subject  as  it  can;  at 
least  toTemedy  the  abuse  in  so  far  as  it  can  be  remedied  with  reference 
to  the  little  land  yet  left  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State.  But  this  section 
ought  to  be  amended  so  that  the  lease  should  not  run  longer  than  twenty 
years,  and  the  power  to  reach  tide  water  and  navigable  streams  should 
be  left  so  in  the  hands  of  the  SUte  that  it  would  not  take  a  five  or  ten 
years'  lawsuit  in  order  to  reach  the  navigable  water  of  the  State.  The 
grants  have  been  made  now  to  the  swamp  lands,  and  the  tide  lands,  and 
the  marsh  and  overflowed  lands,  and  they  have  been  allowed  to  be  taken 
in  such  vast  quantities  by  these  corporations  that  now  the  people  are 
hedged  off  entirely  from  reaching  tide  water,  navigable  water,  or  salt 
water.  I  do  not  want  it  so  that  they  can  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  cor- 
porations in  such  a  way  that  they  cannot  be  recovered  unless  at  the 
expense  of  a  vast  lawsuit  and  years  of  time  consumed  in  it.  I  hope  that 
the  declaration  contained  in  section  three  will  stand,  and. that  it  will  be 
amended  so  that  the  lease  shall  not  be  for  more  than  twenty  years. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   SH AFTER. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  utterly  dissent  from  the  language 
of  the  two  first  sections,  and  do  not  see  how  they  can  be  adopted  at  all ; 
but  as  to  the  third  section,  I  hope  that  the  Convention  will  retain  it, 
with  such  modification  as  the  Convention  may  think  right.  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  gentlemen  would  get  out  of  the  habit  of  talking  about 
corporations  in  connection  with  everything.  The  trouble  is,  that  these 
tide  lands  are  being  taken  up  now  simply  for  the  purpose  of  sfieculation, 
and  of  imposing  upon  the  people  who  own  the  land  back  of  them.  I 
have  just  had  a  little  experience  in  it.  A  short  time  ago  a  man  took  up 
two  hundred  and  twenty  acres  of  this  land  that  is  not  worth  a  copper, 
in  front  of  my  land  in  Slarin  County,  and  then  wrote  me  a  letter,  that 
for  so  much  money  I  can  buy  him  out.  What  does  he  do  it  for?  He 
has  done  it  on  purpose  to  compel  me  to  pay  him  six  or  seven  hundred 
dollars  for  a  day's  journey  to  Sacramento.  His  little  project,  however, 
will  fall  through,  for  he  will  never  get  a  cent  for  it.  The  purpose  is,  if 
I  want  to  go  off  shore,  he  is  going  to  compel  me  to  buy  a  mud  flat  in 
order  to  get  out  to  sea.  It  is  merely  to  extort  money,  and  to  impose 
upon  people  who  happen  to  own  a  little  laud.  If  a  man  wants  to  ship 
wood  off  nis  lands,  he  finds  some  fellow  has  taken  ud  a  strip  of  this  tide 
land  in  front  of  him,  if  it  is  not  more  than  twenty  teet,  and  can  extort 
any  amount  of  money  for  the  privilege  of  getting  a  scow  up  to  take  off 
his  wood.  It  becomes  a  source  of  evil,  without  doing  any  good.  It 
strikes  mc  that  the  principle  of  the  third  section  ought  to  be  adopted. 
If  twenty  years  is  a  judicious  time,  why,  then,  limit. the  lease  to  that 
time. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    WEST. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out.  The  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Marin  very  ably  set 
forth  why  it  should  not  be  stricken  out;  and  I  beg  leave  to  disagree  with 
the  gentlemen  from  Santa  Clara  with  regard  to  the  section.  It  may  not 
be,  in  your  neighborhood,  necessary,  but  in  many  parts  of  the  State  it  is 
necessary.  Now,  whether  these  rights  exist  for  individuals  or  corpora- 
tions, makes  no  difference.  These  frontpages  are  held  in  this  State  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  lawful  traffic  across  these  tide  lands  to  the  salt  water. 
In  the  County  of  Los  Angeles  a  large  frontage  has  been  surveyed  around 
so  as  to  exclude  the  commerce  of  the  county  from  building  piers,  wharves, 
or  warehouses.  It  is  necessary  that  these  things  should  oe  boldly  and 
positively  met,  so  that  there  may  be  no  doubt;  that  the  people  may  not 
oe  led  into  traps.     I  hope  the  motion  to  strike  out  will  not  prevail. 


Jan.  16, 1879. 
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BEIIABKS   OF   MR.   CASSBRLY. 

Mr.  CASSERLT.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  matter  has  come  up  some- 
what  unexpectedly  to  me,  but  as  a  contribution  to  the  better  understand- 
ing of  the  whole  subject,  I  call  the  attention  of  members  of  the  Convention 
to  the  provision  of  the  Act  of  Congress  admitting  California  into  the 
Union.    The  provision  is  this : 

''And  that  all  the  navigable  waters  within  the  State  shall  be  common 
highways,  and  forever  free,  as  well  to  the  inhabitants  of  said  State  as  to 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  without  any  tax,  impost,  or  duty 
therefor."  * 

I  take  it  for  granted  that  it  is  familiar  law  to  most  of  us  that  the  lands 
between  low  and  high-water  mark  became  vested  in  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, subject  to  that  provision.  As  I  said,  I  merely  rose  to  suggest 
that  contribution  to  a  better  understanding  of  a  subject  which  has  come 
up  somewhat  unexpectedly  to  me,  and,  I  believe,  to  most  of  the  Con- 
vention. 

RBMABKS   OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr,  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  common  with  most  of  the 
Convention  this  article  has  come  up  very  unexpectedly  to  me.  As  to 
this  section  three,  I  am  very  much  impressed  with  the  idea  that  if  we 
adopt  it  that  it  will  have  the  appearance  of  constitutional  legislation  in 
favor  of  private  interest.  Now,  sir,  I  have  no  doubt  that  there  has  been 
great  abuses  in  the  disposition  of  tide  lands  as  well  as  swamp  lands  and 
other  State  lands ;  but  because  there  have  been  abuses  in  the  southern 
portion  of  the  State  that  is  no  reason  why  there  should  not  be  a^y  dis- 
tribution of  State  lands  within  two  miles  of  the  navigable  waters  of  the 
State. 

Mb.  AYERS.  I  beg  to  correct  the  gentleman.  The  section  says  within 
two  miles  of  any  incorporated  city  or  town. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    The  section  reads: 

"All  tide  lands  within  two  miles  of  any  incorporated  city  or  town  in 
this  State,  and  fronting  on  the  waters  of  any  harbor,  estuary,  bay,  or 
inlet,  used  for  the  purposes  of  navigation,  shall  be  withheld  from  grant 
or  sale  to  private  persons,  partnerships,  or  corporations;  but  sites  for 
wharves,  warehouses,  or  other  necessary  incidents  to  commerce  may, 
upon  application  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  counties  in  which 
such  sites  are  situated,  and  after  due  public  notice  of  such  application, 
bo  leased  by  such  Boards  for  a  term  of  years  to  such  persons,  partner- 
ships, or  corporations;  provided,  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall  apply 
to  the  tide  lands  of  the  Bay  of  San  Francisco." 

Yes;  within  two  miles  of  any  incorporated  city  and  town  within  this 
State.  In  a  very  populous  county — if  not  now  there  likely  will  be  some 
that  I  could  name — there  might  be  towns  all  along  where  these  tide 
waters  are,  and  it  would  certainly  exclude  the  disposition  of  these  lands 
along  the  whole  line  of  tide  water.  The  Legislature  of  course  ought  not 
to  dispose  of  these  lands  without  proper  guards  and  conditions  to  pre- 
vent frauds,  but  to  say  that  they  shall 'not  be  disposed  of  at  all  is  vir- 
tually to  give  them  away;  virtuallv  to  say  that  the  State  shall  have  no 
benefit,  except  with  reference  to  these  leases.  I  am  not  familiar  with 
these  tide  lands,  but  I  understand  that  some  of  these  tide  lands  may  be 
very  valuable  for  certain  agricultural  pur{)08es.  I  presume  that  the 
time  may  come  when  they  may  be  disposed  of  at  a  considerable  price 
per  acre.  If  this  were  a  Legislature  I  would  cooperate  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles  as  far  as  I  could  in  order  to  throw  any  proper 
guards  around  the  disposition  of  these  lands;  but  this  proposition  may 
be  regarded  in  this  light:  persons  having  tracts  of  land  l^ing  back  of 
these  tide  lands,  it  is  certainly  a  matter  of  considerable  private  accom- 
modation to  them  that  they  should  be  kept  public  forever,  and  I  appre- 
hend that  that  view  possibly  might  be  taken  oy  some  of  our  constituents, 
and  be  regarded  as  private  interests.  I  think  it  ought  not  to  be  put  into 
the  Constitution  of  the  State. 

RBMABKS   OF   MR.    ATKRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  consider  that  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion three  are  perfectly  in  harmony  with  what  I  believe  to  be  the  senti- 
ment of  this  Convention.  This  section,  if  the  gentleman  will  pay 
attention  to  it,  only  withdraws  such  lands  as  are  within  two  miles  of 
any  incorporated  town.  These  tide  lands  generally  are  necessary  for 
the  commerce  of  the  State — invariably,  I  may  say.  Now,  sir,  it  seems 
to  me  that  has  been  the  policy  of  the  State  heretofore,  for  that  very 
law  now  exists  in  the  Code.  It  has  been  found  beneficial,  and  we 
wish  to  make  it  permanent  by  placing  it  in  the  Constitution.  In  my 
opinion,  the  whole  State  would  be  benefited  by  the  Supervisors  of  each 
county  having  control  over  these  water  frontages;  it  is  necessary  that 
they  should.  The  people  know  their  wants.  The  commerce  of  each 
locality  will  be  adapted  to  that  locality,  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
will  know  when  to  grant  a  lease,  and  when  not  to.  These  lands  are 
already  reserved  in  the  State 

Mr.  MeCALLUM.  Is  it  your  proposition  that  these  lands  should 
never  be  disposed  of  under  any  circumstances? 

Mr.  AYERS.  Yes;  that  is  my  proposition,  that  they  be  withheld 
from  sale.  The  gentleman  will  recollect  that  tide  lands  are  not  marsh 
lands;  tide  lands  are  landsi  six  feet  under  water — that  is  the  average, 
high  and  low  tides. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Where  do  you  get  that  definition? 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  find  that  in  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  by 
Judge  Shafter. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  motion  to  strike  out 
will  prevail.     I  think  it  is  a  dangerous  section. 

Tub  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
section. 

The  motion  was  lost,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  34  ayes  to  54  noes. 

Mr.  WYATT.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  now  send  up  my  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read : 


" 


Amend  by  inserting  in  line  six,  between  the  words  'of  and  'years,' 
the  words  '  not  exceeding  twenty.'  " 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  will  then  read:  "But  sites  for 
wharves,  warehouses,  or  other  necessary  incidents  to  commerce,  may, 
upon  application  to  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  of  the  counties  in  which 
such  sites  are  situated,  and  after  due  public  notice  of  such  application,  be 
leased  by  such  Boards  for  a  term  of  not  exceeding  twenty  years,  to  such 
persons,  partnerships,  or  corporations,"  etc.  I  desire  to  say  nothing  more 
than  that  I  tl\jnk  twenty  years  is  long  enough  for  a  lease  to  run  in  cases 
of  this  kind. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment ofiered  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  Mr.  Wyatt. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
this  article  back  to  the  Convention,  and  recommend  its  adoption. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN    CONVENTION. 

Thr  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
article  on  harbors,  tide  waters,  and  navigable  streams,  have  amended  the 
same,  and  report  it  back  with  the  recommendation  that  it  be  adopted. 

Mk.  AYERS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  usual  number  of  copies 
of  this  article  be  printed. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  The  next  in  order  on  the  General  File  is  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organizations. 

The  following  is  the  drafl  submitted  by  the  committee: 

Articlb  — . 
citiks,  countibs,  and  towns. 

Section  1.  The  several  counties,  as  they  now  exist,  are  hereby  recog- 
nized as  legal  subdivisions  of  this  State. 

Sbc.  2.  County  seats  shall  not  be  removed  by  special  la\^,  but  such 
removals  shall  be  provided  for  by  general  law.  No  county  seat  shall  be 
removed  unless  two  thirds  of  the  qualified  electors  of  the  county,  voting 
on  the  proposition  at  a  general  election,  shall  vote  in  favor  of  such 
removal.  A  proposition  of  removal  shall  not  be  submitted  in  the  same 
county  more  than  once  in  four  years. 

Src.  3.  No  new  county  shall  be  established  which  shall  reduce  any 
county  to  a  population  of  less  than  eight  thousand ;  nor  shall  a  new 
county  be  formed  containing  a  less  population  than  five  thousand;  nor 
shall  any  line  thereof  pass  within  five  miles  of  the  county  seat  of  any 
county  proposed  to  be  divided  ;  nor  shall  a  county' be  divided,  or  have 
any  portion  taken  therefrom,  unless  a  majority  of  all  the  qualified 
electors  of  the  county  or  counties  afifected,  voting  at  a  general  election, 
shall  vote  therefor.  New  counties,  when  created,  or  portions  of  a 
county,  when  added  to  another  county,  shall  be  liable  for  their  just 
proportion  of  all  debts  and  liabilities,  then  existing,  of  the  county  or 
counties  out  of  which  they  are  respectively  formed  or  taken. 

Sbc.  4.  The  Legislature  shall  establish  a  system  of  county  gov- 
ernments which  shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  State ;  and  by  general 
laws  shall  provide  for  township  organization,  under  which  any  county 
may  organize  whenever  a  majority  of  the  qualified  electors  of  such 
county,  voting  at  a  general  election,  shall  so  determine;  and,  whenever 
a  county  shall  adopt  township  organization,  the  assessment  and  collec- 
tion of  the  revenue  shall  be  made,  and  the  business  of  such  county,  and 
the  local  aflfairs  of  the  several  townships  therein,  shall  be  managed  and 
transacted  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  such  general  laws. 

Src.  5.  The  Legislature,  by  general  and  uniform  laws,  shall  provide 
for  the  election  or  appointment,  in  the  several  counties,  of  Boards  of 
Supervisors,  Sheriffs,  County  Clerks,  District  Attorneys,  and  such  other 
county,  township,  and  municipal  officers  as  public  convenience  may 
require,  and  shall  prescribe  their  duties  and  fix  their  compensation.  It 
shall  regulate  the  salaries  and  fees  of  all  county  officers,  in  proportion 
to  duties,  and  for  this  purpose  may  classify  the  counties  by  population; 
and  it  shall  provide  for  the  strict  accountability  of  county  and  township 
officers  for  all  fees  which  may  be  collected  by  them,  and  for  all  public 
and  municipal  moneys  which  may  be  paid  to  them  or  officially  come 
into  their  possession. 

Sbc.  6.  Corporations,  for  municipal  purposes,  shall  not  be  created ^by 
special  laws,  but  the  Legislature,  by  general  laws,  shall  provide  for  the 
incorporation,  organization,  and  classification,  in  proportion  to  popula- 
tion, of  cities  and  towns;  and  cities  and  towns  heretofore  organized  or 
incorporated  mav  become  organized  under  and  subject  to  such  general 
laws.  Cities  and  towns  may  become  incorporated  under  general  laws, 
whenever  a  majority  of  the  electors  voting  at  a  general  election  shall  so 
determine,  and  shall  organize  in  conformity  therewith. 

Sbc.  7.  City  and  oounty  governments  may  be  merged  and  consoli- 
dated into  one  municipal  government,  with  one  set  of  officers,  and  may 
be  incorporated  under  general  laws  providing  for  the  incorporation  and 
organization  of  corporations  for  municipal  purposes.  The  provisions  of 
this  Constitution  applicable  to  cities,  and  also  those  applicable  to  counties, 
so  far  as  not  inconsistent  or  not  prohibited  to  cities,  shall  be  applicable  to 
such  consolidated  government.  In  consolidated  city  and  county  govern- 
ments, of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  population,  there  shall  be 
two  Boards  of  Supervisors  or  houses  of  legislation— one  of  which,  to 
consist  of  twelve  persons,  shall  be  elected  by  general  ticket  from  the  city 
and  county  at  large,  and  shall  hold  office  for  the  term  of  four  vears,  but 
shall  be  so  classified  that  after  the  first  election  only  six  shall  l>e  elected 
every  two  years;  the  other,  to  consist  of  twelve  persons,  shall  be  elected 
every  two  years,  and  shall  hold  office  for  two  years.  Any  casual  vacancy 
in  the  office  of  Supervisor  in  either  Board  shall  be  filled  by  the  Mayor. 

Sec.  8.  No  person  shall  be  eligible  to  a  oounty  or  city  omce  unless  he 
has  been  a  citizen  and  resident  within  such  county  or  city  for  two  years 
next  preceding  his  election  or  appointment  to  an  office  therein. 
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Sec.  9.  Any  city  having  a  population  of  more  than  one  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants  may  rrame  a  charter  for  its  own  government,  con- 
sistent with  and  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  State,  by 
causing  a  Board  of  fifteen  freeholders,  who  shall  have  been  for  at  least 
five  years  qualified  electors  thereof,  to  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters 
of  such  city,  at  any  general  or  special  election,  whose  duty  it  shall  be, 
within  ninety  days  after  such  election,  to  prepare  and  propose  a  charter 
for  such  city,  which  shall  be  signed  in  duplicate  by  the  members  of  such 
Board,  or  a  majority  of  them,  and  returned,  one  copy  thereof  to  the 
Mayor,  or  other  chief  executive  officer  of  such  city,  and  the  other  to  the 
Recorder  of  deeds  of  the  county.  Such  proposed  charter  shall  then  be 
published  in  two  daily  papers  of  largest  general  circulation  in  such  city 
for  at  least  twenty  days,  and  within  not  less  than  thirty  days  after  such 
publication  it  shall  be  submitted  to  the  qualified  electors  of  such  city  at 
a  general  or  special  election,  and  if  a  majority  of  such  qualified  electors 
voting  thereat  shall  ratify  the  same,  it  shall,  at  the  end  of  sixty  days 
thereafter,  become  the  charter  of  such  city,  or  if  such  city  be  consoli- 
dated with  a  county  in  government,  then  of  such  city  and  county,  and 
shall  become  the  organic  law  thereof,  and  supersede  any  existing  charter 
and  all  amendments  thereof,  and  all  special  laws  inconsistent  with  such 
charter.  A  copy  of  such  charter,  certified  by  the  Mayor  or  chief  execu- 
tive officer,  and  authenticated  by  the  seal  of  such  city,  setting  forth  the 
submission  of  such  charter  to  the  electors,  and  its  ratification  by  them, 
shall  be  made  in  duplicate,  and  deposited,  one  in  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  the  other,  after  being  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder 
of  Deeds  of  the  county,  among  the  archives  of  the  city,  and  thereafter  all 
Courts  shall  take  judicial  notice  thereof.  The  charter  so  ratified  may  be 
amended  at  intervals  of  not  less  than  two  years,  by  proposals  therefor, 
submitted  by  the  legislative  authority  of  the  city  to  tne  qualified  voters 
thereof,  at  a  general  or  s^iecial  election  held  at  least  sixty  davs  after  the 
publication  of  such  proposals,  and  ratified  by  at  least  three  hfths  of  the 
qualified  electors  voting  thereat.  In  submitting  any  such  charter,  or 
amendment  thereto,  any  alternative  article  or  proposition  may  be  pre- 
sented foi*  the  choice  of  the  voters,  and  may  be  voted  on  separately 
without  prejudice  to  others. 

Sue.  10.  The  compensation  or  fees  of  any  county, city,  town,  or  muni- 
cipal officer  shall  not  be  increased  after  his  election  or  during  his  term 
of  office;  nor  shall  the  term  of  any  such  officer  be  extended  beyond  the 
period  for  which  he  is  elected  or  appointed. 

Skc.  11.  No  county,  city,  town,  or  other  public  or  municipal  cor- 
poration, nor  the  inhabitants  thereof,  nor  the  property  therein,  shall  be 
released  or  discharged  from  their  or  its  proportionate  share  of  taxes  to  be 
levied  for  State  purjxwes,  nor  shall  commutation  for  such  taxes  be 
authorized  in  any  form  whatsoever. 

Skc.  12.  Any  county,  city,  town,  or  township,  may  make  and  enforce 
within  their  respective  limits  all  such  local,  police,  sanitary,  and  other 
regulations  as  are  not  in  conflict  with  general  laws. 

Sec  13.  Taxes  for  county,  city,  town,  school,  and  other  local  pur- 
poses must  be  levied  on  all  subjects  and  objects  of  taxation.  In  addition 
to  that  which  may  be  levied  for  the  payment  of  the  principal  and  inter- 
est of  existing  indebtedness,  the  annual  rate  on  property  shall  not  exceed 
the  following:     For  county  purposes,  in  counties  having  two  million 

dollars  or  less,  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars' 

valuation ;  in  counties  having  six  million  dollars,  and  under  ten  million 

dollars,  such  rate  shall  not  exceed cents  on.theone  hundred  dollars' 

valuation  ,*  and  in  counties  having  (en  million  dollars  or  ifiore  such  rate 

shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars'  valuation.    For 

city  and  town  purposes  such  annual  rate  on  property  in  incorporated 

cities  and  towns  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars' 

valuation;  andin^ciny  city  and  county  with  consolidated  government, 
such  rate  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars  valua- 
tion. 

Sec.  14.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  impose  taxes  upon 
counties,  cities,  towns,  or  other  public  or  municipal  corporations,  or  upon 
the  inhabitants  or  property  thereof,  for  county,  city,  town,  or  other 
municipal  purposes,  but  may,  by  general  laws,  vest  in  the  corporate 
authorities  thereof  the  power  to  assess  and  collect  taxes  for  such  pur- 
poses. 

Sec.  15.  The  Legislature  shall  not  delegate  to  any  special  commis- 
sion, private  corporation,  company,  association,  or  individual,  any  power 
to  malce,  control,  appropriate,  supervise,  or  in  any  way  interfere  with, 
any  county,  city,  town,  or  municipal  improvement,  money,  property, 
or  effects,  whether  held  in  trust  or  otherwise,  or  to  levy  taxes  or  assess- 
ments, or  perform  any  municipal  functions  whatever. 

Sec.  16.  No  State  office  shall  be  continued  or  created  in  any  county, 
city,  town,  or  other  municipality,  for  the  inspection,  measurement,  or 
graduation  of  any  merchandise,  manufacture,  or  commodity;  but  such 
county,  city,  town,  or  municipality  may,  when  authorized  by  general 
law,  and  the  public  interest  demands  it,  appoint  such  officers. 

Sec.  17.  Private  property  shall  not  be  taken  or  sold  for  the  payment 
of  the  corporate  debt  of  any  political  or  municipal  corporation. 

Sec.  18.  All  moneys,  assessments,  and  taxes,  belonging  to  or  col- 
lected for  the  use  of  any  county,  city,  town,  or  other  public  or  municipal 
corporation,  coming  into  the  hands  of  any  officer  thereof,  shall,  immedi- 
ately on  receipt  thereof,  be  deposited  with  the  Treasurer,  or  other  legal 
depositary,  to  the  credit  of  such  city,  town,  or  other  corporation  respect- 
ively, for  the  benefit  of  the  funds  to  which  they  respectively  belong. 

Sec.  19.  The  making  of  profit  out  of  county,  city,  town,  or  public 
school  money,  or  using  the  same  for  any  purpose  not  authorized  by  law, 
by  any  officer  having  the  possession  or  control  thereof,  shall  be  a  felony, 
and  shall  be  prosecuted  and  punished  as  prescribed  by  law. 

Sec.  20.  No  county,  city,  town,  township,  Board  of  Education,  or 
school  district,  shall  incur  any  indebtedness  or  liability  in  any  manner, 
or  for  any  purpose,  exceeding  in  any  year  the  income  and  revenue  pro- 
vided for  them  respectively  for  such  year,  without  the  assent  of  two 
thirds  of  the  voters  thereof,  voting  at  an  election  to  be  held  for  that 


purpose;  and  in  cases  requiring  such  assent,  no  indebtedness  shall  be 
incurred  (except  by  a  county,  to  erect  a  Court  House  or  Jail)  to  an 
amount,  excluuing  existing  indebtedness,  in  the  aggregate  exceeding 
five  per  centum  on  the  value  of  the  taxable  property  therein,  to  be 
ascertained  by  the  assessment  next  before  the  last  assessment  for  State 
and  county  purposes,  previous  to  the  incurring  such  indebtedness;  and 
unless,  before  or  at  the  time  of  incurring  sucli  indebtedness,  provision 
shall  be  made  for  the  collection  of  an  annual  tax  sufficient  to  pay  the 
interest  on  such  indebtedness  as  it  falls  due,  and  also  to  constitute  a 
sinking  fund  for  the  payment  of  the  principal  thereof  within  forty  years 
from  the  time  of  contracting  the  same. 

Sec.  21.  No  county,  city,  town,  or  other  public  or  municipal  corpora- 
tion, by  a  vote  of  its  citizens  or  otherwise,  shall  become  a  subscriber  to 
the  capital  stock,  or  a  stockholder  in  any  corporation,  association,  or 
company,  or  make  any  appropriation,  or  donation,  or  loan  its  credit  to. 
or  in  aid  of  any  person,  corporation,  association,  company,  or  institution. 

Sec.  22.  No  law  shall  be  passed  by  the  Legislature  granting  the  right 
to  construct  and  operate  a  railroad  within  any  city,  town,  village,  or  on 
any  public  street  or  highway  thereof,  without  the  consent  of  the  muni- 
cipal or  other  proper  or  local  authorities  having  the  control  of  such 
street  or  highway  proposed  to  be  occupied  by  such  railroad. 

Sec.  23.  In  any  city  where  there  are  no  public  \^orks  owned  and 
controlled  by  the  municipality  for  supplying  the  same  with  artificial 
light  and  water,  any  company  duly  incorporated  by  the  laws  of  this 
State  shall,  under  the  direction  of  the  Superintendent  of  Streets  of  said 
city,  have  the  privilege  of  disturbing  and  using  the  public  streets  and 
thoroughfares  thereof,  and  of  laying  down  pipes  ana  conduits  therein, 
and  of  making  connections  therewith,  so  far  as  may  be  necessary  for 
introducing  into  and  supplying  such  city  and  its  inhabitants  either  with 
gaslight  or  other  illuminating  light,  of  with  fresh  water  for  domestic 
and  all  other  purposes,  for  which  the  same  or  either  may  be  used,  upon 
the  conditions  following :  Such  company  shall  make  good  all  damages 
to  such  streets  and  thoroughfares,  except  necessarily  occasioned  by  the 
reasonable  use  thereof,  and  be  liable  to  such  city  and  its  inhabitants 
therefor.  Such  company  introducing  and  supplying  gaslight,  or  other 
light,  and  fresh  water,  or  either,  shall  furnish  tne  same,  so  far  as  neces- 
sary and  required,  free  and  without  charge,  to  all  public  buildings,  insti- 
tutions, and  school  houses  belonging  to  such  city,  and  used  formunicifial 
purposes;  and  such  company  introducing  and  supplying  water  shall  also 
furnish  the  same  free,  and  without  charge,  to  the  Fire  Department,  and 
for  the  extinguishment  of  fires.  Each  company,  its  property  and  fran- 
chise, shall  be  liable  to  such  city  and  its  inhabitants  for  tne  performance 
of  these  conditions. 

Sec.  24  In  counties  or  cities  having  more  than  one  hundred  thou- 
sand inhabitants,  no  person  shall,  at  the  same  time,  be  a  State  officer 
and  a  city  or  county  officer,  nor  hold  two  city  or  county  offices. 

Sec.  25.  No  public  work  or  improvement  of  any  description  whatso- 
ever shall  be  made  or  done,  in  any  city,  in,  upon,  or  about  the  streets 
thereof,  or  otherwise.,  the  cost  and  expense  of  which  is  made  chargeable 
or  may  be  assessed  upon  private  property  by  special  assessment,  unless 
an  estimate  of  such  cost  and  expense  shall  be  made,  and  an  assessment 
in  proportion  to  benefits,  on  the  property  to  be  afiected  or  benefited,  and 
shall  be  collected  and  paid  into  the  city  treasury  before  such  work  or 
improvement  shall  be  commenced,  or  any  contract  for  letting  or  doing 
the  same  authorized  or  performed. 

Sec.  26.  The  Legislature  shall  not  pass  any  local  or  special  law  in  the 
cases  following: 

Regulating  the  afiairs  of  counties,  cities,  towns,  townships,  wards,  city 
or  county  Boards  of  Education,  school  districts,  or  other  political  or 
municipal  corporation  or  subdivision  of  the  State; 

Authorizing  the  laying  out,  opening,  altering,  maintaining,  or  vacating 
roads,  highways,  streets,  alleys,  town  pktts,  or  parks; 

Relating  to  cemeteries,  graveyards,  or  public  grounds  not  of  the  State; 

Locating  or  changing  county  seats; 

Incorporating  cities,  towns,  or  villages,  or  changing  their  charters; 

Creating  offices,  or  prescribing  the  powers  and  duties  of  officers  in 
counties,  cities,  towns,  townships,  or  school  districts; 

Regulating  the  fees  or  extending  the  powers  and  duties  of  county  or 
municipal  officers; 

Regulating  the  management  and  maintenance  of  public  schools,  the 
building  or  repairing  of  school  or  Court  Houses,  and  raising  of  money  for 
such  purposes; 

Extending  the  time  for  the  assessment  or  collection  of  county,  city,  or 
other  municipal  taxes,  or  otherwise  relieving  any  Assessor  or  Collector 
of  county  or  city  taxes  from  the  due  performance  of  the  official  duties,  or 
their  securities  from  liability; 

Legalizing  the  unauthorized  or  invalid  acts  of  any  officer  or  agent  of 
any  county  or  municipality  thereof; 

birecting  the  payment  of  money  out  of  the  treasury,  or  by  any  officer, 
of  any  county,  city,  or  town,  without  the  consent  of  such  county,  city, 
and  town; 

Directing  the  payment  of  money  from  out  of  the  treasury,  or  by  any 
officer  of,  or  creating  any  liability  against,  a  county,  city,  town,  or  any 
public  or  municipal  corporation,  without  its  consent. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  take  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organization. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  President:  'The  Chairman  of  that  committee  is 
absent.  It  is  a  very  important  report,  and  I  would  be  very  glad  to  have 
the  Chairman  of  that  committee,  Jud^e  Hager,  present,  when  it  is  con- 
sidered.    He  is  now  absent,  owing  to  sickness  in  his  family. 

Mr.  CASSERLY.  Mr.  President:  I  saw  Judge  Hager  very  recently 
in  San  Francisco,  and  spoke  to  him  upon  the  subject  of  this  report.  He 
informed  me  that  he  had  sickness  in  two  families,  one  in  one  house  and 
one  in  another.  Under  these  circumstances  I  am  unable  to  say  when 
he  will  be  here.    I  shall  telegraph  him  to-day  on  the  subject. 
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Mr.  grace.  May  I  ask  if  the  gentleman  is  a  Mormon — having  two 
families? 

Mb.  CASSERLY.  I  hope  that  my  friend  will  give  the  time  of  grace 
to  Jud^e  Haeer. 

Mb.  W YATT.  Mr.  President:  I  made  the  motion  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  the  subject  before  the  Convention,  to  ascertain  what  the  state 
or  condition  of  that  report  was  in  with  reference  to  anybody  acting  as 
Chairman^  or  Chairman  pro  tem.,  in  the  consideration  of  the  matter; 
but  if  it  is  the  desire  or  the  Convention  to  pass  it  over  I  have  no 
objection. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  President:  I  move  to  amend  by  taking  up  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  preamble  and  bill  of  rights. 
The  president.  The  motion  is  not  amendable  in  that  way. 
Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President:  It  seems  to  me  that  if  Judge  Hager's 
family  is  sick  there  are  other  members  on  that  committee  who  can 
explain  their  report.  Besides  Judge  Hager,  there  are  on  that  committee 
Messrs.  Fawcett,  McFarland,  Barbour,  Hale,  Hal],  Schell,  Tinnin, 
Reddy,  Rolfe,  Barnes,  Holmes,  Mills,  McCallum,  and  Freeman.  I 
think  it  is  as  well  to  proceed  with  the  re^rt  of  that  committee  now  as 
any  other  time.  That  and  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Education 
I  consider  to  be  the  only  other  reports  of  importance. 

Mr.  tinnin.  Mr.  ^resident:  I  hope  the  Convention  will  not  force 
that  report  upon  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  at  the  present  time.  The 
Chairman  is  absent,  and  more  than  half  of  the  committee  are  absent.  I 
see  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Education  is  here;  why  not 
take  up  his  report? 

Mr.  LAMP50N.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  that  the  committee  will  not 
take  this  up  in  Judge  Hager's  absence.  I  think  that,  in  justice  to  him, 
it  should  not  be  taken  up  at  this  time. 

Mr.  FAWCETT.  Mr.  President:  I  also  hope  that  if  there  is  anything 
else  that  the  Convention  can  take  up,  it  will  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  report  of  this  committee,  on  account  of  the  absence  of  Judge 
Hager.  i  am  unalterably  opposed  to  a  large  portion  of  the  provisions 
of  this  report.  I  am  opposed  to  at  least  three  quarters  of  the  provisions 
contained  in  this  report,  and,  in  justice  to  Judge  Hager,  who  is  an  ardent 
supporter  of  it,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  postponed. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  President:  There  is  another  report  on  the 
file  which  has  been  reported  back  by  this  same  Committee  on  City, 
County,  and  Township  Organization,  number  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
two  upon  this  file,  relative  to  local  option.  Five  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  is  the  report  relative  to  city,  county,  and  township  organization; 
five  hundred  and  twenty-two  is  relative  to  local  option.  It  is  reported 
back  to  this  Convention  without  reconvmendation,  and,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  the  committee  say  by  that  that  they  have  no  special  fight  to 
make  on  it.  If  it  is  not  proper  for  us  to  take  up  the  other  report,  i^is 
perfectly  proper  that  we  take  up  that  subject  at  this  time. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  President:  I  am  of  the  opinion,  sir,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  local  option  would  properly  be  considered  in  connection  with 
that  of  city,  county,  and  township  organization.  It  would  properly 
belong  to  section  twelve  of  that  report,  and  should  be  considered  with 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organiza- 
tion. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  that  the  matter  of 
local  option  will  not  be  taken  up  at  this  time.  I  understand  that  the 
committee  are  about  equally  divided  on  the  subject  of  local  option,  and 
a  contest  is  anticipated  upon  that  subject,  and  it  would  be  no  more  than 
fair  if  they  desire  to  take  anything  up,  that  they  should  take  up  the 
report  of  the  committee  and  let  local  option  follow  the  repbrt,  because  I 
think  that  the  consideration  of  local  option  would  certainly  be  largely 
affected  by  the  adoption  or  the  rejection  of  the  report  of  the  committee. 
In  fact,  the  adoption  of  certain  sections  of  the  report  virtually  dispose  of 
the  question  of  local  option  without  any  further  consideration. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  President.-  It  is  very  evident  that  if  we  do  not 
go  on  with  these  reports  in  their  order  we  will  never  get  through.  If 
we  wait  for  absent  members  of  committees,  who  go  home,  or  get  sick,  or 
go  home  and  stay  and  not  return,  we  will  never  get  through  with  this 
business.  We  must  take  things  in  their  order  if  we  propose  to  finish  our 
work. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  President :  Part  of  the  members  of  the  next 
committee  are  absent,  and  if  it  is  desirable  to  get  through  with  these 
articles  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  I  do  not  see  what  other  course  we 
can  take  than  to  follow  the  order  of  the  file.  If  we  deviate,  it  requires 
more  than  a  majority  vote.  If  any  other  committee  was  ready  to  go  on 
it  might  be  well  enough,  but  the  other  committee  is  in  just  as  bad  a 
condition  as  this.  This  is  a  long  article,  and  will  require  a  great  deal  of 
consideration.  We  certainly  c^  commence  it,  and  there  are  other 
members  of  the  committee  who  have  considered  the  matter,  and  can 
defend  the  report.    I  hope  we  will  take  it  up  in  its  order. 

Mr.  grace.  As  it  seems  that  there  is  nothing  before  this  Conven- 
tion, I  now  move  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  right  of  female 
suffrage.    It  will  have  to  come  up  at  some  future  time. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  President:  I  hope  that  we  shall  proceed  in  order 
in  this  Convention.  If  eentlemen  who  are  Chainnen  or  com/nittees  are 
absent,  the  best  way  to  bring  them  here  is  to  start  in  on  tUeir  report,' 
and  Ihey  will  come  up  here  on  double  quick  time. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  President:  I  am  in  favor  of  going  on.  I  like 
to  see  politeness  and  formality,  but  business  must  be  attended  to.  I 
am  unaer  the  impression  it  is  so  regarded  by  the  members  here  who 
have  been  attending  to  business  strictly.  Now,  this  matter  may  be 
delayed  indefinitely,  for  we  hear  that  the  gentleman  has  two  sick 
families  to  attend  to.  We  do  not  know  when  he  will  be  here  at  all. 
We  have  paid  the  gentleman  sufficient  respect  in  discussing  this  matter 
BO  long,  to  the  delay  of  the  important  business  of  this  Convention.  I 
am  anxious  that  we  should  go  on  with  the  regular  order. 
Mr.  BTEDMAN.    Mr.  President :  Is  an  amendment  in  order? 
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Thb  president.    No,  sir. 

Mr-  STEDMAN.  Then,  sir,  I  move  that  we  take  up  the  report  of  the 
Cominittee  on  Education.  It  cannot  be  urged  that  the  Chairman  is  not 
present.  Now,  sir.  Judge  Hager  has  a  peculiar  interest  in  this  report  of 
the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Or^nization.  He  is 
Chairman  of  the  committee,  and  I  know  that  he  is  anxious  that  it  should 
not  be  taken  up  in  his  absence.  I  understand  that  he  will  return  to 
this  Convention  in  a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  object  to  the  amendment. 
.  Thr  president.  The  amendment  is  not  in  order,  and  therefore 
not  before  the  Convention.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  that  the 
Convention  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Town- 
ship Organization. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 
Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  one. 

OBOANIZED  GOUKTISS. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

Section  1.  The  several  counties,  as  they  now  exist,  are  hereby  recog- 
nized as  legal  subdivisions  of  this  State. 

The  chairman.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  section  one,  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

removal  of  county  BEITS. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sko.  2.  County  seats  shall  not  be  removed  by  special  law,  but  such 
removals  shall  be  provided  for  by  general  law.  No  county  seat  shall  be 
removed  unless  two  thirds  of  the  qualified  electors  of  the  county,  voting 
on  the  proposition  at  a  general  election,  shall  vote  in  favor  of  such 
removal.  A  proposition  of  removal  shall  not  be  submitted  in  the  same 
county  more  than  once  in  four  years, 
t  Mr.  HERRINGTON.    I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  two  by  striking  out  all  of  line  one,  and  down  to 
and  including  the  word  *  law,'  in  line  two." 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  omitting  that 
clause  is  that  it  is  found  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department  as  amended.  This  same  provision  is  there  made.  I  believe 
it  IS  subdivision  twenty-one  of  section  twenty-five  of  the  article  on 
legislative  departnvent. 

Mr.  MgCALLUM.  There  is  no  question  but  what  it  is  covered  by 
the  article  on  legislative  department.  Section  twenty-five  of  that 
article  provides  that  the  Legislature  shall  not  pass  special  laws  in  cer- 
tain cases,  and  among  them  is  changing  county  seats. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  section  two,  and 
I  do  i^for  the  reason  that  I  think  the  subject  is  amply  provided  for  in 
the  twenty-fifth  section  of  the  article  on  legislative  department,  and 
that  this  is  only  duplicating  it.  I  object  to  it  on  the  rurther  ground 
that  it  is  harsh  in  saying  that  it  would  require  a  two-third  vote.  That 
is  equivalent  to  saying  that  a  county  seat  should  not  be  removed  at  all. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  hopes  that  that  section  will 
not  be  stricken  out.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Santa  Clara  I  think  is  just  and  right.  I  hope  this  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out  unless  gentlemen  want  to  make  county  seats  migratory^ 
moving  them  about  on  wheels  every  two  years. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out.  It  is  evident  to  all  that  the  first  part  of  the  section  is  not 
necessary,  but  I  think  the  Constitution  should  say  that  the  county  seat 
should  not  be  removed  without  a  two-third  vote,  and  that  we  should 
prohibit  the  Legislature  from  passing  a  general  law  whereby  the  ques- 
tion should  be  submitted  oftener  than  once  in  four  years. 

Mr.  MOFFAT.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out.  We  have'  been  put  to  the  expense  and  trouble  of  two 
especial  elections,  just  to  gratify  a  few  men  in  the  southern  part  of  our 
county.  If  they  are  defeated  they  will  try  the  thing  over  again  when- 
ever they  have  a  chance.  We  are  against  moving  our  county  seat. 
They  l)eart  us  on  one  election,  and  we  got  a  rehearing  and  set  the  thing 
back  again.  Now,  then,  the  people  of  our  county  are  opposed  to  moving 
the  county  seat,  but  there  are  a  certain  set  of  people  in  tne  southern  part 
of  the  county  who  are  in  favor  of  its  removal,  and  they  colonize  into  our 
county  from  fifty  to  two  or  three  hundred,  in  order  to  defeat  the  wishes 
of  the  people  of  our  county.  This  section  prohibits  that  change  without 
a  two- third  vote.  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  right,  and  I  hope  that  the 
section  will  stand  as  it  is. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District  Is  an  amendment  in  order  to  add 
to  the  section  ? 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Monterey  to  strike  out  section  two. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  in  hopes  that  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out.  We  know  that  there  are  a  kind  of  emotional  sensations 
gotten  up  frequently  that  prevail  over  the  people  to  a  considerable  extent, 
and  consequently  that  county  seats  have  been  almost  on  wheels.  This 
would  protect  the  people  to  a  great  extent  against  such  excitements.  I 
think  tnat  such  excitements  should  be  guarded  against  by  law,  and  this 
constitutional  provision  being  established,  would  do  that  thing. 

Mr.  CASSERLY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  this  section  will  be 
adopted  just  as  it  stands.  It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  it  will  protect  the 
State,  and  th«  people  of  the  State,  from  these  frequent  demands  for 
change  of  county  seats.  I  suppose,  sir,  there  is  hardly  a  member  of  this 
Convention  ignorant  of  the  calamities  that  have  fallen  upon  the  people 
in  connection  with  these  elections.  Great  wrongs  have  been  perpetrated. 
It  has  seemed  to  me,  and  to  everybody  else  who  has  paid  attention  to  it, 
as  though  the  whole  desire  was  to  see  who  could  get  the  most  ille^l 
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votes,  and  in  counties,  too,  where  the  vote  polled  was  three  or  four  times 
the  vote  cast  in  any  election  before  or  since.  I  think  if  it  accomplishes 
no  other  purpose  than  to  take  the  county  seat  question  out  of  politics,  it 
will  be  a  valuable  provision. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  section 
will  not  be  stricken  out.  The  Legislature  has  passed  a  law  something 
to  the  same  effect  as  this  provision  in  this  section  two.  There  are  coun- 
ties that  have  built  expensive  buildings — our  county  is  one  of  them — 
and  has  put  itself  heavily  in  debt — forty  or  fifty  thousand  dollars — to 
build  expensive  Court  Houses  in  the  section  of  the  county  that  is 
undoubtedly  the  place  for  the  county  seat;  yet  other  portions  of  the 
county  are  still  struggling  for  the  county  seat.  Our  county  is  one  of  a 
great  many  in  the  same  situation.  Now  it  seems  to  me  that  while  it  is 
well  to  have  this  law,  it  is  well  to  have  it  fixed  substantially  in  the  Con- 
stitution; and  while  it  is  being  fixed  in  the  Constitution,  let  it  be  such 
as  it  is  now  upon  the  statute  books.  For  that  reason  I  offered  to  put  in 
an  amendment  there  to  make  it  the  same  as  it  is  in  the  Code — substan- 
tially the  same — that  there  shall  be  no  vote  for  a  change  of  county  seat 
within  two  years  after  a  vote  had  been  taken.  This  section  would  allow 
a  vote  to  be  taken  immediately  after  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution. 
The  Act  puts  it  oflftwo  years  longer. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  law  will  remain  after  the  Constitution  is 
adopted,  unless  it  conflicts  with  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not  fix 
it  in  the  Constitution  as  it  is  in  the  Code. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  suppose  it  is  hardly  necessary 
to  add  anything,  as  there  seems  to  be  a  general  expression  against  strik- 
ing out  this  section.  I  believe  that  this  proposition  was  one  of  the  few 
propositions  on  which  the  committee  were  unanimous,  in  favor  of  the 
section  as  it  stands.  The  first  part — ^the  action  on  the  legislative  arti- 
cle— has  affected  that.  As  to  the  balance  of  the  section,  we  were  unani^- 
mous. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
section. 

The  motion  was  lost.  « 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington,  to  strike  out  the  first  line,  and 
part  of  the  second  line,  down  to  the  word  "  law." 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  I  now  move  to  amend  by  adding  to 
section  two,  "  nor  in  any  county  within  two  years  after  the  adoption  of 
this  Constitution." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  VAN  DYKE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the  committee  will 
allow  us  to  return  to  section  one.  I  wish  to  move  to  strike  it  out  As 
it  stands  now,  it  will  prevent  the  Legislature  from  consolidating  coun- 
ties, or  from  abolishing  small  counties.  It  is  a  dangerous  section.  I 
hope  the  committee  will  allow  us  to  return  to  it. 

The  chairman.  That  section  has  been  already  passed  by  the 
unanimous  consent  of 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.     I  object. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  three. 

NEW   COCNtlES. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  3.  No  new  county  shall  be  established  which  shall  reduce  any 
county  to  a  population  of  less  than  eight  thousand ;  nor  shall  a  new 
county  be  formed  containing  a  less  population  than  five  thousand;  nor 
shall  any  line  thereof  pass  within  five  miles  of  the  county  seat  of  any 
county  proposed  to  be  divided ;  nor  shall  a  county  be  divided,  or  have 
any  portion  taken  therefrom,  unless  a  majority  of  all  the  qualified 
electors  of  the  county  or  counties  affected,  voting  at  a  general  election, 
shall  vote  therefor.  New  counties,  when  created,  or  portions  of  a 
county,  when  added  to  another  county,  shall  be  liable  for  tneir  just  pro- 
portion of  all  debts  and  liabilities,  then  existing,  of  the  county  or 
counties  out  of  which  they  are  respectively  formed  or  taken. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  that  sec- 
tiop. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  as  follows:  *  First,  strike  out,  in  the  second  line,  the  word 
'eight'  and  insert  *  ten;'  second,  strike  out,  in  line  three,  the  word  'five' 
and  insert  'seven;*  third,  strike  out,  in  line  four,  the  word  'five'  and 
insert  'ten;'  fourth,  strike  out,  in  line  six,  th6  words  'a  majority'  and 
insert '  three  fifths.' " 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CAPLES. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  presume  that  the  committee  aimed 
to  correct  a  great  evil;  they  aimed  to  put  the  brakes  on  the  very  bad 
practice  of  dividing  up  counties  for  the  purpose  of  making  some  gentle- 
man's farm  valuable,  or  affording  places  and  positions  for  hungry  poli- 
ticians. But,  I  must  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  they  put  the  brakes  on 
venr  light  indeed;  too  light  to  do  any  good.  Now,  it  may  be  very 
desirable  in  our  new  counties  here,  with  a  large  area  and  small  popula- 
tion, and  small  wealth;  it  may  be  very  desirable  for  some  gentleman  to 
convert  his  farm  into  a  county  seat,  and  enhance  its  value  from  five 
thousand  dollars  to  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  in  town  lots;  it 
may  be  a  very  good  thing  for  that  gentleman,  and  it  may  be  a  very 
good  thing  for  other  gentlemen  to  be  afforded  the  position  of  Sherin, 
Clerk,  Supervisors,  and  the  various  county  oflicers;  but,  Mr.  Chairman, 
it  is  not  a  very  good  thing  for  the  poor  taxpayers,  when  counties  are 
made  up  out  of  a  sparse  population,  and  with  but  little  wealth.  It  is  no 
joke  for  them,  but  it  is  not  always  the  case  that  their  rights  are  taken 
into  consideration;  they  are  at  home,  at  work  upon  their  farms,  not 
troubling  themselves  about  politics,  but  these  ringsters,  gentlemen  of 
leisure  who  are  looking  after  office,  are  always  on  the  lookout,  and  they 
always  exercise  an  influence  wholly  disproportionate  to  their  numbers, 
and  it  is  no  unusual  thing  for  them  to  succeed.    Perhaps  there  is  I 


scarcely  a  gentleman  on  this  floor  but  who  has  seen  or  known  some- 
thing of  this  practice,  if  not  in  California,  at  least  in  some  other  States, 
because  it  is  a  practice  not  peculiar  to  California' by  any  means.  I  have 
known  it,  perhaps  other  gentlemen  here  have  known  it  in  other  cases, 
and  I  must  say  that  the  committee  have  touched  it  altogether  too  lightly. 
Now,  I  maintain,  to  separate  and  divide  a  county,  and  leave  it  with 
but  eight  thousand  population,  and  permit  a  county  to  be  organized  out 
of  another  county  with  but  five  thousand  population,  is  altogether  too 
liberal  to  that  class  of  gentlemen  of  whom  I  have  been  speaking.  I 
think,  to  say  that  the  county  from  which  the  territory  is  taken  should 
not  be  reduced  below  ten  thousand,  is  liberal  enough  to  that  class  of  gen- 
tlemen. I  think,  to  say  that  a  new  county  ought  not  to  be  organized 
unless  it  has  at  least  the  population  of  seven  thousand,  is  sufficiently 
liberal  to  those  gentlemen.  I  think,  in  cutting  up  an  old  county  to 
make  a  new  one,  that  when  they  say  the  line  shall  not  pass  nearer  than 
five  miles,  I  think  they  are  a  little  too  liberal  there,  and  I  think  I  am 
abundantly  liberal  when  I  say  ten  miles.  In  regard  to  the  last  count 
of  my  amendment,  providing  that  counties  shall  not  be  divided  without 
a  three-fiflhs  vote,  I  think  that,  too,  is  an  improvement  on  the  report  of 
the  committee.  The  committee  provides  tnat  it  may  be  done  by  a 
majority.  My  amendment  proposes  three  fifths,  and  I  think,  and  I  sub- 
mit to  gentlemen,  that  that  is  a  wise  provision.  Why,  if  but  a  bare 
majority  can  cut  up  a  county,  various  influences  might  be  brought  to 
bear.  Men  exercise  an  influence  that  is  hurtful  and  dangerous  to  the 
public  interests,  for  the  very  reason  that  certain  gentlemen  and  certain 
things  always  do  exercise  an  influence  when  they  bring  it  to  bear,  that 
is  disproportionate  to  their  numbers.  Others  who  are  not  active  politi- 
cians are  at  home  at  work  upon  their  farms,  and  scarcely  know  wnat  is 
going  on.  The;^  are  likely  to  be  imposed  upon  by  designing  men. 
Therefore,  I  maintain  that  counties  should  not  be  divided  or  cut  up 
unless  three  fifths  of  the  voters  of  the  county  concur  in  demanding  it. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  I  wanted  doubly  to  prevent  a  new 
county  from  being  organized,  I  would  support  the  amenament;  but  as 
the  original  is  entirely  sufficient  to  prevent  a  new  county  ever  being 
organized,  I  deem  it  unnecessary  to  put  a  double-header  on  that  subject, 
and  I  shall,  therefore,  vote  against  the  amendment. 

remarks  of  MR.  LARKIK. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  the  report  of  the  committee 
is  sufficient  to  prevent  any  evils  that  might  arise.  The  provision  requir- 
ing a  majority  of  the  votes  of  the  county  aflected  will  certainly  preclude 
the  formation  of  counties  where  it  is  not  desirable.  That  there  should 
be  a  sufficient  population  to  entitle  them  to  a  representative  in  one 
branch  of  the  Legislature  I,  believe  essential,  and  tnat  the  formation  of 
cooties  simply  on  account  of  some  mining  excitement,  or  for  this  or  for 
that  temporary  cause,  I  believe  has  been  a  great  detriment  to  the  State. 
I  believe  the  guards  provided  for  in  this  section  three  will  protect  the 
formation  of  new  counties.  I  think  under  the  circumstances  that  there 
is  no  danger  but  what  the  Legislature  will  fully  protect  the  interests  of 
the  people,  and  that  the  section  as  reported  should  be  adopted  by  this 
Convention  in  preference  to  the  amendment  ofiTered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Sacramento.  In  three  fifths  of  the  counties  affected,  that  vote 
would  be  almost  to  cut  off"  the  formation  of  any  new  county.  It  might 
be  but  one  quarter  of  the  counter  aflTected.  That  quarter  of  the  county 
would,  {jerhaps,  vote  in  favor  of  the  formation  of  a  new  county,  while 
three  fourths  would  vote  to  keep  that  portion  of  the  territory.  I  refer 
the  gentleman  to  the  case  of  Nevada  County.  Residents  of  Truckee  for 
a  number  of  years  have  desired  to  form  a  new  county,  including  a  por- 
tion of  Nevada,  £1  Dorado,  and  Sierra.  They  claim  that  they  have  to 
pass  around  Placer  to  get  to  their  county  seat.  If  there  was  an  exception 
m  the  State  to  the  general  rule,  perhaps  it  would  apply  there  better  than 
in  any  part  of  the  State;  but  the  principle  that  we  should  prohibit  small 
counties  being  organized,  such  as  Alpine  and  Modoc,  I  believe  to  be  cor- 
rect. But  with  that  restriction  none  of  these  counties  could  have  been 
formed.  I  am  opposed  to  the  practice  of  forming  these  new  counties 
where  it  is  not  necessarv. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  ask  that  the  question  be  divided  and  each  count  be 
voted  upon  separately. 

The  chairman.  The  question  will  be  on  the  first  branch  to  strike 
out  "eight"  and  insert  "ten." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  second  to  strike  out "  five  " 
and  insert  "seven." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  third  proposition  to  strike 
out  in  line  four  "  five  "  and  insert  "  ten." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  fourth  proposition  to  strike 
out  in  the  sixth  line  the  words  "a  majority"  and  insert  "three  fifths." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WELLER.     I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

"Strike  out,  in  section  three,  commencing  at  the  word  'nor,'  in  the 
fifth  line,  ending  at  the  word  'therefor,*  in  the  seventh  line.' 

Mr.  DAVIS.    I  second  the  motion. 
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REMARKS   OF   MR.    WELLER. 

Mr.  WELLER.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  portion  stricken  out  by  that 
amendment  reads :  "  Nor  shall  a  county  be  divided,  nor  have  any  portion 
taken  therefrom,  unless  a  majority  of  all  the  Qualified  electors  of  the 
county  or  counties  affected,  voting  at  a  general  election,  shall  vote  there- 
for." I  offer  that  amendment  for  this  reason:  where  a  portion  of  the 
county  is  unfortunatelv  situated,  and  wish  to  be  joined  to  another  county, 
they  would  be  obliged  to  get  a  majority  of  all  the  votes  of  the  whole 
county.  I  think  the  statute  hns  been  heretofore  that  where  the  parties 
that  wish  to  be  set  off  should  all  sign  a  petition,  that  they  could  be  set 
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off  into  another  county  by  an  enactment  of  the  lieglslature;  but  accord- 
ing to  that  clause  it  would  be  impossible  for  one  portion  of  the  county  to 
be  set  off  from  another.    I  move  to  strike  out  that  whole  clause. 

Ms.  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  that  the  part 
moved  to  be  stricken  out  is  the  best  part  of  the  section.  I  think  that 
no  portion  of  a  county  ought  to  be  taken  from  a  county  without  its  con- 
sent, nor  added  to  another  county  without  the  consent  of  the  people  of 
that  county.  That  is  all  that  portion  of  the  section  provides  for.  Cer- 
tainly that  ought  to  be  done. 

«       RKXARKS   or   MR.   SYET. 

Mr.  EVEY.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Weller.  Under  the 
report  of  the  committee,  as  it  is  reported,  I  think  that  we  should  never 
have  another  new  county  in  this  State.  I  am  no  advocate  of  new 
counties,  unless  the  population  is  sufficient  and  the  taxable  property  is 
sufficient  to  support  the  new  county.  But  it  seems  to  me  under  this 
report  of  the  committee  that  it  would  make  no  difference  how  much 
population  or  taxable  property  was  contained  within  the  new  boundary 
proposed  to  be  erected  into  a  new  county,  the  old  county  could  forever 
prevent  the  organization  of  a  new  county,  provided  they  liad  a  majority 
of  the  voters.  I  think  it  would  be  Very  unjust  and  very  unfair  to  put 
into  the  Constitution  a  provision  of  that  kind,  and  I  hope  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  will  prevail. 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.   WHITE. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope,  too,  that  the  amendment  will 
prevail,  and  that  that  clause  will  be  stricken  out,  for  I  know  myself  of 
mstances  where  it  would  work  very  badly.  If  the  people  of  a  certain 
section  were  unanimous  in  favor  of  joining  another  county,  they  could 
not  do  it  under  this  amendment,  because,  of  course,  the  people  of  the 
county  would,  for  the  sake  of  having  their  property  on  the  tax  roll,  hold 
them  anyway.  There  are  certain  little  adjustments  all  over  the  State 
that  require  to  be  made,  because  these  counties  are  new  counties,  and 
Are  sometimes  very  unjustly  divided.  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will 
prevail,  and  that  that  part  of  the  section  will  go  out. 

RBMARKS   OF   MR.   TINNIN. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Sac- 
ramento, Mr.  Freeman,  when  he  says  that  this  is  the  very  best  part  of 
the  section.  If  we  had  had  this  in  the  Constitution  beK>re  we  would 
have  had  no  Alpine  County  struggling  for  an  existence.  It  is  a  fact, 
known  to  every  one,  that  it  is  not  a  case  of  public  necessity.  It  has  been 
a  great  advantage  to  certain  men,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  county 
offices. 

Mr.  white.  This  has  nothing  to  do  with  new  counties..  If  you  look 
at  that  you  will  see  that  it  does  not  refer  to  new  counties. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  It  seems  to  me  that  unless  this  clause  is  kept  in  this 
section  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  set  off  a  new  county.  I  hope  that 
the  report  of  the  committee  will  be  sustained.  I  believe  in  a  strong 
restriction  upon  the  power  to  organize  new  counties,  or  set  off  a  portion 
of  one  county  to  another. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  DAVIS. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe,  with  the  section  as  it  now 
stands,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  ever  to  get  a  new  county.  If  the 
eastern  end  of  Nevada  County  desire  a  new  county  to  be  made  out  of 
'Placer  and  Nevada,  they  never  could  have  a  new  county  under  this 
section;  and,  although  we  do  not  desire  a  new  county  at  the  present 
time,  there  may  be  some  time  in  the  future  when  we  would  desire  it. 
We  have  to  travel  nearly  one  hundred  miles  on  two  railroads  to  reach 
our  county  seat,  aqd  should  we  obtain  a  population  of  five  thousand  and 
desire  a  new  county,  I  do  not  see,  under  the  present  section,  how  we 
could  ever  obtain  it.  We  have  a  county  capaole  of  sustaining  a  large 
population,  and  in  case  we  should,  in  the  future,  desire  a  new  county,  I 
should  like  to  have  it  so  that  we  can  obtain  it. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   MILLS. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  this  portion  of  the  section 
ought  not  to  be  stricken  out,  for  the  reason  Ihat  1  am  not  aware  of  any 
way  that  a  county  could  be  divided,  or  a  portion  taken  off,  unless  it  was 
by  the  consent  of  both.  Suppose,  for  instance,  that  the  people  of  San 
Joaquin  should  vote  to  take  a  portion  of  Sacramento  County,  and  Sac- 
ramento County  should  not  consent  to  it.  How  would  you  get  jt?  Upon 
what  principle  can  they  ask  this  unless  both  parties  consent  to  it?  It  is 
like  trading  horses.  I  say  to  a  man  I  wish  to  trade  horses  with  you,  and 
I  take  his  horse.  Could  I  enforce  it  without  his  consent?  I  taink  the 
clause  ought  to  remain  in  the  section. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WYATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  what  a  proper  construction  of 
the  matter  proposed  to  be  stricken  out  here  is.  It  reads,  ''  nor  shall  a 
county  be  diviaed,  or  have  any  portion  taken  therefrom,  unless  a  major- 
ity of  all  the  qualified  electors  of  the  county  or  counties  affected,  voting 
at  a  general  electiou,  shall  vote  therefor.''  Now  the  question  is  where 
there  is  two  or  three  counties  to  be  effected  by  the  proposed  change,  does 
it  take  a  majority  of  each  county  to  make  this  effective,  or  does  it  require 
that  the  votes  of  the  three  counties  shall  be  aggregated  ?  For  instance, 
a  very  large  county  in  population,  like  Sacramento,  proposes  to  take  off 
a  slip  of  Yolo  County,  tnen  if  it  requires  a  vote  of  each  county,  Yolo  can 
stand  Sacramento  County  off  if  she  is  opposed  to  the  uniting  of  the  terri- 
tory, but  if  it  is  aggregation  of  the  votes,  Sacramento  County  can  walk 
over  and  take  as  much  of  Yolo  County  as  she  desires.  I  hope  that  the 
clause  will  be  stricken  out. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   CAPLES. 

Mr.  CAFLES.  I  had  thought,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  report  of  this 
committee  was  extremely  libei'al — ^too  liberal;  entirely  too  much 


but  it  seems  as  though  I  was  laboring  under  a  most  profound  error,  for 
it  would  appear  that  gentlemen  desire  to  break  down  all  restrictions — 
al»oIuteIy  all  restrictions.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  see  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  striking  out  this  portion  of  the  section.  I  read  the  por- 
tion proposed  to  be  stricken  out:  "Nor  shall  a  county  be  divided,  or 
have  any  portion  taken  therefrom,  unless  a  majority  of'^all  the  qualified 
electors  of  the  county  or  counties  affected,  voting  at  a  general  election, 
shall  vote  therefor."  Now  I  would  like  to  know  how  uiis  is  to  be  done 
unless  it  is  by  a  vote  of  the  county.  But  it  is  proposed  to  strike  that 
out.  Well,  what  then  ?  This  Committee  of  the  Whole  have  already 
provided  in  the  action  had  upon  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legis- 
lative Department,  that  the  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  change 
county  seats  by  special  enactment.  It  must  be  done  by  general  laws. 
Now  will  these  gentlemen  who  favor  striking  out  this  vital  portion  of 
this  section  be  in  favor  of  a  general  law  thUt  would  provide  tliat  any 
section  of  a  county  might,  of  its  own  motion  or  volition,  strike  itself  out 
from  the  parent  county  and  attach  itself  on  to  another  county?  Is 
this  the  idea?  Is  this  the  desire  of  these  gentlemen?  Because  if  it  is 
not  to  be  done  by  vote  of  the  county  or  counties  interested,  why  I  take 
it  that  the  people  themselves  desiring  to  detach  themselves  should  be 
permitted  to  do  so  under  a  general  law,  because  we  have  inhibited  special 
laws  for  that  purpose. 

For  instance,  here  is  Yolo  County  lying  next  to  Sacramento.  The 
people  of  that  portion  lying  between  the  Tule  House  and  the  river  are 
very  much  nearer  to  Sacramento,  and  their  business  is  in  Sacramento  as 
much,  if  not  more,  than  at  their  own  county  seat.  Would  these  gentle- 
men, by  general  law,  provide  that  that  strip  of  territory,  say  two  miles 
in  width,  might,  by  the  act  of  the  citizens  occupying  that  strip  of  terri- 
tory, be  detached  from  Yolo  County  and  attachea  to  Sacramento  County  ? 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  the  most  preposterous  proposition  that  I  have 
heard.  What  would  be  the  general  result  of  opening  up  this  question 
of  the  disintegration  of  counties?  I  will  venture  to  say  that  it  would 
be  a  pandora  box  of  confusion  worse  confounded  from  one  end  of  the 
State  to  the  other,  because  you  will  scarcely  find  anywhere  an  excep- 
tion to  the  rule  that  in  every  county  of  the  State  there  would  be  some 
comer  or  slice  on  one  side  or  one  end  that  would  prefer  to  attach  itself 
to  some  other  county.  It  may  be  nearer  to  that  county  seat.  Various 
things  may  be  brought  to  bear,  and  the  result  would  be  disintegration 
and  confusion.  Certainly  no  gentleman  on  this  floor  desires  to  inaugu- 
rate such  a  lawless,  revolutionary  proposition  as  this.  Now,  if  gentlemen 
had  proposed  to  insert,  where  they  propose  to  strike  out,  some  provision 
that  would  be  specific,  would  offer  some  guards  against  confusion,  why 
it  would  be  more  reasonable;  but  they  propose  nothing  to  say  what  the 
Legislature  may  provide,  but  they  are  aware  that  the  Legislature  must 
provide  by  general  law.  It  cannot  provide  by  special  law,  for  I  take  it 
for  granted  that  this  Convention  is  against  special  legislation,  and  has 
put  the  seal  of  condemnation  upon  it.  Therefore,  they  ^  must  provide, 
by  general  law,  and  every  section,  corner,  or  slice  of  a  county  may,  of 
its  own  volition,  take  itself  out  of  a  county  and  put  itself  into  another 
county.  They  have  not  said  so  in  terms,  but  it  follows  as  a  natural 
sequence.  If  I  may  be  excused  from  saying  so,  I  consider  this  a  foolish 
proposition,  a  proposition  in  the  interest  of  cliques  and  private  interests, 
ana  one  that  would  result  in  confusion  worse  confounded. 

Mr.  STEDM  an.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  -an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out  the  word  *  the '  in  the  sixth  line,  before  the  word  'county,* 
and  insert  the  word  '  each,'  so  that  it  shall  read  '  a  majority  of  all  the 
qualified  electors  of  each  county  or  couiiTies  affected.' " 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   8TEDMAN. 

Mr.  STEDM an.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  I  understand  the  clause,  as  it 
reads  now  in  the  report  of  the  committee,  the  objection  of  the  gentleman 
from  Monterey  is  well  put.  As  I  understand  it,  sir,  it  requires,  in  sett 
tling  this  matter,  the  combined  votes  of  the  counties,  and,  as  the  gentle- 
man says,  if  there  was  a  majority  in  the  County  of  Yolo  against  adding 
any  portion  of  that  county  to  the  County  of  Sacramento,  and  if  a  majority 
of  Sacramento  County  voted  to  take  it,  although  the  people  of  Yolo 
objected  to  losing  a  portion  of  their  county,  it  would  oe  taken  from 
them,  from  the  fact  that  the  voters  of  the  counties  voted  therefor. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  suggest  that  he  strike 
out  also  the  words  "or  counties?" 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  I  accept  that  amendment.  If  my  amendment  is 
adoptl^f  the  bounty  of  Yolo  should  object  to  having  this  portion  taken 
from  Mnn,  and  the  County  of  Sacramento  should  vote  therefor,  that 

r)rtion  would  not  be  taken.  It  would  require  a  majority  in  each  county, 
believe  that  this  would  be  right,  to  settle  the  dispute. 
Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chainnan:  I  hope  that  tlie  amendment  offered 
by  Mr.  Stedman  will  be  adopted.  Under  the  report  of  the  committee 
Sacramento  could  go  over  and  steal  a  large  slice  of  Yolo  County.  Down 
there  in  Alameda,  the  people  of  San  Francisco  could  step  over  and  steal 
the  Town  of  Oakland.  I  think  we  ought  to  fix  it  so  that  the  people  who 
are  losing  their  territory  should  have  a  voice  in  it,  and  not  be  overruled 
by  the  larger  vote  in  the  other  county. 

REMAUKS    OF    MR.   JONES. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope,  sir,  that  the  amendment  offered 
will  not  be  adopted,  and  that  this  section  may  be  amended  by  striking  out 
all  of  it  down  to  the  words  ''new  counties,"  in  the  seventh  line.  In 
addition  to  that,  I  think,  also,  that  the  words,  "  or  portions  of  a  county 
when  added  to  another  county,"  in  the  eighth  line,  should  be  stricken 
out,  for  the  reason  that  they  have  no  meaning  that  I  can  perceive  which 
could  be  brought  into  any  practical  effect.  So  far  as  these  words  are 
concerned  in  the  eighth  line,  "  or  portions  of  a  county  when  added  to 
another  county,"  the  effect  would  be  this :  that  if  a  new  county  was 
formed,  and  in  running  its  lines,  or  in  the  description,  you  should  have 
three  fourths  of  one  township  and  half  of  anotner  township  from- an 
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adjacent  county,  that  in  every  sort  of  way  these  fractional  portions  of 
townships  are  to  contribute  their  just  proportion  of  the  county  debt,  it 
would  be  found  impracticable  to  arrive  at  any  just  proportion.  At  any 
rate,  the  words,  **  new  counties,  when  created,  shall  be  liable  for  their 
just  proportion  of  all  debts  and  liabilities,  then  existing,  of  the  county 
or  counties  out  of  which  they  are  respectively  formed  or  taken,"  will 
cover  all  that  is  necessary.  The  reason  why  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
will  be  voted  down,  and  I  may  have  an  opportunity  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  all  aflter  t1ie  words  "  section  three"  down  to  the  word 
"new,"  in  the  seventh  line,  is,  that  the  various  amendments  proposed 
and  the  original  section  as  offered  by  the  committee  are  going  to  prevent 
the  formation  of  any  more  counties.  It  may  be  that  no  more  are  needed 
at  present,  but  I  do  not  think  that  this  Convention  can  discount  all 
future  time  with  safety  and  with  intelligence.  That  more  counties  can 
be  formed  is  very  manifest.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman,  that  whenever  a  county  is  formed,  that 
each  county  that  is  to  be  subdivided  in  the  formation  of  the  new  county 
have  got  to  approve  of  it  by  a  majority  vote,  renders  it  absolutely  cer- 
■  tain  that  you  will  never  have  another  county  in  the  State,  whatever 
changes  the  circumstances  of  the  State  may  require,  or  whatever  the 
population  may  be.  Again,  here  it  is  proposed  that  there  must  be  at 
least  five  thousand  inhabitants.  Now,  sir,  we  have  counties  in  this 
State  where  a  man  has  to  travel  from  sixty  to  one  hundred  miles  to  reach 
the  county  seat.  Now,  in  a  vicinity  of  that  kind,  if  there  is  a  popu- 
lation of  three  or  four  thousand,  or  four  thousand  nine  hundred,  and 
they  are  willing  to  pay  the  expenses  of  a  county  government,  why  in 
the  name  of  conscience  should  tney  not  have  one?  The  State  is  made  up 
now  of  counties,  a  large  number  of  which  do  not  contain  five  thousand 
inhabitants,  and  they  contribute  their  full  share  to  the  strength,  the 
prosperity,  and  the  wealth  of  the  State.  Gentlemen  say  we  must  con- 
sider the  poor  taxpayer.  I  will  call  the  attention  of  gentlemen  on  this 
floor  to  tne  fact  that  it  costs  many  citizens  of  this  State  more  money 
now  to  travel  to  the  county  seat  than  it  costs  to  pay  the  taxes  on  their 
property  annually.  Again,  we  are  assuming,  if  we  adopt  a  section  like 
that,  that  this  State  is  now  crystallized. 

Mb.  FILCHEK.    If  the  travel  was  only  half  the  distance,  would  not 
the  expense  be  about  the  same? 

Mb.  JONES.  Not  at  all.  Thirty  additional  miles  iQake  it  necessary 
to  stay  another  day.  When  men  are  within  twenty  or  thirty  miles  of 
their  county  seat,  which  ought  to  be  nearly  central,  they  can  go  and 
return  the  same  day;  but  when  you  come  to  go  farther  than  that,  then 
it  is  two  or  three  days  trip.  It  is  a  grievous  burden  upon  every  Grand 
Juror,  every  trial  juror,  every  witness,  and  every  man  who  has  any 
business  of  any  sort  whatever  to  transact  at  the  county  Court,  that  he 
should  be  obliged  to  travel  fifty,  sixty,  seventy,  or  one  hundred  miles 
for  that  purpose.  It  ought  to  be  within  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to 
so  modify  the  general  law  as  to  meet  the  wants  of  such  citizens.  We 
are  assuming,  if  we  adopt  this  section,  that  this  State  has  crystallized, 
and  has  taken  upon  itself  a  permanent  form ;  that  the  counties  are  now 
all  that  they  ought  to  be  for  all  time  to  come.  We  have  no  right  to 
make  such  an  assumption.  The  centers  of  population  are  continually 
changing,  and  are  subject  to  great  and  rapid  changes.  Besides,  there  is 
not  a  State  in  the  Union,  a^d  there  never  will  be,  where  the  crystallized 
and  permanent  form  of  government  embraces  counties  of  such  enormous 
magnitude  as  California.  Look  at  the  great  counties  of  San  Bernardino, 
Stanislaus,  and  Merced,  reaching  from  the  mountains  on  the  east  to  the 
crest  of  the  coast  ranee  on  the  west.  If  -this  State  is  going  to  be  what 
we  expect,  a  great  and  thriving  population  will  exist  on  the  two  sides  of 
the  San  Joaquin  River.  At  the  present' time  there  is  no  population  to 
justify  two  counties,  but  every  consideration  of  ex{)ediency,  every  con- 
sideration of  right,  will  dictate  that  there  should  be  the  power  to  pass  a 
general  law  which  will  permit  them  to  form  two  counties.  For  one  half 
of  the  year  it  is  almost  impossible  to  reach  the  seat  of  justice  in  order  to 
transact  any  business,  judicial  or  otherwise,  that  a  man  may  have  to 
transact  at  the  county  seat.  The  country  is  flooded.  A  great  river  moves 
down  and  perhaps  overlaps  its  banks  for  three  or  four  miles.  In  the 
future  we  ought  to  have  some  means  of  adapting  the  condition  of  the 
counties  to  the  interests  of  the  people.  The  Legislature  is  not  abusing 
any  riqht — is  not  abusing  its  authority  in  the  way  of  making  newc6un- 
ties.  Why  not  let  the  Legislature  have  the  power  to  pass  a  general  law, 
and  to  modify  that  general  law  from  time  to  time,  so  as  to  permit  of  the 
organization  of  new  counties  when  the  interests  of  the  people  demand  it? 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the^glbd- 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  StedrnJ^V 
On  a  division,  the  vote  stood  42  ayes  to  4  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  We  will  take  another  vote.  There  is  no  quorum 
voting. 

The  question  was  again  put,  and,  on  a  division,  the  vote  stood  61  ayes 
to  7  noes. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  No  quorum  voting.  There  is  manifestly  a  quo- 
rum in  the  committee.  .  Gentlemen  are  requested  to  vote  one  way  or 
the  other. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  74  ayes  to 
15  noes. 

The  chairman.      The  question  recurs  on   the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Weller. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  jo  N  £3.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  section  three. 
Thk  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  after  the  words  'section  three,*  down  to  the  word  ' new,' 
in  the  seventh  line;  also,  strike  out  from  line  eight,  the  words  'or  por- 
tions of  a  county  when  added  to  another  county.'  " 

Ma.  HERRINGTON.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  That  strikes  out  a 
portion  ol  the  last  amendment  that  has  been  inserted. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  perfectly  in  order  to  do  so,  provided  you 
strike  out  other  language  in  connection  with  it. 


Mb.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  stated  my  reasons  for  offering 
this  amendment,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the  committee  at  all 
now.  As  to  the  words  in  line  eight,  "or  portions  of  a  county  when 
added  to  another  county,"  I  do  not  deem  it  a  matter  of  moment,  but  I 
do  not  understand  any  useful  eflect  of  it.  I  do  not  deem  it  a  matter  of 
great  moment  whether  they  are  stricken  out  or  not,  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  will  be  embarrassing  if  they  are  lefl  in. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  amendment  would  virtually 
destroy  section  three,  and  I  think  we  should  retain  some  vitality  in  that 
section.  The  Convention  has  decided  that  there  is  virtue  in  that  sec- 
tion, and  I  hope  that  the  Convention  will  adhere  to  its  decision,  and 
vote  down  the  amendment. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mariposa,  Mr.  Jones. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  amend  the  section 
in  lines  seven  and  eight,  by  transposing  the  terms,  striking  out  the  words 
"new  counties,  when  created  or,"  and  transposing  them  to  after  the  word 
"counties,"  so  as  to  make  it  read:  "portions  oi  a  county  when  added 
to  another  county,  or  new  counties,  wnen  created,  shall  be  liable,"  etc. 
That  will  express  what  was  undoubtedly  intended  bv  the  committee, 
but  as  it  now  stands  it  makes  it  read  awkwardlv,  as  though  new  coun- 
ties would  be  added  to  other  counties.    I  will  reduce  it  to  writing. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

"  Strike  out,  in  lines  seven  and  eight,  the  words  '  new  counties,  when 
created,  or,'  and  insert  the  words  'or  new  counties,  when  created,'  after 
the  second  'county,'  in  line  eight." 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman 
a  question.  How  can  a  portion  of  a  county  pay?  Why  should  not  the 
new  county  pay  that  portion?  How  can  a  portion  of  a  county  pay  sep- 
arately ? 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  would  like  to  inquire,  how  can  a  portion  of  a 
county  pay  any  portion? 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  The  sentence  will  commence  and  read  as  fol- 
lows :  "  Portions  of  the  county,  when  added  to  another  county,  or  new 
counties,  when  created,  shall  be  liable  for  their  just  proportion  of  all 
debts  and  liabilities  then  existing  of  the  county  or  counties  out  of 
which  they  are  respectively  formed  or  taken." 

Mb.  van  dyke.  My  question  is,  how  a  portion  of  a  ooanty  can 
pay? 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  I  suppose  that  the  assessment  roll  will  show 
it.    The  like  has  been  done  by  the  Legislature  in  this  State. 

Mb.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  has  been  done,  as  the  gentleman 
from  Santa  Clara  says,  over  and  over  again,  not  only  in  this  State,  but  * 
in  other  States.  There  is  no  trouble  about  it  The  assessment  roll  at  tbd 
time  will  show  how  much  belongs  to  that  portion,  and  the  Legislature 
can  direct  the  assessment  and  collection  of  taxes  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  property  in  that  portion  of  the  county  to  be  applied  to  the 
debt  of  the  countv. 

Mr.  JONES.    Suppose  the  county  line  runs  through  a  man's  property  ? 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  It  is  done  every  day  now,  in  formation  of  road  dis- 
tricts and  school  districts.  Lines  run  through  my  lands  in  three  or  four 
different  places. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by*the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  M.r.  Herrington. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"Strike  out  the  words  between  the  words  'thousand'  and  the  word 
'  nor,'  iu  line  five." 

BKKARKS   OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

t 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  words  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  are  these:  "  nor  shall  any  line  thereof  pass  within  five  miles  of  the 
county  seat  of  any  county  proposed  to  be  divided."  It  is  with  reference 
to  the  single  point  provided  for  in  this  section,  that  there  shall  be  no 
county  seats  within  five  miles  of  the  lines  of  a  new  county.  Now,  that 
would  work  very  inconveniently  in  some  cases.  We  do  not  know  what 
might  occur  pending  the  existence  of  this  Constitution,  if  it  should  be 
adopted.  It  might  be,  as  in  the  County  of  Alameda,  it  would  b£,impos- 
sible  to  have  a  county  seat  five  miles  from  the  line  of  a  new  county. 
On  this  question  the  committee  were  divided.  I  believe  the  majority 
were  in  favor  of  the  language  as  there  used,  but  it  may,  in  some  cases, 
work  great  inconvenience;  and  I  entertain  the  conviction  that  it  is  a 
provision  that  ou^ht  not  to  be  placed  in  the  Constitution.  Perhaps,  as  a 
general  rule,  it  might  be  a  gooa  one,  but  every  good  idea  ought  not  to  be 
put  into  the  Constitution.  The  question  is  not  whether  the  idea  is  good, 
but  whether  it  is  good  to  place  in  the  Constitution  of  the  State.  I  hope 
that  these  words  will  be  stricken  out.  It  might  work  great  inconven- 
ience in  some  cases. 

remarks   of   MR.   HALK. 

Mb.  hale.  It  is  true,  as  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  that 
this  proposition  did  not  receive  the  unaniniou»support  of  the  committee, 
but  it  did  receive  the  sanction  of  quite  a  large  majority.  I  wish  to  state 
on  behalf  of  the  majority  of  the  committee 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  My  recollection  of  the  thing  is  that  it  was  struck 
out  in  committee.  Afterwards  it  was  claimed  that  it  had  not  been  stricken 
out.  I,  in  common  with  so^e  others,  was  of  the  opinion  that  it  had 
been  stricken  out.  I  know  I  made  the  motion  to  strike  it  out,  and  I 
understood  the  motion  prevailed. 

Mr.  hale.  In  response  to  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman,  I  will 
say  that  probably  it  is  a  misapprehension.  I  believe  that  the  truth  of 
the  matter  was  that  a  motion  was  made  to  strike  it  out,  and  I  do  not 
remember  what  action  was  taken  on  it  by  the  committee.  At  a  subse- 
quent meeting,  when  I  think  a  larger  number  were  present,  the  matter 
was  considered,  and  it  was  then  retained.  However,  it  makes  no  difier- 
ence.    The  question  is  whether  it  ought  to  be  retained  or  not.    Now,  in 
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behalf  of  the  repoi-t  of  the  committee  upon  that  point,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
wish  to  say  that  this  clause  is  derive^l  from  the  Constitutions  of  several 
of  the  Western  States,  where,  as  in  this  State  in  some  instances,  there 
seems  to  be  a  constant  furore  to  change  county  seats,  and  to  divide  coun- 
ties. The  judgment  of  the  committee  was,  like  that  founded  upon  the 
Constitutional  Conventions  of  those  Western  States,  that  this  policy  had 
been  an  excellent  policy;  that  these  movements  for  divisions  of  counties 
and  change  of  county  seats  were  largely  founded  upon  private  interests, 
and  frequently  without  much  regard  to  public  weal;  that  it  was  wise, 
therefore,  to  place  suitable  restraints  upon  the  exercise  of  this  p4)wer  of 
the  Government.  The  provisions  are  inserted  from  the  Constitutions  of 
other  States  and  also  the  laws  of  other  States,  placing  a  restriction  upon 
the  power  to  so  divide  a  county  that  the  new  county  line  should  be  within 
less  than  live  miles  of  the  old  county  seat. 

Now,  it  is  the  presumption  that  if  it  were,  that  it  would  necessitate 
the  change  of  the  old  county  seat,  as  well  as  the  making  of  a  new  oounty 
seat.  I  think  it  is  a  wise  and  just  restraint.  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  not  prevail.  It  has  been  suggested  that  there  would  be  difficulty  in 
such  a  county  as  Alameda.  Now,  there  should  not  be  any  difficulty' 
about  that.  That  would  involve  probably  the  case  of  a  city.  If  the 
gentlemen  wish  to  provide  for  that  it  can  be  done  in  an  independent 
section,  or  the  introduction  of  new  matter  providing  a  different  rule 
applicable  to  the  formation  of  new  cities  and  counties,  or  a  restraint  upon 
a  division  of  a  county  where  they  have  a  city  and  oounty.  I  can 
imagine  cases  where  that  might  be  a  useful  thing;  but  this  rule,  as  for 
its  application  to  the  State  at  large,  I  apprehend  will  be  found  to  be 
wise.  If  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  provision  to  meet  cases  like  Alameda 
County,  I  shall  not  object  to  it,  provided  that  it  does  not  disturb  the 
harmo^ny  of  this  report. 

Mr.'  MgCALLUM.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  does  not 
think  there  are  already  enough  counties? 

Mr.  hale.    I  think  there  are  altogether  too  many. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  VAN   DYKB. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  a  general  proposition,  I  con- 
cede what  has  been  said  in  opposition  to  the  formation  of  now  counties 
on  every  occasion,  to  make  places  for  some  aspirants  for  office;  but  there 
are  cases  when  it  is  proper  to  have  new  counties  formed,  and  to  have 
counties  divided,  so  that  a  city  and  county  may  be  formed,  so  as  to  save 
expense  to  the  population.  Now,  sir,  it  strikes  me  if  we  are  going  much 
farther  we  had  better  prohibit  entirely  the  formation  of  any  new  counties. 
As  remarked  by  the  gentleman  by  my  side,  Mr.  Wyatt,  we  have  already 
partly  done  that.  That  is  what  I  object  to;  that  we  are  making  this  too 
unyielding  by  putting  it  into  this  Constitution.  Take,  for  instance,  up 
the  San  Joaqum  Valley — there  may  be  county  seats  within  five  miles 
of  the  San  Joaquin  River.  Now,  if  it  is  desirable,  hereafter,  to  form 
new  counties,  you  could  not  divide  it  by  the  river,  and  you  would  have 
to  divide  it  a  little  ways  off*  the  river  in  order  to  get  five  miles  from  an 
existing  county  seat.  It  is  utter  folly  to  put  such  a  clause  as  this  in  the 
Constitution,  in  my  opinion.  If  there  are  exceptions  to  a  rule  it  ought 
not  to  go  into  the  Constitution.  Leave  it  to  the  Legislature — not  form 
an  iron  rule  that  we  cannot  get  over  at  all.  That  is  the  reason  I  am 
opposed  to  the  section.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  prevail. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BHAPTER. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  the  section.  It 
has  been  amended  so  that  I  cannot  support  iL  Here  is  San  Joaquin, 
Marin,  Santa  Clara,  JSacramento— I  do  not  know  but  Placer,  and  pernaps 
Butte  and  Yuba  Counties — that  have  got  railroad  bonds  out,  and  county 
bonds  out.  This  Convention  has  adopted  a  provision  that  if  a  county  is 
divided  up  it  shall  not  be  liable  for  any  part  of  these  bonds.  That  would 
be  a  very  nice  operation,  to  shift  the  responsibility  by  transferring  the 
debts  to  a  county  that  did  not  have  any  debt  upon  it. 

-Mr.  LARKIN.    What  amendment  authorizes  that? 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  The  section,  as  it  has  been  amended.  It  will  let 
the  balance  of  the  county  that  is  left  shift  its  debt  over  on  to  the  county 
that  takes  this  part  in.  What  right  is  there  on  the  part  of  this  Conven- 
tion to  shift  the  responsibility  of  a  bond  which  the  county  has  executed 
over  on  to  somebody  else  that  may  not  be  able  to  pay  it?  It  cannot  be 
done,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  done  if  it  could  be  done. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Marin  will  not  prevail.  I  am  sorry  to  admit  that,  by  one  of 
the  amendments,  the  section  has  been  partly  emasculated  and  destroyed, 
but  there  is  a  little  virtue  in  it  yet,  and  we  hope  that  by  retaining  it  we 
may  perfect  it  in  Convention.     I  hope  the  motion  will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  Ir  I  understand  this  section  right.  I 
hope  it  will  be  stricken  out,  or  else  materially  changed.  There  is  a  pA- 
yision  here,  that  new  counties,  when  organized,  shall  be  liable  for  tneir 
just  proportion — will  the  Secretary  please  read  Mr.  Herri ngton's  amend- 
ment? 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

''Strike  out,  in  lines  seven  and  eight,  the  words  'new  counties  when 
created,  or,'  and  insert  the  words  '  or  new  counties,  when  created,'  after 
the  second  '  county '  in  line  eight,  so  it  shall  read :  '  portions  of  a  county, 
when  added  to  another  county,  or  new  counties,  when  created,  shall  be 
liable  for  their  just  proportion  of  all  debts  and  liabilities  then  existing, 
of  the  county  or  counties  out  of  which  they  are  respectively  formed  or 
taken.' " 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  The  gentleman  from  Marin  has  lost  his 
reckoning. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  There  is  a  liability  for  a  proportion  of  the  indebted- 
ness of  the  old  counties.  Now,  the  old  counties,  from  which  a  portion 
of  a  county  has  been  taken  to  form  a  new  county,  as  is  the  case  with 
San  Francisco  at  present,  and  other  counties,  may  have  an  indebtedness, 
and  at  the  same  time,  may  have  a  large  amount  of  property  on  hand, 
more  than  the  indebtedness.    So,  although  Ihey  may  be  in  debt,  they 


are  not  insolvent;  they  retain  the  public  buildings,  and  still  the  portion 
of  the  county  that  has  been  taken  from  it  njust  be  liable  for  the  mdebt- 
edness  of  that  county,  but,  of  course,  cannot  have  a  part  of  the  public 
buildings. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  gentleman  will  find  that  he 
is  in  error.  They  would  only  be  liable  for  their  just  proportion.  It  was 
supposed  by  the  committee  that  the  language  would  cover  the  very 
point  which  he  makes.  Of  course  that  portion  of  the  county  taken 
from  the  county  is  entitled  to  its  credit  for  the  pro|)ertv  of  the  county  as 
well  as  being  liable  for  it^  just  proportion  of  its  liabilities.  That  is  the 
view  taken  oy  the  committee,  ana  it  was  discussed  at  length.  If  the 
gentleman  can  find  any  better  words,  let  him  suggest.  I  wish  to  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Marin  that  the  very  proposition  which  he  advocated 
was  adopted  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr. 
Herrington.  It  does  provide  that  the  portions  of  the  county  shall  be 
liable  as  well  as  the  new  county.  The  objection  was  made  that  it  might 
be  difficult  to  ascertain  how  much  they  were  to  pay,  and  the  gentleman 
answered  that  proposition  himself.  I  hope  that  this  motion  will  not 
prevail.  This  evil  that  is  mentioned  here  of  the  formation  of  new  coun- 
ties without  any  conditions  whatever  is  a  great  evil  which  this  com- 
mittee proposed  to  remedy.  They  have  attempted  to  remedy  it  in  the 
manner  provided  in  the  first  clause.  I  confess  that  unless  this  amend- 
ment which  I  have  offered  should  prevail  I  should  not  be'  disposed  to 
support  the  section.  I  cannot  see  what  answe?  there  is  to  the  amend- 
ment which  I  have  offered.  I  hope  it  will  prevail,  and  that  the  section 
may  then  be  adopted.  It  is  conceded  here  that  as  it  reads  it  would 
work  a  hardship  in  the  cases  mentioned.  There  are  other  cases  where 
that  will  not  occur.  There  might  be  cases  where  the  county  scat  of  a 
new  county  would  not  be  on  the  banks  of  a  river,  although  there  might 
be  a  large  city  there. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  that  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Marin  misunderstands  the  efl*ect  of  the  Herrington  amend- 
ment. Certainly  if  he  does  not,  I  do.  As  I  read  and  interpret  the 
amendment  off*ered  by  Mr.  Herrington 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  I  under8ft>(Hi  the  Clerk  to  read  that  the  portions  of 
the  county  were  stricken  out.    That  I  am  in  error  in. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Consequently  the  virtue  of  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man fails. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Is  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Marin  with- 
drawn? 

Mr.  SHAFTER.    No. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   FILCHER. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  for  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alameda,  I  think  the  section  as  it  stands  is  a  good  one. 
The  Constitution  of  Missouri  and  the  Constitution  of  Illinois  have  estab- 
lished the  limit  at  ten  miles,  and  they  have  done  so  with  a  view  to  add- 
ing stability  to  their  county  seats.  A  similar  provision  will  have  the 
same  effect  here  in  California.  The  idea  is,  as  I  understand  it,  that  in 
the  event  of  the  organization  of  a  new  county,  they  should  not  affect  the 
location  of  the  present  county  governments  by  such  a  change.  For 
instance,  if  .it  should  hereafter  be  deemed  advantageous  to  divide  Placer 
County,  which  is  now  nearly  one  hundred-  miles  in  length,  it  would 


it  to  at  least  five  miles,  and  I  think  the  limit  is  small  enough.  For  my 
part,  I  would  prefer  even  a  greater  distance.  I  would  prefer  ten  miles, 
and  if  it  were  offered  here,  I  would  vote  to  make  the  limit  ten  miles 
instead  of  five. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Would  hot  this  limit  prevent  a  new  county  in  Ala- 
meda?   It  might  not  affect  us,  but  it  might  come  near  some  gentleman. 

Mr.  FILCHFIR.  The  county  seat  of  Alameda  County  is  established. 
It  is  more  than  likely  that  the  present  county  seat  would  be  the  oounty 
seat  of  one  or  the  other,  and  I  say  that  the  new  county  should  not  come 
within  ten  miles  of  the  present  county  seat;  because  in  the  establish- 
ment of  a  new  county  seat  it  should  be  that  distance  in  justice  to  the 
most  of  the  people  in  the  new  county  formed.  Placing  county  seats  on 
one  side  of  a  county  is  unjust  to  the  other  side;  it  is  like  sticking  a 
school  house  in  the  corner  of  a  school  district,  which  is  sometimes  done, 
and  always  to  the  great  dissatisfaction  of  those  in  the  other  end  of  the 
district. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Suppose,  during  the  existence  of  this  Constitu- 
tion, there  should  be  two  cities  of  ten  thousand  inhabitants  within  that 
distance,  would  you  not  say 

Mr.  FILCHER.  I  should  say  that  in  forming  a  county  they  should 
run  out  at  least  five  miles  outside  of  that  big  city,  if  they  desired  to  have 
that  the  location  of  government. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  This  restriction  was  simply  a  restric- 
tion to  prohibit  the  hasty  formation  of  counties.  There  are  sufficient 
guards  m  this  section,  in  relation  to  the  formation  of  counties,  without 
this  provision,  and  I  think  it  should  be  stricken  out.  There  may  be 
exceptions,  but  there  are  hardships  under  it. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    WYATT. 

Mr.  wyatt.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope-that  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Marin  will  prevail,  and  that  the  section  will  be  stricken  out, 
because  I  do  not  want  to  say  to  the  living  now,  nor  to  the  living  who 
shall  come  hereafter,  that  the  State  of  California  in  the.  year  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-nine  attained  its  growth,  and  there  was  no  possi- 
bility of  any  future  growth.  I  want  this  motion  to  prevail,  for  it  is  said 
the  dead  should  not  govern  the  living,  and  we  will  be  dead  to  those 
whom  this  law  is  intended  to  operate  upon.  This  is  but  saying  that 
there  shall  be  no  more  counties  made  in  the  State  of  California.  It  is 
saying  that  where  there  is  a  county  seat  located  now  they  shall  retain  it 
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for  all  future  time.  It  Is  to  say  that  the  growth  of  this  State,  no  matter 
what  it  may  be  in  the  future,  mivst  conform  to  our  notions  of  the  proper 
boundaries  of  these  counties,  regardless  of  what  they  desire,  or  wnat 
may  be  just  to  them.  It  is  no  use  to  misconstrue  this  section.  If  you 
refer  to  the  section  you  will  find  that  it  fixes  forever  the  county  lines  of 
this  State  while  this  Constitution  governs.  I  hope  it  will  be  stricken 
out. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  fVom  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Marin  to  strike  out  section  three. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Thk  chairman.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  section 
three,  the  Secretary  will  read  section  four. 

COUNTY   OOVEBNUINTS. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

Sec.  4.  The  Legislature  shall  establish  a  system  of  county  govern- 
ments which  shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  State ;  and  by  general  laws 
shall  provide  for  township  organization,  under  which  any  county  may 
organize  whenever  a  majority  of  the  qualified  electors  of  such  county, 
voting  at  a  general  election,  shall  so  determine;  and,  whenever  a  county 
shall  adopU  township  organization,  the  assessment  and  collection  of  the 
revenue  shall  be  made,  and  the  business  of  such  county,  and  the  local 
affairs  of  the  several  townships  therein,  shall  be  managed  and  trans- 
acted in  the  manner  prescribea  by  such  general  laws. 

Mr.  hale.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  a  substitute  for  section  four. 

Thk  secretary  read. 

''Skc  4.  The  Legislature  shall  establish  a  system  of  county  govern- 
ments, which  shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  State;  shall  provide  for 
the  election  or  appointment  in  the  several  counties  of  Boards  of  Super- 
visors, Sheriffs,  County  Clerks,  District  Attorneys,  and  such  other  county, 
township,  and  municipal  officers  as  public  convenience  may  require; 
and  shall  prescribe  their  duties  and  fix  their  compensation ;  and  by 
general  laws  shall  provide  for  township  organization  or  subdivision  of 
the  county,  under  which  anv  county  may  organize  whenever  a  majority 
of  the  qualified  electors  of  such  county  or  subdivision  of  a  county, 
voting  at  a  general  election,  shall  so  determine;  and  whenever  a  county 
or  subdivision  of  a  county  shall  adopt  township  organization,  the  assess- 
ment and  collection  of  the  revenue  shall  be  made,  and  the  business  of 
such  county,  and  the  local  affairs  of  the  several  townships  therein,  shall 
be  managed  and  transacted  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  such  general 
laws.  It  shall  regulate  the  salaries  and  fees  of  all  county  officers  in 
proportion  to  duties,  and  for  this  purpose  may  classify  the  counties  by 
population." 

BKMARKS   OP   MR.   HALE. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  purpose  of  this  substitute  is  to 
embody  the  substance  of  sections  four  and  five  in  one  section,  upon  the 
ground  that  the  matters  are  germane,  and  that  they  may  be  consolidated 
in  one  section.  It  also  omits  some  portions  of  section  five.  There  is 
also  one  additional  feature  contained  in  the  substitute,  not  contained  in 
the  report  of  the  committee,  and  I  will  call  attention  to  that  particu- 
«  larlv.  We  here  provide  for  the  organization  of  townships  or  counties 
with  township  governments.  The  report  of  the  committee  provides 
that  it  may  be  done  by  a  full  county^nd  comprising  all  portions  of  the 
county,  or,  in  fact,  "  and  by  general  laws,  shall  provide  for  township 
organization,  under  which  any  county  may  organize,  whenever  a 
majority  of  the  qualified  electors  of  such  county,  voting  at  a  general 
election,  shall  so  determine."  The  substitute  contains  the  words  "  and  by 
general  laws,  shall  provide  for  township  organization,  or  subdivision  of 
the  county,  under  which  any  county  may  organize  whenever  a  majority 
of  the  qualified  electors  of  such  county,  or  subdivision  of  a  county, 
voting  at  a  general  election,  shall  so  determine;  and  whenever  a  county 
or  subdivision  of  a  county  shall  adopt  township  organization,  the  assess- 
ment and  collection  of  the  revenue  shall  be  made,  and  the  business  of 
such  county  and  the  local  afiTairs  of  the  several  townships  therein,  shall 
be  managed  and  transacted  in  the  manner  prescribed  oy  such  general 
laws." 

The  idea  of  this  amendment  is  this.  There  are  quite  a  large  number 
of  counties  in  this  State  which  contain  two  distinct  characters  of  popu- 
lation. The  county  that  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  is  one  of 
them.  I  allude  to  the  County  of  Placer.  The  upper  portion  will  be 
found  to  be  mineral,  and  the  people  there  are  engaged  in  mining  pur- 
suits. The  lower  part  will  be  found  to  be  agricultural,  and  the  peiople 
farmers  and  fruit  growers.  Now  it  has  been  found,  in  the  eflTorts  here- 
tofore made  in  this  behalf,  and  also  in  the  experience  of  other  States 
bearing  some  analogy  to  this,  that  in  the  agricultural  portions  of  coun- 
ties they  will  find  it-to  their  advantage,  and  it  will  be  found  generally, 
that  the  people  will  favor  township  organization  and  the  maintenance  of 
township  government.  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  every  community  of 
the  State  where  the  population  is  sufficient,  where  the  industries  are 
sufficiently  well  organized,  where  property  interests  are  established  and 
the  communities  organized  upon  a  proper  basis,  that  this  township 
organization  will  be  found  a  good  policy,  and  result  in  public  advantage. 
Now  take  the  Countv  of  Placer  as  an  example.  The  lower  half  of  the 
county  is  almost  wholly  occupied  b^  people  engaged  in  agricultural 
pursuits.  Farming,  on  a  large  scale,  is  there  conducted.  Fruit  raising 
13  a  large  industry.  Mining  is  but  a  small  employment  to  the  people, 
and  comprises  but  a  small  portion  of  the  property  interests  there.  In 
that  portion  of  the  county — and  I  speak  of  this  merely  as  an  example — 
the  people  will  find  it  to  their  advantage,  and  I  believe  will  be  very 
willms,  to  adopt  a  system  of  township  governments.  In  the  upper  por- 
tion of  the  county  the  people  are  engaged  in  mining,  and  there  is  a 
large  floating  population  and  other  elements  which  would  make  it  prac- 
tically out  of  the  question  to  adopt,  advantageously,  township  organiza- 


tion or  government,  and  probably  their  vote  would  defeat  its  adoption 
in  the  lower  part.  This  amendment  is  to  enable  these  subdivisions  of 
counties  to  act  upon  this  proposition  for  themselves.  It  is  to  allow  the 
benefit  of  township  organization  and  government  in  those  cases  where 
the  interests  or  conditions  of  the  people  would  justify  their  adoption, 
and  enable  the  other  portions  to  maintain  their  present  status.  The 
committee  found  some  difficulty  in  the  adoption  of  that  language,  disa- 
greeing with  the  idea,  and  thought  it  impracticable.  However,  the 
primary  object  of  the  substitute  is  to  embodv  the  substance  of  sections 
^our  and  five  in  one,  upon  the  ground  that  they  are  germane  and  may 
be  properly  combined. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  that  both  these  sections  will  be 
stricken  out,  as  useless,  and  traveling  over  ground  covered  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Legislative  Department.  The  committee  has  come  to  a  con- 
clusion at  variance  with  this  report.  I  hope  the  substitute  will  be  voted 
down,  and  that  the  sections  will  both  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

**  Amend  the  amendment  to  read  as  follows :  '  The  Legislature  shall 
establish  a  system  of  county  governments  which  shall  be  uniform 
throughout  the  State,  and  by  general  laws  shall  provide  for  township 
organizations  and  government  therein,  giving  to  the  county  and  town- 
ship officers  charg^  with  governmental  functions  such  powers,  execu- 
tive, legislative,  and  judicial,  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  for  the 
orderly  conduct  of  the  affairs  thereof,  and  for  the  safety  and  happiness 
of  their  inhabitants.'" 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  half-past  twelve,  and  I 
suppose  that  the  committee  will  now  rise.    I  make  that  motion. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organization, 
have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON   SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  ic..  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called,  and  a  quorum  present. 

VACATING  the  OFFICE   OF  SECRETARY. 

Mr.  swing.    Mr.  President:   I  desire  to  introduce  a  resolution  in 
relation  to  the  Secretaryship  of  this  Convention  : 
Thk  secretary  read: 

Whbrkas,  The  Secretary  of  this  ConTention.  J.  A.  Johnson,  has  declared  to  mem- 
ben  of  this  ConTention  his  intention  of  absenting  himself  for  the  purpose  of  risiting 
the  National  Capital  on  business  entirely  unconnected  with  his  duties  as  Secretary, 
and  has  already  been  absent  from  his  duties  for  a  period  of  more  than  three  days 
without  leave,  and  without  furnishing  a  substitute ; 

Resolved,  That  the  ofllce  of  Secretary  of  this  Convention  be  and  the  same  is  hereby 
declared  vacant,  and  that  George  A.  Thornton  be  and  he  is  hereby  declared  ^Secretary 
of  the  Convention  for  the  remainder  of  the  session. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BEERSTECHBR. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  Mr.  Johnson,  before  leaving 
hero — I  had  a  conversation  with  him  before  he  went  away  from  here  to 
Oakland.  In  that  conversation  he  said  he  was  going  to  Oakland,  and 
that  he  had  some  days'  work  to  perform  there,  when  he  intended  to 
come  back  here  and  go  from  here  to  Washington,  with  the  expectation 
of  remaining  some  time.  However,  he  said  before  ho  proceeded  to 
Washington  he  would  come  here  and  make  some  arrangement  in  regard 
to  the  position  he  is  occupying.  Now,  it  does  seem  to  me,  sir,  that  we 
are  acting  too  hastily.  The  declarations  of  the  gentleman,  as  regards 
his  intentions,  are  not  evidence,  and  should  not  be  taken  as  evidence 
against  him.  Of  course,  if  we  had  proof  that  Mr.  Johnson  was  pro- 
ceeding to  Washington  without  notifying  this  Convention,  or  had  actu- 
ally vacated  his  position,  why  of  course  I  would  have  no  objection  to  his 
place  being  filled  by  some  other  person.  But  I  do  not  understand  that 
this  action  is  based  upon  anything  else  save  the  last  declarations  of  the 
gentleman.  And,  as  the  statement  was  made  to  me  that  he  expected  to 
come  back  here  and  stay  for  a  day  or  two  before  going  to  Washington,  I 
believe  it  would  be  no  more  than  justice,  no  more  than  fair  dealing,  if 
Mr.  Johnson  be  in  Oakland,  he  should  be  notified  that  this  Convention 
it  about  to  take  this  step.  I  am  not  making  this  speech  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Johnson.  I  have  nothing  to  say  for  him,  but  I  believe  in  fair  dealing, 
and  justice  requires  that  a  man  should  be  notified,  and  should  not  be  so 
summarily  dealt  with  as  this  resolution  extends.  I  hope  it  will  be 
deferred  until  we  ascertain  exactly  what  he  intends  to  do.  It  may  be 
the  intention  of  the  gentleman  to  resign'  his  position,  and  unless  the 
mover  of  the  resolution  sees  fit  to  postpone  it  for  a  short  time,  I  shall 
feel  called  upon  to  make  a  motion  to  lav  it  upon  the  table.  If  the  mover 
desires  to  postpone  it  for  a  few  days  I  think  it  will  be  satisfactory  to  all 
the  members  of  the  Convention. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    LARKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  one  of  those  who  supported 
Mr.  Johnson,  and  I  am  a  friend  of  his.  I  spoke  to  him  concerning  this 
matter,  and  he  told  me  that  he  accepted  the  position  for  one  hundred 
days,  and  had  no  intention  of  remaining  longer,  as  he  had  his  arrange- 
ments made  to  go  on  to  Washington,  and  that  he  could  not  remain 
longer.  He  had  conversations  with  other  gentlemen,  I  find,  to  the  same 
effect.  I  have  no  disrespect  for  him,  but  to  those  gentlemen  who  are  at 
the  desk  I  think  it  is  no  mdre  than  right. 
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BRMABKS   OF   MR.   SWIXG. 

Mr.  swing.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  did  not  offer  this  resolution  because  I 
have  any  ill  feeling  toward  the  Secretary;  on  the  contrary,  I  have  the 
kindest  feelings  for  him.  But  I  know  it  has  been  customary  with  Sec- 
retaries and  Clerks,  when  they  have  to  absent  themselves,  to  furnish 
some  person  to  do  their  duty  for  them  while  absent.  As  regards  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  that  these  statements 
are  made  without  any  foundation,  that  I  am  willing  to  take  upon  myself  j 
but  I  am  willing  to  refer  to  the  record  to  show  that  he  has  absented 
himself,  without  leave,  for  more  than  three  days,  and  referring  to  Rule 
Ten,  in  regard  to  the  duties  of  Secretary,  we  will  see  whether  or  not  he 
is  not  liable  to  this  measure  :  "  The  Secretary  must  attend  each  day,  and 
call  the  roll,  read  the  Journal,  and  all  propositions  and  resolutions."  I 
refer  to  that  rule,  against  which  he  is  acting  in  direct  opposition.  It  is  a 
very  easy  matter  for  him  to  ^et  leave  of  absence,  and  furnish  a  proper 
substitute  to  perform  the  duties.  When  he  sees  proper  not  to  give  any 
courtesy.  I  do  not  believe  this  Convention  is  bound  to  show  him  any 
courtesy;  therefore,  I  insist  upon  the  resolution,  unless  I  am  shown 
some  good  reason  why  the  matter  should  be  postponed. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  resolution  will  be 
adopted.  The  Secretary  of  this  Convention  has  left  us  for  a  number  of 
days,  and  he  had  not  even  the  courtesy  to  a^k  this  Convention  for  leave 
of  absence.  He  has  gone  to  Oakland,  and  I  presume  through  his  means 
scurrilous  articles  have  been  written  in  the  Times,  holding  us  up  before 
the  people  of  this  State  to  ridicule;  and  I  say,  sir,  that  the  position 
should  be  declared  vacant,  because  he  has  treated  us  with  discourtesy. 
I  do  not  think  we  will  treat  him  any  more  discourteously  by  declaring 
the  place  vacant  than  he  has  us. 

Mr.  BARTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  heartily  second  the  remarks  of 
Mr.  Stedman.  Not  because  I  have  any  ill  feeling  towards  Mr.  Johnson. 
I  leave  the  Convention  to  determine  for  themselves  about  the  allusions 
and  declarations  made  by  my  friend,  Mr.  Beerstecher.  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  Mr.  Johnson  stated  to  me  that  he  would  be  obliged  to  go.  I 
asked  him  if  he  intended  to  Resign.  He  said  :  "  I  suppose,  inasmuch  as 
I  am  obliged  to  go,  the  Convention  will  have  to  use  its  own  pleasure." 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  rise  to  oppose  the  passage  of  this 
resolution.  He  has  absented  himself  some  days;  but,  sir,  it  will  not  do 
for  us  to  declare  the  place  vacant.  That  is  simply  to  expel  him  without 
giving  him  &ny  opportunity  to  be  heard.  It  will  not  change  the  condi- 
tion of  things  for  us  to  call  upon  him  to  say  whether  he  is  about  to  leave 
the  State  or  not.  Give  him  due  notice,  and  if  he  does  not  reply,  all 
right.  I  do  not  like  to  hurry  a  matter  through  like  this.  I  think  it  is 
undignified  and  unbecoming  a  deliberative  I>ody.  We  have  run  the 
Convention  without  Mr.  Johnson,  and  we  can  do  it  a  little  longer.  He 
can  then  come  in  and  ask  for  leave  of  absence,  or  tender  his  resignation. 

remarks    of    MR.    MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  gentleman  referred 
to  some  rule  about  three  days. 

Mr.  swing.  No,  sir;  I  read  a  part  of  Rule  Ten  bearing  on  this 
matter. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  This  is  the  first  intimation  I  have  had  of  such  a 
resolution  as  that;  and  more  than  that,  it  is  the  first  I  have  heard  about 
any  intended  absence  of  the  Secretary.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  cannot 
be  assumed  by  any  gentleman  here,  and  will  not  be,  that  Mr.  Johnson 
knows  of  any  resolution  of  this  sort.     I  suppose  that  will  not  be  claimed. 

Mr.  stedman.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question :  If  you 
have  noticed  in  the  Record  Union  and  Bee  an  article  stating  that  Mr. 
Johnson  was  about  leaving  for  the  East — for  Washington — and  would 
probably  resign  his  position  ?  Such  an  article  was  published  in  those 
papers. 

Mr.  SWING.  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say  that  there  has  been 
no  such  statement  made  by  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  What  I  say  is  this:  I  suppose  that  no  gentle- 
man here  will  say  that  he  consented  to  this  resolution.  We  have  heard 
it  assumed  here  that  he  di#not  expect  to  serve  over  one  hundred  days, 
and  it  seemed  to  imply  that  he  consented,  and  was  used  as  an  argument. 
No  gentleman  will  say  that  he  consented.  I  am  entirely  unfamiliar 
with  his  business  as  to  his  intended  absence.  I  know  this:  that  after 
the  election  of  Mr.  Johnson,  partly  because  he  was  not  an  expert  reader, 
though  of  average  capacity«in  that  line,  a  number  of  gentlemen  who 
voted  for  him  have  been  dissatisfied  with  him  from  the  beginning.  But 
I  hope  no  injustice  will  be  done,  and  certainly  it  would  be  extremely 
unjust  and  unprecedented  to  expel  an  officer  without  notice.  Mr.  John- 
son is  the  second  officer  in  this  Convention,  and  as  I  understand  from 
gentlemen  here,  he  is  in  Oakland.  Mr.  Johnson,  then,  can  be  notified. 
I  think  myself,  sir,  that  if  Mr.  Johnson  does  not  intend  to  remain  and 
perform  the  duties  of  Secretary,  that  we  should  have  another  Secretary 
m  his  place,  and  a  very  efficient  gentleman  has  been  named  in  his 
place.  But  the  other  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  to  be  here.  Of 
course,  if  he  is  going  away  to  remain,  he  would  undoubtedly  resign. 
As  far  as  any  information  we  have  here  to  the  contrary,  he  may  be  absent 
on  account  of  sickness.  I  cannot  say  otherwise.  Now,  sir,  I  don't  sup- 
pose there  can  be  any  two  views  as  to  the  propriety  and  right  of  giving 
the  gentleman  a  chance  to  be  here.  If  he  is  here,  I  have  no  doubt  he 
will  resign  before  he  goes  to  Washington,  if  he  does  not  intend  to  return 
immediately.  As  I  stated,  I  have  certainly  no  desire  to  continue  the 
gentleman  as  Secretary  unless  he  performs  his  duties.  But  we  might  as 
well,  because  the  President  of  this  Convention  has  been  absent  a  week, 
declare  the  office  of  President  vacant.  I  move  to  make  that  resolution 
the  special  order  for  next  Monday,  at  two  o'clock,  and  that  the  acting 
Secretary  notify  Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  ask  if  the  gentleman  would  not  consent  to  add  to  his 
motion,  a  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  with 
instructions  to  report  the  facts.  ^ 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    That  is  unnecessary. 


Mr.  JONES.  We  shall  have  no  official  knowledge  coming  to  us  in 
any  way. 

Mr.  swing.  I  don't  desii;e  to  do  the  gentleman  any  injustice.  I 
will  consent  that  it  be  done,  or  to  refer  it  to  that  committee. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  I  move  to  amend,  until  to-morrow  morning  at  half- 
past  nine  o'clock. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  the  best  motion  to  make  is  that  it  be 
made  the  special  order  for  next  Monday,  at  two  o'clock.  I  don't  see  what 
any  committee  has  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  biggs.  I  ask  the  gentleman  how  many  days  he  has  been  here 
in  the  last  two  weeks. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  confess  he  has  been  absent  most  of  the  time.  I 
don't  know  why  he  has  been  away.  But  if  he  had  not  been  here  for  a 
month  he  is  entitled  to  notice  before  we  adopt  a  resolution  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  beerstecher.    He  went  away  last  Saturday. 

Mr.  DUDLEY.  I  think  it  is  no  more  than  right  that  he  should  have 
notice.  There  are  two  gentleman  who  have  gone  on  his  bonds,  and  if 
we  expel  him  some  blame  might  attach  to  them. 

REMARKS    OF   MR..  CASSERLT. 

Mr..  CASSERLY.  Mr.  President:  I  agree  with  thfe  remarks  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alameda.  It  is  the  essence  of  all  justice  that  you 
should  not  decide  or  punish  until  after  you  have  heard.  If  the  Secre- 
tary was  the  greatest  criminal  in  the  land  he  would  be  entitled  to  due 
notice  and  a  hearing,  and  I  am  for  giving  him  that  notice,  and  an  oppor- 
tunity to  be  heard.  When  we  found  that  he  was  not  attending  to  his 
duties,  from  day  to  day,  we  should  have  stopped  him  at  the  threshold. 
We  allowed  the  Assistant  Secretary,  to  go  on  and  discharge  the  duties, 
and  by  such  sufferance  he  has  been  absent  when  he  should  have  been  here. 
Now,  I  respectfully  submit  that  he  is  entitled  to  notice  before  we  pro- 
ceed to  condemn  him. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WEBSTER. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  President :  I  think  it  is  proper  that  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda  should  carry.  This  very  hasty  action 
was  something  of  a  surprise  to  many  of  us.  It  is  understood  that  Mr. 
Johnson  intends  going  East  very  soon.  He  expects  to  come  back  here.  It 
may  have  been  that  he  has  been  detained  in  Oakland  longer  than  he 
anticipated  when  he  went  away  Saturday.  I  believe  it  is  a  very  com- 
mon thing  for  members  to  go  down  and  be  detained  longer  than  they 
anticipated,  consequently  he  didn't  ask  for  proper  leave  of  absence,  to  stay 
the  proper  length  of  time.  He  stated  when  he  left  that  he  designed  to 
come  back.  He  designed  resigning  his  position  before  he  went.  I 
think  it  is  proper  that  he  should  have  a  hearing.  It  is  a  matter  of  cour- 
tesy to  him,  and  certainly  justice.  He  ought  to  be  notified  of  the  action 
of  the  Convention. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  President:  I  desire  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  say  that  the  gentleman  has  used  the  paper  which  he  controls  to 
assault  a  bod^r  of  men  who  helped  him  to  the  position  he  now  holds. 
In  return  for  that  magnanimous  act,  I  will  consent  for  him  to  have  a 
chance  to  be  heard. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  make  the  matter 
the  special  order  for  Monday,  at  two  o'clock. 

Carried. 

COUNTY  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  move  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to  further  consider 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organiza- 
tion. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Section  four,  and  amendments,  are  before  the 
committee. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    HERRINGTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  amendment  which  I 
propose  as  a  substitute,  or  amendment  offered  by  Judge  Hale,  epitomizes 
the  substance  of  the  provisions  contained  in  section  four,  and  is  a  clean 
cut  provision.  That  portion  of  the  amendment  to  which  I  object  is  that 
in  reference  to  a  vote  of  the  county.  My  opinion  is,  sir,  that  the  effect 
is  not  fully  appreciated  by  gentlemen  in  considering  this  section — the 
effect  which  tnis  provision  will  have  upon  organizing  a  system  of  gov- 
ernment for  counties  and  townships.  It  permits  portions  of  a  county  to 
accept  the  provisions  provided  for  in  section  four,  as  proposed  by  Judge 
Hale,  and  it  requires  that  the  counties  shall  first  take  a  vote.  What 
system  of  county  government  will  you  have  when  the  county  adopts 
this  system?  Will  the  old  system  continue  as  it  is  now?  Will  you 
keep  up  the  present  system  that  is  provided  by  the  Legislature  under 
the  various  Acts  passed  wi^i  reference  to  county  governments?  How  will 
you  adopt  one  uniform  system  to  which  you  will  compel  counties  to 
conform?  That  is  the  proposition  which  is  presented  to  you,  and  to 
which  you  must  come,  whether  you  sleep  over  it,  or  whether  you  wake 
to  its  full  importance.  Under  the  system  proposed  in  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  a  single  township  will  have  power  to 
adopt  this  system  by  a  vote  of  the  township,  while  the  remaining  por- 
tion of  the  county  will  stay  under  the  old  system,  or  have  no  gov- 
ernment at  all.  I  say  this  situation  of  things  is  possible  under  this 
amendment,  as  proposed  by  Judge  Hale.  Now,  it  is  true  that  this 
amendment  proposea  by  Judge  Hale  dispenses  with  section  five;  but  it 
will  alter  the  symphony  of  the  system  proposed  by  the  committee.  Sec- 
tion five  can  be  amended  in  a  much  shorter  way  than  by  adopting  that 
amendment. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    HALE. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  the  amendment  is 
objectionable  upon  two  grounds.  One  is  that  it  does  not  permit  the  peo- 
ple of  the  several  counties  to  determine  for  themselves  by  a  vote  whether 
they  will  or  will  not  adopt  a  system  of  township  organization.    That 


1048 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Thursday, 


I  apprehend  would  be  more  than  unwise.  In  the  Western  States,  where 
a  system  of  township  government  has  been,  of  later  years,  adopted,  thej 
inaugurated  in  all  those  States,  or  in  most  of  them,  by  submitting  the 
question  to  a  vote  of  the  county  or  subdivision  of  the  county.  Thev 
were  adopted  in  portions  of  these  States  and  in  others  they  were  reiected, 
and  the  experience  of  those  portions  adopting  them  has  been  such  as  to 
lead  the  remaining  portions  to  adopt  them  also.  I  have  for  these  rea- 
sons given  portions  of  a  county  the  right  to  adopt  the  system,  independ- 
ent of  the  other  portion.  I  think  in  any  event  the  question  ought  to  be 
submitted  to  the  people.    Therefore,  I  am  opposed  to  the  substitute. 

REMA.RKS   O^  MR.   rREEUAX. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  section 
proposed  by  the  committee  is  preferable  to  either  of  the  amendments. 
The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Placer  was  considered  by  the 
committee.  It  seemed  to  embody  a  consolidation  of  sections  four  and 
five,  with  the  exception  that  it  authorized  portions  of  a  countv  to  adopt 
township  organization.  The  section  as  it  stands  simply  provides  for  the 
organization  of  county  governments  by  the  Legislature,  thus  permitting 
counties  to  establish  towiiship  organizations.  But  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Placer  allows  portions  of  counties  to  establish  town- 
ship organizations.  The  committee  considered  that  that  could  not  be 
practically  operated;  that  there  must  necessarily  be  great  confusion 
where  one  part  of  the  countv  is  having  its  affairs  conducted  under  one 
system,  and  another  part  of  the  county  is  having  its  affairs  conducted 
under  another  and  different  system.  The  amendment  of  the  ^ntleman 
from  Santa  Clara  is  still  more  objectionable,  if  I  understand  it,  because 
it  seems  to  compel  the  Legislature,  as  far  as  we  can  do  so,  to  provide  for 
township  organizations  in  the  various  counties.  Now,  there  was  a  sec- 
tion in  the  old  Constitution  like  this  as  it  stands.  The  Constitution 
declared  that  the  Legislature  shall  provide  for  township  government, 
but  the  people  of  the  State  either  never  desired  these  organizations,  or 
else  the  representatives  have  for  a  long  time  neglected  to  accede  to  their 
desires.  But  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  seems  to  make  the  same 
mistake  that  was  made  in  the  old  Constitution,  and  that  is  that  it  makes 
it  mandatory  upon  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  HERRI NGTON.  If  the  gentleman  will  excuse  me,  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara  made  that  mistake  on  purpose.  He  did  not  design 
to  leave  it  to  the  Legislature  to  do  as  they  see  fit. 

Mr.  freeman.  In  that  it  is  objectionable.  There  is  no  reason  why 
we  should  force  a  system  upon  the  people  of  the  counties. 

RIKARKS   OF   KR.   MILLS. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara  will  not  prevail.  The  provision  of  the  present 
Constitution  provides  that  the  Legislature  shall  establish  a  system  of 
township  organizations.  But  thev  never  have  done  so.  The  matter  was 
referred  to  the  Legislature  and  they  refused  to  do  it.  The  report  of  the 
committee  is  that  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  may  establish  such  township 

E)vemments.  It  is  true  it  would  be  under  a  provision  passed  by  the 
egislature,  but  if  the  Boards  of  the  several  counties  undertook  to  estab- 
lish such  township  organizations,  they  are  permitted  to  do  it  under  sec- 
tion four.  The  diflSculty  was  that,  until  you  had  taken  a  vote  in  the 
counties,  you  could  not  know  what  the  people  desired.  The  Boards  of 
Supervisors  are  able  to  know  what  is  best  for  the  several  counties.  At 
the  present  time  the  system  of  township  governments  amounts  to  nothing. 
It  is  true  that  the  revenue  Act  provides  that  Assessors  shall  provide  for 
assessing  property  by  townships,  but  in  two  thirds  of  the  cases  he  cannot 
tell  where  the  township  lines  are.  It  is  a  great  difficulty  for  him  to 
undertake  to  do  it.  When  assessments  are  made  for  road  purposes,  a 
township  sometimes  gets  more  than  its  share,  because  he  does  not  know 
where  the  lines  are.  But  when  this  system  is  put  into  force,  we  shall 
hear  of  no  more  of  such  cases  as  the  case  of  the  people  against  Moore. 
Why  not  put  it  in  the  power  of  the  people?  It  may  be  said  that  the 
people  have  never  asked  for  it.  Do  you  not  know  that  petitions  ^ave 
been  sent  to  the  Legislature  from  the  different  counties  repeatedly, 
endeavoring  to  obtain  this  thing?  I  say,  to  my  certain  knowledge,  such 
petitions  have  been  sent  from  the  county  where  I  reside.  The  Boards 
of  Sujiervisors  know  the  feeling  in  the  county,  and  can  act  intelligently. 
I  think  it  is  best  that  local  matters  should  be  determined  by  local  officers. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   LARKIX. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  proposition  embodied  in  sections 
four  and  five  was  really  contemplated  by  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
DepartmenL  The  adoption  of  the  report  of  that  committee,  as  it  was 
adopted  by  this  Convention,  makes  a  necessity  for  this  and  similar  pro- 
visions in  this  Constitution.  There  we  provided  that  the  Legislature 
shall  pass  none  but  general  laws,  and  that  matters  of  local  legislation 
should  be  left  to  the  people  of  the  several  counties  and  townships.  Now, 
in  carrying  that  out  it  was  contemplated  that  a  provision  of  this  kind 
would  have  to  be  inserted  in  the  Constitution.  That  the  Boards  of 
Supervisors,  or  Trustees,  or  whatever  their  names,  should  legislate  upon 
matters  affecting  their  own  counties.  The  county  has,  through  its  Board 
of  Supervisors,  to  regulate  all  matters  affecting  the  county;  not  only  to 
grant  franchises  for  bridees,  provide  for  the  salaries  of  officers,  but  all 
other  matters  which  ought  to  be  done  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  I 
believe,  when  considering  the  expense,  that  it  will  limit  the  expense  of 
the  government.  I  believe  it  will  limit  the  expense  of  city  governments, 
and  township  governments,  and  compel  them  to  live  within  their  income. 
The  amendment  of  Judge  Hale,  that  the  Legislature  shall  fix  the  salaries 
in  the  different  counties,  is  in  conflict  with  the  main  idea  embodied  in 
the  legislative  provision,  that  none  but  general  laws  should  be  passed. 
In  each  county  of  the  State  to-day  they  have  different  salaries  for  their 
officers.  The  member  elected  is  often  under  stronger  obligations  to  the 
county  officers  than  to  the  people  themselves,  and  hence  the  misfortune 
of  some  of  the  counties  who  have  a  special  system  of  salaries.    This  very 


{>rovision  provided  for  in  the  legislative  report,  doing  away  with  special 
egislation,  leaving  the  Supervisors  of  the  county  and  citizens  to  deter- 
mme  for  themselves  this  question,  is  the  theory  that  is  determined  upon 
in  this  Convention,  and  you  must  go  back  on  it  if  you  adopt  this  amend- 
ment. I  hold  that  this  is  one  of  the  first  pieces  of  reform,  doing  away 
with  special  legislation;  that  special  bills  were  passed  often,  under  a 
suspension  of  the  rules,  without  any  member  of  toe  Legislature  know- 
ing anything  about  them  except  the  member  who  introduced  them.  I 
believe  this  idea  ought  to  be  carried  out.  I  believe  it  will  simplify 
'^vemment,  and  reduce  the  expense  one  half  in  many  counties.  I  believe 
it  is  what  the  people  demand,  and  that  they  can  elect  Supervisors  with 
reference  to  that  question  who  will  be  better  able  to  determine  what 
salaries  officers  should  have  than  the  man  who  is  elected  to  the  Legisla- 
ture with  reference  to  how  he  shall  vote  on  United  States  Senator.  This 
is  the  true  principle  of  government — to  bring  it  home  to  the  people.  You 
cannot  bring  government  any  too  near  to  the  people.  You  cannot  make 
your  officers  any  too  much  responsible  directly  to  the  people. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  CAPLES. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  Whatever  objections  may  be  raised 
to  other  parts  of  this  report,  I  think  this  section  four  is  wholly  unobjec- 
tionable. It  is  part  of^  the  system  that  is  made  necessary  and  indis- 
pensable by  the  action  of  this  committee  in  adopting  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Legislative  Department ;  inasmuch  as  the  Legislature 
is  to  be  cut  off  from  all  special  legislation,  it  becomes  indi^)ensable 
to  make  provision  for  local  governments  by  general  laws.  This  sec- 
tion four  follows  that  general  principle;  it  is  clear  and  distinct,  and 
susceptible  of  but  one  interpretation,  and  covers  the  erouitd  as  far  as 
it  goes.  I  confess  I  am  utterly  unable  to  see  any  objections  to  one 
single  line  or  sentence  in  section  four.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Placer  is  a  departure,  and  would  be  utterly  ruin- 
ous, to  say  that  a  part  of  a  county  should  adopt  township  organizations, 
and  another  part  remain  as  it  is;  that  would  inevitably  create  confu- 
sion, and  the  system  would  certainly  break  down  of  its  own  weight.  I 
take  it,  that  every  man  on  the  committee  will  refuse  to  adopt  that 
principle.  As  to  the  mode  prescribed  in  this  section  four,  it  is  pliant 
and  elastic,  and  the  people  may  adopt  it  by  a  vote  of  the  people  of 
the  county,  or  they  may  decide  to  remain  as  they  are ;  that  is  as  it 
should  be;  there  will  be  no  confusion;  the  people  have  it  in  their  own 
hands  to  adopt  it,  or  let  it  alone.  As  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  an  attempt  to  make  a  dis- 
tinction where  there  is  no  difference.  True,  he  would  hand  it  over  to 
the  Legislature,  but  there  he  will  be  precluded  by  the  action  of  this 
committee,  because  we  have  already  decided  that  tl}ere  shall  be  no 
special  legislation.  It  must  be  done  by  general  Act.  Why  not  do  it 
right  here,  and  now,  by  the  adoption  of  this  report  and  this  section? 
There  is  no  trouble  about  it,  and  the  people  of  a  county  may,  at  any 
time,  adopt  it  for  themselves.  You  cannot  pass  special  Acts,  and 
if  you  do  it  by  general  Act,  the  effect  will  be  exactly  the  same  as  it 
would  be  by  the  adoption  of  this  section,  so  where  is  the  necessity  for  leav- 
ing it  open  to  the  Legislature  in  future?  I  am  not  able  to  see  where 
there  would  be  anything  gained  by  it;  it  would  simply  be  calling  upon 
the  Legislature  to  do  what  might  be  done  here. 

THE   PREVIOUS   QUESTION. 

Mr.  waters.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  West,  Eve^,  Larkm,  and  White. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  now  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale. 

Lost.  ^ 

Mr.  ROLFE.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  a  substitute  for  section  four. 

The  secretary  read: 

''  Sec.  4.  The  Legislature  shall  establish  a  system  of  county  govern- 
ments, which  shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  State;  shall  provide  for 
the  election  or  appointment  in  the  several  Aunties  of  Boards  of  Super- 
visors, Sheriffs,  County  Clerks,  District  Attorneys,  and  such  other  county, 
township,  and  municipal  officers  as  public  convenience  may  require,  and 
shall  prescribe  their  duties  and  fix  their  compensations,  and  by  general 
laws  shall  provide  for  township  organization  under  which  any  county 
may  organize  whenever  a  majoritv  of  the  qualified  electors  of  such  county, 
voting  at  a  general  election,  shall  so  determine;  and  whenever  a  county 
shall  adopt  township  organization,  the  assessment  and  collection  of  the 
revenue  shall  be  made,  and  the  business  of  such  county  and  the  local 
affairs  of  the  several  townships  therein  shall  be  managed  and  transacted 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  such  general  laws.  It  shall  regulate  the 
salaries  and  fees  of  all  county  officers,  and  for  this  purpose  may  classify 
the  county  by  population.' 


f» 


REMARKS   OF    MR.    ROLFS. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman:  That  is  just  word  for  word  the  same 
as  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  except  that  it 
leaves  out  these  words,  "subdivisions  of  counties,"  where  they  occur  in 
the  second  and  third  places.  It  leaves  that  part  out  which  some  gentle- 
men object  to  here.  Now,  my  object  in  offering  this  is  to  consolidate 
sections  four  and  five.  If  gentlemen  will  look  at  this  report  they  will 
find  there  are  twenty  sections— quite  a  long  document.  It  is  objection- 
able in  that  respect.  This  substitute  embodies  everything  that  is  con- 
tained in  sections  four  and  five — puts  it  in  one  section, and  saves  several 
repetitions.  As  the  section  wili  tnen  stand,  it  will  only  be  about  as  long 
as  section  five  now  is. 


Jan.  16, 1879. 
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SSMARKS  or   MS.   WINANS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  the  words: 
"under  which  any  county  may  organize/'  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words, "  which  organization  any  county  may  adopt."  '^As  the  language 
now  reads  it  seems  to  make  perfect  nonsense.  The  phraseology  is  this: 
"and  by  general  laws  shall  provide  for  township  organization,  under 
which  any  county  may  organize."  Now,  a  township  is  a  subdivision 
of  a  county.  How,  then,  a  county  can  organize  under  a  township  organ- 
ization I  fail  to  understand.  The  meaning  is  what  I  want  embodied  in 
the  amendment.  Put  such  language  in  the  Constitution,  and  the  part  is 
made  greater  than  the  whole.  "  May  provide  by  general  laws  for  town- 
ship organization,  under  which  any  county  may  organize."  I  say  no 
county  can  organize  under  a  township  organization,  because  a  township 
is  part  of  a  county.  The  amendment  I  suggest  is  simply  to  correct  the 
phraseology,  and  make  that  verbal  accuracy  that  should  exist  in  a  Con- 
stitution. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  suggest  that  it  might  be  cured  by  a  simple  transposi- 
tion, thus:  "shall  provide  for  township  organizations  by  general  laws, 
under  which  any  county  may  organize." 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  section  is  good  as  it  is, 
and  I  don't  see  the  necessity  of  this  strained  construction.  "By  general 
laws  shall  provide  for  township  organization,  under  which  any  county 
may  organize."  It  is  a  general  law.  There  is  no  question  about  it.  It 
appears  to  me  there  is  no  amendment  necessary.  I  suppose  it  would  be 
still  more  complete  to  say,  "by  general  laws  shall  provide,  etc.,  under 
which  laws  any  county  may  organize." 

Mr.  crouch.  There  is  one  serious  objection  to  the  amendment 
proposed  by  Judge  Rolfe.  He  says  the  Legislature  shall,  by  general 
and  uniform  laws,  provide  for  the  election  or  appointment  of  officers. 
I  certainly  should  object  to  the  appointment  or  these  officers  in  any 
county.  I  un<lerstand  that  is  included  in  the  substitute  proposed  by 
Judge  Rolfe,  and  I  shall  oppose  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  think  the  language  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  San  Francisco  is  a  little  better  than  the  way  the  committee  have  it, 
but  it  is  suggested  that  ho  repeat  the^word  "  organization." 

Mr.  WIx^NS.     I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed  by 
Mr.  Winans. 

Mr.  hale.  I  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco 
to  strike  out  the  words  "unaer  which,"  where  they  occur  in  the  second 
line,  and  substitute  the  word  "  in."  Also,  strike  out  the  words  "  may 
organize,"  where  they  occur  in  the  third  line. 

Mr.  WINANS.     I  don't  see  the  relevancy  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  hale.     I  offer  that  as  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  don't  think  my  amendment  is  understood.  In 
order  to  make  the  language  plain  and  clear,  I  propose  to  make  it  read  : 
"  may  provide  for  township  organization,  which  any  county  may  adopt." 
That  language  will  convey,  without  any  doubt,  the  idea  intended  to  be 
conveyea  by  the  section. 

Mr.  hale.  The  amendment  I  propose  will  make  it  read  this  way : 
"  The  Legislature  shall  establish  a  System  of  county  government  which 
shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  State,  and  by  geneiul  laws  shall  pro- 
vide for  township  organization  in  any  county,  whenever  a  majority  of 
the  qualified  electors  of  such  county  shall  so  determine." 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  submit  that  the  manner  in  which  the  gentleman  is 
attempting  to  amend  the  section  will  alter  the  meaning  which  the  com- 
mittee intended  to  convey.  He  strikes  out  the  word  "county,"  and 
puts  in  township  organization,  and  aa  I  understand  it,  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  committee  to  have  it  so  that  each  county  may,  as  a  county, 
organize  under  it. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  If,  after  the  word  "organization,"  in  line  three,  we 
add  "township  government,"  that  would  make  it  perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  It  seems  to  me  that  this  ought  to 
be  clear.  What  is  the  purport  of  the  Winans  amendment?  It  is  to 
make  section  four  read:  "and  by  general  laws  shall  provide  for  town- 
ship organization,  which  any  county  may  adopt."  Now,  suppose  it  was 
aa  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  proposes,  it  would  read  :  "  and  shall 
provide  for  township  organization  by  general  laws,  under  which  any 
county  may  organize."  There  is  no  difference.  The  meaning  is  the 
same,  only  the  language  of  the  Winans  amendment  is  shorter  and  more 
apt,  because  every  township  organization  must  be  under  general  laws. 
Where  the  organization  is  a!aopted  it  is  under  general  laws. 

Mr.  FREEMAN.  The  original  section  is  substantially  clear,  and  the 
amendments  proposed  have  the  same  ambiguities  as  the  original  section. 
The  amendment  proposed  by  the  eentleman  from  San  Francisco  reads 
that  the  Legislature  shall  provide  for  township  organization,  which  any 
county  may  adopt. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     What  is  the  antecedent  of  "  which?" 

Mr.  freeman.    "Township  organization." 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Then  I  will  read  it  and  see  if  it  is  not  good  lan- 
guage. 

Mr.  freeman.  That  is  not  the  question.  Under  these  general 
laws  the  county  is  to  organize.     It  is  all  right  the  way  it  is. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Winans. 

Lost. 

TuK  CHAIRMAN.  The  Question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Placer,  Judge  Hate. 

Lost. 

Mr.  AYERS.     I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out '  by  general  laws'  in  line  two,  and  insert  the  same  after 
the  word  'organization'  in  the  third  line,  so  as  to  read  :  'and  shall  pro- 
vide for  township  organization  by  general  laws,  under  which  any  county 
may  organize.' " 
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Thx  chairman.    The  question  is  on  that  amendment 

Lost. 

Thx  chairman.  The  Question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Bernardino,  Judge  Rolfe. 

Mr.  EVEY.  I  move  that  the  words  "or  appointment"  be  stricken 
out  of  that  amendment. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  What  will  be  done  in  case  of  the  death  of  the  County 
Clerk? 

Mr.  EVEY.  This  makes  the  appointment  by  the  Legislature.  They 
might  appoint  all  these  officers. 

Mr.  KOLFE.     It  says  they  may  provide  for  them,  not  appoint  them. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  suggest  that  we  strike  out  "  County  Clerks,  Dis- 
trict Attorneys,"  etc.,  because  we  have  already  provided  for  them. 

No  second. 

Thi  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Bernardino,  Jtidge  Rolfe. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  five. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  5.  The  Legislature,  by  general  and  uniform  laws,  shall  provide  for 
the  election  or  appointment,  in  the  several  counties,  of  Boards  of  Super- 
visors, Sheriffs,  County  Clerks,  District  Attorneys,  and  such  other  county, 
township,  and  municipal  officers  as  public  convenience  may  require,  and 
shall  prescribe  their  duties  and  fix  tneir  compensation.  It  shall  regulate 
the  salaries  and  fees  of  all  county  officers,  in  proportion  to  duties,  and 
for  this  purpose  may  classify  the  counties  by  population ;  and  it  shall 
provide  for  the  strict  accountability  of  county  ana  township  officers  for 
all  fees  which  may  be  collected  by  them,  and  for  all  public  and  munici- 
pal moneys  which  may  be  paid  to  them  or  officially  come  into  their 
possession. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Add  after  the  word  '  duties,'  in  line  five,  the  words  'and  responsi- 
bilities;' and  also,  strike  out  all  after  the  word  'population.'" 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  By  adding  the  words  "and 
responsibilities  "  after  the  word  "  duties  "  it  will  cover  the  whole  ground 
embraced  in  those  four  lines. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.     I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  aa  a  substitute. 

The  chairman.  .  Not  in  order  at  present.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara. 

LosL 

Mr.  WEBSTER.     I  offer  my  substitute. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"The  Legislature,  by  general  and  uniform  laws,  shall  provide  for  the 
election,  by  the  several  counties,  of  Boards  of  Supervisors,  and  such 
other  county,  township,  and  municipal  officers  as  public  convenience 
ma^  require,  and  shall  prescribe  their  duties.  It  shall  fix  the  compen- 
sation of  the  members  of  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  of  the  several  coun- 
ties, and  shall  provide  for  a  strict  accountability  of  county  and  township 
officers  for  all  fees  which  may  be  collected  by  them,  and  for  all  public 
or  municipal  moneys  which  may  be  paid  to  them  or  finally  come  into  their 
possession." 

REMARKS    OF   MR.   WEBSTER. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  occurs  to  me  that  the  construc- 
tion of  this  word  "appointment,"  in  the  second  line,  is  altogether  too 
broad.  I  think,  sir,  it  would  be  subject  to  sueh  construction  as  alluded 
to;  that  is,  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  appoint  county  officers, 
including  County  Boards  of  Supervisors;  so  I  have  left  tl\at  word  out. 
In  this  proposition  I  have  made,  I  have  also  left  out  the  words  "  Sheriffs, 
County  Clerks,  District  Attorneys,"  etc.,  because  in  section  fourteen,  as 
amended,  of  the  report  of  the  Judicianr,  these  are  all  provided  for. 
It  is  simply  a  repetition  of  the  words.  I  have  also  left  out  the  proviso 
that  provides  for  the  salaries  of  county  officers.  I  claim  that  it  is  for 
the  best  interest  of  all  concerned,  that  county  officers — the  salaries  and 
fees — should  be  provided  for  by  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  of  the  several 
counties.  We  know  very  well  that  most  of  the  evils  which  have  sprung 
up  here  on  account  of  the  misdirection  of  the  Legislature  have  worked 
great  injury.  I  have  known  instances  where  an  officer,  after  his  elec- 
tion, would  come  before  the  Legislature,  unknown  to  the  people  before 
his  term  of  office  began,  and  has  been,  through  special  legislation, 
enabled  to  increase  his  fees  and  salary.  I  think  this  had  better  be  pro- 
vided for  by  the  locat  authorities.  I  believe  it  to  be  the  desire  of  this 
body,  and  of  the  people,  to  bring  our  local  affairs  as  near  home  to  the 
people  as  possible.  If  the  salaries  of  these  minor  county  officers  are 
provided  for  and  fixed  by  the  local  authorities,  it  will  be  much  better 
than  if  done  by  a  general  bill.  You  can  take  as  an  illustration  the 
report  of  the  Judiciary  which  we  have  just  adopted.  Now,  there  are 
not  half  the  members  of  this  Convention  that  know  as  to  the  equity  of 
salaries  provided  for  in  many  of  the  counties.  It  is  claimed  now  that 
some  of  them  are  not  high  enough,  and  that  others  are  too  high.  It 
shows  the  impossibility  of  the  Legislature  fixing  salaries  for  minor 
officers. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  substitute. 

Division  was  called,  and  the  vote  stood  :  Ayes,  39;  noes,  32. 

No  quorum  voting. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   FREEMAN. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  gentleman  has  explained  that 
the  object  of  his  amendment  is  to  give  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  the 
right  to  fix  the  compensation  of  county  officers.  I  desire  to  call  his 
attention  to  the  fact  that  his  amendment  will  not  realize  any  such  object. 
The  Legislature,  by  virtue  of  its  general  power,  will  have  full  control 
over  this  matter,  unless  something  in  his  amendment  says  that  this 
power  shall  be  vested  solely  in  Boards  of  Supervisors.  Now,  the  evil 
which  the  counties  sought  to  avoid  in  this  report  was  this :  the  evil  of 
special  pleading;  the  evil  of  men  going  from  the  county  to  the  Legisla- 
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ture,  and  having  special  laws  passed  which  affected  their  county  only. 
To  cure  that  evil,  the  committee  have  provided  for  a  classification  of  coun- 
ties, and  provided  that  the  salaries  oi  the  various  county  officers  should 
be  fixed  upon  some  scale.  Now,  the  amendment  does  not  provide  for 
that,  nor  for  anything  else.  The  simple  result  will  be,  that  the  Legis- 
lature will,  as  heretowre,  have  control  over  the  question.  They  will  in 
the  future,  as  in  the  past,  have  a  right  to  make  a  local  fee  bill,  because 
it  must  be  made  in  some  way.  The  amendment  does  not  provide,  as  he 
wishes,  that  these  matters  should  be  under  the  control  of  the  Supervisors. 
If  the  committee  desire  that  the  Supervisors  should  have  control,  I  don't 
know  that  I  have  any  objection ;  but  I  don't  want  them  to  vote  under 
a  delusion. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  '  I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  the  legislative 
article  already  adopted,  which  provides  that  the  Legislature  shall  not 
pass  special  laws  in  regard  to  fees. 

Mr.  freeman.  Yes;  the  Legislature  will  have  to  pass  general 
laws. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  think  this  is  the  proper  place  to  put  it.  Under 
the  scheme  we  have  been  formulating  here,  the  Legislature  cannot  pass 
special  laws,  and  the  necessary  consequence  will  be  to  throw  a  great  deal 
of  the  local  business  upon  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  of  their  respective 
counties.  It  will  have  the  effect  of  raising  the  standard  of  that  body. 
The  people  will  elect  a  Board  that  they  have  confidence  in,  and  I  say  it 
is  proper  that  they  should  be  given  power  to  fix  the  fees  of  county  officers. 

Mr.  BIGGS.    An  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"The  Supervisors  shall  fix  the  salaries  of  all  other  county  officers." 

Mr.  WEBSTER.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  van  DYKE.  I  suggest  that  you  make  it  read  "other  county 
officers  not  otherwise  provided  for." 

Mr.  WEBSTER.    I  accept  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  submit  that  Snerifis,  County  Clerks,  and  District 
Attorneys  ought  to  be  constitutional  officers.  They  always  have  been 
such,  and  ought  always  to  be. 

Mr.  VAN  DYKE.  .  They  are  provided  for  in  the  article  on  judiciary. 

REMARKS   OF   KR.   WATBRS. 

Mr.  WATERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  there  is  one  objection  to  this 
amendment  which  gives  power  to  fix  the  salaries  of  the  several  county 
officers  to  the  counties.  It  is  this:  some  of  these  county  officers  have 
duties  to  perform  in  which  the  State  has  an  interest,  and  the  Legislature 
has  something  to  say  as  to  the  duties  to  be  performed  by  these  officers, 
and  the  pay  they  shall  receive.  Now,  for  instance,  the  State  has  an 
interest  in  the  duties  to  be  performed  by  County  Assessors,  and  has 
something  to  do  in  saying  what  they  shall  receive.  The  Tax  Collector, 
the  Sherin,  and  the  District  Attorney  are  in  the  same  category.  It  ought 
not  to  be  left  to  the  local  Boards  to  so  reduce  the  pay  that  these  officers 
cannot  afford  to  hold  the  office.  Now,  there  has  been  an  instance  of  one 
county  in  this  State  where  the  county  was  so  situated  that  if  they  could 
have  done  it,  they  would  not  have  had  a  single  officer  in  the  county. 
The  County  of  El  Dorado  was  in  such  a  situation,  that  they  could  not 
even  afford  to  have  a  Board  of  Supervisors,  for  fear  that  summons  would 
be  served  on  them.  Now,  might  not  this  act  in  such  a  way  that  you 
would  have  no  assessment  roll.  I  think  it  is  unreasonable.  I  think 
that  power  should  not  be  given  to  the  local  Board. 

REMARKS    OF   MR   HALB. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  pass. 
I  am  unabKe  to  see  wherein  it  is  any  improvement  upon  this  section 
reported  by  the  committee.  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  gentleman 
who  makes  this  motion  says  he  proposes  to  substitute  the  Boards  of 
Supervisors  for  the  Legislature,  in  fixing  the  fees  and  salaries  of  all 
county  officers,  except  their  own  fees,*  and  I  suppose,  from  the  discus- 
sion here,  that  there  is  some  color  of  sanction  for  the  idea  in  our  article 
on  legislative  department,  wherein  we  have  inserted  four  distinct  cases, 
and  denied  the  Legislature  the  right  to  pass  such  local  or  special  laws. 
If  the  legislative  article  intends  anything  of  this  kind,  however,  it  is 
news  to  me.  The  evil  they  sought  to  remedy  was  to  avoid  this  legis- 
lation for  special  localities.  What  was  proposed  was,  that  instead  of 
having  local  legislation  by  the  Legislature,  we  were  to  have  local  Legis- 
latures, or  Boards  of  Supervisors.  But  no  such  idea  was  understood  as 
this  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  when  that  article  was  adopted. 
The  scheme  of  the  committee  was  this:  in  place  of  special  local  legis- 
lation by  the  Legislature,  there  should  be  general  laws  provided.  For 
instance,  in  place  of  having  a  bill  passed,  regulating  the  fees  of  the 
Sheriff  in  Placer  County,  there  should  be  a  law  providing  for  the  fees 
and  compensation  of  the  Sheriffs  and  other  officers  of  the  counties  of 
the  State,  and  they  can  classify  the  counties  by  population  so  as  to  do  it, 
and  to  give  to  each  set  of  officers,  according  to  the  classification  of 
the  counties,  a  just  compensation.  It  was  never  contemplated  taking 
that  power  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Legislature  and  placing  it  in  the 
local  Boards  of  Supervisors.  That  would  be  a  most  dangerous  experi- 
ment, and  those  ^yho  try  it  will  very  soon  have  occasion  to  recede 
from  their  experiment.  That  is  not  the  evil  sought  to  be  remedied.  It 
was  to  require  these  laws  to  be  made  general.  If  you  undertake  to 
leave  it  to  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  to  15x  the  compensation  of  county 
officers,  you  will  soon  have  Pandemonium  in  these  counties.  You  can- 
not point  me  to  a  county  where  you  would  not  have  it.  The  committee 
have  formulated  this  section  upon  the  same  principle  on  which  the 
Committee  on  Legislative  Department  acted,  and  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  W  YATT.  I  am  a  good  deal  like  the  fellow  who  was  too  lazy  to 
say  his  prayers.  He  hung  the  Lord's  Prayer  on  the  foot  of  his  bed,  and, 
pointing  to  the  paper,  said:  "  Lord,  them's  my  sentiments,"  and  jumped 
into  bea.  Judge  Hale  h&s  stolen  a  march  on  me  and  uttered  my  senti- 
ments exactly. 


Mr.  TINNIN.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  section  fourteen  of  the 
report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee:  "The  Legislature  shall  provide  for 
the  election  of  Clerks,  Sheriffs,  and  other  necessary  officers,  and  shall 
fix,  by  law,  their  duties  and  compensation,  which  comp>ensation  shall 
not  be  increased  or  diminished,"  etc.  Now,  the  committee  has  passed 
this.     If  you  wish  to  undo  it,  vote  for  the  Webster  amendment. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  submit  that  it  would  not  undo  it,  for  the  two 
would  be  in  direct  conflict  with  each  other. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  six. 

The  secretary  read: 

Skc.  6.  Corporations,  for  municipal  purposes,  shall  not  be  created  by 
special  laws,  but  the  Legislature,  by  general  laws,  shall  provide  for  the 
incorporation,  organization,  and  classification,  in  proportion  to  popula- 
tion, of  cities  and  towns,  and  cities  and  towns  heretofore  organized  or 
incorporated  may  become  organized  under  and  subject  to  such  general 
laws.  Cities  and  towns  may  become  incorporated  under  geaerat  laws, 
whenever  a  majority  of  the  electors  voting  at  a  general  election  shall  so 
determine,  and  shall  organize  in  conformity  therewith. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.     I  ofier  an  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"  Strike  out  ail  down  to  and  including  the  word  '  but,'  in  line  two." 

Mr.  smith,  of  Santa  Clara.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Out  of  order  at  present. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  This  clause  is  entirely  unnecessary.  The 
Legislature  is  bound  to  provide  by  general  laws — they  cannot  do  it  by 
special  laws.    This  is  to  strike  out  the  negative  proposition. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of 
52  ayes  to  26  noes. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Santa  Clara:  I  offer  an  amendment  to  section  six. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"  No  city  or  town  shall  include  within  its  limits  any  adjacent  farming 
land  without  the  consent  of  the  owners  thereof." 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  I  hope  that  amendment  will  be  adopted. 
Cities  oft«n  take  in  adjacent  lands  for  the  purpose  of  making  taxes. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
be  adopted.  I  know  of  some  gentlemen  who  own  rich  land  adjacent  to 
town,  who  pay  no  taxes,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  compelling  them  to  help 
bear  the  burden. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  amendment  was  before  the 
committee,  and  the  committee  were  unanimous  against  the  proposition. 
It  seems  to  me  there  is  a  very  serious  objection  to  such  a  proposition.  It 
would  work  most  disastrously  in  many  cases.  There  might  be  some 
cases  where  it  might  work  well,  but  the  Constitution  must  apply  to  all. 

Mr.  white.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted,  oecause  I 
have  known  very  serious  inconveniences  to  farming  land  which  were 
tried  to  be  incorporated  into  the  town.  There  is  a  constant  fight  between 
towns  and  the  local  farms  around. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  seven. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  7.  City  and  county  governments  may  be  merged  and  consoli- 
dated into  one  municipal  government,  with  one  set  of  officers,  and  may 
be  incorporated  under  general  laws  providing  for  the  incorporation  and 
organization  of  corporations  for  municipal  purp<$ses.  The  provisions  of 
this  Constitution  applicable  to  cities,  and  also  those  applicable  to  counties, ' 
so  far  as  not  inconsistent  or  not  prohibited  to  cities,  shall  be  applicable 
to  such  consolidated  government.  In  consolidated  city  and  county  gov- 
ernments, of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  population,  there  snail 
be  two. Boards  of  Supervisors  or  houses  of  legislation — one  of  which,  to 
consist  of  twelve  persons,  shall  be  elected  by  general  ticket  from  the  city 
and  county  at  large,  and  shall  hold  office  for  the  term  of  four  years,  but 
shall  be  so  cla.ssified  that,  after  the  first  election,  only  six  shall  be  elected 
every  two  years  j  the  other,  to  consist  of  twelve  persons,  shall  be  elected 
every  two  years,  and  shall  hold  office  for  two  years.  Any  casual  vacancy 
in  the  office  of  Supervisor  in  either  Board  shall  be  filled  by  the  Mayor. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  section  emanated  from 
Judge  Hager,  and  he  desired  an  opportunity  to  discuss  it.^  I  ask,  as  a 
favor,  that  it  be  passed  for  the  present.     He  will  be  here  to-night. 

Mr.  CASSERLY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  telegraphed  to  Judge  Hager,  and 
received  a  reply  from  him,  in  which  he  says  he  will  be  up  to-night.  I 
have  no  doubt  he  would  greo^tly  prefer  to  have  the  section  passed  over 
for  the  present. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  postpone  until 
to-morrow. 

Carried. 

The  secretary  read  section  eight. 

Skc.  8.  No  person  shall  be  eligible  to  a  county  or  city  office  unless 
he  has  been  a  citizen  and  resident  within  such  county  or  city  for  two 
years  next  preceding  his  election  or  appointment  to  an  office  therein. 

Mr.  freeman.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  to  strike  out  section  eight. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion eight. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  say,  in  the  first  place,  I 
think  it  is  entirely  competent  for  the  Legislature  to  provide  for  a  qualifi- 
cation which  a  man  shall  have  to  be  elected  to  office;  in  the  next  place, 
in  my  judgment,  the  best  qualification  he  can  have  is  the  fact  that, 
having  been  voted  for,  he  has  received  a  sufficient  number  of  votes  to 
elect  him.  This  section  is  directed  to  persons  coming  into  a  neighbor- 
hood and  running  for  office.  The  fact  that  a  man  is  a  new-comer  is  a  fact 
which  the  voters  themselves  must  take  into  consideration,  and  if,  not- 
withstanding that  fact,  they  prefer  him  to  some  older  citizen,  I  think 
that  preference  should  be  respected. 

Mr.  TINNIN.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  motion  made  will  not  pre- 


Jau.  16, 1879. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


1051 


vail.  I  think  it  is  a  very  necessary  section.  It  is  necessary,  for  the 
reason  that  committees  should  be  governed  by  those  who  fully  compre- 
hend the  necessities  of  the  people.  Now,  this  idea  of  men  stepping 
immediately  into  a  community,  and  comprehending  the  wants  of  the 
oommMnity,  is  an  impossibility.  In  moments  of  great  excitement  it 
often  happens  that  men  are  placed  in  office  not  competent  to  perform 
the  duties. 

BEMABKS   OP   MR.   BARBOUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  motion  to  strike  out 
will  carry,  and  that  this  Convention  will  not  stultify  itself  by  declaring 
that  the  people  are  not  capable  of  self-government.  No  such  provision 
as  this  exists  anywhere.  If  you  can  make  a  limit  of  this  kind,  for  the 
reasons  just  asserted,  you  might  go  on  and  prescribe  other  qualifications, 
limiting  and  restricting  the  power  of  the  people  in  the  selection  of  their 
officers.  If  we  are  to  have  a  free  government  by  the  people,  it  seems  to 
me  it  is  safe  to  trust  the  people  to  select  their  own  officers.  Such  a  pro- 
vision has  no  business  iu  the  Constitution. 

remarks   of   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  To  use  a  stale  argflment,  I  hope 
the  motion  will  be  adopted,  and  the  section  stricken  out  All  these  lim- 
itations are  simply  limitations  upon  the  liberty  of  the  people,  and  where 
not  necessary,  they  should  not  be  inserted  in  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  a 
question. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Certainly. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Why,  then,  not  allow  all  aliens  to  vote?  Why 
require  a  man  to  be  naturalized  in  order  to  vote  or  be  admitted  to  office? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  My  proposition  is  that  these  are  limitations  upon 
the  people.  I  do  not  see  that  the  questions  affect  my  proposition.  I 
concede  that  in  such  cases,  and  in  all  cases  where  there  is  a  necessity  for 
a  limitation  upon  the  people — upon  the  liberties  of  the  people — that  limit 
ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  Constitution.  But  in  this  matter  I  think  the 
people  are  fully  competent  to  determine  among  themselves  who  is  qual- 
ified and  who  is  not,  and  determine  who  they  will  elect  and  who  not. 

Mr.  TINNIN.     Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  a  question? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Didn't  you  vote  upon  the  clause  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  requiring  judicial  offices  to  be  of  a  certain  class,  and  was  not 
that  a  limit? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  am  not  denying  that  the  Constitution  has  to 
make  limitations  in  a  certain  sense.  They  have  to  commend  what  is 
right  in  one  case,  and  prohibit  what  is  wrong  in  another.  But  what  I 
object  to  is  going  into  unnecessary  details  in  this  thing.  Now,  sir,  in 
the  more  populous  counties,  where  population  and  wealtli  have  doubled 
in  the  last  five  or  six  years,  those  of  us  who  have  resided  there  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  years,  do  not  propose  to  place  any  limit  upon  the  liberties 
of  the  people — they  may  select  whom  they  please.  I  understand  that 
some  members  of  this  Convention  might  possibly  be  interested  in  this 
question,  but  I  would  remind  them  that  they  have  just  as  good  a  chance 
as  anybody  else.    I  hope  the  motion  will  prevail. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   DUDLEY. 

Mr.  DUDLEY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  submit  to  this  committee  that  a 
proposition  which  prevents  persons  from  aspiring  to  office  until  they 
shall  have  got  their  house  warm,  is  not  an  unnecessary  detail.  It  has 
occurred  in  this  State  in  the  past,  and  may  occur  again,  that  gentlemen, 
owing  to  the  shifting  of  the  party  in  power,  have  gone  from  one  locality 
to  another  for  the  sole  purpose  of  having  a  voice  m  the  management  of 
public  affairs.  Now,  no  one  knows  better  than  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
meda, the  methods  and  means  by  which  men  are  nominated  for  office. 
They  know  that  when  the  nomination  is  once  made  the  line  is  drawn 
between  parties  in  a  political  contest,  and  the  question  of  the  length  of 
residence  of  the  candidate  is  no  longer  in  view.  It  is  taken  for  granted 
that  the  nominating  convention  has  passed  upon  the  matter,  and  that  the 
candidate  is  acceptable.  Now,  it  is  not  asking  too  much  of  a  man,  before 
he  becomes  an  applicant  for  office,  that  he  should  have  become  a  resi- 
dent long  enough  to  enable  him  to  comprehend  the  wants,  wishes,  and 
necessities  of  the  community  in  which  he  lives.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  section  will  be  adopted.  I  should  prefer  to  require  a  residence  of 
five  years.  There  are  plenty  of  prominent  residents  in  this  State  to  hold 
all  the  offices. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   HBRRINOTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  submit  to  the  committee 
such  as  that  savors  a  little  of  spite.  Now,  it  has  been  thought  when 
once  one  becomes  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or  has  grown  up  here 
for  a  period  of  twenty -one  years,  or  has  been  here  five  years  and 
naturalized,  that  he  understands  the  theory  of  this  government.  I  sub- 
mit that  it  is  not  necessary  that  a  man  should  reside  three  or  four  years 
in  a  county.  If  it  is  necessary  jfbr  him  to  be  there  two  years  in  oraer  to 
hold  any  of  these  local  offices,  we  may  just  as  well  consider  it  ten  years. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  the  number  of  years,  but  it  is  a  question  of 
honesty,  capability,  and  capacity  to  dischargee  the  duties  of  the  office. 
And  I  submit  that  the  people  ought  to  be  their  own  judges  in  regard  to 
that  matter. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

Carried.  , 

The  secretary  read  section  nine : 

Sec.  9.  Any  city  having  a  population  of  more  than  one  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants  may  frame  a  charter  for  its  own  government,  con- 
sistent with  and  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  State,  by 
causing  a  Board  of  fifteen  freeholders,  who  shall  have  been  for  at  least 
five  years  qualified  electors  thereof,  to  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters 
of  such  city,  at  any  general  or  special  election,  whose  duty  it  shall  be, 
within  ninety  days  alter  such  election,  to  prepare  and  propose  a  charter 
for  such  city,  which  shall  be  signed  in  duplicate  by  the  members  of  such 


Board,  or  a  majority  of  them,  and  returned,  one  copy  thereof  to  the 
Mayor,  or  other  chief  executive  office  of  such  city,  and  the  other  to  the 
Recorder  of  deeds  of  the  county.  Such  proposed  charter  shall  then  be 
published  in  two  daily  papers  of  largest  general  circulation  in  such  city 
for  at  least  twenty  days,  and  within  not  less  than  thirty  days  after  such 
publication  it  shall  be  submitted  to  the  qualified  electors  of  such  city  at 
a  general  or  special  election,  and  if  a  majority  of  such  qualified  electors 
voting  thereat  shall  ratify  the  same,  it  shall,  at  the  end  of  sixty  days 
thereafter,  become  the  charter  of  such  city,  or  if  such  city  be  consoli- 
dated with  a  county  in  government,  then  of  such  city  and  county,  and 
shall  become  the  organic  law  thereof  and  supersede  any  existing  char- 
ter and  all  amendments  thereof,  and  all  special  laws  inconsistent  with 
such  charter.  A  copy  of  such  charter,  certified  by  the  Mayor,  or  chief 
executive  officer,  and  authenticated  by  the  seal  of  such  city,  setting 
forth  the  submission  of  such  charter  to  the  electors,  and  its  ratification 
by  them,  shall.be  made  in  duplicat«,  and  deposited,  one  in  the  office  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  the  other,  after  being  recorded  in  the  office  of  the 
Recorder  of  deeds  of  the  county,  among  the  archives  of  the  city,  and 
thereafter  all  Courts  shall  take  judicial  notice  thereof.  The  charter  so 
ratified  may  be  amended  at  intervals  of  not  less  than  two  years,  by  pro- 
posals therefor,  submitted  by  the  legislative  authority  of  the  city  to  the 
qualified  voters  thereof,  at  a  general  or  special  election  held  at  least 
sixty  days  after  the  publication  of  such  proposals,  and  ratified  by  at 
least  three  fifths  of  the  qualified  electors  voting  thereat.  In  submitting 
any  such  charter,  or  amendment  thereto,  any  alternative  article  or 
proposition  may  be  presented  for  the  choice  of  the  voters,  and  may  be 
voted  on  separately  without  prejudice  to  the  others. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  make  the  same  motion  in 
regard  to  section  nine,  that  it  be  passed  temporarily.  That  is  the  princi- 
pal section  of  the  report. 

The  chairman.  There  being  no  objection,  it  is  bo  ordered.  The 
Secretary  will  read  section  ten. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  10.  The  compensation  or  fees  of  any  county,  city,  town,  or 
municipal  officer  shall  not  be  increased  after  his  election  or  during  his 
term  of  office;  nor  shall  the  term  of  any  such  officer  be  extended  beyond 
the  period  for  which  he  is  elected  or  appointed. 

Mr.  SWENSON.     I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Add  to  the  section:  'But  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  require  all 
such  officers  unde'r  bond  to  renew  their  security  from  time  to  time,  and 
in  default  of  giving  such  new  security,  their  offices  shall  be  deemed 
vacant.' " 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  Solano.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  section,  because 
section  fourteen  of  the  article  on  judiciary,  already  a'dopted,  renders 
this  section  unnecessary. 

Mr.  freeman.  I  think  the  gentleman  from  Solano  is  mistaken 
about  section  fourteen  being  sufficiently  broad  to  cover  the  ground 
covered  by  section  ten.  Section  fourteen  provides  for  the  election  of 
Clerks,  Supreme  Court  and  County  Clerks,  District  Attoraeys,  Sheriffs, 
and  other  officers.  It  seems  to  me  that  section  would  be  construed  as 
having  reference  to  State  and  county  officers,  and  not  to  city  and  town- 
ship officers.  Section  ten  also  provides  that  their  terms  shall  not  be 
extended,  and  section  fourteen  of  the  other  article  makes  no  provision 
upon  that  subject.  Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  best  to  retain  this  section. 
Both  provisions  are  good. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  prevail. 
Now,  it  is  said  that  section  fourteen  of  the  judicial  article  covers  the 
ground ;  an  inspection  shows  that  it  does  not ;  that  only  partially  covers 
it.  This  section  ten  is  just  where  it  belongs  in  this  Constitution,-  it 
belongs  in  the  article  concerning  cities,  counties,  and  townships — it  is 
right  in  itself.  The  rule  applies  to  cities,  counties,  and  towns,  and  is 
right  and  just,  and  that  is  the  place  for  it. 

The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

LosU 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Swenson. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  eleven. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  11.     No  couuty,  city,  town,  or  other  public  or  municipal  corpora- 
tion, nor  the  inhabitants  thereof,  nor  the  property  therein,  shall  be, 
released  or  discharged  from  their  or  its  proportionate  share  of  taxes  to  be 
levied  for  State  purposes,  nor  shall  commutation   for  such  taxes  be 
authorized  in  any  form  whatever. 

No  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  12.  Any  county,  city,  town,  or  township,  ma^  make  and  enforce 
within  their  respective  limits  all  such  local,  police,  sanitary,  and' other 
regulations  as  are  not  in  conflict  with  general  laws. 

Mr.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  oflTer  an  amendment  to  be  added  to 
the  section. 

The  secretary  read: 

"The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  inspection  of  all  dis- 
tilled liquors,  wines,  and  beer,  in  order  t%  prevent  their  adulteration." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   STUART. 

Mr.  STUART.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  have  the  legislative  power 
pass  laws  that  will  stand.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  adulterations 
nave  become  the  order  of  the  day  in  these  as  well  as  other  things,  and  I 
want  to  ^e  laws  passed  to  prevent  it,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  I  would 
like  to  have  the  Secretary  read  an  article  which  expresses  my  views  on 
this  subject. 
The  -SECRETARY  read  the  following,  from  the  Dixon  Tribune : 
"A  Wine  Bubble  Pricked. — Charles  A.  Wctmore,  the  Alta's  corre- 
spondent at  the  Paris  Exposition,  has  been  making  a  tour  through  the 
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hII  it  for  . 


wins-making  Mgioni  of  France,  and  studying  up  the  whole  lubject  of 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  wine  with  a  thoroughnera  never  excelled. 
His  investigations  throw  t,  flood  of  light  on  Ibe  subject,  and  dispel  a  few 
'illusions.  They  are  a  terrible  eye-opener  fur  affected  couiiolaseuri  of 
French  wines.     We  might  almost  say  they  ought  Ui  make  a  temperance 

faith  in  the  famous  wines  thai  have  made  the  names  of  vineyards  aod 
provinces,  by  which  they  are  called,  known  throughout  the  oiviliiedand 
semi- civil  lied  world.  The  authorities  quoted  by  Mr.  Wetmore  entitle 
his  ataleraeuts  lo  the  moat  respectful  consideration ;  aiid  if  the  account 
given  by  the  Bordeauj  merchants  Lheoiselves  can  be  trusted,  their  vin- 
tages are  more  a  triumph  of  chemistry  than  of  nature.    The  most  ccle- 

Bordeaui,  CetM,  and  Marseilles.  Nn  order  for  a  particular  wine  ever 
embarrasses  s  French  merchant.  If  the  brand  is  not  in  morket,  or  if 
(be  vineyard  has  not  produced  anything  recently,  an  imitation  is  easily 
produced  by  mixing  strong  and  light  nines,  adding  alcohol  manufac- 
tured in  Germany,  from  potatoes,  and  then  dosing  the  compound  with 

protection,  for  those  of  the  famous  vineyards  are  printed  for  the  trade 
and  sold  in  quantities  to  suit.  Furthermore,  these  doctored  wines  can 
be  made  as  cheap  as  desired,  so  that  the  Amei 
Chateau  Lafitte  or  Sautarne  at  a  few  cents  a  h 
many  dollars  to  boobies  who  pride  themselves  on  knowing  every  vine 
yard  in  Franco.  A  certain  degree  of  mixing  and  alcohol  iiat ion  areoon 
sidered  legitimate,  and  authoriied  by  the  Government,  though  the  winef 
for  home  consumption  must  net  be  alcoholiied  so  highly  as  those  foi 
export — the  Government  thinking  that  what  is  good  enough  for  Toreign. 
era  must  not  ha  allowed  to  twist  the  brains  and  bum  the  stomachsof  its 
own  citizens.  But  the  illegal  manufacture,  with  the  most  deleterious 
chemicals,  is,  according  tv  Mr.  Wetmore,  boldly  practiced  under  the  eyes 
of  the  autliarities.  The  French  themselves  do  not  aspire  to  drink  the 
grand  wines,  but  content  themselves  with  a  good  ordinary  wine  of  no 
particalar  brand.  Our  author  advises  the  American  consumer  to  do  the 
same,  since  the  cheapest  wine  is  generally  the  best — at  least  the  purest. 
The  yield  of  the  few  famous  vineyards  is  very  small,  and  of  very  unequal 
degrees  of  merit  in  different  yean;  but  the  regular demaud  Trom  all  the 
four  quarters  of  the  world  is  met  every  year,  and  enough  manufactured 
to  supply  all  deficiencies." 

Ma.  HOWAHD,  of  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Chairman  :  We  have  upon  the 
books  a  severe  statute  against  the  adulteration  of  spirituous  liquors,  but 
it  has  never  been  enforced,  and  it  has  come  to  be  a  notorious  fact  that 
these  adulterations  are  universally  practiced,  lo  the  great  injury  of  tht 
health  of  our  people.  Now,  Congress  some  time  ago  investigated  thii 
subject.  A  gentleman  who  has  lately  retired  from  the  business  assurei 
me  that  not  one  tenth  of  the  liquora  drank  in  this  State  ere  pure  liuuora 
That  nine  tenths  are  manufactured,  doctored,  and  poisoned  by  the  whole 
tale  liquor  dealers-  These  foreign  manufacturers  buy  our  Californit 
wines,  make  them  up  into  champagne,  adulterate  them,  and  ship  them 
back  to  us;  and  the  same  way  with  brandy.  They  mix  it  up  and  doc. 
(or  it  up  with  all  sorts  of  impure  chemicals,  and  send  it  back  here  ai 

ot  pure  brandy  and  pure  wines.  It  interferes  with  the  pure  wine 
industry,  which  is  just  now  attracting  so  much  attention  in  this  country, 
and  for  which  there  is  springing  up  a  healthy  demand  in  London  and 
other  large  centers.     But  to  long  as  this  manufactured  stuff  takes  the 

tlaco  of  it,  BO  long  the  business  cannot  be  carried  on  profitably  here, 
ecause,  with  a  very  little  jiure  California  wine  and  brandy  they  can 
make  enough  poison  by  adroit  mixing  to  supply  the  whole  market,  and 
destroy  the  health  of  the  people  also.  In  order  to  protect  our  own 
health,  and  the  industries  ot^  the  Btale,we  must  make  and  enforce  strin- 
gent laws  against  the  adulleration  of  wines  and  liquora.  It  seems  to  rae 
that  the  only  way  to  reach  it  is  to  do  the  way  they  do  in  some  portions 
of  Europe—by  inspection.  If  the  brandy  don't  come  out  colorless,  let 
them  knock  the  head  nut  of  the  barrel  and  let  it  run.  My  own  opinion 
is  that  the  pruvision  just  introduced  is  one  of  the  most  necessary  pro- 
Ma.  MILLS.    Ifyouapply  it  toono,  why  not  toall! 

Ma.  BROWN.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  could  not  hear  the  remark  msde  by 
the  gentleman  who  spoke  last.     One  thing  is  evident,  that  everything 
that  points  in  the  direction  of  having  line  liquors  should  be  appreciated 
by  this  committee.    [Laughter.]    It  is  a  fact  that  oumbersof  our  citir 
will  drink,  and  the  fact  that  the  liquors  are  poisonous  appears  not 
prevent  them  at  all.     In  the  midst  of  all  this  it  is  necessary  that 
should  guard  cur  citiiens,  if  we  can  do  it,  by  a  constitutional  provisi 
or  in  any  way  whatever  that  is  reasonable.     We  know  that  poisonous 
liquors  have  injured  many,  and  killed   many,  and  the  welfare  of  oi 
citizens  must  be  guarded.    I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Ml.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  Now,  take  that  tn  connectii 
with  section  twelve,  that  "any  county,  city,  town,  or  township  mi 
make  and  enforce,  within  its  respective  limits,  all  such  local,  polit 
sanitary,  and  other  regulations  as  are  not  in  conflict  with  general  laws 
This  is  the  article  on  cities  and  counties.  This  section  twelve  refe 
exclusively  to  them.  If  the  amendment  were  proper  in  any  place 
the  Constitution,  it  would  be  in  the  legislative  article,  and,  if  n  proper 
amendment,  when  we  come  to  consider  that  article  in  Conv^tion,  the 
gentleman  can  offer  it.     But,  sir,  I  wish  to  say.  that  I  indorse  all  the 

gentleman,  in  his  argument,  has  slsted  that  we  already  have  a  statute 
upon  the  subject  which  has  never  been  enforced.  Then  if  it  cannot  be 
enforced,  what  will  this  amendment  amount  to?    It  is  proposed  to  say 


that  the  Ijegislatu re  shall  amend  that  Actor  pass  someotl 
supposed  for  the  Inst  three  or  four  months  that  this  was  * 
Convention.  But  as  we  are  getting  so  much  into  details, 
be  some  question  about  it.  There  is  no  precedent  for  thii 
in  the  Constilution.  Why,  the  gentleman  from  Los  A 
hours,  can  specify  one  hundred  clauses  of  legislation  tb 
enacted,  yet  which  are  unnBcesaarv  in  the  Constitution, 
that  the  Legii 


betters 


re  getting  lno  much  legisla 


1.  REDDY.     Mr.  Chairman:    I  hope,  before  gentler 
imendment,  they  will  reflect  and  consider  the  metbi 
aaiT  to  carry  this  provision  into  effect.     It  will  req 
rs  from  Siskiyou  to  San  Diego- 
.1  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  on  the  adoption 


it  of  I! 


gentlen 


Mi.  SCIIOMP.    I  offer  an  smendmanL 

Thi  BECKETABY  read: 

"  Insert  alter  the  word  '  township,'  in  the  first  line,  the 

Ma.  SCHOMF.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  that  in  the  int 
highways.  We  have  labored  under  great  difficulties  in 
ment  of  these  highways,  by  reason  of  Ibe  system  of 
They  have  lo  be  general  throughout  (he  county,  and  the 
ally  levied  to  meet  the  general  wants.  Now,  we  desire 
meet  special  wants,  by  authorizing  the  Board  of  Bupervi 

I  live  great  diversity  of  soil.  In  some  places  the  natural 
about  all  we  need  in  (he  way  of  roads,  and  in  other  places  it  require*  a 
large  amount  of  moliey  to  make  good  roads.  Some  of  us  are  willing  to 
have  our  roads  made  permanent,  and  to  pay  for  it,  if  the  Boani  of  Super- 
visors can  have  the  power  to  levy  the  tax  necessary. 

Ma.  FREEMAN.  Tbe  amendment  seems  to  ^  far  beyond  what  the 
gentleman  professes  (o  want.  It  makes  a  road  district  a  legislative  body, 
because  they  have  power  to  pass  laws,  and  make  police  and  other  local 
regulations. 

TBI  CHAIRMAN.    Tbe  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

Lost. 

Ml.  HALE.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  ameodmeat  to  the  sei^ioa. 

Thi  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Amend  the  section  by  striking  out  the  words 'as  ire  not  in  conflict 
■  ere  they  occur  in   the  third  line,  and  substitute  thei«for  the 


follo« 


I  shall  b 


d  by.'" 


Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  This  amendment  I  hope  may  be  adopted, 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  intention  of  the  committee.  You 
will  observe  that  the  words  here  are  "all  such  local,  police,  aanitarj, 
and  other  regulations  as  nn  not  in  conflict  with  general  laws,"  In  these 
towEsbipa,  as  suggested  by  Mr.  Freeman,  there  are  no  Boards  to  make 
these  regulations.  Tbe  amendment  contemplates  that  general  laws 
shall  be  passed  by  the  Legislature,  prescribing  the  means  under  which 
cities,  counties,  towns,  and  townships  may  make  and  enforce  these  reg- 
ulations for  sanitary  and  other  purposes.  Upon  the  breaking  out  of 
contagious  or  infectious  diseases,  there  must  be  power  (o  protect  the 
community.  In  cities  they  can  do  it,  because  they  have  Boards  to 
regulate  such  mattera.  But  in  townships  they  have  no  such  organiza- 
tions.  and  the  methods  and  means  by  which  they  are  to  accomplish 
these  things,  ought  lo  be  prescribed  and  regulated  by  general  laws. 

Ma.  BLACKMER.     Mr-  Chairman :  I  prefer  the  section  reported  br 

believe  these  local  authorities  ought  to  be  left  to  do  all  those  things  that, 
in  their  judgment  are  necessary  to  be  done,  and  that  are  not  in  conflict 
with  the  general  laws  of  the  Stale.     But  (o  say  they  shall  do  nothing 

tbe  Constitution.  Leave  it  lo  them  to  do  such  things  as  in  their  judg- 
ment are  best,  so  long  as  tbev  do  not  conflict  with  the  general  law. 

Ma.  HEnRlNGTON.  Thisisan  ungrammaltcalsenteaw.  loflertha 
following  amendment: 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"Strike  out  the  words 'their  respective,'  in  line  two,  and  insert  the 
word  'it's'  in  lieu  thereof." 

Ma.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  to  the  last  Bmendmeat,  tbera 
is  no  question  but  that  it  is  necessary  te  make  sense,  and  make  it  gram- 
matical- As  lo  the  amendment  offered  by  tbe  gentleman  from  Placer,  I 
have  Ibis  to  say  :  these  little  two  lines  and  ahsif  here,  1  think  wereformU' 
lated,  and  written  over  and  over  again,  more  than  any  section  in  this 
report,  and  I  had  supposed  the  committee  bad  reached  a  happy  agree- 
. .i._.  1!... .;__  ._.....     ^jjj  gentleman  from  Placer  bad 


his  full  shar 


nof  tl 


mproper. 


from  Plager,  1  .     „ _  __. 

their  own  work.  Thev  had  a  great  deal  to  d 
the  committee.  Now,'!  think  both  of  these  ar 
I  think  the  section  is  all  right  as  it  is. 

Tax  CHAIRMAN.    Tbe  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Placer,  Judge  Hale. 

LosU 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  tbe  amendmaat  ofiTered  by  the 
gentleman  from  8aD(a  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

Adopted. 
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Thb  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  thirteen: 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  13.  Taxes  for  county,  city,  town,  school,  and  other  local  pur- 
poses must  be  levied  on  all  subjects  and  objects  of  taxation.  In  addition 
to  that  which  may  be  levied  for  the  payment  of  the  principal  and  inter- 
est of  existing  indebtedness,  the  annual  rate  on  property  shall  not  exceed 
the  following:  For  county  purposes,  in  counties  havinz  two  million  dol- 
lars or  less,  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  doUafs'  valu- 
ation ;    in  counties  having  six  million  dollars,  and  under  ten  million 

dollars,  such  rate  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars' 

valuation;  and  in  counties  having  ten  million  dollars  or  more,  such 

rate  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hutidred  dollars'  valuation. 

For  city  and  town  purposes  such  annual  rate  on  property  in  incorpo- 
rated cities  and  towns  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred 

dollars'  valuation  ;  and  in  any  city  and  county  with  consolidated  gov- 
ernment, such  rate  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dol- 
lars' valuation. 

Mb.  white.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. ' 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  president.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organization, 
that  they  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  BL.A.CKMER.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  Convention  do 
now  adjourn. 

Carried. 

And,  at  five  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until 
to-morrow  morning,  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  TWELFTH  DAY. 

Sacramento,  Friday,  January  17th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 


present. 

Andrews, 

Herold, 

Rhodes, 

Ayers, 

Herrington, 

Ringgold, 

Barbour, 

Hitchcock, 

Rolte, 

Barry, 

Holmes, 

Schomp, 

Barton, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Shoemaker, 

Belcher, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Shurtleff, 

Bell, 

Huestis, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Biggs, 

Hughey, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Blackmer, 

Hunter, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Boggs, 

Johnson, 

Soule, 

Boucher, 

Jones, 

Stedman, 

Brown, 

Joyce, 

Steele, 

Burt, 

Kelley,              ♦ 

Stevenson, 

Campbell, 

Kenny, 

Stuart, 

Caples, 

Keyes, 

Sweasey, 

Casserly, 

Kleine, 

Swenson, 

Chapman, 

Laine, 

Swing, 

f                  Charles, 

Lampson, 

Thompson, 

Condon, 

Larkin, 

Tinnin, 

Croutth, 

Larue, 

Townsend, 

Davis, 

Lindow, 

Tully, 

Dowling, 

Mansfield, 

Turner, 

Doyle, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Tuttle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Crus, 

Vacquerel, 

Dunlap, 

McCallum, 

Van  Dyke, 

Edgerton, 

McComas, 

Van  Voorhies," 

Estey, 

McFarlaud, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Evey, 

McNutt, 

Waters, 

Fajfrell, 

Mills, 

Webster, 

Fawcett, 

Moffat. 

Weller, 

Freeman, 

Moreland, 

Wellin, 

Freud, 

Murphy, 

West, 

Glascock, 

Nason, 

White, 

Gorman, 

Neunaber, 

Wickps, 

Grace, 

Ohleyer, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Hager, 
Hale, 

Prouty, 

Winans, 

Reed, 

Wyatt, 

Harrison, 

Reynolds, 

Mr.  President. 

Harvey, 

ABSENT. 

Barnes, 

(Jreeg, 
Hall, 

'Noel,.               T 

Beerstecher, 

O'Donnell, 

Berry, 

Heiskell, 

O'Sullivan, 

Cowden, 

Hi  1 born. 

Overton, 

Cross, 

Inman, 

Porter, 

Dean, 

Lavigne, 

Pulliam, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin 

I,  Lewis. 

Reddy, 

1                 Eagon,' 

McConnell, 

Schell, 

[                 Estee, 

McCoy, 

Shafter, 

Filcher, 

Miller, 

Terry, 

Finney, 

Morse, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Garvey, 

Nelson, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District. 

Graves, 


LEAVE   OF   ABSENCE 


For  one  day  was  granted  to  Mr.  Garvey. 

Two  days  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Messrs.  McConnell  and 
Lampson. 
Three  days  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Morse. 
Leave  of  absence  for  one  week  was  granted  to  Mr.  Hilbom. 

THE  journal. 

Mr.  lindow.     Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal be  dispensed  with  and  tlie  same  approved. 
So  ordered. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON  presented  a  petition  and  protest  from  one  hun- 
dred and  twelve  business  houses  of  San  Jos^,  against  special  license  on 
business. 

Referred,  without  reading,  to  the  Convention,  to  be  considered  with 
the  article  on  revenue  and  taxation. 

Mr.  van  VOORHIES  offered  the  following  petition,  signed  by  a 
large  number  of  citizens  of  Alameda  County,  requesting  the  exemption 
of  certain  property  from  taxation  : 

To  the  Honorable  J.  P.  Hoge,  President,  and  to  membem  of  the  Constitutional  Con- 
vention : 
Gentlrmrn  :  Your  peUtloners,  citizens  of  the  StAte  of  California,  and  residents 
of  Alameda  County,  most  respectfully  request  your  honorable  body  to  exempt  from 
taxation  all  property  used  exclusively  for  charitable,  educational,  and  church  pur- 
poses. 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  the  article  on  revenue  and 
taxation. 

CITY,  COUNTY,   AND   TOWNSHIP    ORGANIZATION. 

Mr.  FREUD.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City, 
County,  and  Township  Organization. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Secretary  will  read  section  seven,  which  was 
temporarily  passed  over  yesterday. 

CITY   AND  COUNTY   GOVERNMENTS. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  7.  City  and  county  governments  may  be  merged  and  consoli- 
dated into  one  municipal  government,  with  one  set  of  officers,  and  may 
be  incorporated  under  general  laws  providing  for  the  incorporation  and 
organization  of  corporations  for  municipal  purposes.  The  provisions  of 
this  Constitution  applicable  to  cities,  and  also  those  applicable  to  counties, 
so  far  as  not  inconsistent  or  not  prohibited  to  cities,  shall  be  applicable 
to  such  consolidated  governments.  In  consolidated  city  ana  countv 
governments  of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  population,  there  shall 
be  two  Boards  of  Supervisors,  or  houses  of  legislation;  one  of  which,  to 
consist  of  twelve  persons,  shall  be  elected  by  general  ticket  from  the 
city  and  county  at  large,  and  shall  hold  office  for  the  term  of  four  years, 
but  shall  be  so  classined  that  after  the  first  election  only  six  shall  be 
elected  every  two  years;  the  other,  to  consist  of  twelve  persons,  shall  be 
elected  every  two  years,  and  shall  hold  office  for  two  years.  Anv  causal 
vacancy  in  the  office  of  Supervisor  in  either  Board  shall  be  filled  by  the 
Mayor. 

Mr.  MORELAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  a  motion  to  strike  out 
part  of  the  section. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'government,'  in  the  seventh  line." 

Mr.  van  dyke.     I  second  the  motion. 

Mr.  herrington.     I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  seven  as  follows:  Strike  out  the  words,  'for  the 
incorporation  and  organization  of  corporations  for  municipal  purposes,' 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  Hherefor;'  also,  in  line  five,  strike 
out '  so  far  as.'  " 

REMARKS   or   MR.   HAOER. 

Mr.  hager.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  not  very  well  posted  upon  what 
has  bdeii  done  with  this  report.  I  have  not  had  time  to  examine  the 
amendments  that  have  been  adopted,  and  I  do  not  exactly  know  the 
condition  in  which  it  is  now.  I  regret  very  much  that  I  could  not  have 
been  here  during  the  consideration  of  the  report,  merely  from  the  fact 
that  I  was  familiar  with  it;  but  I  have  not  been  able  to  get  here  in  conse- 
quence of  sickness  in  my  family.  The  object  of  section  seven  is  to  allow 
Uiese  incorporations  to  take  place  as  provided  for  in  section  six,  which  I 
understand  has  been  amended.     Section  six  reads:  ^ 

"  Corporations,  for  municipal  purposes,  shall  not  be  created  by  special 
laws,  but  the  Legislature,  by  general  laws,  shall  provide  for  the  incorpo- 
ration, organization,  and  classification,  in  proportion  to  population,  of 
cities  and  towns;  and  cities  and  townff%eretofore  organized  or  incorpo- 
rated, may  become  organized  under  and  subject  to  such  general  laws. 
Cities  and  towns  may  become  incorporated  under  general  laws,  when- 
ever a  majority  of  the  electors,  voting  at  a  general  election,  shall  so 
determine,  and  shall  organize  in  conformity  therewith." 

That  is  section  six.  Now,  section  seven  says  that,  "city  and  county 
governments  may  be  merged  and  consolidated  into  one  municipal  gov- 
ernment, with  one  set  of  officers,  and  may  be  incorporated  under  general 
laws  providing  for  the  incorporation  and  organization  of  corporations 
for  municipal  purposes."  'That  is  refeVring  to  the  preceding  section. 
The  general  laws  that  may  be  passed  in  accordance  with  the  preceding 
section  shall  be  applicable  to  cities  and  counties,  incorporated  under  sec- 
tion seven.  The  amendment  would  destroy  the  very  object  that  the 
section  has  in  view.     I  think  the  amendment  ought  not  to  be  adopted. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


T  anijerstand  there  is  another  e 
Inngnage,  nccording  to  my  m 
no  farther.  Tbe  limitBtion  i: 
■hall  be  applicable.     I  see  no 

Mr.  van  dyke.     Mr.  Ch 


.  19  Strictly  c( 
n  for  striking 


set.    JiiiC  so  far  nnd 


balanoo  of  the  section  from  tl 


airman  ;  In  referenee  to  the  first  amend- 
ilii  not  be  adapted.  That  strikes  out  the 
le  word  "BOTemment"  Now,  that  part 
t  is  a  good  deal  legislation;  it  provides 
inai  m  eiiies  oi  over  one  nundred  thonsand  inhsbitants  there  shall 
be  tvo  Boards  of  SiiperriEwrs  or  houses  of  legislation.  I  do  not  like 
that  word  to  begin  with,  and  t«  end  with  you  might  find  that  a  citj^of 
one  hundred  tlousand  inhabitants  would  get  along  better  with  one 
Board  than  the  expense  of  two.  1  Chink  it  would  be  better  lo  leave  that 
to  legislation,  because  then  it  could  be  modified  us  experience  should 
show  lo  be  desirable.  I  think  it  would  be  bolter  to  strike  out  that  part, 
i  suppose  tbat  was  the  object  of  the  motion  to  strike  out.  We  may  find 
it  harmful,  and  then  we  eauld  not  amend  it.  In  cases  like  that  I  think 
it  is  betler  lo  leave  it  to  tbe  Legislature. 


Ma.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  presume  it  is  pretty  well  understood 
that  in  all  muuicipal  governments  there  are  ttro  Boards  of  legislation. 
In  the  City  of  San  Francisco  the  reason  they  have  had  one  is  that  the 
Constitution  would  not  admit  of  two.  It  pmTides  that  there  shall  be 
oiie  Board  of  Supervisors  in  each  county.  It  is  intended  to  have  two 
houses  of  legislation,  or  Boards  of  Aldermen.  One  is  intended  to  be  a 
check  upon  the  other.  When  a  measure  passes  one  body  it  has  to  go  to 
the  other,  and  the  people  have  time  to  see  what  it  is.  Public  opinion  is 
brought  (o  bear  upon  it,  and  the  result  is  better  legislation.  So  in  tbe 
Legislature ;  a  bill  passes  one  house  and  is  generally  discussed,  and  tbe 
other  house  can  act  more  intelligently  upon  it.  This  provision  is 
intended  to  make  it  compulsory  upon  cities  having  a  consolidated  gov- 
ernnient  that  they  should  have  two  Boards  of  legialalion.  That  is  the 
intent  of  it.  that  it  should  lie  a  constitutional  provision.  Is  it  right,  or 
is  it  wrong?  In  regard  to  tbe  argument  that  it  is  legislation,  you  might 
make  that  objection  Ur  every  provision  that  is  ofTered  in  this  Constitu- 
tion, because  the  LegisJatura  is  all  powerful,  unless  it  ia  limited  by  the 
Constitution  ilaelf.  I  know  that  when  I  was  in  the  Legislature,  and 
since  1  have  been  out,  1  have  been  called  upon  to  kuow  if  1  could  not 
control  some  bill  by  which  we  could  get  around  that  provision  in  the 
Constitution,  in  order  that  we  might  have  two  Boards  in  that  great  city. 
We  find  Iho  neeessitj'  of  it.  I  have  been  spoken  lo  again,  and  again, 
and  again,  about  having  two  Boards  in  that  great  City  of  San  Francisco, 
and  in  any  city  that  bas  fifty  thousand,  or  one  hundred  thousand,  or 
two  hundred  thousand  inhabitants.      I  hope  that  the  provision  will 


tiou  to  strike 


that 


and  1  suppose  ha 

had  been  enforced.     Finally  the  so-called 

question  was  raised  and  an  investigation  entered  into  t* 

------Rnce  was  properly  passed  or  not.     It  was  discov 

rushed  through,  the  point  was  made  in  Couft,  a! 
Now,  these  two  Boards  of  Supervisors,  as  provided  in 
a  great  deeree,  obviate  these  difficulties,  I  do  not  sc 
it  put  this  into  the  Constitution,  that,  "  In  consolidatei 
>vemments  of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  popu 
I  two  Boards  of  Supervisors,"  The  expense  is  triQin; 
..jteresls  involved,  and  I  can  think  of  no  possible  objed 
urged  against  it,  exctpt  that  it  cosla  a  little  more  t^  . 
B(«ird ;  but  the  check  which  it  will  be  upon  reckless  h 
to  me  is  beyond  all  question.  I  hope  that  section  sc' 
reported  by  the  commitlee,  and  in  saying  so  I  think  I 
■  imoua  opinion  of  the  San  Francisco  delegation. 


Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  underaUnd  tha 
ntended  to  give  to  cities  of  one  hundred  thousand  inh. 
lege  of  having  two  Boards  of  legislation.  I  am  si 
should  have,  if  they  desire,  hut  the  trouble  is,  they  hai 
just  how  these  two  Boards  shall  fa- *■'--■ 


their 


id  county  g 
re  shall  b 


i  than  one  hundred  tho 
e  two  Boards  of  Supervisors  or  houses  of 
he  balance  to  the  Legislature  to  sa^  how 
shall  be,  what  number  shall  conshtute  ei 
there  ought  to  be  one  Board  of  legislation 
cial  importance  as  San  Francisco.  I  an 
adoption  of  that  portion  of  the  lertion  which  authorii 
legialation,  but  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  all  that  i 

LR.  H.\GER.     Mr,  Chairman  :  As  some  of  tho  gen 
ik  that  this  is  a  new  tbing,  I  desire  lo  announce 

a  new  thing.    I  find  this  provision  in  other  Com 

has  been  adopted,  and  where  it  bas  been  acted  upon. 
Constitution  of  Missouri,  which  says  it  shall  be  a  fi 
charters;  that  it  shall  provide,  among  other  things, 
legislation,  one  of  which,  at  least,  shall  be  elected  1 
""  '  '  a  provision  that  is  already  adapted,  and  has 
years  past  in  Sl  Louis.  The  objection  that  it 
no  application  at  all.    Thequestion  is  simply,  is  there 


Mb.  MORELAND.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  the  m 
out  all  after  the  word  "government"  wilf  prevail.     We  ou( 
lay  down  any  iron  bound  rule  for  the  government  of  cities  and' 
especially  such  a  rule  as  is  laid  down  in  this  section.    It  seer 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  legislation  entitely ;  that  under  this  Con 
if  adopted,  tho  Legislature,  if  it  sees  (it  to,  can  provide  for  the 
is  laid  down  in  this  section.     We  ought  not  lo  adopt  it  in  this  Constitu- 
lion  so  that  it  could  not  he  dont  away  with  if  the  people  did  not  like  it 
or  if  it  did  not  work  well.    I  hope  the  motion  will  prevail. 


Mb.  REYKOLDS.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendi 

"I  not  prevail,    Itisnotaqut  "         

-       her  the 


trike 


le  future 


whether  t 


;  but  it 


s  Logisl 


u  whet 


this 


right , 


Mof  large  population,  where  there 
interests  involved  as  momentous,  perhaps,  as  ever  came  before  the  Legis' 
lature,  should  have  a  Board  of  Supervisors  divided  into  two  bodies,  like 
a  legislative  body.  The  reasons  are  strong.  If  there  be  any  reason  why 
there  should  be  two  houses  in  a  legislative  body,  the  reasons  are  as 
strong  in  favor  of  having  two  branches  of  the  city  Legislature  as  there 
can  be  of  the  State.  We  all  understand  in  San  Francisco  how  easy  it  is 
to  get  a  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  We  all  under- 
stand how  easy  it  is  for  an  ordinance  lo  pass  through  one  body  that  may 
'0  inimical  to  the  Interests  of  the  people.   11  may  be  passed  by  lobbying. 


It  n 


n  the.  i 


Tests  of  some  contractor, 


that  there  must  be  some  delay  i  . 

ditfereut  with  a  city  of  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  and  th 

few  hundred.    In  a  villa^  of  a  few  hundred  everybody  knows 

body's  billinessj  every  citizen  knows  all  that  is  going  on,  in  the 

of  Supervisors  and  out  of  it.     But  in  a  large  city  it  is  vastly  different. 

There  is  the  hurrying  to  and  fro,  the  attention  to  one's  own  cone 

the  never  ending  conUict  of  life,  tke  conflict  of  a  mercantile  coinmu 
of  a  trading  community,  that  absorbs  men's  attention,  and  absorbs 
time,  and  they  have  little  opportunity  to  look  ofter  their  Boards  of 
Supervisors,  and  look  alter  the  schemes  of  politicians  and  the  schemes 
of  controctore  of  all  sorts.  Every  imaginable  interest  centers  In  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  and,  with  a  single  Board,  there  is  abundant  oppor- 
tnnity  to  slide  things  through,  and  often  the  feeble  barrier  of  five  days' 
publication  of  an  ordinance  before  the  ayes  and  noes  are  called  on  its 
Hnal  passage  is  violated  or  dispensed  with,  and  the  ordinance  goes  into 
effect  and  is  enforced  for  years  and  years,  until  it  occurs  to  somebody 

icertain  whether  that  order  wo"  '-—''-" -■      -  j  ■■-  - 

n  back  and  find  that  the  ordinance  „     .  , 

ivn  it  goes.    A  case  of  this  kind  occurred  in  the  case  of  these 

'iot  trials.    There  bad  been  an  ordinance  on  tbe  books  (or  years, 


ould  It 


M  be  derived  from  it 
I  very  heavily  taxed.     The  ta 


'Now, 


DOf  (I 


millions  of  dollars.  Every  little  homestead  i 
existence.  Taxes  have  been  imposed  in  every  shape 
the  Consolidation  Act.  I  think  this  provision  ■  jud 
hope  it  will  be  retained  in  the  Constitution. 

Ma'.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  in  favor  of  t 
have  two  Boards  of  Supervisors,  or  houses  of  legislali 
of  large  cities  where  the  government  is  consolidated 
to  ascertain  frem  the  Chairman  sf  the  committee  in  ' 
second  Board  is  to  be  constituted  ?  It  says,  "  one  of  w 
twelve  peraons,  shall  be  elected  by  general  ticket  f 
county  at  large,  and  shall  hold  office  tor  the  term  of  foi 
be  so  classified  that  alter  the  first  election  only  six  sha 
two  years ;  the  other,  to  consist  of  twelve  persons,  shn 
two  years,  and  shall  hold  office  for  two  years."  It 
whether  they  are  lo  be  from  the  city  and  county  at  1 
not  understand  whv  it  is  specified  in  one  instance  and 

Ma.  HAGER.  The  intention  was  to  leave  the  ro 
tion  of  the  other  Board  with  the  Legislature.  The  pr 
least  one  Board  shall  be  elected  from  the  city  and  com 
other  will  be  elected  under  the  general  law,  which  at 
be  enacted  in  the  preceding  section  six.  If  we  leavi 
by  the  Legislature  under  section  six.  we  will  make  no 

Ma.  WmANS.  Mr.  Chairman!  I  think  it  is  ve 
there  should  be  two  branches  of  government  in  a  c; 

Francisco,  or  as  Oakland,  if  that  should  be  coosolidi. __^    ,. 

but  certainly  in  San  Francisco.  One  Board  operates  as  a  check  upon  the 
other.  Where  legislation  is  carried  on  for  such  a  large  mass  of  inlereata 
it  is  necessary  that  there  should  be  some  sanction  and  safeguards.  In 
the  City  of  New  York  the  plan  has  been  lo  have  a  Board  of  Aldermen 
and  a  Board  of  Assistant  Aldermen,  through  both  of  which  all  mattera 
final  issue  or  adoption.     At  present  they 


"ave  ^  T<i'i 
very  fre 

great  n 


in  San 


ind  the  . 


itly   have  bad   measures  engineered  through  by  designing 

yrnugh  corrupt  means,  and  the  community  is  therefore  injured^ 

ights  violated  by  means  which  could  not  be  adopted  with  like 

facility  if  there  were  two  Boards,  or  two  governing  powers.     I  think 

"  "       ■  '       "  '"   '"    """'s  proposition,  and  shall  therefore  object  t« 

lation  that  a  city  with  a  popu- 


Ma.  McCALLUM.     Does  not  the  aflirn 
lation  of  one  hundred  thousand  sha4i   h 
idea  that  a  city  of  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  could  have  these  two 
houses  of  legislation  if  thev  wanted  it? 

Ma.  WINANS.     Undoutledly. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.    Then  I  object  lo  it.    We  might  want  it  bcfor*  we 
have  one  hundred  thousand. 

Mr.  WINANS.    You  have  got  then  to  wnit  until  you  have  one  hun- 
dred thousand ;  hut  that  could  be  reached  by  another  ameudmenU 

Mh.  McCALLUM.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  merely  to  say  then  that  I 


Jan.  17, 1879. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


1055 


rather  favor  the  idea  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  Mr. 
Wyatt,  that  there  is  no  necessity  of  striking  out  any  portion  except  that 
after  the  words  "houses  of  legislation/'  leaving  the  balance  out;  and 
then  I  propose  to  offer  an  amendment  that  this  section  shall  not  be  con- 
strued as  prohibiting  cities  of  one  hundred  thousand  population  from 
having  two  houses  of  legislation.  I  shall  therefore  vote  against  the 
amendment  ^        « 

REMABKS   OP   MR.   JOTCX.  ^ 

Mr.  JOYCE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  U>  striking  out  section 
seven.  I  think  there  are  very  good  grounds  for  having  it  adopted.  I 
do  not  know  why  it  should  cost  five  million  five  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars annually  to  pay  the  expenses  of  that  city  and  county,  when  it  does 
not  cost  four  million  dollars  to  run  the  State.  Now,  if  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  have  a  right  to  levy  a  tax  at  option  on  about  three  hundred 
million  dollars  of  property  withoutany  check  upon  them,  I  think  it  is 
a  very  strange  thing.  I  think,  to  say  the  least,  a  check  upon  that  Board 
is  a  very  safe  thing  to  establish.  As  my  colleague,  Judge  Hager,  has 
said,  most  every  otner  State  in  the  Union  has  got  a  double  form  of  legis- 
lation. And  now  that  San  Francisco  is  growing  more  rapidly  than  any 
other  city  in  the  Union,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not  establish  the 
precedent  there  while  we  have  got  the  opportunity  to  do  so.  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  double  form  of  government.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  people 
are  robbed  as.much  in  paying  the  expenses  of  running  one  Board  as 
would  pay  the  expenses  of  the  extra  Board.  Jobs  are  run  through  there 
with  such  speed  tnat  the  public  press  even  cannot  get  an  idea  of  what 
is  going  on.  I  believe  that  it  will  be  a  great  saving  to  the  people  of  San 
Francisco  to  have  a  double  Board  instead  of  having  but  one  as  it  is  now. 
I  shall  favor  the  bill  as  it  is  now. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Moreland. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herring- 
ton. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   HBERINGTOX. 

« 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  cannot  see  any  necessity  for 
the  words  embraced  in  the  first  sentence  of  this  section — "for  the  organ- 
ization of  corporations  for  municipal  purposes."  The  part  of  it  referring 
to  general  laws,  and  that  city  and  county  governments  may  be  established 
under  general  laws,  does  not  mean  the  constitutional  provisions  under 
which  these  corporations  are  formed,  but  refers  to  statutes  to  be  enacted 
by  the  Legislature  under  this  Constitution.  Now,  if  that  be  so,  why  it 
should  confine  the  Legislature  to  enacting  the  provisions  for  the.  incor- 
poration of  city  and  county  governments  under  general  laws  for  the 
incorporation  of  cities,  is  more  than  I  can  comprehend.  I  think  the  Leg- 
islature ought  to  be  left  free  to  pass  thescgeneral  laws  just  as  they  see 
fit.  If  they  see  fit  to  put  them  in  two  enactments  they  should  be  allowed 
to  do  so.  In  fact,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  in  conformity  with  the  spirit 
of  the  Constitution,  that  every  law  shall  have  but  one  object,  that  it  will 
be  necessary  to  segregate  these  provisions  in  some  way  in  general  laws. 
It  is  true  that  some  one  general  title-head  might  embrace  these  two  pro- 
visions, but  I  think  the  Legislature  ought  to  be  left  free  to  act  upon  their 
own  judgment.  As  to  the  words  "so  far  as,"' I  propose  to  read  the 
section,  and  see  whether  there  is  any  difference  in  the  signification  of 
the  section  without  them :  "  The  provisions  of  this  Constitution,  appli- 
cable to  cities,  jind  also  those  applicable  to  counties,  so  far  as  not  incon- 
sistent, or  not  prohibited  to  cities,  shall  be  applicable  to  such  consolidated 
government."  Now,  let  us  read  it  without  them  :  "  The  provisions  of 
this  Constitution,  applicable  to  cities,  and  also  those  applicable  to  coun- 
ties, not  inconsistent,  or  not  prohibited  to  cities,  shall  ba  applicable  to 
such  consolidated  government."  Now,  if  they  are  applicable  so  far  as 
not  inconsistent,  they  are  applicable  when  not  inconsistent.  That  is  all 
there  is  to  it.  If  anybody  can  show  me  the  difference  I  will  give  it  up. 
If  there  is  any  difference  I  am  unable  to  perceive  it.  The  words  ought 
to  be  stricken  out.  There  is  no  necessity  for  using  superfluous  language. 
Let  us  go  directly  to  the  point,  and  hit  it  squarely  on  the  head. 

REMARKS   or   MR.   RAQKR. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  would  be  necessary  for  the  Legisla- 
ture to  pass  general  laws  for  the  consolidation  of  city  and  county  gov- 
ernments separate  from  the  general  laws  providing  for  the  incorporation 
and  organization  of  corporations  for  municipal  purposes,  whicn  is  not 
necessary.  A  consolidated  city  and  county  government  is  nothing  more 
than  a  municipal  government.    The  terms  employed  are  proper  for  the 

f)urpose  of  creating  one  corporation,  which  is  a  municipal  corporation 
or  the  government  of  a  city.  Now,  section  six  provides  for  general  laws 
to  be  enacted  by  the  Legislature  for  the  incorporation  of  cities,  and  this 
provision  is  intended  to  bring  consolidated  cities  and  counties  under  the 
provisions  of  section  six  for  their  incorporation.  Why  should  it  not  be 
so?  Why  should  we  have  one  set  of  laws  for  consolidated  governments, 
and  another  set  for  the  incorporation  of  cities?  I  do  not  see.  The  sec- 
tion reads:  "City  and  county  governments  may  be  merged  and  con- 
solidated into  one  municipal  government,  with  one  set  of  officers,  and 
may  be  incorporated  under  general  laws,  providing  for  the  incorporation 
and  organization  of  corporations  for  municipal  purposes."  Now,  there 
it  is  complete.  How  do  you  get  them?  Go  back  to  section  six,  and  the 
Legislature  passes  under  section  six  a  code  of  laws  for  the  incorporation 
of  cities,  and  city  and  county  gQvemments  may  be  merged  and  con- 
solidated under  those  laws.  If  this  portion  of  the  section  is  stricken  out 
vou  would  have  to  have  another  set  of  laws. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    Does  the  Chairman  hold  that  it  would  be  wise 

to  provide  that  city  and  county  governments  may  be  consolidated  under 

laws  providing  for  city  governments?    Would  you  say  it  was  necessary 

to  use  any  more  than  this  term  "therefor?" 

Mr.  H'AGER.    I  do  not  understand  what  the  gentleman  means.    I 


do  know  something  about  city  dnd  county  governments  consolidated. 
We  have  got  one  in  San  Francisco,  and  I  think  I  know  as  much  about 
it  as  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara;  perhaps  a  little  more,  in  conse- 
quence of  greater  experience.  That  is  now  a  consolidated  government 
by  special  legislation.  It  is  intended  to  have  no  special  legislation.  The 
whole  principle  of  this  report  is  to  have  no  special  legislation  in  regard 
to  the  incorporation  of  cities,  or  in  regard  to  the  incorponation  of  con- 
solidated cities  and  counties.  The  object  is  to  have  them  incorporated 
under  general  laws,  and  instead  of  having  legislation  specially  in  regard 
to  San  Francisco  or  any  other  county,  this  is  nothing  more  than  to  allow 
city  and  county  governments  consolidated  to  be  incorporated  under  the 
general  law  that  provides  for  the  incorporation  of  cities.  It  is  strange 
to  me  that  the  gentleman,  with  his  great  intelligence,  cannot  see  it. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  wfll  ask  another  question,  if  you  will  allow 
me.  Do  you  thin4c  that  by  striking  out  these  terms,  that  city  and  county 
governments  can  be  incorporated  by  anything  else  than  a  general  law? 

Mr.  HAGER.  The  merging  and  consolidating  into  one  government 
is  one  thing;  the  incorporation  of  that  consolidated  government  is 
another  thing,  and  both  are  to  take  place  under  general  laws. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  It  does  not  take  two  Acts?  Can  you  embrace 
it  in  one  Act? 

Mr.  HAGER.  That  is  the  intent  of  the  section  as  it  stands,  that  they 
may  be  incorporated  under  the  general  law  for  the  incorporation  of  cities 
and  towns;  and  there  should  not  be  any  general  law  for  the  incorpora- 
tion of  cities  and  counties  consolidated.  It  seems  to  me  so  perfectly 
plain,  that  I  am  surprised  that  the  gentleman  does  not  understand  it. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentlemwi  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SWENSON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Amend  section  seven  as  follows :  Strike  out  all  between  the  words 
'governments,'  in  line  seven,  and  the  word  Hhere,'  in  line  eight;  also, 
strike  out  the  word  '  shall,'  in  line  eight,  and  insert  the  word  '  may,'  in 
place  thereof." 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  I  understand  the  amendment,  it  is 
to  strike  out  the  words  "of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  popula- 
tion." That  matter  was  discussed  in  committee,  and  the  committee  con- 
cluded to  leave  it  at  one  hundred  thousand. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  accept  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HAGER.  But  let  me  state:  a  city  and  county  consolidated 
government  is  a  \ery  peculiar  institution.  Your  city  limita  and  your 
county  limits  must  coterminate,  otherwise  you  cannot  have  a  consoli- 
dated government.  Gentlemen  must  think  of  this.  How  are  you  going 
to  consolidate  Oakland  and  Alameda  County  ?  You  must  make  a  new 
county,  and  make  the  city  limits  and  the  county  limits  exactly  the  same 
thing. 

Mr.  van  DYKE.    There  is  no  difficulty  about  that  at  all. 

Mr.  HAGER,  I  have  no  objections  to  striking  out  the  clause,  if  any 
members  wish  to  have  it  for  their  counties.  I  think,  perhaps,  that  the 
measure  would  be  unpopular  if  it  applies  to  all  the  cities  of  the  State, 
because  a  city  may  not  wish  it,  and  it  would  lose  votes  instead  of  gain- 
ing votes;  but  if  it  is  desired  in  any  other  part  of  the  State  than  San 
Francisco,  I  have  no  objections. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Why  not  say  "  may,"  instead  of  making  it  man- 
datory ? 

Mr.  HAGER.  We  want  it  mandatory  in  our  city.  We  all  want  it 
mandatory  in  our  city. 

Mr.  BIGGS.    Stick  to  that;  you  want  it  mandatory  there. 

Mr.  HAGER.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  other.  Now,  let  me  say  a 
word  to  the  gentleman  from  Alameda.  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  members  from  Alameda  to  this  section.  Perhaps  it  may  not  be 
entirely  understood.  If  you  look  at  it  critically,  you  will  find* that  the 
first  paragraph  from  the  beginning  of  the  section  down  to  the  word  gov- 
ernment, in  the  seventh  line,  applies  to  cities  and  counties  generally, 
not  to  cities  and  counties  having  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants. 
It  applies  to  them  all.  It  is  in  a  subse<^uent  paragraph  that  the  pro- 
vision is  made  for  two  Boards  of  Supervisors.  As  it  stands  it  could  not 
have  any  application  to  any  city  in  the  State  except  San  Francisco. 
ButOaklana  can  have  a  consolidated  city  and  county  government  under 
section  seven,  down  as  far  as  line#ven,  without  having  a  double  Board. 

Mr.  van  DYKE.  But  suppose  the  people  of  Oakland  should  see 
proper  to  have  consolidated  city  and  county  government,  unless  it  had 
one  hundred  thousand  people  it  would  be  prohibited  here  by  implication 
from  having  two  Boards.    That  we  do  not  want. 

Mr.  HAGER.  But  the  general  law  may  provide  for  two  Boards. 
The  general  law  authorizing  the  incorporation  of  cities  may  provide  for 
two  Boards.    There  is  no  limitation  against  that  in  the  section. 

Mr.  van  DYKE.  I  understand  that  it  would  be  prohibited  by 
implication 

Mr.  HAGER.  There  is  no  prohibition  against  having  two  Boards  in 
any  city  that  is  incorporated. 

Mr.  Van  DYKE.  Suppose  it  is  incorporated  as  a  city  and  county, 
then  it  would  be  prohibitea  by  implication  from  having  two  Boards. 

Mr.  HAGER.  If  it  has  over  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  it 
mti3t  have  two  Boards.  If  it  has  not  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants 
it  may  have  two  Boards.  There  can  be  no  question  about  it  at  all  if  the 
general  law  authorizes  it.  In  section  five — I  do  not  know  what  they 
did  with  it — but  I  drew  it  in  such  a  way  as  to  admit  of  two  Boards  in 
each  county : 

"  Sec.  5.  The  Legislature,  by  general  and  uniform  laws,  shall  pro- 
vide for  the  election  or  appointment,  in  the  several  counties,  of  Boards 
of  Supervisors,  Sheriffs,  County  Clerks,  District  Attorneys,  and  such 
other  county,  township,  and  municipal  officers  as  public  convenience 
may  require,  and  shall  prescribe  their  duties  and  fix  their  compensation. 
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It  shall  regulate  the  salaries  and  fees  of  all  county  officers,  in  proportion 
to  duties,  and  for  this  purpose  may  classify  the  counties  by  population ; 
and  it  shall  provide  for  the  strict  accountability  of  county  and  township 
officers  for  all  fees  which  may  be  collected  by  them,  and  for  all  public 
and  municipal  moneys  which  may  be  paid  to  them,  or  officially  come 
into  their  possession." 

Mr.  van  dyke.     I  hope  the  gentleman  will 

Mr.  HAGER.  lamnotquite  through.  You  can  have  two  Boards 
in  any  city  or  consolidated  government  if  you  want  them.  In  every 
consolidated  city  and  county  government  having  over  one  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants  you  must  have  them. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   AYERS. 

Mr.  AYEKS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  amend  by  inserting  after 
the  word  "years,"  in  line  fourteen:  "Two  houses  of  legislation  may 
be  provided  by  general  laws  for  cities  of  less  than  one  hundred  thousand 
inhabitants."  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  that  will  cover  the  ground 
of  objection  of  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  and  also  enable  other  cities 
in  this  State  to  have  two  houses  of  legislation.  I  know  that  in  the  city 
in  which  I  reside,  a  few  months  ago  we  revised  our  charter,  and  there 
yras  a  strong  sentiment  in  favor  of  a  double  house — of  a  Board  of  Alder- 
men and  a  Board  of  Assistant  Aldermen — and  the  reasons  advanced 
were  exactly  the  reasons  which  the  Chairman  of  this  committee  advances 
in  favor  of  such  houses  of  legislation  in  San  Francisco.  With  that 
amendment,  all  other  cities  of  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  inhab- 
itants would,  at  their  option,  be  enabled  to  establish  such  houses  of 
legislation. 

Mr.  HAGER.  If  the  gentleman  from  4joa  Angeles  would  put  his 
amendment  in  section  six  it  would  be  in  its  proper  place.  It  could  come 
in  after  the  word  "  towns,"  in  line  four,  at  the  top  of  the  page. 

Mr.  AYERS.    I  think  it  would  be  in  its  proper  place  here. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Section  six  relates  to  cities.  This  section  relates  to 
consolidated  cities  and  counties. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Section  six  has  been  passed  upon,  and  under  our  rules 
we  cannot  go  back  to  it.  I  presume  by  unanimous  consent  we  could  get 
at  it,  but  I  think  it  would  be  in  its  proper  place  in  this  section.  It  it  is 
germane  to  the  whole  subject  of  the  section. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from  Loe 
Angeles  to  the  fact  that  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Swenson  strikes 
out  toe  words,  "of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  population." 

Mr.  AYERS.  As  I  understand  it,  that  would  vitiate  the  intention  of 
the  committee  to  have  it  mandatory  in  regard  to  cities  of  more  than  one 
hundred  thousand  population.  I  wish  to  leave  the  same  rule  open  to 
cities  having  a  less  number  of  inhabitants. 

Mr.  swenson.  Would  not  that  create  special  legislation?  Would 
it  not  reauire  a  special  Act  in  favor  of  San  Francisco?  We  have  said 
that  the  Legislature  shall  pass  na  special  Act,  and  this  would  necessarily 
require  a  special  Act  so  far  as  San  Francisco  is  concerned.  It  may  be 
done  under  a  general  Act,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  offer  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HAGER.  As  there  seems  to  be  a  desire  to  have  a  clause  in  that 
will  preclude  any  construction  that  would  prevent  a  city  from  having 
two  Boards  of  legislation,  I  would  ask  unanimous  consent  to  put  that  in 
section  six. 

Mr.  LAINE.  I  certainly  object  to  that.  We  have  got  Boards  enough 
in  our  part  of  the  country. 

Mr.  AYERS.    It  is  not  for  the  counties,  it  is  for  the  citie«. 

Mr.  LAINE.    We  have  got  cities  in  our  county  too. 

Mr.  HAGER.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  would  object  to  tak- 
ing up  section  six. 

Mr.  LAINE.    We  can  attend  to  it  in  the  Convention. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WBLLIN. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  the  amendment  should  be  voted 
down  I  would  offer  the  following  amendment: 

"  Strike  out  the  words  'one  hundred  thousand'  and  insert  'fifty  thou- 
sand;' and  strike  out  in  line  eight  the  word  'shall'  and  insert  the  word 
'  may.' " 

In  that  way  it  would  not  be  mandatory  upon  any  city.  We  are  satis- 
fied here  that  a  double  house  is  better  for  the  interests  of  the  people, 
although  it  may  cost  more  money  to  support  two  houses.  If  this  system 
is  a  good  one,  other  towns  and  cities  or  less  than  one  hundred  thousand 
inhskbitants  can  have  two  houses  without  it  being  forced  upon  them. 
This  section  as  it  is  forces  it  upon  cities  of  over  one  hundred  thousand 
inhabitants,  whereas,  if  it  is  a  good  system  they  must  reach  one  hundred 
thousand  before  they  can  avail  themselves  of  it.  I  believe  this  will  cer- 
tainly be  a  ^ood  system.  One  house  will  act  as  a  sort  of  check  upon  the 
other,  and  it  will  produce  better  eovemment.  By  doing  this  we  will 
reduce  the  taxes  on  the  people,  and  give  more  satisfaction.  But  I  also 
think  that  if  it  is  a  good  rule  it  should  be  fifty  thousand  instead  of  one 
hundred  thousand,  and  then  leave  it  in  their  power  to  adopt  the  plan  or 
reject  it,  just  as  they  please.  Therefore^  if  some  of  the  amendments  are 
voted  down,  I  shall  offer  this. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Why  not  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Swenson  ? 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Because  it  would  leave  it  to  twenty  thousand.  A 
small  community  can  govern  itself  with  one  Board.  I  do  not  believe  a 
double  system  of  government  should  be  forced  upon  a  community  often 
or  fifteen  thousand  people. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Wny  should  not  this  safeguard  be  extended  to  small 
cities  as  well  as  large  ones  ? 

Mr.  WELLIN.  The  article,  as  it  stands  here,  makes  it  compulsory 
upon  cities 

Mr.  SWENSON.  Does  not  ray  amendment  provide  for  that  very  thing 
you  are  trying  to  get  at? 


Mr.  WELLIN.  No,  sir,  it  does  not.  It  leaves  it  for  twenty  thou- 
sand. 

Mr.  SWENSON.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of  any  city  of  less  than 
ten  thousand? 

Mr.  WELLIN.  I  propose  to  reduce  it  from  one  hundred  thousand 
down  to  fifty  thousand,  and  I  think  that  ought  to  give  satisfaction  to 
every bodi^  If  the  City  of  San  Francisco  has  got  along  with  a  single 
house  anffliuilt  up  to  three  hundred  thousand  population,  I  think  other 
cities  can  stand  it  until  they  reach  fifty  thousand. 

Mr.  van  dyke.    Either  of  those  amendments  will  suit  us. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Larkin,  Ayers,  Hitcncock,  and  Biggs. 

The  main  Question  was  ordered. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Swenson. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.  • 

The  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Ayers. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WELLIN.    I  now  offer  my  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Amend  section  seven  by  striking  out  the  words  'one  hundred  thoa- 
sand,'  in  lines  seven  and  eight,  and  inserting  the  words '  fifty  thou- 
sand;'  and  by  striking  out  in  line  eight  the  word  'shall,'  taid  inserting 
the  word  '  may.* " 

Mr.  WYATT.    I  ask  for  a  division  of  the  question. 

Mr.  van  dyke.    I  hope  that  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

The  chairman.    It  is  the  same  as  the  other  amendment. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  I  desire  to  remind  the  gentlemen  who  favor 
empowering  the  Legislature  to  do  so  and  so  that  this  committee  has,  by 
an  almost  unanimous  vote,  adopted  the  provision  already,  that  every 
clause  in  the  Constitution  shall  be  mandatory. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Except  as  otherwise  provided;  and  where  you 
say  "may,"  that  otherwise  provides. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  that  the  word  "  shall "  wiU  not 
be  stricken  out  of  that  section.  I  think  it  is  just  what  the  people  want. 
I  have  no  objection  to  have  it  brought  down  to  fifty  thousand,  but  I 
want  the  word  "  shall "  to  remain  there. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     I  have  an  amendment  to  offer  to  the  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read:  . 

"Strikeout  'fifty'  and  insert  'seventy-five.'" 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  decidedly  in  favor  of 
the  report  of  the  committee;  still,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  willing  to 
compromise  and  put  in  the  words  "  seventy-five,"  in  place  of  the  words 
"  one  hundred ;"  and  though  I  have  offered  an  amenament,  I  hope  that 
both  the  amendments  will  be  voted  down.  I  offer  my  amendment  to 
defeat  his  amendment.  I  thi»k  one  hundred  thousand  is  low  enough. 
I  hope  both  amendments  will  be  voted  down.  I  think  it  is  wrong  to 
place  in  this  Constitution  a  clause  compelling  a  city  with  only  filly  thou- 
sand inhabitants  to  entail  a  double  expense  upon  its  citizens. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  hope  the  question  will  not  be  divided.  I  believe 
that  the  house  has  to  vote  upon  the  whole  question. 

The  chairman.  Except  as  we  have  a  rule  which  allows  any 
member  to  ask  for  a  divlsioi;. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  whole 
amendment,  but  I  want  the  first  one  at  any  rate.  I  hope  that  we  will 
not  take  any  chances,  not  knowing  what  will  become  of  the  ballots. 
The  effect  of  this  would  be,  that  if  we  adopt  the  first  proposition,  it 
would  say  to  a.cit^  of  fifty  thousand  inhabitants— "you  shall  have  two 
Boards  of  Supervisors,  or  two  houses  of  legislation,  whether  you  want 
them  or  not,"  Afterwards,  if  we  refuse  to  strike  out  the  word  "  shall," 
and  insert  the  word  "  may,"  we  would  compel  the  people  of  Oakland, 
or  any  people  who  might  be  similarly  situated,  to  have  what  they  do 
not  want,  or  have  it  before  they  want  it,  supposing  they  want  it  at  some 
future  time.  I  had  proposed  to  offer  this  amenament:  "This  section 
shall  not  bo  construea  as  prohibiting  any  city,  or  any  consolidated  city 
and  county  government,  of  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  population, 
from  having  two  houses  of  legislation."  That  will  leave  otuers  free  in 
this  matter.  If  this  question  has  to  be  divided,  I  hope  gentlemen  will 
not  take  the  chances  of  voting  for  the  one  without  knowing  what  will 
become  of  the  other.  I  would  ask  what  rule  it  is  that  gives  a  single 
member  a  right  to  call  a  division  ?  I  claim  if  there  is  an  objection  to 
a  division  that  then  the  question  shall  be  taken :  shall  the  question  be 
divided? 

Mr.  WELLIN.  We  have  divided  other  questions  and  can  readily 
divide  this  without  taking  a  vote  upon  it. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    We  can  divide  it,  but  I  don't  want  it  divided. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  first  branch— on  the  motion 
strike  out  "fifty"  and  insert  "seventy-five." 

RRMARK3   OF   MR.    HAGER. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  tried  to  explain  heretofore  that 
any  city  and  county  may  be  consolidated,  whether  they  have  one  hun- 
dred thousand  inhabitants  or  not,  but  that  the  last  portion  of  this  section 
only  applies  to  cities  having  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants.  Now 
suppose  all  of  section  seven  after  the  word  "government,"  in  the  sev- 
enth line,  was  stricken  out;  every  city  and  county  in  the  State  might 
be  consolidated  notwithstanding,  and  incorporated  under  section  six. 
This  provision  after  the  word  "government,"  in  the  seventh  line,  is 
applicable  only  to  cities  having  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants.  It 
does  not  prevent  a  city  having  fifty  thousand  inhabitants  becoming 
consolidated,  but  it  says,  where  they  nave  one  hundred  thousand  popu- 
lation they  must  have  two  Boards.  It  would  not  prevent  their  having 
two  Boards  if  it  was  a  city  and  county  government  consolidated,  but  the 
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provision  only  applies  to  cities  having  one  hundred  thousand  inhabit- 
ants, and,  notwithstanding  that  provision,  any  city  and  county  can  be 
incorporated  under  the  sixth  section;  but  if  they  contained  one  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants  they  must  have  two  Boards.  That  is  the  argu- 
ment, and  that  is  all  there  is  of  it. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  My  point  is  that  the  expression  of  one  thine 
excludes  the  other,  and  by  saying  that  in  any  city  having  one  hundred 
thousand  population  there  shall  be  two  Boards,  necessarily,  by  every  nile 
of  construction,  excludes  every  city  of  less  than  one  hundred  thousand 
inhabitants. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  If  the  gentleman  will  refer  to  the  first  part  of  the 
section,  and  then  to  line  eight,  he  will  see  that  if  these  consolidated 
governments  contain  a  population  of  one  hundred  thousand,  they  must 
have  two  Boards  of  Sujpervisors. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Suppose  they  do  not  have  one  hundred  thousand; 
then  they  shall  not  have  two  Boards. 

Mr.  SWENSON.    For  this  government  has  only  one  set  of  officers. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  It  does  not  follow  from  any  construction  of  this 
section  that  city  and  county  governments  may  not  be  consolidated, 
whatever  their  population ;  and  it  does  not  follow,  from  any  construction, 
that  they  are  obliged  to  have  two  houses  of  legislation  unless  they  have 
one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants. 

Mr.  MORELAND.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Hitchcock,  Stuart,  Stedman,  and  Huestis. 

The  main  Question  was  ordered. 

The  chairman.  The  first  (question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman,  to  strike  out  "  fifty  " 
and  insert  "seventy-five." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  next  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wellin,  to  strike  out  "one  hundred" 
and  insert  "fifty." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  Question  \i  on  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wellin,  to  strike  out  the  word  "shall" 
and  insert  the  word  "  may." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

remarks   of   MR.    HALE. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  amend  section  seven  by  strik- 
ing out  the  words  "  or  houses  of  legislation,"  where  they  occur  in  the 
ninth  line.  In  support  of  this  amendment,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  in  the  nfth  section  we  have  provided  that  "  the  Legislature, 
by  general  and  uniform  laws,  shall  provide  for  the  election,  or  appoint- 
ment, in  the  several  counties,  of  Boards  of  Supervisors."  And  now,  in 
this  section  there  is  the  same  thing,  except  providing  specially  for  double 
Boards  of  Supervisors  in  certain  cases,  to  wit:  cities  and  counties  con- 
taining a  population  of  more  than  one  hupdred  thousand.  Now,  our 
Constitution,  in  the  legislative  department,  provides  that  the  Legislature 
shall  ^  the  law-making  power  of  the  State  Boards  of  Supervisors,  have 
an  office  within  the  Constitution,  but  not  the  office  of  law-making. 
They  are  not  the  law-making  power.  I  apprehend  that  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  this  committee  that  they  should  be,  and  yet  these  words 
sought  to  be  stricken  out  by  this  amendment  accomplish  that  result,  at 
least  so  far  as  it  can  be  accomplished  by  these  terms.  If  the  amendment 
was  adopted  the  clause  would  read  "  in  consolidated  city  and  county 
governments,  of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  population,  there  shall 
be  two  Boards  of  Supervisors."  It  is  not  necessary  to  repeat,  by  saying 
"or  houses  of  legislation."  The^  are  called  Boards  of  Supervisors. 
Why  call  them  houses  of  legislation?  The  Constitution  of  the  State 
provides  for  one  legislative  department  of  the  government.  Let  us  not 
depart  from  it.     Let  us  preserve  the  hannony  of  the  system. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  seven  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  'govern- 
ment,' in  line  seven." 

The  chairman.  The  amendment  is  not  in  order.  It  has  already 
been  voted  down. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  reason  that  that  was  put  in  that 
shape  was  simply  to  admit  of  other  houses  of  legislation  by  name  than 
Supervisors.  They  never  would  be  called  First  and  Second  Boartf  of 
Supervisors;  they  would  probably  call  them  First  or  Second  Board  of 
Aldermen,  or  Aldermen  and  Assistant  Aldermen.  Counties  must  have 
Supervisors.  We  have  a  Board  of  Supervisors  there  because  we  could 
not  have  anything  else;  but  if  we  have  a  Board  of  Aldermen,  or  a 
Board  of  Councilmen,  then  the  wonls  "  houses  of  legislation,"  would 
apply.  I  would  not  select  the  name  of  Board  of  Supervisors  for  a  city ; 
"  Supervisors  "  is  better  for  a  county  government;  but,  if  it  so  happened, 
as  we  now  have  a  Board  of  Supervisors,  that  that  government  should 
be  perpetuated  under  a  consolidation,  the  name  would  be  Supervisors; 
but  if  we  incorporated  under  some  other  form,  they  would  probablv 
adopt  the  name  of  Aldermen,  or  Councilmen;  that  is  the  reason  it  is 
put  in  here  to  reach  these  ca^es.  I  do  not  see  what  harm  it  could  do. 
The  Constitution  would  apply  now  to  the  name  of  Supervisors;  but  if 
we  should  incorporate,  and  have  a  new  charter,  they  would  probably  be 
called  First  and  Second  Board  of  Aldermen. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Placer,  Mr.  Hale. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  now  send  up  my  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"Inline  fourteen,  after  the  word  'years,'  insert  'This  section  shall 
not  be  construed  as  prohibiting  any  city  or  consolidated  city  and  county 
government,  of  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  population,  from  hav- 
ing two  houses  of  legislation." 
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RRMARKS-OF   MR.    MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  That  is  the  sole  point  which  we 
from  Alameda  have  sought  to  make  in  this  controversy.  The  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco  seemed  to  b6  very  averse  to  having  the  first 
proposition  which  we  asked  for,  but  we  did  not  wish  to  be  placed  in  the 
position  that  other  cities  should  not  have  the  same  advantage.  It  is 
perfectly  safe  to  leave  the  people  to  deal  with  the  matter.  The  sole 
object  is  to  obviate  the  legal  Question.  The  chairman  of  the  committee, 
Mr.  Hager,  seems  to  think  that  the  affirmation  in  the  one  case  does  not 
negative  the  other.  His  colleague,  Mr.  Winans,  thinks  as  I  do,  that  the 
assertion  of  the  one  is  to  negative  the  other. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ayers, 
and  which  was  voted  down,  was  substantially  the  same  as  this. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     I  would  like  to  have  it  read. 

The  secretary  read  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ayers,  as 
follows: 

"  Insert  afler  the  word  'years,'  in  line  fourteen,  'two  houses  of  legis- 
lation may  be  provided  by  general  law,  for  cities  of  less  than  one  hun- 
dred thousand  inhabitants.' " 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  submit  that  that  is  not  the  same  thing.  Let 
the  Secretary  read  mine. 

The  SECRETARY  read :     . 

"In  line  fourteen,  after  the  word  'vears,'  insert:  'This  section  shall 
not  be  construed  as  prohibiting  any  city  or  consolidated  city  and  county 
government,  of  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  population,  from  hav- 
ing two  houses  of  legislation.' " 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  That  is  nothing  on  the  subject  of  what  the  Leg- 
islature shall  provide.  The  other  says  that  two  houses  of  legislation 
may  be  provided  under  general  law.  I  simply  propose  that  the  section 
shall  not  be  construed  as  prohibiting  cities  of  less  population  than  one 
hundred  thousand  having  two  houses  of  legislation. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.     What  is  the  difference? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  one  says  the  Legislature  may  provide,  by 
general  law,  for  two  houses,  and  the  other  says  that  the  section  shall 
not  be  construed  as 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  they  are  equiva- 
lent propositions,  and,  therefore,  rules  it  out  of  order  as  having  been 
already  voted  down. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     I  desire  to  appeal  from  that  decision. 

The  chairman.     The  Chair  hears  no  second. 

Mr.  STEDMAX.     I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Insert  in  the  thirteenth  line,  between  the  word  'years*  and  the  word 
'and,'  the  words,  *  by  supervisorial  districts.'  " 

Mr.  stedman.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  this  in  the  interest  of  good 
government.  We  have  provided  in  this  section  seven  that  two  Boards 
of  Supervisors  shall  be  elected  for  the  city  and  county,  each  of  them  to 
consist  of  twelve,  I  suppose.  I  desire  in  offering  this  amendment  to 
have  it  stated  in  this  section  that  one  of  these  Boards  shall  be  elected 
by  districts.  Now,  if  we  provide  that  the  twenty-four  shall  be  elected 
hy  a  general  ticket,  one  political  party  will  probably  carry  the  county. 
To  elect  twenty-four  Supervisors  from  one  political  party,  I  do  not  care 
what  party  it  is,  I  do  not  think  would  be  in  the  interest  of  good  govern- 
ment. I  desire  to  give  the  minority  a  chance,  and  in  order  that  we  may 
have  all  political  parties  represented  in  our  Boards  of  Supervisors,  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Larkin,  Moreland,  Davis,  and  Hunter. 

The  main  question  »vas  ordered. 

Mr.  hager.  I  would  like  to  inquire  if  there  is  any  such  thing  as  a 
Supervisorial  District? 

'the  chairman.  The  main  question  has  been  ordered.  The  ques- 
tion is  dii  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco,  Mr.  Stedman. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  seven  by  striking  out,  in  the  ninth  line,  the  word 
'twelve,'  and  inserting  'eight.*  " 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  think  if  we  have  two  Boards  of 
Supervisors  for  San  Francisc6,  that  it  would  be  well  to  have  one  of  them 
of  a  different  number.  I  am  in  favor  of  this,  from  the  fact  that  it  will 
make  less  expense.  I  have  heard  it  talked  of  several  years,  having  two 
Boards,  but  1  have  never  heard  any  one  suggest  equal  numbers  for  the 
Boards.  Generally  I  have  heard  five  named,  or  seven,  for  that  Board. 
All  legislative  bodies,  from  the  United  States  Congress  down,  are  com- 
posed of  different  numbers,  one  branch  having  a  higher  number  than  the 
other.  For  that  reason  I  offer  this,  to  save  expense  to  the  City  of  San 
Francisco;  for,  as  I  understand  it,  there  is  no  other  city  in  the  State  that 
will  come  under  this  section.  I  think,  therefore,  it  will  be  a  good  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CROUCH.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  raoye  tb  amend  by  inserting, after 
the  word  "  be,"  in  the  eighth  line,  the  words  "  and  in  those  of  more 
than  fifty  thousand  inhabitants  there  may  be." 

The  chairman.  It  is  not  in  order  at  present.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr. 
Thompson. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  crouch.     I  now  offer  my  amendment. 

The  secretary  read  : 

"  Insert  afler  the  word  'be,'  in  line  eighth,  the  words  '  and  in  those 
of  more  than  fifty  thousand  inhabitants  there  may  be.' " 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  to  the  fact 
that  the  amendment  is  inconsistent  with  the  section  itself.  I  will  read : 
"  In  consolidated  city  and  county  governments,  of  more  tiffin  one  hun- 
dred thousand  population  there  snail  be,  and  in  those  of  more  than 
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fiflv  Ihnuaand  iahabitanls  tb«re  mar  b«,  two  Boarda  of  Biipervi 
etc'    Thst  would  make  the  section  ineousiElcnt  with  it»elf.     But 
win   insert   hi>  amendment    after  the   word  "  gnvernmenti,"  i 
seventh  line,  then  Ills  ainendm«nt  irill  be  consistent.    Then  it  would 
read:  "In  consolidated  city  and 
Gft;  thousanii  inhabitants  there  ma;  be,  and  iu  thsse  of  more  than 


,    .        ion  shall  b., 
Mb.  VANDVKI    What  is  the  difference? 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  only  desired  tu  cafi  altt 


dopt  the 


1  that 


ra<4thAtir 

"2 


itwlf.    If  the 
men  t  it  should  be  put  in  the  seventb  line  aller  the  word  "  govi 

Mb.'hAGER.  I  move  to  amend  the  amendment  w>  that  the  cti 
wiU  read  :  "  In  conaolidnted  city  andc  ounty  governmeuta  of  more  t 
one  Imndred  thouiand  population,  and  in  ibose  of  less  then  ana  h 
dred  tbnusand  there  may  be  two  Boards  of  Supervisors,"  etc.  If 
gentleman  nrill  accept  thnt  amendment 

Ma.  CROUm.     I  Bcoept  the  amendment. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Then,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  details  of  this  eec 
follow  tb at  condition.  I  had  Ihnugbt  at  Rrst  it  would  accomplish 
desireil  result,  but  I  thinic  now  it  would  be  do  improvement,  or  very 
little.  One  difficulty,  iu  the  firat  place  was,  that  it  was  going  loo  much 
into  detail,  but  if  Ban  Francisco  wants  it  we  do  not  care  to  raiae  U 
question;  but  I  submit  that  these  details  ought  not  to  follow  th 
optional  provision,  as  tri  the  other  cities.  I  propose,  in  order  to  avoi 
that  parliamentary  difficulty,  to  offer  Ihia  amendment  which  accon 
plisliae  the  same  end  that  we  areall  trying  to  arrive  at.  Afterthe  woi 
"years,"  in  line  fourteen,  insert,  "  This  section  shall  not  be  construed  i 
prohibiting  a  city,  or  cansolidal«d  city  and  county  government  havir 
a  greater  population  than  forty  thousand  fror   '----- ' 


That  will  I 

amendment  of  the  gentleman,  over  the  way.  I  thiu 
one,  and  1  cannot  vole  for  it.  It  compels  all  these 
Bccepteil. 

Mb.  van  dyke.     I  do  not  see  why  it  does  not  im| 


culty  with  the 


'hy  it  does  not  improve  the  section, 

incorporate  under  that  if  we  do  not  please. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.     I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  desire! 

Mb.  van  dyke.     The  Oily  of  Oakland  might  prefer  that  to  one 
house.    Ifthey  do  not  prefer  it  to  one  house  they  need  not  adopt  it.    It 


inav  we  not  bave  the  prii 
Mb.  van  DYKB.  Bi 
out.  We  cannot  have  vi 
Ma.  LAINE.  I  hope 
this.  It  would  bean  in' 
various  counties  of  the  Sts 
that  if  the  City  of  San  F 
'     n  of  governmi 


Whyci 


npel  them  to  accept  these  del*ilsT    Why 

the  committee  have  refuBsd  to  strike  that 
would  have,  but  let  us  get  what  we 
untry  ineTiibere  will  think  something  of 
1  to  the  Legislature  to  impose  upon  thi 


the  State  oneht  not  to  be 
inually  walcbinr 
ilsbeiiigimpoeed 


placed  in  the 

the  Legislature,  to  prevent  these  eumbersome  govt 

upon  us.    I  believe  that  the  experience  of  the  American  people  is  sue 

that  we  do  not  need  bo  many  LegislAtures.     We  are  now  going  into 

scheme  by  which  we  are  to  have  a  Legislature  in  every  township. 

Legislature  in  the  countv,  a  Legislature  in  the  citj  and  county,  and 

a  multiplication  of  laws  in  this  State.    There  are  more  laws  now  in  this 

Slate  than  any  lawyer  will  live  long  enouKh  lo  read  and  digest.     I  hope 

these  amendments  will  be  voted  down.     If  tbe  City  and  County  of  San 

Francisco  desires  it  let  her  have  it.     I  hope  the  country  memlierB  will 

vote  these  amendments  down.  • 

Ma.  VAN  DYKE.     It  does  not  apply  lo  counties. 

TuK  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the 'adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment olTered  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  modified. 

Ma.  McrALLUM.    I  now  offer  my  amendment. 

Tnn  SECRETARY  read: 

"Insert  in  line  fourteen,  after  the  word  'years,'  the  following;  'This 
section  shall  not  he  construed  as  prohibitiiig  a  city  or  consolidated  city 
and  county  govern  meiit,  having  a  greater  populstiun  than  twenty  thou- 
sand, from  having  two  houses  of  legislation. 

Mb.  GRACE.  I  do  not  know  whether  there  is  any  city  outside  of 
San  Francisco  having  forty  thousi 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    O.^kland  hi 

I.  GRACE.     I  would  make  it  small  enough  to  take  in  other  citie> 


that  ai 


smallei 


)  that  other  city  and  county 
le  Board  of  Su|iervisurs  if  they 

oBjiie  w  nave  luEiii.     That  is  all  [here  is  in  it. 

Mh.   AYEK3.     If  the  gentleman   will   insert  "twenty   thousand," 

instead  of  "  fortv  thousand,"  I  will  favor  it. 
Mb.  McCALLUM.    I  have  no  objection  to  thaU    I  will  insert  there 

the  words  "  twenty  thousand,"  instea.!  of  "  forty  thousand."     If  they 

do  consolidate  that  way,  then  all  the  details  belong  to  themselves.     If 

we  had  adopted  the  amendment  we  have  just  voted  down,  it  would  hare 

requircdtwenty-fourSupervisora.    Ihopeth 

able  to  the  committee,  and  I  will  contribute, 

to  this  avalanche  of  antendmenls. 


■t,nothing  further 


«.  FREEMAN.    Mr.  Chai 


As  long  as  this  system  was  confined 
permitting  the  delegates  from  that 
ible  to  tboin  or  not.  The  proposi- 
s  the  extension  of  the  system  over 


llie  whole  State,  for  be  it  r< 
and  of  every  part  of -the  Con 


extend 


therefore  it  will  follow,  if  this  provi 
sball  be  enacted  under  and  in 
system  to  all  consolidated  cities 


Board.  I  have  heard  no  virtue  ascribed  to  it,  ar 
other  than  the  inultiplicatinn  of  offices  and  the 
county  of  something  that  shall  he  an  imitation  a 
a  city  government. 

There  are  four  or  five  counties  iu  this  State  wl 
dated  under  this  section:  There  is  the  City  anc 
Cisco,  I  suppose  you  might  say  the  City  and 
and  perhaps  three  or  four  othera. — the  City  and  ' 
City  and  County  of  Los  Angeles,  the  City  and  C 
so  on.  For  one,  as  a  representative  of  a  county 
by  this,  I  say  that  J  do  not  wish  the  Legislature 


inpo3e_ai 


upervi 


uponi 


I  » 


Boards  of  Trustees;  i 
one  of  those  things  that  is  likely  to  be  lobbh 
by  some  person  who  is  desiring 


esiriiig  a  position,  1 
hing  lor  the  presen 


Mb.  BARBOUR.     Mr.  Chairman:  The  amene 
from  Alameda  illustrates  thediiliculty  which  ain 

subdivision,  without  making  use  of  the  words  ei 
the  committee  or  Coiiveiiliou  wish  lo  make  a  sys 
San  Francisco,  we  ought  to  have  used  the  word  S 
ituation  of  l[    ' 


a  peculiarity  surrounding  tl 
character  which  impelled  th 


«1ob; 


capable  of  siip|H 
ment  within  a  government;  and  that  the  mull 
could  not  be  reached  by  general  incorpotstion 
making  use  of  the  word  San  FrancisCo,  the  com 
'■  city  of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  populi 
likely  that  as  long  as  this  Constitution  stands  the 
of  California  another  city  of  one  hundred  thoiii 
not  likely  there  will  be  another  consolidation  of< 
ment  in  the  Stateof  California  white  thisConstiti 
not  be  ratified.  And  even  if  they  run  up  to  a  | 
dred  thousand  or  more,  it  is  not  likely  that  there 
unless  there  is  also  a  change  of  geographical  lin 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman,  as  1  read  it,  i 
city  of  forty  thousand  inhabitants,  which  was  nr 
county  government,  might  have  a  doiihle-headt 
while  a  city  of  one  hundi-ed  thousand  inhabitan 
doted  with  the  county  government,  need  not  hai 
of  it  is  peculiar.  If  it  is  a  city  not  consolidated, 
thousand  inhabitants,  by  afairconstruction  it  nee 
headed  governtuent.  Now,  sir,  this  whole  attein 
ler  ought  l<i  have  been  ke/lt  out  of  this  section, 
from  Alameda,  who  was  a  member  of  the  Omii 
and  Township  Organiution,as  well  as  myself,  is 

Ban  Fraucisoo  gets  anything,  no  matter  whetfi 
some  other  place  or  not.no  matter  whether  it  fits 
an  idea  that  they  are  a  great  rival  to  San  Frar 
dhtely  want  the  same  thing.  If  San  Francisco* 
system  of  government  coniaining  all  the  grand 
gorcrnmeut  within  itself,  Oakland  shows  its  bad 
same  thing,  because  it  is  going  to  grow  up  an 
and  thereby  tangle  up  and  spoil  everything  we 
Everybody  knows  that  the  attempt  in  this  sectioi 
alone  lo  S»n  Francisco.  That  is  all  there  is  aboi 
ment  ought  not  to  be  incorporated  in  iL  And 
adopted,  and  the  people  are  thereby  anthoriied  I 
their  charter  for  their  own  government,  they  oiij 

by*lhis  provision,  but  should  be  left  free  to  ere _    

■    --  "■— !-■— .  — j[j,  (Jig  Constitution  of  the 

ine,  and  I 
iven  will  be  inconsistent  with  it,  and 
mpelent  to  frame  a  charter  providiug 
fifteen,  electing  them  from  the  city  at 
large,  or  electing  them  from  districts,  as  they  see  fit. .  Therefore  tliese 
anietidmente  that  the  gentleman  proposes  arc  unnecessary,  and  I  hope 
will  be  voted  down. 

Ma.  TULLY.     I  move  to  strike  out  section  seven. 

Tub  chairman.    It  is  not  in  order  at  present. 

Mb.  HCESTIS.     I  move  the  previous  question.  , 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Biggs,  Howard.  Evey,  and  Stuart. 

The  main  qiicstion  was  oniered. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum,  as  modi- 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Ma,  IIAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  had  no  idea  that  this  section  wat 
going  to  create  so  much  diiTtcnlty  in  the  Convention,  or  receive  so  much 
apparent  opposition.  The  section  as  drawn  was  intended  to  be  for  the 
City  of  San  Francisco. 

Ma.  MORELAND.  Mr.  CHAIRMAN:  I  rise  to  a  point  of  oHer. 
There  is  no  motion  before  the  House. 

The  chairman.     The  point  of  order  is  well  taken. 
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Mb.  TULLY.    I  move  to  strike  out  section  seven. 
The  motion  was  lost. 

Thb  chairman.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  section 
seven,  the  Secretary  will  read  section  nine. 

CITY  GOVKRNMRNT. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  9.  Any  city  having  a  population  of  more  than  one  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants  may  frame  a  charter  for  its  own  government,  con- 
sistent with,  and  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  State,  by 
causing  a  Board  of  fifteen  freeholders,  who  shsll  have  been  for  at  least 
five  years  qualified  electors  thereof,  to  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters 
of  such  city  at  any  general  or  special  election,  whose  duty  it  shall  be, 
within  ninety  days  after  such  election,  to  prepare  and  propose  a  charter 
for  such  city,  which  shall  be  signed  in  duplicate  by  the  members  of  such 
Board,  or  a  majority  of  them,  and  returued,  on&  copy  thereof  to  the 
Mayor  or  other  chiei  executive  officer  of  such  city,  and  the  other  to  the 
Recorder  of  deeds  of  the  county.    Such  proposed  charter  shall  then  be 

f>ublished  in  two  daily  papers  of  largest  circulation  in  such  city  for  at 
east  twenty  days,  and  within  not  less  than  thirty  days  after  such  pub- 
lication it  shall  be  submitted  to  the  qualified  electors  of  such  city  at  a 
general  or  special  election,  and  if  a  majority  of  such  qualified  electors 
voting  thereat  shall  ratify  the  same,  it  shall,  at  the  end  of  sixty  days 
thereafter,  become  the  charter  of  such  city,  or  if  such  city  be  consolidated 
with  a  county  in  government,  then  of  such  city  and  county,  and  shall 
become  the  organic  law  thereof,  and  supersede  any  existing  charter  and 
all  amendments  thereof,  and  all  special  laws  inconsistent  with  such 
charter.  A  copy  of  such  charter,  certified  by  the  Mayor  or  chief  execu- 
tive officer,  and  authenticated  by  the  seal  of  such  city,  setting  forth  the 
submission  of  such  charter  to  the  electors,  and  its  ratification  by  them, 
shall  be  made  in  duplicate  and  deposited,  one  in  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  the  other,  after  being  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder 
of  deeds  of  the  county,  amon^  the  archives  of  the  city,  and  thereafter  all 
Courts  shall  take  judicial  notice  thereof.  The  charter  so  ratified  may  be 
amended  at  intervals  of  not  less  than  two  years,  by  proposals  therefor, 
submitted  by  the  legislative  authority  of  the  city  to  tne  qualified  voters 
thereof,  at  a  general  or  special  election  held  at  least  sixty  davs  after  the 
publication  of  such  proposals,  and  ratified  by  at  ledlt  three  fifths  of  the 
qualified  electors  voting  thereat.  In  submitting  an^  such  charter,  or 
amendment  thereto,  any  alternative  article  or  proposition  may  be  pre- 
sented for  the  choice  of  the  voters,  and  may  be  voted  on  separately  with- 
out prejudice  to  others. 
Mr.  MOREL  and.    I  move  to  strike  out  section  nine. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   HAOER. 

Mr.  HA6ER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  members  of  the  Convention  will 
observe  that  this  is  proposed  for  the  formation  of  a  charter,  by  the  peo: 
pie,  subordinate  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  State.  We  have 
already  adopted  a  provision  that  the  Legislature  may,  by  general  law, 
provide  for  the  incorporation  of  cities.  Now,  fehen,  any  charter  that 
may  be  formed  will'  be  subordinate  to  these  general  laws,  but  it  will  be 
shaped  by  the  people,  and  submitted  to  the  people,  and  ratified  and 
adopted  by  them.  That  has  been  the  custom  all  over  the  world.  In 
San  Francisco  we  used  to  adopt  our  charter,  submit  it  to  the  people,  the 
Ijegislature  would  ratify  it,  and  it  became  the  charter.  Now,  it  is  pro- 
posed that  in  a  city  parties  may  be  elected  for  the  purpose  of  framing  a 
charter,  just  what  we  have  done  heretofore  in  San  Francisco,  and  when 
it  is  framed  it  has  to  be  submitted  to  the  people,  and  has  to  be  ratified 
by  them  ,*  but  it  must  be  subordinate  to  the  Constitution,  and  subordinate 
to  ^  general  law.  Now,  then,  if  the  City  of  San  Francisco  should  under- 
take to  frame  a  charter,  it  should  not  be  submitted  to  the  Legislature, 
because  we  have  taken  that  power  away  from  the  Legislature,  and  instead 
of  that  we  substitute  a  general  law;  therefore,  it  must  be  in  subordina- 
tion to  the  general  law  &s  the  only  authority  that  controls  the  matter. 
In  former  years,  when  San  Francisco  was  not  a  consolidated  govern- 
ment, we  had  some  four  or  five  charters.  There  was  a  convention  to 
frame  a  charter;  my  friend  in  front  of  me,  Mr.  Casserly,  was  a  member 
of  it,  and  when  the  charter  was  ratified  by  the  people  and  sanctioned 
by  the  Legislature,  it  became  the  charter  of  the  people.  Now,  the  Leg- 
islature, under  a  general  law,  may  authorize  any  city  to  frame  a  charter. 
Under  section  six  that  we  have  passed,  the  Legislature,  by  a  general 
law,  may  authorize  any  city  in  the  State  to  frame  a  charter,  if  it  is  in 
subordination  to  the  Constitution  and  general  law. 

Mr.  MORE  land.    What  is  the  use  of  this  section  in  here  then? 

Mr.  HAGER.  Simply  to  provide  another  way,  that  the  people  may 
elect  delegates  to  meet  in  convention  and  deliberately  frame  a  charter. 
It  is' an  important  matter  in  a  ^reat  city  like  San  Francisco,  while  a  little 
town,  perhaps,  would  not  require  all  that  machinery.  It  is  a  provision, 
I  may  say  to  my  friend,  that  I  have  copied  from  the  Constitution  of 
Missouri.  [Laughter.]  The  Constitutions  of  Missouri  and  Pennsyl- 
vania I  happen  to  have  in  convenient  shape  to  handle,  as  you  may  see, 
in  pamphlet  form,  and  the  Constitution  of  Missouri  being  the  latest,  is 
one  of  the  best,  because  they  have  selected  and  retained  from  other 
Constitutions  pretty  much  everything  that  is  worth  being  retained  in  a 
Constitution.  I  do  not  forget  the  Constitutions  of  my  friend  from  Santa 
Clara,  or  my  friend  fVom  Santa  Cruz.  I  have  used  part  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  my  friend  from  Santa  Clara.  If  we  should  strike  the  section  out 
then  there  would  be  no  machinery  for  arranging  a  charter  for  the  City 
of  San  Francisco.  A  general  law  might  provide  for  this  same  thing. 
A  general  law  might  provide  that  a  city  may  elect  delegates,  but  inas- 
much as  we  are  on  the  subject,  and  a  large  city  might  be  willing  to  elect 
members  to  a  convention,  whereas  others  might  wish  to  resort  to  a 
cheaper  machinery,  and  adapt  it  to  the  general  law,  we  considered  it 
best  to  provide  for  it  here.  This  applies  strictly  and  only  to  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco.  It  is  the  same  machinery  tliat  was  made 
use  of  in  the  City  of  St.  Louis,  where  they  adopted  a  charter  which  has 


been  the  cause  of  great  reforms  in  the  administration  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  State.  I  cannot  see  that  any  evil  will  come  from  it.  We 
have  this  peculiar  government  there,  a  consolidated  city  and  county 
government  I  do  not  agree  with  my  friend  from  Sacramento,  that  the 
tendency  is  to  multiply  offices.  The  tendency  is  to  reduce  the  number 
of  offices.  Instead  of  having  a  set  of  city  officers,  and  a  set  of  county 
officers,  they  are  consolidated.  We  have  a  Sheriff*,  who  is  the  Sheriff"  of 
the  county  and  of  the  city.  We  do  not  have  a  Coroner  any  more. 
We  have  a  Tax  Collector,  and  we  have  an  Auditor  that  acts  for  both ; 
formerly  we  had  one  for  each.  The  tendency  of  a  consolidated  govern- 
ment is  to  reduce  the  offices  from  two  to  one  in  every  case,  and  reduce 
the  expense  in  every  particular,  and  not,  as  the  gentleman  said,  for  the 
purpose  of  multiplying  offices.  He  says  that  they  want  none  of  this 
government  in  the  City  of  Sacramento?  Suppose  they  don't j  but  sup- 
pose the  people  should  wish  to  adopt  it  at  some  future  time,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  economy.  It  must  be  done  by  the  sanction  of  the  people  or  it 
cannot  be  done  at  all.  If  we  cannot  trust  the  people  in  this  matter, 
who  can  we  trust?  If  they  make  a  mistake  it  is  in  their  power  to  cor- 
rect it.  It  is  expected  that  this  Constitution  will  bring  healing  to  the 
wounds  of  our  oppressed  people,  and  so  far  as  is  in  ray  power,  it  is  my 
intention  to  reduce  the  expenses  of  government,  and  not  multiply  them } 
and  this  report,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  uf  it,  has  been  with  the 
intention  of  reducing  county  and  city  expenditures,  and  not  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  them.     I  hope  that  this  section  will  be  retained. 

SPEECH   OV   MR.   BARBOUR. 

• 

Mr.  BARBOUI^  Mr.  Chairman :  I  assented  to  the  proposition,  as  a 
member  of  the  committee,  and  I  believe  that  it  is  demanded  by  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  the  City  of  San  Franiisco.  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  San  Francisco  can  proceed  under  a  general  incorporation  law 
that  may  be  framed  by  the  Legislature,  because  that  general  incorpora- 
tion law  is  not  broad  enough  to  cover  the  interests  of  the  people  or  San 
Francisco.  It  is  true,  we  should  not  use  the  term  "  city  having  a  popu- 
lation of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants."  Of  course,  as 
I  said  before,  in  reference  to  the  other  section,  the  intention  is  to  author- 
ize the  people  of  San  Francisco  to  frame  a  charter  in  an  exceptional  case  ; 
in^ad  of  proceeding  under  a  general  law,  to  frame  a  charter  of  their 
own.  Now,  it  is  undoubtedly  true  that  a  necessity  exists  for  an  entire 
and  total  change  in  the  organic  law  of  San  Francisco.  No  man  from 
that  city,  who  has  ever  sought  or  attempted  to  find  out  what  the  funda- 
mental law  of  that  city  is,  upon  whicn  its  legislation  must  be  based, 
can  tell  what  it  is.  And  it  is  oecause  of  the  wide  field  which  is  required 
to  be  covered  by  the  legislation  of  San  Francisco  that  a  fundamental  law 
ought  to  be  provided  by  a  charter,  by  which  to  measure  and  test  the 
validity  of  the  ordinances  of  that  city,  ^n  Francisco  has  many  insti- 
tutions, maintains  many  Boards,  which  do  not  exist  in  any  other  city  of 
the  State,  and  which  will  lot  exist.  They  are  special  to  the  city.  They 
are  sui  generis.  They  are  governed  by  a  law  unto  themselves,  in  respect 
to  these  various  institutions  and  public  works  and  public  Boards,  which 
do  not  apply  to  any  other  city  in  thp  State.  Now,  it  has  a  consolidated 
charter,  out  the  Act  of  Consolidation,  as  it  is  called,  which  is  the  present 
fundamental  law  of  that  city,  is  in  an  extremely  confused  state.  It  is  a 
piece  of  patchwork,  made  up  like  Joseph's  coat.  Many  of  the  laws  are 
doul^tful,  and  they  would  all  be  wiped  out  by  a  charter  framed  by  a 
Board  selected  by  the  people  of  the  city,  who  would  present  to  them  a 
complete  system  of  local  government,  for  it  has  to  be  submitted  for  their 
ratification. 

Now,  I  see  no  objection  to  this  being  engrafted  in  the  Constitution.  I 
see  no  objection,  of  course,  within  the  scope  of  the  Constitution,  and  sub- 
ject to  the  laws  of  the  State,  and  providing  a  basis  for  their  local  legis- 
lation. Questions  will  always  rise,  and  questions  must  rise  in  any 
act,  in  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  to  delegate  to  the  peo- 
ple of  San  Francisco  the  power  to  go  ahead  and  make  a  local  law. 
Questions  of  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  delegate  its  authority  in 
this,  that,  and  the  other  instance,  will  constantly  arise,  all  ^f  which 
will  affect  the  validity  of  the  legislation  and  create  litigation.  The  inten- 
tion is  to  avoid  ail  these  vexed  questions.  The  intention  is  to  avoid 
all  these  questions  that  are  continually  arising  and  vexing  the  Courts 
with  regard  to  contracts,  etc.  Some  scheme  of  fundamental  law  ought 
to  be  provided  as  a  basis  of  legislation  which  the  people  stand  ready 
to  enact.  By  the  complaints  wiiich  I  have  heard  with  regard  to  the 
Consolidation  Act,  I  am  certain  that  it  should  be  sought  by  the  peo- 
ple, and  demanded  by  the  people,  that  a  charter,  complete  and  inde- 
pendent, should  be  providea  for  that  city  and  the  Consolidation  Act 
superseded  and  wiped  out. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    MCOALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  was  one  of  the  sections  of 
the  report  upon  which  the  committee  was  about  equally  dividedj^and 
according  to  my  recollection  it  was  struck  out  once  or  twice,  and  at  the 
instance  of  the  Chairman,  I  think,  finally  a  bare  majority  assented  to  it. 

Mr.  hale.  There  was  never  over  one  quarter  of  the  Committee 
sanctioned  this  section. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Not  over  one  quarter  of  the  committee  ever  gave 
its  sanction  to  the  section.  I  think  that  is  correct,  likely.  The  most  of 
the  committee  were  not  very  generally  divided,  and  I  think  it  may  be 
safely  said  that  not  one  third  of  it  ever  sanctioned  this  section  nine. 
The  first  main  provision,  or  inconsistency  of  this  section,  is  this:  that  in 
the  legislative  article,  and  in  this  article  on  city  and  county  govern- 
ments, in  which  it  is  proposed  to  remedy  the  great  existing  evil  of 
special  legislation,  in  the  principal  section,  or  in  one  of  the  sections,  this 
section  nine  appears  in  this  new  Constitution  special  legislation.  Now 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  the  Chairman  of  the  committee,  says 
that  it  provides  that  this  charter  may  be  framed  under  general  laws. 
The  phraseology  is  subject  to  diflferent  construction,  and  I  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  to  iti*  peculiar  phraseology: 
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"Anj  citj  having  a  population  of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand 
inhabitants  may  frame  a  charter  of  its  own  government,  consistent  with, 
and  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  State." 

What  shall  it  be  consistent  with?  Whv  a  fair  construction  of  that 
language  is  that  the  city  may  frame  a  charter,  not  that  it  says  that  the 
charter  shall  be  consistent  with,  but  that  they  shall  frame  a  Charter, 
and  of  course  it  is  consistent  with  the  general  laws,  because,  although 
it  is  of  a  special  nature,  anything  in  the  Constitution  must  bo  regartled 
as  general  law;  and  the  Constitution  saying  that  they  shall  frame  a 
charter,  then  it  must  follc^  that  it  is  a  constitutional  charter,  though 
not  consistent  with  the  general  laws  under  which  other  municipal  cor- 
porations are  organized.  This  article,  of  course,  is  in  itself  law.  The 
gentleman  says :  *'  Oh,  it  provides  that  it  must  be  consistent  with  law!" 
Certainly,  but  this  is  law.  Section  nine  is  law  if  it  becomes  a  part  of 
the  Constitution.  It  is  somewhat  in  the  nature  of  making  a  city  in  our 
State  different  from  all  other  cities.  Why  should  this  difference  be 
made?  *•  Oh,"  gentlemen  say,  "  there  is  a  necessity  for  it,"  but  do  no: 
point  it  out.  Why  may  not  the  city  of  San  Francisco  organize  under 
general  laws  like  all  other  cities?  Why  say  that  they  shall  frame  a 
special  charter  for  San  Francisco? 

Mr.  JOYCE.  Why  have  you  tried  to  get  the  same  provisions  applied 
to  Oakland,  awhile  ago,  that  would  not  apply  to  all  others? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  We  never  attempted  to  apply  anything  to  Oakland. 
It  is  the  principle  I  oppose.  There  is  no  necessity  for  this  special  legis- 
lation. Here  follows  this  general  proposition,  and  then  a  page  and  a 
half  of  dreary  details  as  to  the  manner  in  which  this  thing  shall  be 
done,  but  not  the  Constitution  of  the  State.  If,  as  ^he  gentleman  says, 
it  is  intended  to  conform  to  general  laws,  then  where  is  the  necessity  for 
this  general  provision.  It  must  be  consistent  with  general  laws  any- 
how. This  is  general,  all  sufficient.  I  do  not  say  there  is  any  design 
in  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  wording  it  in  the  way  it  is. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  In  my  opinion  general  laws  do  not  apply  at  all, 
and  it  is  very  doubtful  whether  they  can  authorize  the  application  of  a 
charter  made  up  under  general  laws.  This  must  be  submitted  for  ratifi- 
cation. In  small  towns,  or  cities,  I  submit  that  it  is  very  doubtful 
whether  this  course  may  be  pursued  with  reference  to  submission. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Why  may  not  a  general  law  provide  for  sub- 
mission in  all  cases? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.,  There  may  be  a  very  serious  question  with  regard 
to  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  delegate  its  authority. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  You  can  put  that  into  the  Constitution  if  it  does 
not  already  exist.  I  hope  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma 
will  prevail. 

SPKKCH   OF   MR.   RRTN'OLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  CRairman:  I  will  say  a  very  few  words  in  favor 
of  this  section,  and  in  opposition  to  the  motion  to  strike  out.  There  is 
something  more  provided,  something  more  comprehended  in  this  section 
than  the  mere  submission  of  a  charter.  Now,  in  ordinary  cases,  in  small 
cities  and  towns  that  are  incorporated,  where  the  population  is  not  large 
a  few  of  the  most  influential  citizens  get  together  and  frame  a  charter, 
and  send  it  to  their  member  of  the  Legislature,  and  have  it  adopted. 
Now,  in  a  city  of  immense  population,  such  a  thing  is  wholly  impossi- 
ble; and  hence  the  provision  nero  providing  for  a  convention  of  citizens 
elected  for  that  purpose,  who  shall  be  sworn  to  perform  an  official  duty, 
to  set  about  it  and  within  ninety  days  frame  a  charter  fur  the  city  pre- 
cisely as  we  are  framing  a  charter  for  the  State  of  California,  now;  tuen 
for  submission  to  the  people,  etc.  This  section  goes  to  the  incubation  of 
this  charter,  and  not  leave  it  to  citizens  in  a  private  capacity,  and  we 
all  know  how  such  things  are  4one  when  anything  is  done  that  is  every 
body's  business  and  noboby's  business. 

Now,  to  illustrate  the  difficulties  under  which  the  city  labors  to-day. 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  volume  I  hold  in  my  hand.  Here  is  a 
volume  of  fine  print,  three  hundred  and  nineteen  pages,  that  comprises 
the  charter  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  to-day.  Originally  it  was 
thirty-one  pages,  but  there  have  been  one  hundred  supplemental  Acts 
passed,  and  that  comprises  the  charter  to-day.  No  man  on  earth  knows 
what  is  in  it,  and  they  do  not  pav  any  attention  to  it,  cither.  They 
ride  rough-shod  over  it.  Dozens  or  these  Acts  have  been  passed  in  the 
interest  of  a  single  individual.  Some  contractor,  or  some  officer  would 
want  to  get  a  supplemental  Act  passed,  and  he  would  slide  up  to  the 
Legislature  and  get  it  through.  Under  this  section,  a  body  of^  citizens 
selected  for  that  purpose,  will  go  to  work  decently,  frame  a  charter,  and 
submit  it  to  the  people.  If  they  fail,  try  it  again,  and  the  amendments 
be  made  in  the  same  and  no  other  way.  The  argumetit  seems  to 
be  overwhelming  in  favor  of  adopting  a  regular  systematic  course,  the 
same  as  in  forming  a  Constitution  for  the  State.  The  argument  that  it 
is  creating  an  imperium  in  imperio,  that  it  is  creating  a  free  city,  that  it 
is  running  away  from  the  State,  has  no  force  whatever.  Of  course  this 
chafter  must  be  subservient  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  State; 
hence  there  can  be  no  objection  whatever  to  giving  the  City  of  San 
Francisco  the  authority  to  frame  a  charter  for  her  own  government. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   HAGRR. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  merely  want  to  say  a  few  words  in 
regard  to  the  report  of  the  committee.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was 
intended  to  adopt  the  report  or  not.  I  do  not  know  whether  one  quarter, 
less  or  more,  voted  in  favor  of  this  section.  I  know  that  at  all  times  it 
was  we  had  barely  a  quorum,  and  there  could  not  much  more  than  a 
quarter  vote  for  anythmg.  I  believe  once  we  acted  without  a  quorum. 
It  was  very  difficult  to  get  the  committee  together.  The  committee  con- 
sisted of  fifteen,  and  we  tried  to  have  eight  there.  One  quarter  would 
be  four  of  the  eight.  Five  would  be  a  majority  of  the  eight.  But  this 
was  understood.  I  stated  to  the  committee  that  this  was  a  matter  relat- 
ing exclusively  to  San  Francisco,  and  I  did  not  consider  that  any  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  was  so  well  able  to  judge  of  it  as  the  members  from 


San  Francisco;  and  that  I  would  not  stand  by  it  myself  unle^  the  dele- 
gation from  San  Francisco  here  favored  it.     I  stated  that  it  was  a  matter 
relating  to  San  Francisco,  and  that  I  would  not  undertake  to  get  up 
here  and  advocate  it  if  I  did  not  think  I  was  sustained  by  the  majority 
of  the  delegates  from  San  Francisco  on  this  floor.    And  I  wouki  not  noiw^. 
If  the  delegates  from  San  Francisco  do  not  favor  it,  I  will  not  favor  it. 
I  am  not  factious  about  this  thing  at  all.     It  is  copied  almost  exactly  from 
the  Missouri  Constitution,  and  then  they  have  there  a  special  provisiozi 
in  regard  to  the  City  of  St.  Louis.     We  will  call  it  the  Missouri  compro- 
mise.    [Laughter.]     Now,  in  the  Missouri  Constitution,  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  they  have  a  provision  that  any  city  hav- 
ing more  than  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  may  frame  a  charter. 
That  is  applicable  to  the  whole  State.    Then  they  have  a  special  pro- 
vision in  regard  to  the  City  Qf  St.  Louis,  about  twice  as  long  as  the  otner. 
Here  is  the  provision :  **The  City  of  St.  Louis  may  extend  its  limits," 
etc,  and  then  provides  for  the  government  of  the  City  of  St.  Louis,  and 
a  special  charter  in  that  particular  case. 

I  merely  refer  to  it  as  a  precedent  to  show  that  something  of  a  similar 
character  has  been  done  elsewhere.  Then  they  have  a  general  provision 
in  regard  to  other  cities.  Now,  to  ^o  back  to  this  matter.  Section  aix. 
as  has  been  heretofore  stated,  provides  for  the  incorporation  of  cities, 
and  then  it  contains  this  clause: 

''Cities  and  towns  may  become  incorporated  under  general  laws, 
whenever  a  majority  of  the  electors  voting  at  a  general  election  shall  ao 
determine,  and  shall  organize  in  conformity  therewith." 

There  it  is  submitted  to  the  people.  I  think  every  city  should  adopt 
its  own  charter.  I  think  that  should  be  the  rule;  that  when  they  adopt 
a  charter  and  organize  under  the  general  law,  that  they  should  become 
an  incorporated  city.  But  the  committee  struck  out  a  clause  that  was 
in  there:  "When  they  shall  adopt  a  charter."  Now,  the  Legislature 
may  authorize  them  to  adopt  a  charter;  but  when  it  comes  to  a  city  of 
over  one  hundred  thousana  inhabitants,  why,  it  is  reasonable  enough 
that  they  should  have  a  mode  of  a  different  kind,  by  electing  a  Board 
of  gentlemen  to  frame  a  charter,  as  we  do  here,  because  it  is  an  immende 
job.  And  it  must  be  a  charter  engrafted  upon  the  existing  institutions. 
That  Consolidation  Act  has  got  to  be  the  foundation  of  a  future  charter, 
because  all  our  laws  are  arranged  with  reference  to  that;  and  in  this 
particular  case  it  i#)uld  require,  in  my  opinion,  a  convention  to  adjust 
that  mass  of  matter  and  put  it  into  paragraphs  that  would  form  a  charter. 
But  no  eeneral  law  coula  be  broad  enough  to  frame  a  charter  under  that 
Consolidation  Act.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  reomimended  this  provis- 
ion specially  lor  that  city.  It  must  be  with  reference  to  that  Act.  All 
the  officers  are  arranged  under  it.  It  cannot  be  done  by  general  law  : 
and  it  is  for  the  safety  and  for  the  interest  of  the  people  that  this  pro- 
vision has  been  proposed  to  be  engrafted  in  the  Constitution. 

Now,  what  is  the  argument  against  it?  What  does  the  gentleman 
from  Alameda  say  ?  "  Why  should  they  have  a  different  rule?  "  Because 
we  have  a  different  rule  now.  It  is  the  only  city  and  county  govern- 
ment that  is  consolidate*!.  It  differs  in  that  respect  from  every  other 
city  in  the  State  of  California.  I  might  say,  what  objection  is  there  if 
the  people  there  want  it?  We  cannot  do  anything  here  but  what  must 
be  ratified.  If  they  vote  for  a  Convention  and  the  Convention  frames  a 
charter,  and  the  people  adopt  that  charter,  by  a  majority  vote  or  other- 
wise, who  should  get  up  here  and  say  that  they  shall  not  have  it?  Is 
that  democratic  or  republican  government?  Is  that  in  accordance  with 
the  spirit  of  the  age?  The  argument  is  because  it  is  San  Francisco. 
But  I  say  if  the  delegates  from  San  Francisco  are  opposed  to  it  I  am 
opposed  to  it  too.  I  would  not  undertake  to  urge  it  upon  this  body 
unless  a  majority  from  that  city  sustained  me;  and  the  committee  made 
the  report  with  that  understanding. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.     I  move  that  the  committee  rise. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WKLLIK. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  gen- 
tlemen to  the  fact  that  the  people  of  San  Francisco  have  been  complain- 
ing year  after  year  about  our  present  system  of  government.  We  are 
governed  by  twelve  men — a  Board  of  Supervisors  and  a  Mayor.  Seven 
Supervisors  can  vote  any  measure  through.  If  the  Mayor  vetoes  that 
measure  it  then  goes  back,  and  eight  men — only  one  more — can  pass  it 
and  force  us  to  bear  the  burden  of  taxation.  We  desire  a  change.  A 
change  has  been  called  for  from  time  to  time  by  the  people.-  Under  our 
street  system  alone,  why  people  have  been  assessed  entirely  out  of  their 
proi»erty,  from  the  very  fact  tnat  a  few  men  can  manage  the  whole  affair. 
They  have  actually  put  street  work  through  there  and  assessed  more 
costs  than  the  property  sold  for  in  the  market,  and  have  taken  the  peo- 
ple's property  clear  away  from  them.  What  reason  have  these  gentle- 
men to  give  why  we  should  not  manage  our  own  affairs,  so  long  as  we 
do  so  consistently  with  the  Constitution?  We  pay,  out  of  a  total  of  five 
hundred  and  eighty-three  thousand  dollars  in  round  numbers,  we  pay 
two  hundred  and  filty-four  thousand  dollars.  We  comprise  one  third 
of  the  population  of  the  State  of  California.  What  reason  can  be  given 
why  we  should  not  arrange  our  matters  to  suit  ourselves?  Do  you  sup- 
pose that  we  are  not  intelligent  enough — that  we  do  not  know  our  own 
wants?  Do  you  suppose  wo  cannot  send  a  delegation  here  to  Sacra- 
mento that  know  their  business?  I  hope  that  not  a  single  delegate  will 
be  against  this  proposition. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.     Mr.  Chairman :   I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 
Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  considei^tion  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Organization, 
have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  then  took  a  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 
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AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.    President  pro  tern. 
Belcher  in  the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

RESIGNATION  OF  THK  SKCRRTARY.       . 

The  president  pro  tern.  Gentlemen :  I  have  here  the  resignation 
of  Secretary  Johnson,  which  the  Secretary  (Smith)  will  read  : 

The  secretary  read : 

Sacranknto,  CALiroRNtA,  January  17, 1879. 
Colonel  J.  P.  Hook,  President  Constitutional  Convention : 

Sir:  It  becomes  my  dnty,  in  ul>edicnce  to  obligations  and  duties  taken  upon 
myself  prior  to  the  meeting  of  this  Convention,  and  which  I  cannot  now  shiric  any 
longer,  herewith  most  respectfully  to  tender  my  resignation  as  Secretnry  of  this 
Constitutional  Convention.  I  regret  exceedingly  the  necessity  wh'ich  compels  me 
to  take  this  step,  and  have  remained  at  my  |)OHt  a  week  after  the  close  of  the  one 
Itundred  days,  during  which  we  all  antici|iated  that  the  work  of  the  Convention 
would  be  completed.  In  this  connection  it  may  not  be  out  of  place  for  me  to 
express  my  surprise  at  the  movement  made  yesterday  in  my  absence  to  forestall  my 
rc»ign-4tion,  and  place  a  stigma  u}K>n  me  at  the  same  time.  I  had  arranged  with 
my  a'«i»tunts  to  attend  to  the  duties  of  my  desk  until  my  return,  when  I  pruposed 
to  take  proper  ami  dignified  leave  of  the  (Convention  to  whum  lam  indebted  for 
honor  conferred  uix>n  nie.  Thanking  the  Convention  with  a  full  heart  for  all  that 
I  am  indebted  to  them,  bi>th  in  the  honorable  ])osition  conferred  upon  me,  and  the 
warm  courtesy  at  all  times  extended  to  me,  I  am  very  truly  yours, 

J.  A.  JOHNSON,     y 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  order  in  connection 
with  this  matter,  by  which  it  was  set  as  the  special  order,  be  now 
rescinded. 

Carried. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Johnson,  as  Secretary  of  this  Convention  be  accepted,  and  that  the 
Convention  now  proceed  to  fill  the  vacancy. 

Mr.  swing.  Mr.  President :  By  leave  of  the  Convention  I  will 
withdraw  the  resolution  I  presented  yesterday. 

Thr  president  pro  tem.  If  there  is  no  objection  the  gentleman 
will  have  leave. 

The  president  pro  tem.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  accept 
the  resignation  and  proceed  to  fill  the  vacancy. 

Carried. 

NOMINATIONS   FOR  SRCRETART. 

Mr.  EDGERTON.  Mr.  President:  There  was  a  resolution  offered 
yesterday  and  withdrawn  to-day.  I  now  take  very  ^reat  pleasure  in 
submitting  to  the  Convention  the  name  of  Ed.  F.  Smith,  of  Sacramento, 
a  gentleman  in  every  way  qualified  to  fill  the  position  of  Secretary  of 
this  Convention,  as  genlleinen  know  by  experience.  Mr.  Smith  was 
elected  Assistant  Secretary  at  the  commencement  of  the  session,  and  has 
served  faithfully  ever  since.  He  has  made  a  faithful  officer,  has  always 
l)een  prompt  in  the  performance  of  his  duty,  and  his  election  will  grat? 
ify  a  very  large  circle  of  friends.  I  hope  the  young  man's  claims  will 
meet  with  a  favorable  consideration. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  President:  I  take  great  pleasure  in  placing  in  nom- 
ination a  gentleman  whose  qualifications  we  all  know — George  A. 
Thornton.  He  has  oocupieil  the  Clerk's  desk  as  Assistant  Clerk,  and  I 
know  he  is  faithful  and  well  qualified.  I  take  great  pleasure  in  asking 
the  delegates  to  make  George  A.  Thornton  the  permanent  Secretary  of 
this  Convention. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tem.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  resulted  as  follows : 

rOR   E.   F.   SMITH. 

Barbour,  Harrison,  ShurtlefiT, 

Barry,  JIarvey,  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Belcher,  Herold,  Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Bell,  Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Blackmer,  Joyce,  Soule, 

Brown,  Kenny,  Stedman, 

Campbell,  Keyes,  Stevenson, 

Caples,  Klejne,  Sweasey, 

Condon,  Larue,  Swenson, 

Crouch,  Lindow,  Thompson, 

Davis,  Mansfield,  Tuttle, 

Dowling,  Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Van  Dyke, 

Doyle,  McCallum,  Webster, 

Dudley,  of  Solano,  Mills,  Wellin, 

Dunlap,  Moffat,  West, 

Edgerton,  Nason,  Wickes, 

Farrell,  Reed,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Glascock,  Reynolds,  Winans, 

Gorman,  Rhodes,  Wyatt — 58. 

Hale, 

FOR  O.   A.       THORNTON. 

Andrews,  Huestis,  Prouty, 

Barton,  Hunter,  Ringgold, 

Biggs,  Johnson,  Shoemaker, 

^Sff^f  Jones,  Stuart, 

Boucher,  Kelley,  Swing, 

Burt,  Laine,  Tinnin, 

Charles,  Larkin,  Tully, 

Evey,  Martin,  of  Alameda,      Turner, 

Fawcett,  McComas,  Van  Voorhies, 

Hager,  McNutt,  Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Herrington,  Moreland,  Waters, 

Hitchcock,  Murphy,  Weller, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Ohleyer,  Mr.  President — 39. 

Whole  number  of  votes 99 

Necessary  to  a  choice 50 

E.  F.  Smith  received _ - 58 

G.  A.  Thornton  received ' 39 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tem.  Mr.  Smith  is  declared  to  be  the'Secre- 
tary  of  this  Convention. 

LOCAL  SELF-GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  move  that  the  Convention  now  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  pro  tem.  in  the  chair,  to  further 
consider  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township 
Organization. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion nine. 

SPEECH   OP   MR.   hale. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  apprehend,  sir,  that  we  shall  not  be 
called  upon  to  argue  a  more  important  matter  than  that  which  we  now 
are  about  to  act  upon.  I  am  earnestly  in  hopes  that  this  motion  to  strike 
out  will  prevail.  I  confess  I  was  a  little  sorry — I  might  say,  a  good  deal 
sorry — when  the  committee  refused  to  strike  out  of  the  second  section 
that  expression,  "  houses  of  legislation."  I  had  just  been  reading  sec- 
tion nine,  and  I  thought  I  could  see  the  reasons— the  motive — for 
retaining  that  expression.  This  ninth  section  is  very  strong,  and  makes 
it  easy  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  to  set  up  an  independent  govern- 
ment, entirely  inaependent  of  the  authority  of  this  Stated  I  am  aware, 
sir — my  attention  has  just  been  called  to  the  fact  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  committee — that  the  section  contained  these  words:  "Any  city 
having  a  population  of  over  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  may 
frame  a  charter  for  its  own  government,  consistent  with,  and  subject  to, 
the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  State."  I  suppose  the  idea  is  that 
this  accomplishes  the  negative  of  all  that  I  assert.  If  there  be  anything 
else  in  the  section  that  is  in  the  nature  of  a  check,  I  would  like  to  bear 
what  it  is.  But  notwithstanding  these  words — notwithstanding  it  says 
they  shall  be  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  State,  there 
are  no  means  provided,  no  agency  established,  by  which  it  can  be  done. 
What  is  it  we  authorize?  Why,'  that  the  City  of  San  Francisco  may 
hold  a  Constitutional  Convention — call  it  in  her  own  way,  hold  it 
when  she  pleases,  enact  such  a  Constitution  as  she  pleases.  How  is  it 
to  become  the  organic  law?  Why,  sir,  by  submitting  it  to  the  electors 
of  the  City  of  San  Francisco. /Is  there  any  power  in  the  State  Govern- 
ment, supposing  that  they  should  set  un  a  government  thus  inconsistent 
with  the  State  Govern  men  t,  and  whicn  contravenes  the  polic}'  of  our 
laws,  by  which  the  State  could  prevent  it? /No,  sir,  there  is  no  author- 
ity provided./  It  is  to  be  submitted  to  the  electors  alone,  and  if  by  them 
ratified,  it  becomes  the  organic  law  of  the  city  of  San  Francisco.  There 
is  no  power  in  the  Legislature;  there  is  no  power  in  the  judiciarv,  nor 
in  any  of  the  departments  of  the  State  to  interfere  if  we  establisL  that 
system;  and  if  tney  themselves  become  dissatisfied  and  wish  to  amend 
it,  they  have  only  to  repeat  the  process,  and  call,  independently  of  the 
authority  of  the  State,  another  Convention,  and  adopt  these  amendments 
and  put  them  in  force.  They  are  required  to  keep  one  of  these  new 
Constitutions  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  then  all 
the  Courts,  and  all  the  departments  of  Government  are  required  to  take 
ikQtioe  and  govern  themselves  accordingly.  . 

/  This  is  the  boldest  kind  of  an  attempt  at  secession./  If  this  had  been 
attempted  down  at  the  lower  end  of  the  State  it  woi^d  not  have  looked 
so  bad.  But  here  in  San  Francisco,  where  commerce  and  population  * 
congregate,  where  we  cannot  get  out  and  in  except  through  the  Golden 
Gate,  seems  to  me  to  savor  so  str6ngly  of  imperiatistprthat  I  cannot  see 
how  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  can  reconcile  himself  to  advocate  it. 
Why,  how,  for  what  reason,  can  it  be  argued  that  the  City  of  San  Fran- 
cisco shall  not  submit  themselves  to  the  laws  of  the  State  of  which  they 
are  a  part,  and  whose  government  and  duties  they  should  share?  Why 
not  provide  a  law  by  which  the  other  cities  and  counties  of  the  State 
could  make  their  own  laws,  have  their  own  Legislatures,  adopt  their 
own  system  of  government,  and  dispute  the  will  and  authority  of  the 
rest  of  the  State?  Why  not?  What  reason  can  be  given?  Gentlemen 
tell  us  that  the  conditions  of  San  Francisco  are  peculiar.  They  are  no 
more  peculiar  than  those  of  any  other  large  city;  and,  sir,  allow  me  to 
say  that  these  gentlemen  have  read  history  different  from  what  I  have. 
It  will  be  found — it  has  been  found — that  these  cities  will  have  to  invoke 
the  conservative  influences,  the  conservative  wisdom  of  the  country  of 
which  they  are  a  part.  Why,  sir,  what  need  is  there  of  this  system? 
The  City  of  San  Francisco  will  have  one  third  of  all  the  members  of  the 
Legislature.  She  has  always  had,  and  alwavs  will  have,  a  large  share 
in  the  control  of  the  State  government.  Why  should  she  not  submit 
herself  to  the  laws  of  the  State?  I  do  trust  that  this  motion  to  strike 
out  will  orevail. 

Mr.  Van  dyke.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  propose  an  amendment  to  the 
section. 
The  secretary  read : 

**  Amend  by  striking  out  all  after  the  words '  section  nine '  and  insert- 
ing the  following :  '  The  Iiegislature  may,  by  general  law,  provide  that 
any  city  having  a  population  of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand 
inhabitants  may  frame  and  adopt  a  charter  for  its  own  government, 
subject  to  and  not  inconsistent  with  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the 
State,' " 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 
The  secretary  read : 

"  Insert,  after  the  word  'inhabitants'  in  the  second  line,  'and  all  other 
towns  organized  under  a  charter.' " 


remarks   of  MR.   VAN   OTKB. 


Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  the  section  now  stands,  I 
agree  entirely  with  the  gentleman  from  Placer  that  it  is  dangerous,  and 
I  don't  think  we  should  put  in  this  Constitution  a  provision  which  will 
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ullow  ali;  part  of  Ihe  Stal«  GDTeniiiient  tn  run  ovay  or  get  outside  of, 

not  in  favor  of  allowing  any  part  of  this  Stale  to  set  up  an  independent 
enipire;/atid  Ibough  I  affree  ttiat  every  tncalitr  ahoulil  bave  ilie  rif;ht 
to  eovern  its  onn  Wal  afTairs,  still  I  lliitik  thia  power  ebould  be  Bub- 
ordiuale  to  and  subject  to  the  aupreme  power  of  the  Slate.  Now,  air,  i 
do  not  object  at  ail  to  allowing  citizens  of  San  FnmciKO,  or  Oakland,  or 
Sacramento,  to  IVainc  a  charter  for  their  own  citice,  providrd  their  action 
is  in  pursuance  of  Iaw.  and  Bubject  to  the  control  of  the  legialative  power 
of  tliia  Sltttei  but  I/do  object  most  atrenuoiisly  to  putting  any  thing  into 
thia  Constitution  tbat  will  allow  any  |iart  of  this  State  to  frame  a  cliarter 
that  shall  nnt  be  submitted  to  the  Legislature,  that  the  Legislature  cau- 
DOt  have  power  over;  ia  other  words,  independent  entirely  of  the  Stale 

Mr.  JOYCE.  Does  he  want  to  have  the  charter  of  San  Francisco 
adopted  that  way,  so  the  railroad  company  can  rob  us  as  they  have  for 
years  past,  takingaway  Mission  Basin  and  water  front! 

Ma.  VAN  DYKE.  ■  I  don't  iinderatand  what  that  has  to  do  with  thia 

Juestion.  I  do  not  object  to  the  City  of  San  Francisco  framing  its  own 
larter,  so  long  as  it  is  subject  to  the  supreme  power  of  the  State,  and 
not  superior  to  it.  Now,  sir,  if  that  section  nine  is  adopted,  there  is  no 
power  in  this  Slate  to  remedy  any  evil  tbat  may  be  enacted  there  in  the 
charter  by  the  city.  I  say  that  Is  dangerous;  I  am  opposed  to  it;  but 
the  same  object  can  be  acquired  under  this  anieudmeul.  This  provides 
that  a  city  of  tbat  size  may  frame  and  adopt  its  charter  in  pursuance  of 
law,  and  atill  the  whole  thing  emanates  from  the  supreme  power  of  the 
State,  and  issuhjeet  to  that  power,  as  it  always  ought  to  be.  Why,  sir, 
pass  tbat  section,  and. the  City  of  San  Francisco,  or  any  other  city  of  one 
nuudred  thousand  inhabitanta,  will  occupy  the  same  position  lowarda 
(he  Slate  Govemmeot  that  the  State  does  lowarda  the  Federal  Govem- 
ment.y  It  will  be  supreme  in  everything  except  the  general  matters  laid 
down'in  the  Constitution.  But  here  is  an  attempt  to  set  up  an  inde- 
pendent govarument,  and,  sir,  I  hope  thia  Hmendment  may  be  adopted, 
or  the  section  stricken  out. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Loa  Angeles.     Mr.  Chairman:    I  trust,  sir,  that 

"■ 'ion  will  be  retained.    And  it  is  a  remarkable  fact  that  all  the 

comes  from    the  advocates  of  centralism,  the  whole  of  it. 
opjioscd  to  local  governmeut,  that  is  the  whole  thing,     if 


•niey  ai 


will  read  Bancroft's  History  of  the  L'niled  States  they  w 
'  tory  sadly  out  of  joint  in  these  matters.  What  is  the  fact? 
It  is  notorious  (hat  every  job  is  ^tten  up  by  a  clique  who  have  an  aie 
to  srind  at  home,  aud  thejr  send  it  to  the  Legislature  and  get  it  adopted, 
and  the  X<egislBture  saddles  it  upon  the  people  in  the  cities  and  towns. 
That  is  the  history  iu  thia  State.  Now,  sir,  I  speak  adviseilly  in  thia 
matter.  In  the  City  of  Loa  Angeles  about  half  a  dozen  fellows,  with  an 
aJce  to  griud,  got  up  a  charter  and  gent  it  up  here  for  ratification,  unbe- 
known to  tha  people  of  the  city,  and  they  got  it  adopted  too.  It  pro- 
ceeded to  organize  a  city  government  under  the  pretense  of  organiiinga 
Bjard  of  Public  Works.  And  the  business  interests  of  the  city  would 
have  been  destroyed  but  for  the  fact  that  the  District  Court  and  the 
Supreme  Court  pronounced  the  Act  unconstitutional-  The  City  of  Loa 
Angelea  took  this  matter  into  her  own  hands.  They  called  a  public 
meeting,  they  framed  a  charter,  they  discussed  it,  it  was  published,  and 
•idopted,  anil  the  Legislature  was  asked  to  ratifjf  it,  which  they  did. 
And  ■<>  long  as  thia  thing  ia  managed  by  the  Legialature,  so  long  will 
these  jobs  and  frauds  prevail.  Kow,  sir,  this  ayalem  of  town  govern- 
ment m  the  thirty  States,  and  ])articularly  in  New  England,  has  met  the 

ville.  I  knciw  it  ia  a  good  ayatem  of  government.  I  know  it  aecures  local 
rights,  local  economy,  local  gtiod  pivernment,  I  have  heard,  at  town 
meetings  in  Sew  England,  discussions  on  public  affairs  relating  to  town- 
ship government,  tbat  would  have  done  honor  either  to  the  Legialature 
or  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  And  it  is  the  proper  place  for  this 
power  to  rest,  with  those  who  know  the  local  interests,  aud  who  are  Ihue 
ablet 

t  I   favor  it  for  I _„ ^„,  _...,  ^„.. ,, ,.|..^.~~_  j„_..,  _.,_ 

!st, fair,  intelligent, and  efficient  local  government. 


find  their 


Mr.  J0HN8ON. 


li  cable  to  a 


it  is  not  objectionable  on  the  ground  of  want  of  uniformity.  Now,  sir, 
if  there  was  any  antagonism  lietween  (he  dctegatet  from  San  Francisco, 
it  might  be  entitled  to  respectful  consideration.     But  as  I  understand  it, 

should  not  be  adopted.  Why,  this  very  first  provision  here  says  that 
the  charter  shall  be  subject  to  the  Constitution  aud  lawa  of  the  State ; 
not  only  subject  to  the  Constitution,  but  subject  to  the  lawa  which  may 
be  passed  hereafter.  What  more  can  we  require?  Is  it  not  in  entire 
harmony  with  a  section  which  we  have  adopted  in  the  legislatii-e  depart- 

t  am  not  a  Mlesourian  myself,  but  I  must  aav  that  wben  the  City  of  San 
Francisco  joins  hands  with  the  Conatilution  of  Missouri,  and  finds  a 
champion  in  the  able  and  distiugulshed  Chairman  of  this  committee,  it 

Mh.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  think  this  ia  a  somewhat  dangerous 
provision.  I  do  not  believe  any  gentleman  could  define  the  City  of  San 
Francisco.  You  have  a  City  and  County,  but  no  City,  of  San  Francisco, 
and  there  ia  no  provision  made  by  which  this  can  be  adjusted ;  so  it  does 
seem  to  me  tbat  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco  had  betler  examine  this 


nistler.  Suppose  now  an  election  were  lo  I 
would  you  vole?  What  will  become  of  the 
What  will  become  of  the  other  territory  T     It  ( 


Mb.  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  CI 
in  his  opening  remarks,  frankly  conceded  tha 
eary;  that  without  (his  section  it  would  be 
Legislature,  by  general  laws,  to  authorize  evei 
such  manner  as  the  Legialature  should  deem 
entirely  unnecessary  in  the  Conalitution.  . 
here  that  we  sjiould  part  with  our  entire  co 
city.    Nor  does  it  follow,  because  such  chnrle 

will  be  free  from  objection.  It  is  provided 
amended  not  oftener  than  once  in  two  yeai 
legislative  power  of  the  city.  It  is  practii 
because  amendments  must  be  aubmitled  by  i 

visors.  And  I  will  say,  that  when  gentlen 
which  tbey  do  profess  in  local  administration 
have  had  a  different  experience  from  what  I 
heard  of  a  Board  of  Supervisors,  or  l^uncil,  < 
large  city  in  this  country  that  has  not  been  ci 
of  the  most  flagrant  character.  Why,  every 
this  measure,  rises  to  do  so  by  telling'us  of  th 
Boards  of  Supervisors;  and  yet  they  now  see! 
shall  cast  tbem  off  from  the  State,  and  place 
control  of  the  very  class  of  which  tbey  non 
twenty-third  section  there  is  a  long  amendn 
water  pipea  to  be  laid  dowu  in  the  city  of  Bi 
say  the  local  authorities  cannot  be  trusted 
they  are  under  the  control  of  Spring  Valley, 
in  principle.     It  makes  a  disc" 


t  should  be  found  u 
,    It  11 


menis  of  New  England  have  operated  as  wf 
but  it  is  not  true  that  in  (he  great  cities  of 
operated  well.  If  ^oii  are  going  (o  make  i 
against  the  great  cities,  and  iu  favor  of  the  ai 


Ma.  HAGEB-  Mr.  Chairman ;  I  am  surpr 
more  so  because  it  ia  based  on  on  entire  misa| 
of  the  section.  We  are  (old  the  design  of  ll 
government.  Independent  and  entirely  beyo 
the  City  of  San  Francisco,  and  for  reporting  am 
charged  with  being  a  secessionist.  I  am  no 
secessionist.  Idle  words,  and  absurd  dectarati 
liypoLhesia,  entirely  uusupjjorted  by  facta,  can 
meut,  but  may  be  denied.  /This  section  does 
establish  an  independent  government  beyond 
intended  to  and  diies  give  the  people  the  prtv 
ing  a  charter  for  themselves,  subject  to  genen 


sand  inhabitants  maj'  frame  a  ohorter  for  th 
sistent  with  and  aubjecl  to  the  laws  of  this  Sti 
by  popular  vote,  and  then  submitted  Co  the  L 
or  rejection.  Iu  other  words,  it  provides  for  1 
holders,  who  may  frame  a  charter;  thia,  if  ra 
inus(  be  aubmitled  to  the  Legialalure  for 
becomes  the  organic  law  of  such  city,  aud  s 
inconsistent  with  aucb  charter;  but  it  must  b 
ject  to  all  general  laws.  A  previous  section  (i 
Legislature,  by  general  law,  shall  provide  for 

tofore  or  hereafter  organized,  and  all  chorters 

by  authority  of  thia  Consdtution,  aball  be  sub.^.v  »,  «.,»  ■^..^^.■j.,r^  >,j 
general  laws.  San  Francisco,  with  its  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants, 
nnd  any  charter  framed  for  that  city  bv  a  Board  of  Freeholders,  as  pro-  ' 
vided  in  thia  proposed  section  now  under  con  a  i  deration,  must  be  subject 
to  and  controlled  by  these  general  laws.  Now,  sir.  If  tn  provide  for  local 
self-government,  subject  and  subordinate  to  genera!  laws,  subject  also 
to  the  approval  of  the  popular  vote  and  the  Legislature,  be  secession, 
my  friends,  so  reckless  in  their  assertions  in  opposing  the  provision, 
can  make  the  most  of  it. 

These  charters  so  framed,  like  all  others,  must  be  aud  are  declared  to 
be,  subject  t«  and  subordinate  to  the  general  law.     The  LegiatatMre,  by 
general  lawa,  may  limit,  alter,  change,  annul,  or  eilend  any  or  all  tha 
provisions  of  such  charters  framed  by  the  people  of  a  city,  as  full^  ta 
may  be  done  in  oties  incorporated  under  general  laws.     The  provisions 
of  secliou  sii  apply  to  all  charters  and  to  all  cities  generally,  and  to  none 
specially:  there  are  no  exceptions  in  favor  of  cities  of  over  one  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants,  none  in  favor  of  San  Francisco.    All  general  laws 
will  he  as  operative,  controlling,  and  imperious  in  the  City  ot  San  Fran- 
cisco, with  a  charter  framed  by  the  people,  as  in  (he  smaller  citiea 
organized  under  general  laws.    Now  my  friend  from  Sacramento,  Mr. 
"     -man,  savs,  why  limit  this  provision  to  cities  of  over  one  hundred 
isand  inhabitants?     Why  not  make  it  applicable  to  atll     I  might 
why  did  not  he  in  the  Committee  on  Cities  and  Counties,  of  which 
rasa  member,  move  to  make  it  applicable  (call  eitieal    If  it  be  the 
1  of  the  convention  to  extend  the  provision  (o  all  cities,  I  will  lup- 
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port  an  amendment  to  effect  this  purpose.  If  my  friend  from  Placer, 
Mr.  Hale,  wishes  his  Auburn,  loveliest  city  of  the  foothills,  to  be  included, 
let  him  propose  to  amend  rather  than  oppose  because  it  is  not  included; 
and  if  my  friend  from  the  groves  of  Alameda,  Mr.  McCallum,  wishes' 
his  rural  City  of  the  Oaks  included,  I  will  aid  him  in  that.  There  is 
no  desire  to  be  exclusive;  on  the  contrary,  if  there  should  be  any  good 
in  it,  I  am  willing  it  should  be  extended  to  cities  of  ten  or  twenty  thou- 
sand inhabitants.  As  originally  drawn  and  presented  to  the  convention 
by  myself,  the  proposition  was  general,  and  made  applicable  to  all 
cities;' but  the  Committee  on  City  and  County  Government,  to  which 
it  was  referred,  struck  out  the  general  provisions,  and  limited  it  to  cities 
of  over  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  some 
of  the  members  of  the  committee  now  objecting  to  the  section  beoAUse  it 
does  not  extend  to  all  cities,  in  the  committee  ravored  the  special  limita- 
tion. I  am  ready  to  support  and  vote  for  an  amendment  to  extend  to 
all  cities  tliis  right  of  local  self  government,  either  subject  to  or  not  sub- 
ject to  legislative  control.  If  we  cannot  trust  the  people  theiiwelves, 
how  can  we  trust  a  Legislature  elected  by  the  people?  Legislatures 
have  disappointed  the  people,  will  the  people  prove  unfaithful  to  them- 

selves? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Why  not  put  in  the  first  part  of  section  six, 
authorizing  the  Legislature  to  make  this  provision:  "The  Legislature 
shall,  by  general  law,  provide  for  the  incorporation  of  cities  and  towns," 
etc.     Will  you  put  that  in  section  nine? 

Mr.  HAGER.     And  then  what? 

Mr.  IIERUINGTON.    Leave  it  there. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Why,  sir,  this  section  we  are  now  considering  is  sub- 
ordinate to  section  six./ The  City  of  Ban  Francisco,  if  it  be  hereafter 

ider 

create 

ides 

a  mode  in  which  certain'cities  may,  consistent  with  and  subject  to  the 
general  law,  frame  a  charter  for  their  government/  The  general  law  may 
limit  their  powers  and  restrain  their  action  in  any  respect  as  fully  as 
in  the  case  of  other  cities,  because  it  is  declared  the  charters  so  framed 
by  the  fifteen  freeholders  must  be  subject  to  the  general  law.  By  the 
section,  as  reported  by  the  committee,  it  was  intenaed  to  make  this  pro- 
vision applicable  only  to  San  Francisco,  and  why  members  from  other 
cities  or  counties  should  object  to  tlie  people  of  San  Francisco  framing  a 
charter  for  themselves,  subject  to  general  law  and  legislative  approval, 
and  thereafter  subordinate  to  general  law,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand. 
Logic,argument,  reason,  which  may  address  themselves  to  our  judgment, 
I  might  attempt  to  answer;  but  idle  talk  about  the  desire  of  San  Fran- 
cisco to  secede  and  set  up  for  itself  an  independent  government  beyond 
legislative  control,  and  all  such  rhetorical  nonsense,  is  unanswerable. 

The  theory  of  these  provisions  in  regard  to  counties,  cities,  and  towns, 
is  to  deprive  the  Legislature  of  the  }>ower  to  legislate  by  special  laws. 
This  was  the  principal  purpose  in  view :  that  the  Legislature  shall  not 
in  the  future,  as  in  the  past,  legislate  by  special  laws.  Our  volumes  of 
statutes  are  mostly  filled  with  enactments  specially  applicable  to  the 
various  counties  and  cities  of  the  State,  so  that  each  cit^  and  county  has 
its  special  and  different  code  of  laws.  These  provisions  do  not  take 
from  the  Legislature  the  power  to  legislate  by  general  law.  Its  powers 
in  this  respect  are  ample,  and  apply  to  San  Francisco  equally  with  all 
the  other  cities  of  the  State.  There  is  no  discrimination  or  special  priv- 
ileges. The  power  to  legislate  by  special  law  is  taken  away,  as  it  ought 
to  be.  I  hope  we  have  seen  the  end  of  it.  Every  one  knows  the  pres- 
sure upon  Legislatures  for  special  laws  and  special  privileges.  It  is  the 
}K)licy  ofTnodern  Constitutions  to  deprive  the  Legislature  of  these  mis- 
chievous powers,  and  I  hope  California  will  follow  in  this  line  of  consti- 
tutional reform-^ — 

Mr.  HALE.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  BROWN.     I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  BROWN.     The  gentleman  from  Placer  has  spoken  once. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  looking  over 
section  nine  I  see  one  provision  there  that  could  not  be  made  applicable 
to  other  cities,  and  therefore  I  withdraw  the  amendment. 

remarks   of   MR.    HALR. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  say  a  word  in  reply  to  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles 

Mr.  white.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order — the  gentleman  from  Placer 
has  spoken  once.  .v 

Tur  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  has  spoken  upon  the  motion  to 
strike  out.  He  has  not  spolcen  u)>on  the  amendment  pending.  The 
gentleman  frum  Placer  will  proceed. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman:  One  word  in  reply  to  the  gentleman 
from  Los  Angeles.  He  commenced  by  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  opposition  comes  from  the  advocates  of  centralism.  I  do  not  know 
exactly  what  he  meant,  but  if  he  means  that  the  opponents  of  this 
measure  are  the  friends  of  centralization  in  any  offensive  sense,  then  I 
hurl  it  bnck  in  his  teeth. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    The  gentleman  might  as  well  keep  his  shirt  on. 

Mr.  hale.  I  read  from  Bancroft's  History  also,  to  show  that  in 
Massachusetts  they  did  not  set  up  town  meetings  as  against  the  State 
government  at  all.     Now,  sir,  I  say  that  this  is  an  attempt  to  set  up  a 

? government  independent  of  the  State  of  California.  The  gentleman 
rom  Sonoma  tells  us  it  is  right  because  it  is  uniform.  He  says  the 
committee  sanctioned  it.  I  say  that  hardly  one  quarter  of  that  com- 
mittee assented  to  it.  When  I  spoke  of  secession  I  was  not  unaware  of 
the  fact  that  the  section  says  that  the  charter  so  framed  shall  be  consist- 
ent with  and  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  State.  But  if 
we  adopt  this  provision  it  is  a  part  of  the  Constitution,  and  is  absolute. 
By  reading  this  section  it  will  be  seen  that  after  this  charter  is  ratified 
the  Courts  are  bound  to  recognize  it,  because  the  Constitution  so  provides. 


It  is  subject  to  no  law,  subject  to  no  department  of  the  State,  subject  to 
no  authority.  Therefore  it  becomes  the  supreme  law.  I  trust  the  com- 
mittee will  not  indulge  in  any  such  dangerous  experiments  as  this. 

RRMARKB  OP  MR.  WINANS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  section  are  fighting  the  air.  They  have  been  denoun<!ing 
it  as  productive  of  a  variety  of  mischiefs,  without  showing  what  they 
are.  As  a  practical  illustration,  the  City  of  St.  Louis  has  a  provision 
exactly  like  this,  and  identical  with  this,  and  yet  we  have  never  heard 
anything  about  St.  Louis  being  above  the  control  of  the  State,  but  on 
the  contrary,  there  is  perfect  harmony  between  the  city  and  the  State. 
There  is  a  practical  illustration  right  before  your  eyes,  and  before  the 
eyes  of  the  nation,  of  the  fallacy  of  the  idea  that  we  are  militating 
against  the  interests  of  the  State,  in  the  adoption  of  a  system  for  the 
government  of  one  of  our  chief  cities.  And,  sir,  the  plan  proposed  by 
this  section  seems  entirely  consistent  with  the  theory  upon  which  the 
Convention  has  been  acting — that  local  legislation  ought  to  be  left  to 
the  localities  which  it  is  intended  to  affect.  That  is  the  very  spirit  that 
has  been  underlying  the  action  of  this  body  heretofore,  and  from  the 
beginning;  and  we  have  provided  that  the  Legislature  shall  sit  but  for 
sixty  days,  and  that  they  shall  pass  no  special  laws.  What  does  that 
mean,  but  that  the  localities  are  to  legislate  for  themselves  in  local  mat- 
ters. The  idea  is  also  that  it  will  prevent  corruption  in  the  Legislature. 
This  system,  I  believe,  meets  the  unanimous  approval  of  the  delegation 
from  San  Francisco,  for  under  such  a  system  of  government  we  can 
hope  to  escape  from  the  evils  which  are  now  and  have  been  in  the  past 
inflicted  upon  us.  I  think  the  rest  of  the  State  ought  to  be  willing  to 
concede  this  to  us,  so  long  as  there  is  nothing  that  can  conflict  with  the 
rights  and  interests  of  the  State,  or  any  part  of  the  State. 

SPEKCH   OF   MR.   BROWN. 

* 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  had  not  intended,  sir,  to  say  any- 
thing upon  this  subject  whatever,  but  I  will  improve  the  opportunity  to 
express  my  views  briefly  upon  the  matter.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
objectof  the  people  in  having  the, Convention  called — or  one  of  the  lead- 
ing obiects — was  to  have  as  much  of  the  local  legislation  taken  away 
from  the  Legislature  as  possible,  and  given  to  the  different  counties  and 
cities./  The  intention  was  to  give  the  management  of  local  affairs  more 
to  the  people  of  the  different  localities,  who  are  fully  conversant  with 
their  own  wants  and  wishes./  The  matter  resolves  itself  down  to  this: 
that  the  people  in  particular  portions  of  this  State,  and  in  particular  cities, 
understand  their  own  affairs,  and  their  own  business,  with  which  they 
are  intimately  connected,  better  than  any  one  else  can  understand  them. 
It  is  this  great  principle  upon  which  this  measure  and  this  class  of 
measures  are  framed.  Now,  sir,  it  appears  to  me  this  is  a  correct  prin- 
ciple. It  has  been  urged  that  it  is  something  new,  and  that  it  would  be 
almost  an  im]x>ssibility  to  carry  out  the  grand  principles  that  are  intended, 
because  there  is  a  county  and  a  city  consolidated.  The  modes  are  all  set 
apart  in  this  section,  so  that  there  can  be  no  trouble.  It  is  urged,  also, 
that  it  is  setting  up  an  independent  government  in  opposition  to  the  gov- 
ernmjent  of  the  State — a  separate  affair — and  consequently  borders  unto 
secession.  The  attempt  to  set  up  this  kind  of  argument  is  simply  ridic- 
ulous. They  claim  that  this  borders  unto  secession,  when  the  very  first 
pari  of  it  reads  clearly  that  all  this  is  subject  to  and  in  accordance  with 
the  Constitution  and  laws.  We  are  simply  imitating  the  organic  law  of 
Missouri,  where  their  great  city  is  organized  under  just  such  a  constitu- 
tional provision  as  this.  It  is  evident  that  these  attacks  are  mere  flour- 
ishes of  words,  which  amount  to  nothing  at  all.  There  is  no  principle 
in  it.  Now,  sir,  I  am  in  favor  of  this  section,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to 
waste  time  trying  to  answer  these  silly  objections.  That  city  can  govern 
itself  better  than  anybody  else  can  govern  it,  as  regards  purely  local 
affairs. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman;  There  seems  to  be  some  strange 
misapprehension  here.  The  gentlemen  ar^ie  this  (question  as  though 
the  people  of  the  towns  are  no  part  of  the  people  ot  the  State.  Now, 
sir,  if  tnis  fact  has  not  attracted  the  attention  or  the  sycophants  of  cen- 
tralism, it  has  at  least  attracted  the  attention  of  M.  deTocqueville,  when 
he  says  that  in  the  township,  as  well  as  everywhere  else,  the  people  are  the 
only  source  of  power,  and  in  no  part  of  the  Government  does  a  body  of 
citizens  exercise  a  more  mighty  influence.  And  the  American  people 
demand  obedience  to  the  utmost  limits  possible.  That  is  the  language 
of  an  intelligent  foreigner.  If  this  idea  has  not  occurred  to  those  who 
bow  in  obedience  to  centralism,  it  has  occurretl  to  every  philosophical 
writer  upon  the  government  of  this  country.  It  is  a  principle  which 
lies  at  the  very  foundation  of  American  government.  I  know  there  are 
persons  here,  even  on  this  floor,  who  can  see  no  merit  in  local  govern- 
ment. They  are  the  ones  who  deny  upon  this  floor  the  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  that  the  State  is  the  sovereign  power.  Sir,  IocaI  gov- 
ernment is  no  new  idea.  It  existed  way  back  in  the  middle  ages,  as  it 
now  exists  in  modern  Europe;  and  the  principle  is  recognized  bv  every 
writer  of  any  fame,  that  local  government  is  a  beneficent  institution, 
and  one  that  should  be  cherished  and  maintained. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   REYNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  Section  twenty-five  of  the  Mis- 
souri Constitution  has  been  referred  to  here.  Now,  section  sixteen  of 
that  Constitution  is  a  general  section  like  unto  this  section  now  under 
consideration.  In  fact,  it  is  a  copy  of  it.  After  enacting  these  sections, 
for  fear  that  they  had  placed  St.  Louis  without  the  jurisdiction  and  con- 
trol of  the  Legislature,  of  the  General  Assembly,  it  became  necessary, 
and  they  did  reorganize  the  section.  Now.  sir,  there  is  no  need  to  argue 
this  question.  The  charter  proposed  will  be  under  the  control  of  the 
Legislature,  and  there  is  no  possible  foundation  for  the  wild  fears  that 
have  been  expressed  here. 
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TUR   TRKYIOUS   QURSTION. 

Mb.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  call  for  the  previous  question. 
That  is  the  reply  I  make. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  West,  Evey,  Wyatt,  and  Shoemaker. 

Thb  CHAIkMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  Question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Van  Dyke. 

Lost — ayes  22. 

Thb  chairman.  The  question  is  upon  the  motion  to  strike  out 
section  nine. 

Lost. 

Mb.  JONES.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read: 

''And  whenever  such  city  shall  have  adopted  such  organization, 
superseding  all  laws  inconsistent  therewith,  such  city  shall  thereafter  be 
entitled  to  receive  from  this  State  all  the  privileges  and  consideration 
accorded  to  the  most  favored  nations,  and  the  Legislature  of  this  State 
shall  provide  a  duly  accredited  minister,  as  a  representative  of  the  State 
in  said  city." 

[Laughter.] 

Mr.  WHITE.    I  object. 

Thb  chairman.    The  amendment  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  hale.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"  Amend  section  nine  by  inserting  between  the  words  *  same '  and  '  it,' 
in  line  fifteen,  the  following :  '  And  if  the  Legislature  of  this  State,  at 
its  next  session  thereafter  to  be  holden,  by  a  concurrent  majority  of  both 
houses  thereof,  shall  also  pass  and  ratify  such  charter,  and  the  same  shall 
be  either  approved  by  the  Governor,  or,  if  vetoed  by  him,  shall  be 
passed  over  such  veto  in  the  manner  provided  in'this  Constitution  for 
the  enactment  of  bills  not  approved  by  the  Governor  into  laws,  notwith- 
standing the  objection  of  the  Governor  thereto.*" 

Mb.  white.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  It  is  not  possible  to  under- 
stand that  amendment. 

Mr.  hale.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  this  amendment  in  good  faith, 
and  I  hope  this  committee  will  adopt  it.  The  provisions  of  this  amend- 
ment are:  that  if  the  Legislature  shall  ratify  tlie  charter  which  the  city 
may  adopt  (which  is  the  only  point  of  difference),  it  shall  then  become 
the  law  of  that  city.  I  trust  that  we  shall  not  so  far  depart  from  the 
general  plan  of  this  Constitution  as  to  enable  a  municipality,  or  any 
department  of  this  State,  to  establish  a  s}'stem  of  laws  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  law-making  power  of  this  State.  This  amendment  is  offered 
for  the  purpose  of  subjecting  these  charters  to  the  discretion  and  approval 
of  the  Legislature,  like  all  other  bills;  aud  if  the  people  of  San  Fran- 
cisco shall  have  devised  a  system  of  municipal  government  that  shall 
meet  the  approval  of  the  law-making  power  of  this  State  there  is  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  enacted  into  law. 

Mr.  white.     I  call  for  the  previous  question. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Lost. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    I  move  an  amendment. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

"  In  lines  one  and  two  strike  out  'one  hundred  thousaud '  and  insert 
'  forty  thousand.' " 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  This  amendment  was  agreed  to 
in  the  committee.  As  I  have  said,  I  am  opposed  to  this  idea,  but  if  we 
are  to  have  a  provision  of  that  kind,  I  don't  know  of  any  reason  why 
it  should  not  apply  to  cities  of  forty  thousand  if  they  want  it.  They 
may  want  such  a  provision  as  that. 

Mr.  HAGER.  We  discussed  that  matter  in  the  committee.  I  was 
favorable  then  to  putting  it  in.  But  there  is  but  one  city  and  ox>unty  in 
the  State,  and  it  occurs  to  me  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  do  it. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  language  of  section 
nine,  which  says,  any  city,  or  consolidated  city  and  county.  I  don't 
know  whether  there  can  be  such  consolidation  or  not. 

Mr.  HAGER.     I   have  no  objections.     We  want  no  exclusiveness 
/liere.     I  am  willing  to  give  it  to  every  city  in  the  State.     I  am  willing 
/  to  strike  out  the  words  "  naving  a  population  of  more  than  one  hundred 
I    thousand." 

I        Mr.   McCALLUM.     That   is  my  preference.      I  will   modify  my 
I    amendment  so  as  to  strike  out  from  the  word  "city,"  to  the  word 
\  "  may,"  in  lines  one  and  two.    Then  it  will  read  :  *'  any  city  may  frame 
\i  charter,"  etc. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  vote  was  taken,  but  no  quorum  voting.  The  question  was  put  a 
second  time,  and  still  no  quorum  voted. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Allow  me  to  sa^  that  this  is  not  compulsory.  It 
leaves  it  open  to  the  city  to  accept  it  or  not.  I  can  see  no  objection  to 
the  amendment. 

.  The  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 
I  Carried— ayes,  48  j  noes,  34. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  thirteen : 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  13.  Taxes  for  county,  city,  town,  school,  and  other  local  purpo- 
ses, must  be  levied  on  all  subjects  and  objects  of  taxation.  In  audition 
to  that  which  may  be  levied  for  the  payment  of  the  principal  and  inter- 
est of  existing  indebtedness,  the  annual  rate  on  property  shall  not  exceed 
the  following:     For  county  purposes,  in  counties  having  two  million 

dollars  or  less,  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars* 

valuation  ,*  in  counties  having  six  million  dollars,  and  under  ten  million 

dollars,  such  rate  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars' 

valuation ;  and  in  counties  having  ten  million  dollars  or  more,  such  rate 


shall  not  exceed centson  the  one  hundred  dollars'  valuation.    For  city 

and  town  purposes,  such  annual  rate  on  property  in  incorporated  cities 

and  towns  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars'  valu- 

natiou ;  and  in  any  city  and  county  with  consolidated  government,  sucli 

rate  shall  not  exceed cents  on  the  one  hundred  dollars'  valuation. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out 
all  after  the  word  "  taxation,"  in  line  two. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  FREEMAN. 

Mr.  freeman.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  propose  this  amendment  with 
same  degree  of  trepidation,  because  I  findf  this  section  is  copied  from  the 
Missouri  Constitution.  But  notwithstanding  that  august  instrument,  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  not  practicable  for  us  here  to  impose  a  limit  upon 
local  taxation.  I  doubt  whether  any  gentleman  will  undertake  the  task 
of  laying  down  a  rule  by  which  he  could  agree  that  his  own  expenses, 
or  the  expenses  of  his  family,  should  never  exceed  a  certain  sum.  And 
yet,  we  gravely  propose  here  to  limit  the  expenditures  for  the  city,  and 
for  the^ounty,  and  the  State.  If  a  provision  of  this  kind  is  adopted  it 
will  be  found  that  occasionally  circumstances  will  arise,  extraordinary 
emergencies,  in  which  additional  expenses  inustbe  made  and  provided  for. 
We  have  a  provision  somewhat  similar  to  that  in  our  city  charter — a 
provision  under  which  the  city  is  forbidden  to  contract  any  liabilities 
unless  there  is  money  in  the  treasury  to  pay  the  same.  But  it  was 
abandoned  about  a  year  ago,  when  the  levees  were  broken  below  th«» 
city;  when  the  homes  of  twenty  thousand  people  were  in  danger;  and 
when  it  was  believed  that  an  expenditure  of  one  thousand  dollars  would 
avert  the  calaraily,  it  was  thought  to  be  no  crime  to  violate  the  charter, 
and  incur  this  liability.  It  so  happened  at  that  moment  that  the  Le^s- 
lature  was  here  in  session,  and  our  representatives  immediately  came 
here  and  procured  the  necessary  legislation.  But  it  cannot  be  expected 
that  a  Constitutional  Convention  can  be  always  in  session.  It  certainly 
cannot  be  expected  that  we  will  bind  ourselves  up  with  an  irun-clad 
rule,  so  that  when  the  emergency  arises  we  cannot  appeal  to  any  author- 
ity to  be  released.  Aud  as  there  was  a  large  majority  of  this  committee 
a  few  moments  ago  sustained  the  section  under  consideration,  because 
they  believed  in  local  self-government,  I  say  upon  the  same  theory  they 
must  sustain  my  motion  to  strike  out  this  matter,  leaving  these  ques- 
tions to  the  local  authorities. 

Mr.  biggs.  I  move  to  strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  taxation,"  in 
line  two,  and  insert  the  following: 

**  Provided,  that  no  city,  city  and  county,  town,  or  county,  shall  ever 
incur  a  debt  which,  together  with  existing  indebtedness,  shall  exceed 
two  per  cent,  of  the  assessed  value  of  the  property  therein.  Such  value 
shall  be  ascertained  from  the  assessment  roll  for  State  and  county  pur- 
poses made  immediately  previous  to  incurring  such  indebtedness;  pro- 
videdf  hotpcver,  that  a  city,  city  and  county,  town  or  county,  may  borrow 
money  under  and  in  accordance  with  the  following  conditions  and  lim- 
itations, in  addition  to  any  other  conditions  and  limitations  contained  in 
the  Constitution,  namely:  the  debt  must  be  for  some  single  work  or 
object  only,  and  must  be  authorized  by  a  resolution  passed  by  a  vote  of 
three  fourths  of  all  the  members  elected  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
Common  Council,  or  local  Legislature.  Such  resolution  shall  also  dis- 
tinctly specify  the  single  work  or  object  for  which  the  debt  is  to  be 
created,  and  the  amount  of  the  debt  authorized,  and  shall  contain  pro- 
visions for  a  sinking  fund  to  meet  the  same  at  maturity,  and  requiring 
at  least  ten  per  cent,  of  the  principal  to  be  annually  raised  by  taxation 
and  paid  into  the  sinking  tund.  Such  resolution  shall  not  take  effect 
until  it  shall  be  ratified  at  an  election  held  in  said  city,  city  and  county, 
county,  or  town,  at  which  no  other  matter  is  voted  upon,  and  which 
shall  be  held  within  thirty  days  after  the  passage  of  said  order  or  reso- 
lution. The  Legislature  shall  make  such  laws  as  may  be  necessary  to 
provide  for  holding  such  election,  and  ascertaining  the  result  thereof." 

That  is  section  thirty-four,  that  was  drafted  by  the  legislative  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
gentleman  to  section  twenty,  on  that  very  subject. 

Mr.  biggs.  I  compared  it  with  that.  If  the  gentleman  thinks  I 
had  better  withdraw  it,  I  will  withdraw  it.  I  will  withdraw  it,  by  per- 
mission, until  we  consult  together.  [Consults.]  After  consultation  with 
Judge  Terry,  I  am  willing  to  withdraw  it  in  order  to  save  discussion. 

speech   of   MB.   HAQBR. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  By  this  section  thirteen,  as  reported, 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  place  a  maximum  limit  on  the 
taxing  power  of  clxies  and  counties.  As  my  friend  from  Sacramento, 
Mr.  Freeman,  late  of  Illinois,  with  much  emphasis,  has  told  you  it  is 
substantially  taken  from  the  new  Constitution  of  Missouri,  his  intended 
sarcasm  is  misapplied.  I  am  not  of  Missouri;  have  never  lived  there, 
nor  in  any  contiguous  State  or  Territory ;  not  even  in  the  State  of 
Illinois,  whence  my  friend  is  said  to  come.  Being  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  City  and  County  Government,  I  consulted  the  different 
Constitutions,  especially  the  new  Constitutions  of  Pennsylvania  and 
Missouri,  which  I  have  in  convenient  pamphlet  form,  and,  like  other 
members  have  done  in  like  cases,  when  I  found  any  provisions  which  I 
deemed  worthy  of  consideration,  I  presented  them  to  the  Convention. 
As  I  have  stated,  this  provision  is  intended  to  fix  a  maximum  limitation 
upon  the  taxing  power;  and  if  the  Convention  will  give  me  its  atten- 
tion for  a  short  time,  I  will  explain  its  purpose.  Municipal  indebted- 
ness, city  and  county  indebtedness,  has  become  a  subject  for  serious 
consideration  in  all  the  States.  Thoughtful  men,  political  economists, 
and  Legislatures  are  giving  the  matter  prominent  attention.  Let  me 
brictiy  refer  to  some  statistics :  In  the  American  Almanac  of  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventv-eight,  I  find  it  recorded  that  the  municipal  indebt- 
edness in  the  Unitecf  States,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-six, 
amounted  to  two  hundred  and  twenty-one  million  three  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars.    That  is,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-six,  it 
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was  over  two  hundred  and  twenty-one  million  dollars.  In  the  year 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six  this  indebtedness  amounted  to  over 
six  hundred  and  forty-four  million  dollara—more  than  doubling  itself 
in  ten  years.  This  average  increase  in  indebtedness  during  this  time, 
has  been  about  two  hundred  per  cent;  the  increase  in  taxation  was 
about  eighty-three  per  cent.;  the  increase  in  valuation  about  seventy- 
five  per  centr,  and  the  increase  in  population  about  thirty-three  percent. 
Population  and  value  of  property  have  by  no  means  kept  pace  with 
municipal  indebtedness,  when  our  municipal  indebtedness  is  doubling 
in  less  than  ten  years,  we  might  well  ask,  where  are  we  drifting.  It 
may  be  a  foolish  thins,  in  the  estimation  of  some  r.n  this  floor,  to  attempt 
to  limit  this  power -of  taxation ;  it  may  be  a  foolish  thing  to  undertake 
to  compel  our  cities  and  counties,  or  the  State,  to  live  within  their  re- 
spective revenues,  but  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  so  regarded  by  those  who 
jmy  the  taxes.  Our  people,  who  are  taxpayers,  and  not  office-holders, 
will  not  feel  aggrieved  it  the  revenues  are  limited  to  the  necessities  of 
an  economical  administration  of  government,  and  if  State,  city, or  county 
•officers  are  allowed  to  expend  no  more  money  than  the  revenue  will 
yield. 

When  we  examine  into  the  percentage  of  taxation  throughout  the 
United  States,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-eight  (Ameri- 
can Almanac),  we  find  it  ranged  from  ten  cents  up  to  one  dollar.  Among 
the  highest  taxed  States  Calilornia  stands  third  in  the  list,  Alabama  and 
South  Carolina  being  above;  but  as  those  States  have  an  enormous  inter- 
est-drawing debt,  they  are  not  a  fair  criterion,  and  we  may  say  Cali- 
fornia, all  other  things  being  equal,  stands  first  on  the  list  as  being  the 
highest  taxed  State  in  the  Union.  Now,  these  are  facts  that  I  suppose 
my  friend  Mr.  Freeman,  who,  it  appears,  is  not  well  pleased  with  the 
Constitution  of  Missouri,  will  listen  to  as  matters  worthy  of  his  consid- 
eration on  economic  grounds.  I  should  be  pleased  to  have  him  turn  his 
attention  to  these  facts  and  speak  to  them,  rather  than  to  hear  him 
indulging  in  the  declamation  tnat  he  is  opposed  to  the  thing  because  he 
wants  the  })eopIe  to  have  unlimited  power.  It  is  not  proposed  to  limit 
the  power  of  tne  f>eople,  but  to  give  the  people  the  opportunity  to  limit 
the  legislative  power  of  taxation.  Is  it  unreasonable  to  place  a  limit  on 
t  he  power  of  taxation  ?  Would  the  taxpaying  portion  of  the  community 
so  regard  it?  Why  should  California,  m  her  rate  of  taxation,  stan^ 
among  the  highest  taxed  States  of  the  Union,  while  New  York,  Pennsyl- 
vania, Ohio,  and  other  States  stand  far  below  her  in  the  list? 

Taxes  should  be  equal  to  the  necessary  expenditures  of  Government, 
but  beyond  that  there  should  be  no  taxing  power.  Why  are  taxes  com- 
paratively higher  in  our  State  than  in  our  sister  States  ?  Is  it  not  because 
we  are  more  extravagant  in  the  expenditure  of  the  public  money?  Over 
four  millions  of  dollars  arerequirea  to  run  our  State  Government,  and 
about  half  as  much  more  to  run  the  Government  of  the  City  of  San 
Francisco,  while  our  sister  State  and  neighbor,  Oregon,  only  requires 
three  hundred  and  fifteen  thousand  dollars  for  the  support  of  her  entire 
State  Government.  It  may  be  all  right.  Perhaps  we  can  afford  to  pay 
more  for  a  government  than  other  States  do.  Perhaps  we  can  afford  to 
pay  higher  salaries.  The  salaries  of  State  ofScers  here  average  higher 
than  in  other  States.  Our  Legislatures  are  better  paid.  Does  this  bring 
us  better  laws,  or  is  our  State  better  governed  ?  In  the  flush  times  sal- 
aries were  keyed  up  too  high,  and  it  is  difficult  to  get  them  down.  It 
can  only  be'  done  by  limiting  the  taxing  power.  Governments  are 
organized  for  the  protection  of  society,  and  taxes  are  imposed  for  the 
support  of  Government.  Each  member  of  the  community  contributes 
his  proportion  toward  sustaining  Government  that  he  may  have  protec- 
tion of  person  and  property.  Offices  are  public  trusts,  not  created  for 
the  benefit  of  those  who  enjoy  them,  but  established  for  the  administra- 
tion of  Government.  California  stands  next  to  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  and  Ohio  in  the  amount  of  revenue  raised  by  taxation  for  the 
HUpport  of  State  Government;  and  next  to  Alabama  and  South  Caro- 
lina in  imposing  the  highest  percentage  of  taxation.  I  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Convention  to  these  facts,  and  submit  the  (question  whether 
or  not  a  constitutional  limitation  on  the  taxing  power  is  worthy  of  our 
consideration. 

•  In  the  percentage  of  taxation  for  county  purposes,  I  find  in  Calaveras 
it  is  2.36,  in  Alpine  2.14^,  and  in  other  counties  the  rate  varies  in  sums 
between  one  and  two  dollars  on  the  hundred.  In  some  of  the  counties 
this  tax  is  imposed  for  revenue,  not  only  to  pay  the  ordinary  expenses  of 
local  government,  but  also  the  interest  on  funded  and  unfunded  indebted- 
ness. We  could  not  well  adopt  a  uniform  rule  of  taxation  to  meet  county 
indebtedness,  but  we  might  to  meet  ordinary  county  and  city  expendi- 
tures. How  much  more  or  less  should  this  be  than  one  dollar  on  the 
hundred?  The  provision  which  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  reads:  "  In 
addition  to  that  which  may  bo  leviea  for  the  payment  of  interest  on 
existing  indebtedness,"  the  rate  of  taxation  shall  not  exceed  a  certain 
i^pecified  amount  in  the  several  counties  as  proi)osed  to  be  classified. 
The  blanks  may  be  filled  up  by  the  representatives  of  the  different 
counties  according  to  their  wish.  Taxation  for  ordinary  purposes  could 
not  go  beyond,  but  might  go  below,  the  limits  fixed  by  the  Constitution. 
Whether  the  section  is  adopted,  or  stricken  out,  is  of  no  more  personal 
interest  to  me  than  any  other  member  of  the  Convention.  I  have  given 
my  reasons  for  its  retention,  and  I  have  referred  to  statistics  and  facts  in 
support  of  my  position.  If  no  better  argument  can  be  made  against  it 
than  the  one  that  has  been  urged,  that  it  comes  from  the  Constitution 
of  Missouri,  its  opponents  must  be  exceedingly  limited  in  their  resources, 
or  else  they  are  advocating  the  wrong  side.  In  this  section,  by  mis- 
print, a  line  has  been  omitted,  and  if  it  should  be  necessary,  I  will  send 
up  the  proper  amendment. 

SPKECH   OF   MR.   BARBOUB. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  gentleman  might  have  added 
the  States'  indebtedness  which  would  have  swelled  the  amount  up  to  the 
billions,  I  will  agree  with  him  as  to  the  evils  of  running  in  debt,  but  it 
cannot  be  avoided  by  any  such  provision  as  this;  it  can  only  be  done 
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by  a  return  to  first  principles.  When  an  individual,  who  has  run  in 
debt  because  he  had  credit,  finds  his  credit  is  exhausted,  he  has  to  come 
back  to  first  principles,  and  pay  as  he  goes.  That  is  the  only  proper 
principle  for  cities  and  counties.  Now,  there  is  a  proposition  here,  sec- 
tion twenty,  which  meets  the  question,  and  prevents  cities  and  coun- 
ties from  running  in  debt,  and  compelKng  them  to  pay  as  they  go. 
Pay  as  you  go,  and  shake  off  the  leeches  who  fasten  themselves  upon 
the  body  politic,  and  you  are  all  right.  1  maintain  that  you  cannot,  by 
a  provision  in  the  Constitution,  determine  the  amount  of  revenue  which 
a  city  or  county  may  raise  for  legitimate  purposes  of  government;  that 
is  a  thing  that  ought  always  to  be  flexible,  and  the  Legislature  is  the 
proper  authority  to  determine  the  rate  of  limitation  upon  the  power  of 
taxation,  if  it  ought  to  be  determined  at  all.  The  mam  thing  if  to  pro- 
hibit them  from  running  in  debt,  and  then,  when  the  people  have  to 
put  their  hands  into  their  pocketa  every  year  they  will  look  closer  into 
public  affairs,  and  pay  more  attention  to  where  the  money  goes  to.  It 
IS  safe  to  say,  when  you  adopt  that  principle,  that  debts  cannot  bo 
imposed  beyond  certain  limits,  that  you  have  destroyed  the  main 
means  by  which  these  mountains  of  tnunicipal  debts  have  been  piled 
up.  I  have  no  objections  to  giving  the  Legislature  power  to  place  a 
limit  upon  the  rat«  of  taxation,  in  fact,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  done. 
Now,  the  same  subject  came  up  before  the  committee  upon  the  proposi- 
tion to  limit  the  rate  of  State  taxation — forty  cents  on  the  one  hundred 
dollars,  I  believe  was  the  limit  specified.  It  must  have  been  apparent  to 
the  committee  that  such  a  provision  was  not  proper  in  the  Constitution, 
for  they  voted  it  down.  The  Legislature  can  do  so  when  it  becomes 
necessary,  and  then  there  will  be  some  power  to  change  the  rate;  but  if 
you  put  it  in  the  Constitution,  it  cannot  be  changed.  There  is  nothing 
bexi  ole.  Cities  which  have  exactly  the  same  amount  of  assessable  prop- 
erty may  require  a  different  rate  of  taxation.  Emergencies  may  arise 
that  will  require  the  expenditure  of  a  much  larger  amount  in  the  one 
than  in  the  other. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.^  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Freeman,  to  strike  out  a  portion  of  the  section. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  motion  was  carried,  by  a  vote  of  49  ayes, 
to  30  noes. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  now  that  the  balance  of  sec- 
tion thirteen  be  stricken  out,  for  the  reaaon  that  the  subject-matter  is 
provided  for  alrea<ly ;  it  is  all  provided  for  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  for  we  have  said  that  everything  capable  of  being  transferred 
shall  be  taxed.  What  is  the  use  of  repeating  it  in  every  article  in  the 
Constitution? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  sec- 
tion thirteen. 

Carrfed. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  fourteen. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read : 

Sbo.  14.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  impose  taxes  upon 
counties,  cities,  towns,  or  other  public  or  municipal  corporations  or  upon 
the  inhabitants  or  property  thereof,  for  county,  city,  town,  or  otner 
municipal  purposes,  but  may,  by  general  laws,  vest  in  the  corporate 
authorities  thereof  the  power  to  assess  and  collect  taxes  for  such  pur- 
poses. 

RBMABKB  of   MR.  JOHNSON. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  the  section, 
because  the  section  in  the  article  on  revenue  and  taxation  covers  the 
ground;  when  it  says  that  growing  crops  and  such  property  as  may  be 
used  for  public  schools,  and  property  which  belongs  to  this  State,  etc., 
shall  not  be  taxed.  Now,  under  that  system  of  exempting,  there  is  no 
occasion  for  saying  that  the  Iicgislature  shall  have  no  power  to  impose 
taxation  upon  counties,  cities,  and  towns,  or  other  public  or  municipal 
corporations. 

Mb.  HAGER.  It  don't  say  that  the  Legislature  shall  have  no  power 
to  impose  taxes.  It  says  they  shall  not  have  power  to  impose  taxes 
upon  counties,  cities,  or  towns,  for  municipal  purposes,  but  may,  by  gen- 
eral laws,  vest  in  the  authorities  thereof  the  power  to  assess  and  collect 
taxes  for  such  purposes.  They  can  impose  all  the  taxes  they  see  fit,  but 
not  for  countv  or  municipal  purposes. 

Mb.  JOHlfSON.  It  would  be  very  unusual  for  the  Legislature  to  do 
anything  of  that  kind,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  entirely  super- 
fluous. There  is  not  a  particle  of  need  of  it.  "  The  Legislature  may,  by 
general  laws,  vest  in  the  cor{x>rate  authorities  the  power  to  assess  and 
collect  taxes."  Now,  there  is  no  occasion  for  that  in  there.  The  Legis- 
lature has  that  power  already.  There  is  no  occasion  for  putting  permis- 
sive clauses  in  the  Constitution.  The  Legislature  is  the  sovereign  power, 
except  as  its  power  is  limited  by  the  Constitution  of  this  State  and  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  so  there  is  no  occasion  for  permis- 
sive clauses  that  the  Legislature  may  do  this  thing  or  that  thing.  If  I 
thought  there  was  any  occasion  for  such  a  provision  I  would  support  it, 
bu^  there  certainly  is  not. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CAMPBELL. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  is  another  reason  why  this 
section  should  be  stricken  out.  We  have  gone  so  far  as  to  give  to  these 
municipalities  almost  absolute  power  in  relation  to  their  own  domestic 
aflfairs,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  preserve  some  power  of  supervision  in 
the  Legislature.  Now,  if  this  provision  should  be  adopted,  it  is  pretty 
certain  that  the  Legislature  would  have  no  power  to  compel  cities,  or 
towns,  or  counties,  to  pay  their  debts.    Now,  if  they  choose  to  avoid  the 

f>ayment  of  their  debts,  there  certainly  ought  to  be  power  in  the  Legis- 
ature  to  compel  tlltm  to  do  so.    The  section  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

BEMARKS  OF  MR.   HAOER. 

Mb.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  provision  comes  from  the  Illinois 
Constitution,  word  for  word.  It  has  also  been  adopted  in  several  other 
ConstitutiQus.    There  is  nothing  new  in  it,  but  I  believe  we  first  find  it 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


in  lUino'a,  and  I  presiima,  therefore,  it  will  bfl  acceptable  to  my  friend 
from  8aor«mento.  Tlie  LegisUtura  ghsll  not,  for  county  purposes  or 
dlj  parpaaet,  impose  taies  upon  counties  or  cities.  Tliey  may  impoM 
it  for  Btate  purposes,  but  not  for  county  piirpnsea.  Tbat  is  to  be  done 
by  the  counties  themselves.  Now,  why  should  the  Legislature  say  to 
eonnty,  jou  are  to  raise  so  mush  and  pay  it  over  1»  a  railroad  compan 
or  any  body  else,  in  order  to  build  a  depot,  or  to  subsidize  them  in  ar 
other  WM'T  Why  not  leave  it  to  the  eounties  themselves,  aa  it  is  at  tli 
tiaiel  That  provision  is  in  a,  dozen  Constitutions.  It  is  perfectly  clei 
and  just,  and  for  the  protection  of  every  coinmuuity  in  tbe  Stato. 

Ma.  IiABKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  Tbere  is  probably  not  half  a  dozi 
counties  in  tbis  State  tbat  will  average  tbe  same  amount  of  taxes  f 
county  purposes.  Still  this  Convention  has  provided  tbat  the  Lcgi 
lature  sball  pass  none  but  genera!  laws.    Sovi,  you  propose  to  strike  o 

have  provided  lor  local  government,  and  still  vou  have  now  taken  awt 
the  method  of  local  government.     These  are  acts  that  ought  to  be  left 
the  tooal  authorities.    As  far  as  tbat  is  concerned  It  will  not  affect  the 
injabledness  of  tbis  State.     It  leaves  this  matter  to  the  local  authorities 
and  allows  the  Legislature  to  enact  general  laws. 


;.  McCALLUM.     Mr.  Chaii 


ink  there  is  some  misappre- 
hension in  regard  to  this  Bectiou.  The  property  referred  to  here  i"  ~"' 
the  property  of  tbe  county  which  is  provided  for  in  the  revenue 
In  the  next  place,  I  think  my  colleague,  Judge  Campbell,  is  uoi 
misapprehension  as  to  the  mode  of  compelling  the  parrormance  of 
traets  by  counties.  I  thiuk  if  there  is  any  remedy  in  such  a  cast 
only  through  the  Courta.  That  has  been  the  practice  in  Califom 
far  aa  I  know.  I  think  under  these  circumstances  section  fou 
ought  not  to  be  stricken  out. 

lia.  CAMPBELL.  My  colleague  is  entirely  mistaken  if  he  supposes 
that  th«  Courts  could  compel  Ibem  to  levy  any  tax.  Tbey  could  not  do 
it  unlew  it  iaspecialty  provided  for  by  lav.  There  are  to-day  delinquent 
counties,  and  the  Courts  have  no  power,  snd  the  Legislature  certainly 
ought  to  have  supervision  over  them.  If  any  county  refuses  to  pay  its 
debta  the  Legislature  ought  to  have  power  to  make  them  do  it. 

H>.  HcCALLUM.  I  will  ask  yon  if  you  have  not  known  a  case 
where  there  has  been  an  attempt  maile  br  the  Legislature  to  com]>el  the 
county  to  pay  a  debt— tbe  case  of  El  Dorado  County  T     And  was  not  the 

queation  can  be  reached,  aud  not  tbrough  the  Legislature. 
Tbi  CUAIRMAK.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 
Loat. 

Thi  SECRETARY  read  section  fifteen : 
Sm).  is.    The  Legislature  shall  not  delegate  to  any  special  commis- 

to  make,  control,  appropriate,  supervise,  or  in  any  way  interfere  with 
any  county,  city,  town,  or  municipal  improvement,  money,  ]iropertj, 
or  effects,  whether  held  in  trust  or  otherwise,  or  to  levy  taxes  or  sssess- 
menta,  or  perform  any  municipal  functions  whatever. 

MB.FBEEMAN.     Mr.Chairman:  I  moveto  strikeout  section  filUen. 

Tbb  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

Mr.  FREEMAy.  Mr.  Chairman  :  J  don't  know  that  I  ever  heard  of 
a  municipality  that  did  not  have  commissions  tor  various  purposes.  For 
Instouce,  in  the  municipality  here  we  have  a  Board  of  Fire  Commis- 
sionetsi  wo  have  a  Bonnl  of  Commissioners  for  funding  our  debt;  we 
have  a  Board  of  Police  Commissioners;  a  Board  of  L«vee  Commis- 
sioners; and  I  suppose  there  is  no  city  anywhere  that  does  not  have 
commissions  fur  some  purpose  or  other.  It  does  seem  to  me  (hat  it 
would  not  be  right  to  prohibit  it.  It  is  true  tbe  section  also  goes  on  to 
say  that  the  Legislature  shall  not  delegate  ita  power  to  any  commission 
or  association  of  individuals;  but  I  think  no  Legislature  needs  such  a 

Mr.  IIAGER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  This  is  taken  from  tbe  Constitution  of 
Pennsylvania,  therefore  1  suppose  it  will  meet  with  the  same  criticisms 
as  the  section  taken  from  other  Constitutions.  I  do  not  dare  to  take  any 
more  honota  upon  myself.  To  show  that  there  is  no  differance,  I  will 
refer  you  to  the  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania,  which  you  can  compare 
for  yourselves.  This  does  not  say  that  the  county  shall  not  have  any 
Commissions.     It  says  the  Legislature  shall  not  delegate  to  any  special 


e  shall  not  delegate  to  any 
that  the  city  or  the  county  si 


ihallu 

,     ,,  jainnersl    If  they 

wane  a  runding  Commission,  why  not  appoint  them?  Why  should  the 
Legislature  force  upon  you  men  from  distant  portions  of  the  Stato  to 
control  your  funds  and  pay  off  your  deblsT  Why  should  not  the  local 
authorities  do  itf  Why  should  the  Legislature  appoint  the  Commis- 
Honera?  Why  Ahoukd  the  Legislature  appoint  a  Commission  to  go  into 
any  city  or  county  in  this  Stole  to  do  any  act  which  (be  corporation  can 
bettor  do  themselves,  and  belter  supervise  themselves?  I  cannot  see 
any  objection  to  the  section.  There  seems  to  be  a  feeling  here  that  tbe 
peoplft  are  not  to  be  trusted  in  any  manner  wbatover.  We  have  bad 
Commission!  put  upon  us  by  the  Legislature,  down  in  San  Francisco,  to 
open  streets  at  an  enormous  ex]«nse,  amounting  often  almost  to  a  con- 
fiscation of  property — some  even  bad  to  give  up  their  property.     I  hope 

it  will  bo  slopped.     Let  the  corporations  Uke  ohargMjf    ■  " '  — 

Why  should  tbey  not  be  bctt—  ■""■-■■  -    -     ■^     ■ 

than  any  foreign  Board  of  Coi 


informed  as  to  the  business  to 


Tkr  CHAIRMAN.    The  queatioi 
Loat, 


n  the  motion  to  strike  oi 


Mb.  freeman.    I  mors  to  amend. 
The  secretary  read  : 
"Amend  by  striking  out  the  words,  in 
ny  municipal  functions  wbatover.' " 

Ma.  FREEMAN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I 
s  for  appointing  the  ordinary  commisi 
n  the  gtato,  aa  I  mentioned  befora-Fir 
i>r  funding  the  debt.  Police  Cum 


nsylv 


In  fact, 


■    *  "e  Chairr 


hrough  all  the  Consti 
ness  together,  and  pour  them  into  this  ct 
or  this  Convention  to  do  anything  with 
Tui  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  01 

Th»  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secletaiy  wil 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  le.    No  Stato  office  shall  be 


tioii  of  any  merchant 


ipality  for  the  inspectii 


Ma.  HERRINGTON.     Mr.  Chairman: 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

"Any  county,  city  and  county,  city  or  tow 


graduation  1 
1.  HERRINGTON. 


rchand 


Chairman  1 
the  protection  of  people  outside  of  your  oil 
there.  The  section  says,  when  they  lee  fit  t 
may  do  it.  1  think  that  is  not  right.  It  le 
out  any  protection  whatever  inour  trade  w 


;.  Lil'DLEY,  of  a. 


officers 
Irlcken  out.  I  move  that  tl 
Mb.  HAGER.      Mr.  Chail 


This 


The  0 


ippoini 


inspecli 


0  ofiice 


_  inspect io. 
appoint  inspection  officers  by  general  law. 
wbatover;  my  friend  from  Solano  i"  "    "" 
are  just  aa  competont  to  a 
more  so  than  tbe  Sut«;  il 
eral  localities,  rather  than  in  the  hands  • 
was  iu  the  Legiolature,  a  proposition  was  made  l 
firewood,  another  for  liquor,  and  tbey   were  alw 
something  of  that  kind  through  tbe  Legislature,  in  or<l< 
place  for  some  hungry  politician.     Several  of  those  bills  w 
through. 

TuR  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  upon  the  amendment  offered  bj 
the  gentleman  from  Santo  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

Division  was  called  for,  and  the  voto  stood  :   Ayes,  25;  noes,  43. 

No  quorum  voting. 

The  question  was  put  again,  and  the  amendment  lost,  by  a  voto  of  31 
ayes  to  bH  noes. 

TuE  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  (o  strike  01 


It  these  office 


were  log-rolled 


RMAN.    The  quest! 
ing  called  for,  t\e  cc 


•e  divided,  ai 


lost,  by  a  vole  of  3 1  ayes  to 

The  SECRETARY  read  section  seventeen: 

Sec.  17.     Private  property  shall  not  be  token  or  sold  for  the  payment 
of  tbe  corporate  debt  of  any  political  or  municipal  corporation. 

Mb.  TL'LLY.    I  move  that  the  committee  riae,  report  progress,  aud 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Tnl  PRESIDENT.    Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  bad  under  considerali 
report  of  tbe  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township  Orgaui 
hav$  made  progress,  and  aek  leave  to  sit  again. 


the 


Mr.  walker,  of  Tuolumne.    I  m 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  and  fiiftoen  mil 
adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  a 


ONE   HUNDRED  AND  THIRTEENTH   DAY. 

StCBiuEKTO,  Saturday,  January  ISth,  IHT9. 
The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
—  President  llnge  i    "'      '     " 


The  roll  was  called,  and  members  foun 

dinattondanceaBfollDWi: 

Andrews,                           Boggs, 
Barbour,                             Boucher, 
Barton,                           Brown, 
Belcher,                              Burt, 
Bell,                                    Campbell, 
Biggs,                             Caplee, 
Blockmer,                       Charles, 

Crouch, 
Davis, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Ekilano, 

Dunlap, 

Edgerlon, 

OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


FarraU, 
Gormaa, 


Mansfield, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cru 


Hager, 
lle^kell, 

McNutt, 

Mills, 

ilerold.  • 

Monland, 

Murobv. 

Howard /if  Lm  Angeles,  Nmou, 

Neunnber, 

Ohieyer, 

Hughey, 

Proulj, 

Reynolds, 

Jooel, 

nild. 


Ikenteclier, 

CasaerW, 
riiapniin, 
Condon. 


Rolfe, 

Schell, 

Shoemaker, 

eiiurtleif, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smilh,  of  4lli  Diitrict, 


Oregg, 
Hole, 
Hall, 

UarrisoQ, 

Hilbom', 
Holmes, 


Webiler, 

West, 

Witkea, 

WhiU, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 


Pean,  Keyes, 
Dudley,  of  Sao  Joaquin,  Lampson, 

Eagon,  LaTJgne, 

f'ilchcr,  McC'ounell, 

Finney,  MoCoy, 

Freemau,  Miller, 

Uorvey,  Morse, 


Mr.  LISDOW.     Mr,  Prvsideii 
uul  he  dispeuBsd  with,  and  the  a 
So  ordered. 


Shafter, 

Terry. 

Van  Dvke, 

Walker,  of  Uariu, 

Weller, 

WelliD, 

Wilson, of  1st  District. 


e  reading  of  the  Jour- 


Ma.  BLACKMER  presented  the  followiag  petitinn,  signod  by  a  largi 
number  of  cilizena  of  San  Diego  County,  requesting  the  exemption  o: 
eurtain  property  from  UialioQ  ; 

GEKtLtaiii:  Your  patlUonsn,  citiuni  of  lb e  Sum  DC  California,  >nd  THldenUo 
ton  DkRn,  lian  DlrgD  Cuantji,  uital  nvpKlfulif  reqiint  your  hunorablo  bodj  t: 

Laid  on  table,  (o  be  considered  with  article  OD  revenue  and  taxation. 
Ml.  TdLLY  presented  a  similar  pclilion,  signed  by  a  Urge  Dumber  of 

L-itiiens  of  Santa  Clara  County. 
Laid  OD  table,  to  be  considered  with  article  on  revenus  and  taxation- 
Ma.  MORELAND.    Mr.  President:  J  send  up  the  report  of  the  Com 

uiittee  on  Schedule.    I  ask  thai  tlio  usual  number  be  printed,  and  tbs 

il  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
Thx  secretary  read: 

CoKSitTlTioSil  CoBViBTioN,  SAoaiHiKTD,  Janosr^  ISH,  1B7». 
Ha.  PaialDiiiT:  Tour  OoDiaiiitoe  od  SchHt>il<  bag  lure  to  rtporl  u  follows: 


BKNItY  KKUNA^EB, 
FSTER  J,  jniCE. 
CHARLBS  H.  KLBINE, 
■raos,  HARRISON, 
H.  V,  SMITH, 
ALPUOHSS  VACqUEBEL. 


That  no  ineonvenience  may  arise  from  (he  alterations  and  amend- 
ments in  the  Constitution  of  this  State,  and  to  carry  the  Same  into  com- 
plete effect,  it  is  hereby  ordained  and  declared  ; 

Skction  I.  That  all  lavs  in  force  at  the  ado 
not  inconsistent  therewith,  shall  remain  in  f 
altered  or  repealed  br  the  Legislature;  and  al 
lions,  claims,  and  coulracu  of  the  Slate,  count 
corponle,  not  inconsistent  therewith,  shaU  Co 
this  Constitution  had  not  been  adapted.  Tt 
which  are  inconsistent  with  Ibis  Constitution  a 
lion  thereof,  except  that  all  laws  which  are  ir 
Tisions  of  this  Constitution  as  require  legislali 
■emain  in  full  force  until  the  first  day  of  Jul 
eighty,  unless  sooner  altered  or  repealed  by  th 

Sac,  2,  That  all  recogniwDces,  obligations, 
entered  into  or  executed  before  the  adoption  o 
Stale,  or  to  any  subdivision  thereof,  or  any  mu 
fines,  taxes,  jKnalties,  and  forfeitures  due  or  □ 
such  subdivision  or  municipality,  and  all  wi 
and  causes  of  action,  except  as  herein  otherwia 
and  remain  unalTectod  by  tlie  adoption  of  this 

be  found,  fur  any  crime  or  offense  committed 
takes  eflect,  may  be  proceeded  upon  as  if  no  < 
except  al  otherwise  rrovided  in  this  Constituti< 
Sue.  3.  The-  Legislature,  at  its  first  session 
Constitution,  shall  provide  for  the  transfer  of  i 
and  proceedings  from  such  Courts  as  are  aboliE 
to  the  Courts  provided  herein;  and  the  Cour^ 
(bus  transferred  shall  have  the  same  power  ei 
as  If  they  had  been  in  first  instance  commence 
No  officer  elected  at  the  first  election  after  the  . 
tion  shall  he  entitled  to  draw  any  salary  until 
inslalied  IS  such  either  by  provisions  herein 

Stc.  4.  The  Secretary  of  State  shall  causi 
published  ouca  a  week  fur  at  least  fourconsecu 
Grai  Wednesday  in  May,  eighteen  hundred  i 
-spapets  published  ir  ""  "  " 


papei 


I  shall  be  published  in  the  City  and  Coui 
the  County  of  Sacramento,  one  in  the  Coun 
the  County  of  Nevada,  one  in  the  County  of  Si 
County  of  Sonoma.  The  Governor  shall  issue 
notice  of  the  election  for  the  adoption  or  reje 
at  least  one  month  before  the  snid  first  Wed 
hundred  and  seventy-nine,  and  the  Boards  of  1 
counties  shall  cause  said  proclamation  to  be  ms 
ive  counties,  and  general  notice  of  said  elect 
fifteen  days  next  before  said  election- 
Sue,  i.'  The  Superintendent  of  Printing  o 
shall,  at  least  twenty  davs  before  said  electiou 
delivered  to  the  Clerk  of  each  oounty  in  this 
her  of  pmperly  prepared  ballot*  for  said  electic 
said  respective  counties,  with  the  words  prints 
Constitution."  He  shall  likewise  cause  ti>  be 
to  paid  Clerks  five  times  the  number  of  pro[ 
said  election  thai  there  are  votera  in  said  res| 
words  printed  thereon,  "  Against  the  new  Com 
Bic.  fl-  The  Clerks  of  the  several  counties  i 
five  days  before  said  election,  caused  to  be  deli 
Elections,  al  each  election  precinct  or  polling 
counties,  suitable  pull-books,  forms  of  return, . 
the  aforesaid  ballots,  which  number,  in  Ibe  agg 
greater  tl   "  "' '  — (■  —  .-_:..  .i :j  .. 


The  n 


of  the  n' 


the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy 
of  calculation  for  this  and  the  preceding  sectioi 

Sic.  T.  Every  citizen  of  the  United  States,  r 
members  of  the  Asaemblv.in  this  State,  shall 
adoption  or  rejection  of  this  Constitution. 

8bc.  8.     The  officers  of  theseve-' "-- 


ts  of  their  respectivi 


s  the  : 
well  a 


poses  on  the  first  Monday  after  said  election, 
ing,  the  returns  from  each  precinct  in  the  co 
were  opened  have  been  received,  the  Board  mu 

the  canvass  must  be  postponed  from  day  to  daj 
received,  or  until  six  postponementa  have  be< 
proceed  to  make  out  returns  nf  the  votes  cast 
CoDstitutinn ;  and  the  proceeding  of  said  Boai 
those  prescribed  for  like  Boards  in  the  caae  of  i 
Upon  the  completion  of  said  canvass  and  retui 
immediately  certify  the  same,  in  the  usual  fori 
Slate  of  California. 

Sec.  9.  The  Governor  of  the  State  of  Califo 
returns  of  said  election  shall  be  received  bv  hi] 
after  eaid  election,  in  the  presence  and  with  tb 
trailer,  Treasurer,  and  Secretary  of  State,  oi 
returns  received  of  votes  cast  for  and  against  tl 
by  such  examination  and  computation,  it  is  as 

new  Constitution,  the  Executive  of  thii  Suta  si 
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declare  euch  new  ConelEtution  to  be  the  ConslitutioD  of  the  6tal«  of 
California,  and  that  it  sball  take  effect  and  be  ia  force  on  tlie  day 
liereinaller  specified.  , 

Sic.  10.  lu  oHer  that  future  elections  in  this  State  Bhall  confarm  to 
tbe  requirernenU  of  this  Constitution,  the  term  of  all  officers  elected 
under  tlie  same,  and  whose  term  of  oflice  is  four  years  or  over,  shall  be, 
reapeetiFcly,  one  year  shorter  than  the  Krm  prO'  ■  *    ■   ^  .,  ■_  r..  . 

'"""'" "■  ""le  term  of  all  officers  whose  term 

ively,  one  year  longer  than  the 
],  except  the  reeinben  of  the  Aseembly,  whose  first  ter 
wt  ofli™  shall.be  one  year;  aud  the  successars  of  all  such  officers  sht 
be  elect«l  at  the  last  election  before  the  eipiratiou  of  the  l«rnis  as 
this  section  pruvided.  The  first  ofiicere  chosen  aRer  the  adoption  of  tt 
(loiietitution  ihall  be  elected' at  the  time  and  in  the  manuer  now  pr 

Sec.  11.     Should  (his  Constitution  be  ratified  at  the  election  for  tl 

rfttiticat[on  and  adoption  thereof.  It  shall  lake  etfect  aud   be  in  force  i 

1  after  the  fourth  da^  of  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  teveoly-niD 


lount,  eicluding  existing  indebtedness,  in  the   ai;gi 

e  per  centum  on  the  value  of  the  taxable  propen 

ascertoined  br  the  aesessmetit  next  before  the  last  isst 

ouiity  purposes  previous  to  the  incurring  such  ii 

^  before  or  at  the  time  of  incurring  such  indebti 

be  ninde  for  the  collection  of  an  annual  lai  suB 

St  on  such  indebtedness  as  it  falls  due,  and  als> 

fund   for  the  payment  of  the   principal    ther 


)-clock  ir 


IQUEJ 


ailed. 


Mb.  VACQUEREL.  Mr.  President:  I  have  an  addiUonal  section 
ofler  lo  the  article  on  city,  county,  and  township  arganiiation,  which 
nroiild  like  to  have  referred  to  that  committee. 

The  proposition  was  referred  lo  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  ai 
Township  Organization  without  reading. 


President:  I  send  up  a  resolution. 


Mk.  WILSON',  of  Tchan 
Thi  secretary  read; 
Rwolwrf.  Thu  thi.  rreatd.ni  of  ihti  Cor 


reva^ed. 


Ma.  TIHNIX.  Mr.  President;  I  move  that  the  Convention  rewtlvs 
ilaelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  purpoaa  of  further  con- 
sidering the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Townthip 
Organiialioii. 

The  motion  pi^vailed. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.    The  SecreUry  will  read  lection  eighteen. 

Thi  SECfiETARY  read: 

Sic.  is.  All  moneys,  assessments, and  taxes  belonging  to  or  collected 
for  the  use  of  any  county,  city,  town,  or  other  public  or  miinitipal  cor- 
poration, coming  into  the  hands  of  any  officer  thereof,  shall,  itnmediately 
on  the  receipt  thereof,  be  deposited  with  the  Treasurer,  or  other  legal 
depository,  lo  the  credit  of  such  city,  town,  or  other  corporation,  respect- 
ively, for  the  benefit  of  the  funds  to  which  they  respectively  belong. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  section  eighteen, 
the  Secretary  will  read  section  nineteen. 

Tai  SECRETARY  read : 

Sic.  IB.  The  liniking  of  profit  out  of  county,  city,  town,  or  public 
school  money,  or  using  the  same  for  any  purpose  not  authorised  by  taw, 
by  any  nificer  having  the  possesaiou  or  control  thereof,  shall  be  a  felony, 
ami  shall  be  prosecuted  and  punished  as  prescribed  by  law. 

Ma.  CAPITES.  Mr,  Chairman:  1  move  lo  strike  out  the  word 
'-school,"  in  line  two.  It  would  seem  to  be  as  bad  to  steal  any  other 
money  as  school  money.    I  do  not  ki         "  '     " 


Itw 


uldw: 


Mr.  HAGER.  I  would  like  to  explain  that  tbat  makes  it  applicable 
lo  State  moneys,  and  is  intended  lo  make  it  applicable  lo  niunici{ial 
governmenls.    This  relates  to,  citv,  countv,  and  township  organiiations. 

Ma.  CAFLES.  I  would  ask  the  Chaimiaa  if  school,  money  is  not 
public  money  ! 

Ma.  HAGER.     Bo  it  is  lo  a  certain  exlenl, 

Mb.  CAFLES.  If  it  ia  public  money,  1  would  inquire  what  dilTereDes 
there  is  between  maki>:g  money  out  of  money  belonging  lo  the  school 
fund  and  anv  other  fund. 

Ma.  HAGER.  1  merely  wish  lo  slate  that  it  would  make  it  applicable 
lo  Bute  monevs. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  I  would  sugKeat  to  insert  the  word  "other" 
before  the  word  "public."     Thai  wilT  include  all  public  money. 

Mb.  LARKIN.    I  second  tbat  motion. 

Thi  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Caples. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Ma.  McCALLUM.    I 

e  word  "  public 


■  insert  the  word  "other"  before 


Then 


n  preva 


Thi  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty. 


Thi  SECRETARY  read : 

Bic.  2'>.  ^'o  county,  city,  town,  lownship.  Board  of  Education,  or 
school  district,  shall  incur  any  indebtedness  or  liability  in  any  manner, 
or  for  any  purpose,  exceeding  in  any  year  the  income  and  revenue  pro- 


and    i 


inng   s 


n  the  ti 


eof  cc 


Mb.  caples.  Mr.  Chairman;  I  move  toslrikeout 
a  the  eighth  line,  and  insert  "  two,"  in  lieu  thereof.  I 
>  insert  "  three  "  instead  of  ''  two,"  but  I  do  not  feel  dit 
t  so  high  a  figure.  The  practice  prevalent  both  in  Call 
astern  States,  a  practice  that  has  been  growing  rapidly, 
ilravsgance  and  expenditure  in  engaging  in  improvei 
inds,  has  resulted  in  an  enormous  increase  of  municii: 
t  is  an  evil  great  enough  in  California— an  ev 
pon  this  floor  have  realized,  and  have  some  ku 
a  iU  infancy  in  California,  compared  with  II 
ggregale  has  amounted  to  over  two  hundred  miltlons  < 
lat  decade.  It  is  a  practice  that  inevitably  tends  to  a  1 
gant  modeof  eipenditure,and  enlails  upon  the  taxpaj 
re  onerous  and  insupportable,  and  I  think  that  now 
ime  to  put  the  brakes  on  and  check  this  vicious  practi 
stimole  the  liberty  of  expend  iturr  "--' '■"  ■■-  '-'■■- 


iwledgi 


vould 


ent  of  four  hundred  thD 
ilrman,  that  that  is  mat 
Dt,  loo  much,  tientleu 
es of  floods,  tire3,orothe 


would  b( 
ihlecoun 


isliki 


;e; 


'and  dollar 

in  enough,  and  I  am  free  to 

n  may  argue  that  in  excep 

ler  calamities,  that  it  niight  bee 

lay  be  the  case;  and  admit  all  i 
men  claim,  that  there  would  be  some  inconvenience  re 
restraint  or  restriction  in  cases  of  that  hind,  and  I  bolil 
ineoinparably  less  than  that  resulting  from  that  extrav 
expenditure  thai  has  prevailed  in  the  past,  and  will  prev 
unless  we  put  a  sutistantial  check  upon  it.  I  propose  U 
here,  and  feel  sure  that  the  good  sense  of  gentlemen  o 
sustain  me  in  the  proposition  that  it  is  necessary, that  it 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  this  body  to  put,  now  and  forever, 
we  can  here,  a  slop  to  this  system  that  has  prevailed  in 
likely  to  prevail  in  the  future,  unless  we  stop  it. 

Ma.  LARUE.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  an  amendn 

Thi  8ECHLTARY  read : 


light  and  ii 


rtthew 


f '  three,' ' 


Ma.  WHITE. 


-Chairman:  I  hope  that  "two"  n 
■Hiuu.  1  BUI  <;iiixiu  that  two  per  cent,  on  the  principal 
to  be  permitted  in  these  cases.    This  is  not  limiting 

ilyflf  five  p 
t.  is  enough. 


-e  Grat  allowed  U 


debt  upon 
property.  I  really  think  that  oi 
It  should  not  go  abo 


ire  that  w 


would  « 


1  go  in  debt  to  the  extent  of  five  per  ct 
it  they  a™  doing  when  they  go  in  dc 
asis,  it  would  be  better  than  to  give  Ih 

I  of  some  calamity,  and  that  ia  provide' 
nan;  I  hope  that  the  amend 
imento,  Mr.  Caples,  will  pn 
h  in  any  county  of  the  State 

!   hundred  thousand  dollars,  which   would  be 
ly  purpose  which  the  eounty  would  require  to  ere 

under  any  emergency.    '  ' " ' ' 

t.  crying  evil  that  existi 

ry  Ihe  world  has  not  a  parallef 

ountry.    I  hope  thai  this  amendment  will  previ 

ml,  will  be  the  limit  fixed  lo  which  counties  can  r 

..  LARUE.      Mr.  ChainVian;    I  am  aware  tbat 

ies  of  this  Slate  the  taxes  are  heavy,  but  there 


QUid  c 


»ughout  tl 
lei  to  the 


inse  wurre  it  may  ue  necessary  lo  raise  mora  man , . 

it  see  any  injustice  in  leaving  the  tnislees  of  a  city  a  little  lee- way ; 
s,  only  in  the  city.  Our  city  lax  amounts  to  two  per  cent.  now. 
..  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  believe,  if  I  understand  the  amend- 
oTered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Larue,  that  it  is 
ike  out  "fiVB"and  insert '■  three."  I  am  in  ho|)ea  that  amend- 
int  will  be  adopted.    It  is  a  question  that  would  ocrasion  a  peat  deal 


Constitution  ii 

low  as  two  per  cent.     A  msjoritv'stand'from  tl 

Mb.  white.     I  would  ask  the  genllemon  i 
aesess  \>  high  as  vou  like,  and  have  this  extra  i 

Ma.  BIQtiS,    This  includes  the  indebtednc 


ne  of  them  as 


Jan.  18, 1879. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 


1069 


Mr.  white.    No,  that  is  not  the  case, 

Mr.  biggs.  Under  the  amendment  which  I  offered  yesterday,  it 
includes  the  indebtedness.  The  am«ndment  I  was  addressing  myself  to 
was  the  amendment  I  offered  yesterday  at  the  request  of  Judge  Terry. 
That  says  two  per  cent,  altogether,  with  existing  indebtedness.  I  see 
the  report  of  Judge  Hager  is  exclusive  of  such  indebtedness.  That 
makes  quite  a  difference.  If  that  includes  indebtedness,  every  gentle- 
man will  know  thai  two  per  cent,  is  not  enough. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Cttairman  :  I  think  the  committee  does  not 
understand  this  provision.  I  do  not  understand  that  it  has  anything  to 
do  with  taxation  at  all,  or  the  right  of  taxation.  It  simply  says  that 
the  indebtedness  shall  not  be  increased  over  a  certain  amount,  even  if 
two  thirds  of  the  people  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  biggs.  Don't  it  say  you  have  to  refer  to  the  assessed  value  of 
the  property? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  only  provision  is  that  the  indebtedness  of 
a  countv  or  city  shall  not  exceed  so  much  per  cent.,  excluding  past 
indebtedness,  even  though  two  thirds  of  the  people  vote  for  it.  Now, 
recollect,  there  is  no  increase  of  indebtedness  to  five  per  cent.,  except  it 
has  been  voted  for  by  two  thirds  of  the  voters.  Now,  it  seems  to  me 
that  when  the  matter  has  to  be  submitted  to  the  people  and  receive  a 
two-thirds  vote,  it  had  much  better  be  left  at  five  per  cent.,  because  you 
cannot  increase  the  indebtedness  unless  two  thirds  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  LARUE.     I  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  should  stand  as  it  is.  It 
is  enough  to  require  a  two- third  vote. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

"Amend  section  twenty  by  inserting,  in  line  seven,  after  the  word 
'jail,'  the  words  'or  for  a  city,  or  city  and  county,  for  the  acquisition  or 
construction  of  waterworks.' " 

The  CHAIRMAN.    That  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

RBMARKS  OF  MB.   HAGER. 

Mr.  hager,  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  know  that  the  Convention 
entirely  understands  this  section  as  it  is  intended.  In  the  first  place,  as 
the  Constitution  now  stands,  there  is  no  limitation  upon  the  taxing  power 
in  any  county.  You  may  make  an  assessment  for  taxes  as  much  as  you 
please.  There  is  no  limitation  upon  that.  Therefore  that  matter  should 
oe  taken  into  consideration  when  you  go  beyond  the  ordinary  purposes 
of  revenue.  The  section  is  intended  to  be  a  limitation  to  this  extent: 
that  the  outlay  shall  not  exceed  the  income  and  revenue  provided  for 
them  resf>ectively  for  such  year.  Now,  you  can  make  that  revenue  just 
what  you  please.  You  may  levy  two,  five,  six,  or  ten  per  cent,  if  you 
choose,  because  you  have  already  stricken  out  the  limitation  we  had  in 
the  previous  section,  so  that  you  may  tax  ad  libitum.  You  may  go  to 
the  extent  of  ten  per  cent,  if  you  choose.  That  matter  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  here,  because  you  have  the  fK>wer  at  all  times  to  levy 
any  tax,  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  government,  that  you  see  fit, 
and  now  if  you  want  to  go  beyond  the  purposes  of  ordinary  revenue  for 
any  special  purpose,  then  the  question  arises,  to  what  extent  shall  you  go? 
The  limit  here  is  not  to  exceed  five  per  cent.,  and  then  it  requires  the 
consent  of  two  thirds.  I  think  it  is  safe  to  leave  it  at  that.  Tnere  is  an 
abundance  of  safety  for  any  county  in  the  State.  I  think  the  limitation 
to  two  per  cent,  would  be  useless,  because  you  can  levy  that  much  with- 
out for  ordinary  pur|K)ses;  but  if  you  want  to  go  beyond  the  ordinary 
purposes,  I  think  the  limitation  to  five  per  cent,  is  enough.  I  think  if 
gentlemen  will  reflect  upon  it  in  all  its  bearings,  with  the  power  that 
they  have  for  all  the  purposes  of  revenue,  that  five  per  cent,  is  as  low 
as  it  should  be. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chainnan :  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sacramento  will  be  adopted.  I  think  that  the  ad  libitum 
power  we  give  of  taxing,  and  then  with  the  privilege  of  increasing  the 
indebtedness  to  the  amount  of  two  per  cent,  upon  the  assessed  value  of 
the  property,  is  giving  privilege  enough  for  tne  purpose  of  taxing  the 
people.  Upon  an  assessment  roll  of  ten  million  dollars  you  can  then 
put  an  extra  tax  upon  the  people  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
That  ought  to  be  sufficient.  Sacramento  can  go  in  debt,  under  that  rule, 
two  million  dollara.  I  think,  if  we  attempt  to  put  any  limitation  what- 
ever upon  it,  that  two  per  cent,  is  sufficient.  I  therefore  hope  that  the 
amendment,  reducing  it  from  five  per  cent.,  to  two  per  cent.,  will  be 
adopted. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Caples. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  now  send  up  my  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

•'Amend  section  twenty  by  inserting  in  line  seven  after  the  word 
'jail,'  the  words  '  or  for  a  city,  or  city  and  county,  for  the  acquisition  or 
construction  of  waterworks.' " 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  we  will  be  permitted,  if 
we  want  to  acquire  waterworks  to  do  so,  and  I  hope  that  gentlemen  will 
not  oppose  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  like  to  know  why  we 
are  going  to  mak'^.  this  exception  to  the  rule.  If  this  proposition  is'good 
for  one  part  of  the  State,  it  is  good  for  the  whole.  It  seems  to  me  that 
is  folly  to  make  a  rule,  and  then  make  exceptions  for  some  particular 
case  that  happens  to  strike  gentlemen.  There  may  be  a  thousand  other 
cases  where  tliey  might  want  to  have  this  privilege  for  other  purposes 
than  waterworks.  Now,  does  not  the  fact  tnat  right  now  there  is  a  case 
}X)inted  out  where  this  law  will  not  work  well,  prove  that  the  whole 
thing  is  wrong.  Why  should  you  provide  an  exception  to  this  rule  in 
the  case  of  San  Francisco? 

Mr.  hager.  I  move  to  strike  out  of  the  amendment  the  w.ords 
"  acquisition  or." 

Mr.  ESTEE.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  words  will  not  be  stricken 


out,  and  for  the  very  obvious  reason  that  under  the  law  we  can  condemn 
any  waterworks  that  belong  to  private  parties.  If  it  is  condemned 
by  a  judicial  proceeding,  then  we  have  to  provide  for  paying  for  it. 
Take  San  Francisco  for  instance.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  we  do  not 
want  to  buy  any  waterworks,  but  if  we  wish  to  acquire  private  prop- 
erty, we  must  go  into  the  Courts  and  condemn  it;  and  after  we  shall 
have  condemned  it,  then  we  must  provide  for  paying  for  it.  Striking 
this  out  would  prevent  San  Francisco  from  ever  owning  these  water- 
works. So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  would  rather  that  the  amendment 
would  be  voted  down  than  voted  for  as  proposed  to  be  amended  by  Mr. 
Hager.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  buying  anybody's  waterworks  and  paying 
fifteen  million  dollars,  or  any  other  sum ;  but  I  wish  to  place  it  so  that 
if  our  city,  or  any  other  city,  wishes  to  acquire  waterworks  by  the  exer- 
cise of  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  and  then  paying  the  amount  that 
the  Courts  may  claim  should  be  paid,  it  may  do  so. 

REMARKS   or   MR.   BARBOUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  I  understand  the  amendment 
it  covers, the  two  means  by  which  the  people  could  be  supplied,  by  the 
ac«||itition  of  existing  works  or  by  the  introduction  from  abroad,  of 
w^fr*.  I  think  it  proper  and  appropriate  to  make  an  exception  in  favor 
of  this  great  necesisary  of  life;  in  favor  of  allowing  the  people  to  issue 
their  bonds,  or  make  laws  for  acquiring  that  great  necessary.  Now,  the 
people  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  for  the  acquisition  or  ownership  of 
pure  fresh  water,  it  may  be  necessary  for  them  to  incur  an  indebtedness 
of  twenty  million  dollars ;  and,  with  the  growing  population,  it  may  be 
that  before  many  years  it  will  be  necess«iry  to  incur  that  amount  of 
expense.  Now,  to  acquire  water,  would  impose  upon  the  city  the  neces- 
sity of  raising  something  in  the  neighborhood  of  one  million  and  a  half 
per  annum,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to  determine,  of  course,  the  num- 
ber of  years  these  bonds  would  have  to  run,  etc.  That  would  necessarily 
be  raised  by  a^x  upon  the  community.  I  am  in  favor  of  leaving  th<» 
people  of  San  Francisco  free  to  acquire  waterworks  and  incur  the  indebt- 
edness necessary,  because  of  the  great  necessity  that  exists  for  something 
'of  this  kind  in  the  presence  of  the  monopoly  existing  there,  which  may 
take  advantage  of  a  cast  iron  prohibition  in  the  Constitution  prohibiting 
the  people  from  going  abroad  and  obtaining  water,  and  which  would  bo 
disastrous  to  the  people. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  amendment,  while  it  injures 
no  other  county,  materially  benefits  the  City  and  ('ounty  of  San  Fran- 
cisco. We  think  it  is  quite  as  important  to  have  a  fund  for  the  obtain- 
ment  of  water  supplies  throughout  the  citv  as  it  is  to  have  either  a  Court 
House  *r  a  Jail.  I  cannot  conceive  wfiy  tliis  proposition  should  be 
opposed  I  presume  it  will  not  be.  It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  Judge  Hager  would  entirely  emasculate  that  of  Mr. 
Estee.  We  want  the  entire  right,  in  its  full  form,%  we  do  not  desire  it 
at  all,  ao«ording  to  my  view  of  the  sentiment  of  the  people  there.  The 
city  authorities  should  have  entire  iurisdiction  of  this  subject,  if  it  \a 
conferred  upon  them  in  any  way  at  all,  and  any  partial  privilege  would 
be  worse  than  nothing.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  amendment  of  Mr. 
Estee  will  be  adopted.  It  is  what,  we  want  and  need,  and  injures  no 
other  county  and  no  other  interest  throughout  the  State,  while  it  will  be 
largely  conducive  to  the  prosperity  of  our  city. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  We,  in  Oakland,  are  somewhat 
similarly  situated  in  that  respect.  We  may  require  to  condemn  water- 
works for  that  lai^e  and  growing  city,  and  I  hope  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Estee  will  he  adopted. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  What  possible  necessity, 
if  the  Government  shall  control  these  waterworks,  as  has  been  pro- 
vided in  other  sections,  what  possible  necessity  can  there  be  for  the 
acquisition  of  private  waterworks  which  furnish  abundant  water?  The 
argument  that  would  be  used  at  other  times,  and  under  other  circum- 
stances, the  reduction  of  rates,  cannot  be  used  if  this  Constitution  i.< 
adopted,  because  the  people  themselves,  through  their  authority,  regu- 
late those  rates.  Those  rates,  it  is  supposed,  will  be  rogulated  upon 
principles  of  justice  to  the  water  companies,  and  of  justice  to  the  people. 
Then,  what  possible  point  can  be  accomplished  by  the  acquisition  of 
works  already  constructed  ? 

Mr.  estee.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  him  a  question? 
Under  the  law  now,  and  the  decisions  of  the  Courts,  could  they  not 
regulate  the  rates? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Under  the  law  now,  two  of  the  'Commissi oners 
are  named  by  the  company. 

Mr.  estee.  It  may  be  so  always.  I  will  leave  it  to  the  gentleman 
if  it  does  not  cost  as  much  for  water  as  for  bread  in  San  Francisco  ? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  It  moy  be  so  always,  which  is  the  very  point  I 
am  seeking  to  make.  We  have  adopted,  in  section  twenty-eight  of  the 
legislative  article,  a  provision  that  the  rates  of  water  companies,  and  gas 
companies,  and  all  other  corporations,  shall  be  rogulated  and  fixed  by 
law;  if  fixed  by  Commissioners,  or  fixed  by  Board  of  Supervisors,  anil 
that  in  cases  where  Commissioners  are  appointed,  that  the  corporation 
shall  not  name  one  of  them;  and  it  cannot  be  so  always,  if  this  Consti- 
tution is  adopted. 

Mr.  estee.  Does  the  gentleman  assume  the  proposition  thai, 
because  we  have  the  right  to  regulate  the  price  of  water,  no  city  should 
ever  own  its  waterworks? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  No.  And  if  the  gentleman  would  do  me  the 
honor  to  listen  to  what  I  have  to  say  he  would  not  have  asked  the  ques- 
tion. I  am  in  favor  of  that  provision  giving  the  right  to  a  city  to  con- 
struct its  waterworks,  and  in  that  case,  I  suppose  the  city  would  never 
do  it  except  in  these  cases,  either  where  the  private  waterworks  did 
not  furnish  water  in  quantities  sufficient,  or  did  not  furnish  water  of  a 
proper  quality. 

Mr.  estee.  What  will  you  do  in  a  case  whera  private  companies 
own  all  the  sources  of  water? 
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Mb.  McCALLUM.    I  do  not  know  that  that  caae  exista. 

Mb.  CAMPRELL,     Uexieiaia  our  own  county  lo-dar. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  On  the  contrary,  I  know  that  nnother  company 
htA  been  willing  to  fiimisfi  bondx  to  the  proper  amount  to  bring  water 
in  from  oilier  sources,  and  I  have  understood  that  that  was  the  case  iu 

lending  to  know  fi9  much  about  their  affairs  as  tlieir  own  local  delega- 
tion, that  the  water  is  sufSdent  in  quantity  and  quality,  K  >a,  the 
idea  of  purchasing  when  you  have  got  the  right  to  control  the  rales 
appears  ta  me  to  involve  the  idea  of  speculation,  and  speculation  ao  the 
side  of  the  corporation  in  all  auob  ca»el.  1  am  in  fsTor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  and  leave  the  exception 
as  to  this  liinilntion  of  indebtedness  to  the  conetmclion  of  works. 


1.  HAGER.    Mr.  Chaii 


levy  any  tax  they  Bee  fit.  When  we  increase  the  taxation  by  the  taxa- 
tion of  securities,  the  taxable  property  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco  will 
probably  come  up  U>  between  three  and  four  millions  of  doltBr||^at 
will  make  at  two  percent,  an  abundance  of  money  to  aupplr  tilMitv 
with  waterworks.     We  do  not  want  to  purchase  Spring.  Valley  Water- 


kt  Spring  Valley  has  al 


of  supply? 

Ma.  IIAGER.     1  believe  the;  profess  to 
State.     I  do  not  suppose  there  will  be  any  < 


Spring  Valley  Water  Company  was  there  to  interpose.  Yoi 
cnaae  their  works,  at  twice  what  they  are  Wi>rth,  or  else  you  w 
no  water  at  all.  There  la  another  clause  reported  here  tfr  this 
tee,  that  any  person  shall  have  the  privile)j;e  of  supplying  water 
As  it  ia  now,  no  one  can  get  the  privilege  in  San  rrancieco,  bee 
power  of  Spring  Valley  is  so  great.  Laws  have  been  passed  by  tbe 
Legislature  providing  for  Cominiseioners,  but  were  insnCncicnt,  because 
they  were  controlled  by  the  Spring  Valley.  While  the  Spring  Valley 
Water  Company  has  got  a  gooil  many  sources  of  supply,  I  suppose  the 
City  of  San  Francisco  could  Riid  others  if  they  did  U'lt  have  to  pay  such 
a  b'igh  rate  of  wmpensalion  to  parties  who  claim  to  have  taken  iip  other 
sources  of  supply.  They  claim  that  Lake  Tahoe  is  taken. up  by  certain 
parties.  That  which  should  be  open  and  free  to  the  world  has  been 
reduced  to  private  ownership,  a  thing  uever  beard  of  in  any  CQiintry  in 
the  world  exce|>t  in  California,  where  water,  the  essential  of  life,*a  made 
the  subject  of  private  ownership  by  individuals  and  held  by  them. 
Who  e/er  heaniof|i)ch  a  thing?  I  say  it  is  a  shame.  I  do  not  suppose 
San  Francisco  can^stablish  waterworks.  If  they  wish  to  do  so  they 
have  abundance  of  opportunity  under  this  section  as  it  stands.  They 
can  tax  ad  libitum  every  year.  Six  million  dollars  ought  to  be  Suffif'-' 
and  more  than  sufficient  to  supply  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  B 
Ibey  are  compelled  to  buy  Spririg  Valley  at  fifteen  inillian  dol 
because  they  cannot  do  any  better,  fhe^  will  have  an  insufficient  ^ 
ply,  because  Spring  Valley  is  not  a  sulhcient  supply  at  present,  and  will 
not  he  in  the  future.  They  have  purchased,  as  'thev  sau,  and  elaim 
Otlier  sources  of  supply  down  the  coast  and  over  in  l^alaveraa  County. 
I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  prevail  at  all,  and  that  the  section  will 
stand  just  as  it  is.  I  have  no  o^ijection  to  putting  in  any  amendment 
of  that  kind.     But 


Ma.  ESTEE.  I  am  perfectly  willing  In  insert  after  the  word  "acqui 
sition"  the  words  -'by  en adem nation."  I  still  maintain  that  Sai 
Francisco  never  can  own  its  waterworks  if  that  section  ia  ndopted. 

Mr.  HAGER.     I  do  not  suppose  that  San  Francisco  aver  can  own  it 
waterworks,  unless  it  pavs  Hfteen  millions  of  dollars  lo  the 
ley  Water  Company,     fcvery  effort  that  hos  hitherto  bee 
failed.    I  do  not  suppose  we  can  get  our  waterworks  very 
willing  to  leave  it  to  private  enterprise.     If  they  can  get  rid  of  privi    . 
n  public  property,  1  think  the  people  could  get  an  abundant 


^=^i 


*r'r ""' 


nillioi 


;.  ESTEE.     Mr.  Chairman:   I   would   ask  leave  to 
ameudmcnt,  by  inserting  "  bv  means  a(  condemnation." 

Thr  chairman.  If  the'rc  be  no  objection,  the  genlleinnn  wi 
leave  to  modi^'  his  own  amendment.  The  Secretary  will  reai 
modified. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  twenty  by  inserting  in  line  seven,  after  tbi 
'jail,' the  words,'orfor»city,or  city  and  county,  for  the  construction 
of  waterworks,  or  for  their  acquisition  by  means  of  condemnation.'  " 

Mb.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  needs  but  little  redaction  to 
shpw  that  two  per  cent,  indebtedness  is  wholly  inadequate  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  City  of  San  Francisco  ever  to  acquire  its  water- 
works in  any  manner  whatever — by  condemnation,  purchase,  or  other' 
wise.  During  the  last  two  years  many  estimates  have  been  made,  and 
much  money  expended  in  obtaining  (hem,  and  they  all  show  that  it 
would  cost  many  times  five  niillione  of  dollars  to  procure  water  in  the 
cheapest  manner  that  it  can  be  procured.  So  that  to  restrict  tiie  city  lo 
two  jier  cent,  is  to  cut  it  off  from  the  possibility  of  awning  its  own 
water  supply.  Howabsuid  ia  the  reasoning  that  would  permit  a  county, 
or  a  city  and  county,  lo  erect  a  Court  House,  or  a  jail,  or  a  school  house, 
and  tie  its  hands  so  that  it  cannot  provide  itself  with  water  to  drink.  It 
does  not  seem  lo  me  to  be  any  argument.  The  city  ought  to  be  free 
purchase  ils  waterworks,  tn  condemn,  or  build,  without  any  restrictic 
If  there  is  any  exception  to  be  made,  certainly  the  supply  of  water  ought 

:  I  am  not  cerUin  th 


the  people  of  San  Francisco  whom  I  represent  do  not  wa: 
the  Spring  Valley  Water  Works,  They  do  not  want  an 
Cnnstttntion  that  will  aid  and  abet  in  any  nay  that  con' 
have  been  several  schemes  tn  buy  the  old  rotten  works  of 
that  has  robbed  the  city  for  the  last  twenty  years,  and 
and  ditches  that  are  pretty  near  ready  lo  tumble  in ; 
several  schemes  on  foot  for  the  purpose  of  Heecingthe  cH} 

Mb.  HAtiER,  Mr.  Chairman:  As  the  gentleman  haj 
amendment  it  is  now  necessary  for  me  to  amend  mine, 
out  the  words,  "  or  for  their  acquisition  by  means  of  eond 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  this  In  aay  in 
supply  of  water  forlhecitvofSsn  Francisco.  If  Iwaaalat 
in  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company  1  would  not  ask 
than  his  proposition,  as  it  is  reported  by  the  committee, 
suppose  that  my  friend  has  allowed  his  interest  in  the 
Water  Company  lo  control  bis  action  here  ;  but,  sir 

MiuHAUER.  1  have  no  interest  in  the  Spriug  Vallc 
pany,  and  have  not  had  for  yean. 

Ma.  BARBOUR.     I  thought  you  was  a  stockholder. 

Me.  HAGER.  No;  and  have  not  been  foryeai*.  In 
pany  I  am,  and  I  have  reported  a  provision  against  my  c 

Ma.  BARBOUR.    1  admit  it. 

Ma.  IIAGER.  If  there  is  anything  iu  this  report  tba 
ask  any  gentleman  to  point  it  out. 

Mb.  BARBOUR.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  pecnii 
which  these  people  would  be  placed.  If  I  was  a  large 
the  Spring  Valley  Water  Compaiir,  I  would  not  ask  a  bi 
than  this  section  twenty.  In  be  able  to  say  to  tbe  people 
havegotyou     ' 


wilhgc 


-f  debt  lo 


ESTEE.  Thntii 
Ma.  BARBOUR.  That  would  be  ei 
are  placed.  You  pjopose  In  limit  the 
and  then  require  Ihe  assent  of  two  thiras  or  tne  voters 
Could  the  company  ask  a  better  hold  upon  the  people  t 
they  can  defeat  propositions,  now  is  there  a  better  positio 
in  than  that  identical  oneT  It  is  not  a  proposition  to  com 
buy  the  old  worlts  of  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company 
there  are  certainly  intelligent.  No  proposition  can  go  lb 
it  is  first  submitted  lo  the  voters  of  tbe  city  and  pamed  i 
Do'you  propose  to  prevent  them  from  exercising  some  lilt 
reference  lo  the,Bubjeot  of  procuring  this  great  neeessaiy  i 
ipany  there  that  has  some  water  righlaT 


»the 


>n^.:e 


larket  and  pi 


■  elsewi 


price,  1  want  the  City  of  San  Francisco  to  beal 
:  no  such  bullbeaded  hoetilitv  to  tbe  Spring 
ill  sell  for  what  it  is  won 
ive  that  the  people  can  bi 
three  or  four  times  what  it  ia  worth.    It  has  been  tried 
tbe  future  as  it  always  has  been  in  the  past. 


impany  as  to  say  th 


1  faili 


Mb.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  1  am  decidedly  oppo 
because  it  provides  that  no  county,  city,  town,  towiiab 
cation,  or  school  district,  shall  incur  any  indebtednei 
any  manner,  or  for  any  purpose,  exceeding  in  any  yea 
revenue  providcl  for  them  respectively  for  such  year, 
sent  of  two  thirds  of  the  voters;  f     '  - --     ■' 


riing 


tWop 


Now, 


nill  t 


mntry  a  School  district  that  m 
house  that  can  do  so  under  this  provision  in  this  section  a: 
In  the  town  iu  which  I  live  we  desired  to  build  a  school 
at  eight  thousand  dollars.  Tbe  only  means  by  which  i 
under  tbe  existing  law  was  for  individuals  to  give  theii 
secure  the  assessment.  They  did  so  and  built  a  schno 
county  seat.  It  would  be  impossible  to  secure  the  necessi 
a  county  under  this  section.  'They  cannot  build  their  brid 
the  provisions  of  this  section.  In  tbe  county  in  which  I 
limes  when  the  Winters  are  very  severe,  our  bridges  ai 
almost  entirely.  Roads  are  iitjiired  and  destroyed,  and  ' 
that  there  should  be  a  means  ol  raising  money  sufficient 
Now,  in  respect  tn  bringing  water  mto  any  town,  if  i 
the  amount  that  is  stated  hera,  it  would  be  utterly  impi 
town  lo  undertake  to  provide  water,  leaving  out  of  the  qi 
of  San  Francisco.  With  regard  lo  that,  the  general  argui 
been  in  respect  tn  the  provisions  as  applied  to  the  City  of 
Take  it,  sir,  na  applied  tn  a  cnnnty.  A  county  may  i 
a  Hall  of  Records,  or  provide  a  hospital  i  how  can  i( 
county  in  which  I  reside  has  built  a  Hall  of  Records, 
of  from  eight  to  nine  thousand  dollars;  thev  run  in  debi 
portion  of  it,  although   the  county   is  perhaps  able  to 

have  got  a  Hall  of  Records.  This  limits  it  to  such  an 
operates  against  the  interests  of  the  counties,  townshi 
districts;  llterafore,   I  am  opposed  tn  this   section  entir 


Ml.  CiORMAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  i 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.Eslee,  " 
thsf  the  city  of  San  Francisco  is  the  most  jieculif 
regard  lo  water,  the  sands  from  the  ocean  blow  tl 
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almost  cover  the  houses  in  places.  We  need  more  water  in  that  city  for 
domestic  uses,  and  tor  street  purposes,  than  in  any  citv  in  the  world. 
We  want  it  for  our  public  parks,  and  if  we  were  to  limit  the  supply,  to 
what  cities  generally  need,  it  would  not  be  a  quarter  of  what  the  city 
should  have.  In  the  summer  time  when  there  is  long  periods  without 
rain,  the  sewers  get  so  foul  that,  if  it  was  in  a  warm  climate,  the  mortality 
would  be  terrible,  and  even  as  It  is,  the  sewers  have  to  be  flushed  very 
often.  If  we  have  to  pay  for  the  water  w€  can  scarcely  sprinkle  the 
streets  of  the  city  in  sufficient  quantities.  If  the  city  owned  its  own 
water  works  it  could  be  used  for  many  purposes;  we  could  have  plenty 
of  water  for  the  parks,  for  the  streets,  for  the  sewers,  and  for  manufac- 
turing and  domestic  purposes.  They  say  you  can  regulate  the  price  of 
water.  But  either  the  city  would  have  to  pay  an  immense  amount  for 
the  water,  or  you  would  have  to  reduce  the  price  so  low  as  to  break  the 
company — one  thing  or  the  other.  We  have  seen  in  San  Francisco 
where  there  was  large  fires  that  the  mains  conducting  the  water  were 
ftltozether  insufficient  in  size.  The  city  should  own  its  own  water 
worls.  They  should  put  in  pi{)es  suffici^tly  large  that  in  cases  of  fire 
the  people  could  have  all  the  water  necessary.  The  water  in  the  past 
years  has  been  so  bad  from  this  Soring  Valley  Water  Company  that  it 
could  scarcely  be  used.  It  was  filled  full  of  living  matter,  to  be  seen 
by  the  eye  coming  out  of  the  pipes.  The  Spring  ValTev  Water  Company 
have  control  of  all  heads  of  streams  and  lakes  within  thirty  or  forty 
miles  of  San  Francisco,  of  all  the  water  capable  of  oeing  brought  into 
the  city :  and  certainly  we  need  the  power  to  construct  or  acquire  water 
works  more  than  any  city  in  the  world.  I  hope  the  amenciment  will 
prevail. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Campbell,  Evey,  Hager,  and  Hunter. 

The  main  Question  was  ordererl. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  Question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Hager. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Estee. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  H.AGER.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read :  • 

''Amend  section  twenty  as  follows:  add  at  the  end  Qf  the  section 
the  following:  'Any  indebtedness  or  liability  incurred  contrary  to  this 
provision  shall  be  void.'  Also,  in  line  four,  insert  the  word  'qualified ' 
Defore  the  word  '  voter,'  " 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  word  "qualified"  ought  to  be 
there.  The  other  amendment  was  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Legislative  Department,  and  their  section  was  stricken  out  because  it 
properly  belonged  here,  and  I  move  it  as  an  amendment  to  this  section. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  move  to  amend  in  line  fourteen,  by  striking  out  the 
word  "forty"  and  inserting  the  word  "twenty." 

Mr.  hager.  I  will  state  to  the  Convention  that,  as  originally  drawn, 
it  was  twenty  years.  The  committee,  after  deliberation,  seemed  to  think 
that  forty  years  waa  better.  I  would  j^fer  twenty  myself.  It  is  a 
question  for  the  interior  counties  to  decide  for  themselves.  The  com- 
mittee, after  deliberation,  thought  it  had  better  be  forty. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Amend  section  twenty  by  adding,  after  the  word  'jail,'  the  words 
*  public  school  building  in  any  city,  town,  or  school  districL'" 

The  chairman.  There  is  already  an  amendment  put  in  there 
after  the  word  "jail." 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  The  object  is  to  allow  the  people  of  any  district 
to  build  a  school  house  if  they  so  desire.  In  the  original  they  could  not 
build  except  a  Court  House  or  jail. 

Mr.  hager.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  making 
that  amendment. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  ofTer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  that  I  think  will  cover  that  question.  This  applies  simply 
to  counties — "  except  bv  a  county  to  erect  a  Court  House  or  jail " — and 
that  provision  is  simply  to  extend  it  to  school  houses.  I  believe  it 
should  extend  to  any  public  building  to  be  erected  by  a  city,  county,  or 
township.  I  move  to  amend  section  twenty,  line  six,  by  striking  out 
"except  by  a  county  to  erect  a  Court  House  or  jail,"  and  insert  "except 
for  the  acQuisition  or  construction  of  water  works  or  public  buildings. 

The  chairman.  That  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 
It  is  an  independent  amendment. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  am  surprised  at  this  amendment.  Its  practical 
result  would  be  to  nullify  the  restrictions  that  we  have  proposed  to  place 
upon  the  incurring  of  indebtedness.  Now,  that  exception  was  made  by 
the  committee  of  Court  House  or  jail  for  the  simple  reason 

The  chairman.  That  amendment  is  not  before  the  committee  at 
present. 

RBMIRKS  OF  MR.  CAPLES. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  merely  referred  to  the  exception  made  by  this 
amendment.  The  exception  made  by  the  committee  was  because  of 
the  prime  necessity.  These  buildings  must  be  had.  They  are  indis- 
pensable to  the  carrying  on  of  government,  and  hence  the  committee 
made  a  special  exception  for  them,  and  that  was  right.  Every bodv 
recognizes  that  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  £1 
Dorado  would  open  the  doors  to  the  building  of  anything  and  every- 
thing, and  any  kind  of  extravagance  and  unnecessary  improvements. 
For  instance,  if  it  is  to  be  extended  indefinitely  to  any  kind  of  improve- 


ments, or  any  kind  of  building,  why  it  practically  nullifies  the  restriction 
that  we  aimed  to  place  upon  public  expenditure.  I  am  utterly  opposed 
to  throwing  thadoor  wide  open  to  the  building  of  palatial  school  houses, 
or  palaces  for  our  ))aupers,  or  any  other  system  of  extravagance  that 
would  be  invited  by  this  universal  exception  of  anything  and  every- 
thing  that  might  bo  hatched  up  for  the  purpose  of  robbing  the  taxpayers. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  take  the  same  view  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Caples.  So  many  exceptions  destroy  the 
whole  section.  I  hope,  for  my  part,  there  will  be  no  more  exceptions, 
and  if  they  go  on  we  might  as  well  strike  the  whole  section  out. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  now  move  to  strike  the  whole  section 
out.     I  think  it  is  a  disgrace  to  the  Convention. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Mansfield. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  grace.     I  move  to  strike  out  section  twenty. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  consider  that  section  one  of  the 
most  important  sections  in  this  whole  report,  a  section  that  is  eminently 
essential  for  the  proteciioia  of  our  counties,  cities,  and  towns.  This  com- 
mittee has  amended  it,  and  there  isjao  necessity  for  striking  it  out. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  move  to  add,  after  the  last  word  of  Mr.  Estee's 
amendment,  tlie  words  "at  a  price  not  exceeding  the  actual  cost  of  such 
water  works." 

Thr  chairman.  It  is  out  of  order.  You  cannot  amend  that 
amendment.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  twenty-one. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  21.  No  county,  city,  town,  or  other  public  or  municipal  corpr>- 
ration,  by  a  vote  of  its  citizens  or  otherwise,  shall  become  a  suoscriber  to 
the  capital  stock,  or  a  stockholder  in  any  corporation,  association,  or 
company,  or  make  any  appropriation,  or  donation,  or  loan  its  credit  tn, 
or  in  aid  of,  any  person, corporation, association, company, or  institution. 

Mr.  hager.  Mr.  Chairman:  That  section  has  already  been  sub- 
stantially adopted  in  the  article  on  legislative  department,  and  I  would 
like  to  offer  a  substitute  for  it. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Substitute  for  section  twenty-one:  'Sec.  21.  The  Board  of  Super- 
visors, or  other  legislative  authority,  in  their  respective  counties  or  cities, 
shall  have  power,  by  two  thirds  of  all  the  members  concurring  in  the 
vote  therefoj,  to  remove  from  office  any  officer  of  said  county  or  city  for 
negligence,  incompetency,  or  corruption.'  " 

Mr.  hager.  Mr.  Chairman :  We  have  a  provision  of  that  kind  in 
regard  to  a  summary  way  of  getting  rid  of  incompetent  State  officers, 
and  I  think  we  ought  to  have  the  same  remedy  in  the  counties.  If  an 
officer  is  corrupt  or  incompetent,  there  should  be  some  authority  to  deal 
with  him  promptly.  If  an  officer  refuses  to  pay  over  the  moneys 
that  he  collects,  there  should  be  a  summary  way  of"^  turning  him  out  of 
office  at  once.  A  provision  in  the  article  on  judicial  department  gives 
the  Legislature  the  right  to  remove  Judges  by  resolution.  This  is  a  pro- 
vision that  I  think  would  be  well  enough  in  regard  to  removing  incom- 
petent county  officers  by  the  Boards  of  Supervisors. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  We  have  been  proceeding  here 
for  some  time  upon  the  theory  that  the  worst  men  in  the  world  were 
Supervisors,  ^ow,  you  are  going  to  give  this  unworthy  Board  of  Super- 
visors power  to  turn  out  any  officer  in  the  county.  Who  is  going  to  turn 
out  the  Supervisors?  It  seems  to  me  a  strange  proceeding  to  put  this 
power  into  the  hands  of  three,  or  four,  or  half  a  dozen  men,  who, 
according  to  the  gentlemen,  are  generallv  rascals,  and  cannot  be  trusted. 
I  hope  the  substitute  will  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  estee.  Mr.  Chairman :  My  objection  to  the  substitute  is  this: 
that  under  the  present  statute  you  can  turn  out  any  corrupt  officer  in  a 
very  short  period  of  time,  and  tne  idea  of  allowing  two  thirds  of  a  Board 
6f  Supervisors  to  turn  out  an  elective  officer  is  a  strange  one.  Suppose 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  were  of  one  political  faith,  and  the  county 
officers  were  of  another,  they  might  be  removed  simply  upon  that 
ground.     I  think  it  would  be. an  extraordinary  proposition. 

Mr.  hager.  Would  it  be  any  more  extraordinary  than  for  the 
Legislature  to  remove  Judges  elected  by  the  people? 

Mr.  estee.  I  am  not  passing  upon  that  Leave  it  to  the  Courtrt. 
Who  is  going  to  watch  the  Supervisors?  My  chief  objection  is  that  it 
may  be  done  for  political  reasons,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  guard  against 
placing  any  power  in  the  hands  of  any  local  officer  whereby  they  can 
remove  an'  elective  officer  without  any  due  process  of  law.  In  other 
words,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  remove  a  county  officer — Sheriff 
or  Clerk — without  any  showing  on  the  part  of  that  officer.  That  officer 
mav  be  disgraced  and  ruined  for  life,  and  he  never  have  an  opportunity 
to  defend  himself. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Did  you  not  propose,  in  the  article  on  corporations, 
to  authorize  the  Legislature  to  remove  an  elective  officer? 

Mr.  estee.  No,  sir;  i  did  not.  That  was  an  amendment  adopted 
in  this  body.  It  is  adopted,  it  is  true,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  be  responsible 
for  all  that  has  been  adopted,  and  I  am  not;  but  that  does  not  make  the 
slightest  difference.  This  would  be  very  dangerous.  The  Board  of 
Supervisors  might  be  of  a  different  political  party  from  the  Sheriff,  and 
thev  might  pass  a  resolution  that  the  Sherifi  is  not  a  responsible  party, 
and  declare  his  office  vacant. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  section  twenty- 
one,  as  this  is  already  provided  for  in  the  article  on  legislative  depart- 
ment. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  section  is  stricken  out.  The  Secretary  will 
read  section  twenty-two. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  22.  No  law  shall  be  passed  by  the  Legislature  granting  the  right 
to  construct  and  operate  a  railroad  within  any  city,  town,  village,  or  on 
any  public  street  or  highway  thereof,  without  the  consent  of  the  muni- 
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eipal  or  other  proper  local  authorities  having  the  control  of  such  street 
or  highway  proposed  to  be  occupied  by  such  railroad. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  I  move  to  strike  out  section  tw^uty-two.  The  pro- 
visions of  se&tion  twenty-two  are  all  right  enough,  but  we  have  already 
adopted  provisions  that  cover  the  whole  ground  making  section  twenty- 
two  unnecessary. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Thk  chairman.  The  section  is  stricken  out  The  Secretary  will 
read  section  twenty-three. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

Src.  23.  In  any  city  where  there  are  no  public  works  owned  and 
contn^lled  by  the  jnuuicipality  for  supplying  the  same  with  artificial 
light  and  water,  any  company  duly  incorjwrated  by  the  laws  of  this 
State  shall,  under  the  direction  of  the  Superintendent  of  Streets  of  said 
city,  have  the  privilege  of  disturbing  ana  using  the  public  streets  and 
thoroughfares  thereof,  and  of  laying  down  pipes  and  conduits  therein, 
and  of  making  connection  therewith,  so  far  a^  may  be  nec«ssary  for 
introducing  into  and  supplying  such  city  anc^its  inhabitants  either  with 
gas  light  or  other  illuminating  light,  or  with  fresh  water,  for  domestic 
and  all  other  purposes,  for  which  the  same  or  either  may  be  used,  upon 
the  conditions  following:  Such  company  shall  make  good  all  damages 
to  such  streets  and  thoroughfares,  except  necessarily  occasione<i  by  the 
reasonable  use  thereof,  and  be  liable  to  such  c:ty  and  its  inhabitants 
.  therefor.  Such  company  introducing  and  supplying  gas  light,  or  other 
light,  and  fresh  water,  or  either,  shall  furnish  the  same,  so  far  as  neces- 
>^8ary^  and  required,  free  and  without  charge,  to  all  public  buildings,  insti- 
tutions, and  school  houses  belonging  to  such  city,  and  used  formuncipal 
purposes;  and  such  company  introducing  and  supplying  water,  shall 
also  furnish  the  same  free  and  without  charge,  to  the  fire  department, 
and  for  the  extinguishment  of  fires.  Each  company,  its  property  and 
franchise,  shall  be  liable  to  such  city  and  its  inhabitants  for  the  perform- 
ance of  these  conditions. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  that 
section. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"  Amend  section  twenty-three  by  inserting  after  the  word  '  used,'  in 
line  ten,  the  following:  'Subject  to  such  general  ordinances  as  the 
municipal  legislative  authority  may  make  as  to  the  mode  of  exercising 
xuch  privilege,  and."* 

BKUARKS   OF   MB.   CAMPBRLL. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  the  section  now  stands  it 
authorizes  any  of  these  companies  to  tear  up  the  streets  of  any  city 
according  to  their  discretion,  upon  certain  conditions,  and  these  condi- 
tions are,  that  they  shall  make  good  damages  to  such  streets  and  thor- 
oughfares, except  necessarily  occasioned  bva  reasonable  use  thereof,  and 
be  liable  to  such  city  and  its  inhabitants  tKerefor.  You  simply  create  a 
liability.  You  allow  them  to  tear  up  the  streets  without  anv  regulation 
as  to  the  extent  of  such  tearing  up,  and  simply  make  them  liable  where 
they  may  be  insolvent  and  unable  to  respond  in  damages,  and  where 
they  may  occasion  great  inconvenience.  It  this  privilege  is  to  be  given, 
it  ought  to  be  under  such  regulations  as  may  be  established  by  the 
municipal  authorities  in  regard  to  the  mode  of  exercising  it ;  such,  for 
instance,  as  that  they  shall  be  prohibited  from  keeping  jny  block  in  an 
unsafe  or  improjjer  condition;  the  extent  of  street  they  may  tear  up  at 
one  time,  and  all  these  things.    I  projiose  simply  to  change  it  in  that 


way. 


RXUARKS  OF   MB.   WINAKS. 


Mr.  win  ANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  T  move  that  the  section  be  stricken 
out.  On  yesterday  there  was  a  strong  sentiment  expressed  here  in  oppo- 
sition to  giving  San  Francisco  her  charter  in  the  form  in  which  she 
desires  it,  because  it  was  said  that  we  would  be  adopting  an  act  of  seces- 
sion. If  the  Convention  does  not  want  San  Francisco  to  secede  from 
the  St^te,  it  ought  not  to  want  gas  crmipanies  to  secede  from  the  different 
.subdivisions  of  the  State.  This  section  contains  a  grant  of  power  entirely 
overruling  and  controlling  the  local  governments  in  which  these  com- 
panies exist.  It  takes  away  from  the  local  governments  the  right  to  con- 
trol and  regulate  these  institutions,  and  makes  them  independent  of 
municipal  authority.  It  is,  therefore,  entirely  objectionable,  and  I  pre- 
sume, since  it  is  not  desired  by  San  Francisco,  or  any  of  the  large  cjties 
where  gas  questions  arise  and  agitate  the  people,  I  am  quite  certain  it 
cannot  interest  any  other  portion  of  the  State. 

Mr.  grace.     I  second  that  motion. 

BEMARKS   OF   MR.    BRTNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out.  The  reason  why  that  section  is  inserted  here  may  need  a 
word  of  explanation.  It  seems  to  me  it  ought  not  to  need  a  word  of 
explanation  to  any  resident  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  There  have 
been  frequent  attempts  to  introduce  water,  even  artesian  well  water,  in 
San  Francisco,  and  penaons  who  have  sunk  artesian  wells  in  different 
parts  of  the  city  ana  finding  that  they  had  an  abundant  supply,  have 
asked  the  privilege  of  supplying  their  neighbors  in  the  same  block,  or 
perhaps  adjoining  blocks,  and  have  sought  the  privilege  of  merely  lay- 
mg  down  supply  pipes,  to  supply  their  neighbors  with  water  that  they 
have  brought  out  of  the  depths  of  the  earth,  could  not  get  the  privilege 
from  a  Board  of  Supervisors  to  do  that.  They  have  stood  ready  all  the 
time  to  give  any  amount  of  bonds  required  or  named.  They  could  not 
get  the  privilege.  We  understand  the  reason  very  well — the  power  of 
Spring  Valley. 

Again,  there  has  been,  during  the  session  of  this  Convention,  parties 
who  have  sought  the  privilege  of  erecting  gasworks  and  laying  down 
gas  ])ipes,  and  supplying  that  city  with  gas  at  a  reasonable  figure,  offer- 
ing to  comply  with  any  bond  that  might  be  named,  offering  to  give  any 
necessary  bond — not  only  that,  but  any  bond  that  the  Supervisors  dare 
name.    Could  they  get  the  privilege?     No,  sir!     The  nan  Francisco 


Gaslight  Company  stood  in  the  way.    Now,  this  section  seeks  to  obviate 
that  and  give  all  parties  the  bare  right  tt)  lay  down  water  pipes  or  ^^as 
pil)es— the  bare,  naked  right  to  do  so.     But  they  are  subject  to  all  the 
necessary  conditions.     First,  they  shall  do  so  under  the  direction  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  streets  of  the  city;  that  is  to  say,  they  must  not 
take  up  more  than  a  certain  distance  iy  a  street  at  once  without  repair- 
ing it  again ;  in  certain  crowded  thoroughfares  they  must  do  their  work 
in  the  night  time;  they  must  work  in  these  crowded  streets  between  six 
o'clock  in  the  evening  and  seven  o'clock  the  next  morning,  and  keep  it. 
all  repaired  during  that  time,  and  other  conditions  that  may  be  deemed 
necessarj'  by  the  Superintendent  of  Streeta,  so  that  they  may  not  obRtruet 
the  traffic  and  business  of  the  public.     Such  company  would  be  subject 
to  all  these  conditions.    Then, again,  it  is  recited :  "  Such  company  shall 
make  good  all  damages  to  such  streets  and  thoroughfares,  except'nec«s- 
sarily  occasioned  by  the  reasonable  use  thereof,  ana- be  liable  to  such  citv 
and  its  inhabitants  therefor.    Such  company,  introducing  and  supplvinp 
gas  light,  or  other  light,  and  fresh  water,  or  either,  shall  furnish  the 
same,  so  far  as  necessary  an(i  reouired,  free  and  without  charge,  to  all 
public  buildfhgs,  institutions,  ana  school  houses  belonging  to  such  city 
and  used  for  municipal  purposes;  and  such  company,  intnxlucing  and 
supplying  water,  shall  also  furnish  the  same,  free  and  without  charge,  t<» 
the  Fire  Department,  and  for  the  extinguishment  of  fires.    Each  com- 
pany, its  property  and  franchise,  shall  be  liable  to  such  city  and  it* 
inhabitants  for  the  performance  of  these  conditions."     I  do  not  see  why 
such  a  section  as  that  should  not  be  adopted.     It  is  simply  to  break  thV 
power  of  overshadowing  monopolists. 

Mr.  Chairman:  I  dislike  to  disclaim  here  against  water  monopolies 
and  gas  monopolies.  It  is  a  hackneyed  phrase,  I  know,  and  I  dis- 
like to  use  it;  but,  sir,  these  institutions  are  all-powerful,  and  it  ir* 
necessary  to  use  it.  Practical  experience  proves  it  to  be  necessary.  It 
is,  beyond  dispute,  that  we  need  some  such  declaration  in  the  law  w<* 
pass  to  give  these  parties  the  right  to  use  the  streets  to  supply  the  people 
with  these  necessaries  of  life.  All  we  wish  to  do  here  in  this  section  is 
to  declare  the  right  to  use  our  streets  for  the  purix)se  of  laying  down 
water  pipes  and  gas  pipes,  as  well  as  of  travel,  subject  to  the  pro]>er 
conditions.  That  seems  to  be  all  that  is  necessary  to  say  on  this  subject. 
Where  a  water  company  and  a  gas  company — and  they  work  together 
wherever  it  is  necessary — have  enjoyed  a  right  to  fiimish  all  the  water 
and  aft  the  gas  to  a  city  of  three  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  for 
many  years,  they  have  acquired  wealth  and  have  acquired  influence  in 
so  many  ways,  that  it  is  almost  impossible  for  a  private  citizen,  or  for  a 
new  company  to  come  in  there  with  any  sort  of  opposition,  without 
incurring  difficulties  that  are  absolutely  insurmountable.  That  haf* 
been  found  to  be  the  case.  Within  the  past  two  or  three  months  partierf 
have  been  endeavoring  to  get  this  privile|^,  but  they  could  not  do  it 
upon  any  conditions.  They  could  not  do  it  when  they  offered  the  city 
the  privilege  of  naming  its  terms. 

REMARKS   OF   MB.   KSTKE. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  What  my  friend  from  San  Francisc* 
says  in  reference  to  the  gas  and  water  companies  is  undoubtedly  true, 
but  I  find  that  section  nine  prescribes  a  plan  for  a  city  government  with 
full  power.     I  will  read  part  of  the  section : 

''Any  city  having  a  populafton  of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand 
inhabitants  may  frame  a  charter  for  its  own  government,  consistent  with 
and  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  State,  by  causing  a 
Board  of  fifteen  freeholders,  who  shall  have  been,  for  at  least  five  years, 
qualified  electors  thereof,  to  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters  of  such 
city,  at  any  general  or  special  election,  whose  duty  it  shall  be,  within 
ninety  days  after  such  election,  to  prepare  and  propose  a  charter  for  such 
city,  which  shall  be  signed  in  duplicate  by  the  members  of  such  Board, 
or  a  majority  of  them,  and  returned,  one  copy  thereof  to  the  Mayor,  or 
other  chief  executive  officer  of  such  city,  and  the  other  to  the  Reconler 
of  dee4!l  of  the  county.  Such  proposed  charter  shall  then  be  published 
in  two  daily  papers  of  largest  general  circulation  in  such  city,  for  al 
least  twenty  days,  and  within  not  less  than  thirty  days  after  such  publi- 
cation it  shall  be  submitted  to  the  qualified  electors  of  such  city  at  a 
general  or  special  election ;  and  if  a  majority  of  such  qualified  elector:* 
voting  thereat  shall  ratify  the  same,  it  shall,  at  the  end  of  sixty  day:< 
thereafter,  become  the  charter  of  such  city,  or  if  such  city  be  consoli- 
dated with  a  county  in  government,  then  of  such  city  and  county,  and 
shall  become  the  organic  law  thereof,  and  su()ersede  an}'  existing  char- 
ter, and  all  amendments  IhereoT,  and  all  special  laws  inconsistent  with 
such  charter." 

Now,  let  us  look  at  this  section  twenty-three,  the  one  under  consid- 
eration : 

Sbc.  23.  In  any  city  where  there  are  no  piiblic  works  owned  and 
controlled  by  the  municipality  for  supplying  the  same  with  artificial 
light  and  water,  any  company  duly  incorporated  by  the  laws  of  this 
State«^hall,  under  the  direction  of  the  Superintendent  of  Streets  of  said 
city,  have  the  privilege  of  disturbing  ana  using  the  public  street<s  and 
thoroughfares  thereof,  and  of  laying  down  pipes  and  conduits  therein, 
and  of  making  connections  therewith,  so  far  as  may  be  necessary  for 
introducing  and  supplying  such  city  and  its  inhabitants  either  with  gas- 
light or  other  illuminating  light,  or  with  fresh  water  for  domestic  and 
all  other  purposes  for  which  the  same  or  either  may  be  usetl,  upon  the 
conditions  following:  Such  company  shall  make  good  all  damages  to 
such  streets  and  thoroughfares,  except  necessarily  occasioned  by  the 
reasonable  use  thereof,  and  be  liable  to  such  city  and  its  inhabitant< 
therefor.  Such  company  introducing  and  supplying  gas  li|:ht  or  other 
light,  and  fresh  water,  or  either,  shall  furnish  the  same,  so  far  as  neces- 
sary and  required,  free  and  without  charge,  to  all  public  buildings,  insti- 
tutions, and  school  houses  belonging  to  such  city,  and  used  for  municipal 
purposes;  and  such  company  introducing  and  supplying  water  shall 
also  furnish  the  same,  free  and  without  charge,  to  the  Fire  Department, 
and  for  the  extinguishment  of  fires.    Each  company,  its  property  and 
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franchise,  shall  be  liable  to  such  city  and  its  inhabitants  for  the  per- 
formance of  these  conditions. 

They  may  take  up  the  streets  if  they  will  furnish  the  city  with  gas 
and  water.  Now,  what  is  the  result?  The  result  will  be  this — and 
here  my  friend  mistakes  his  own  case — that  there  never  can  be  such  a 
thing  as  competition  under  this  section.  I  want  to  know  how  you  can 
get  a  sas  company  in  San  Francisco,  now  that  there  is  one  already 
established,  to  come  there  and  lay  down  pipes,  for  whenever  they  do  it 
they  have  got  to  furnish  San  Francisco  with  gas  free,  that  is  the  section. 
In  other  words,  it  pays  a  premium  to  the  old  company.  It  allows  them 
to  occupy  their  present  position,  and  the  new  company  has  got  to  furnish 
the  whole  city  with  gas.  Kow,  my  friends  do  not  mean  that,  but  it 
reads  that  way.  It  is  so  in  the  section.  Again  we  have  a  got  a  water 
comfiany.  l*ow,  my  friend  proposes  to  meet  the  question  of  these 
artesian  wells  in  certain  localities.  What  is  the  result?  Here  is  one 
sunk  at  a  corner,  we  will  suppose,  and  it  raises  five  hundred  thousand 
gallons  of  water  a  day.  Now,  the  moment  they  commence  to  lay  down 
water  pipes  in  San  Francisco,  to  supply  the  people  of  San  Francisco,  or 
any  considerable  number  of  them  with  water,  they  have  got  to  supply 
the  whole  city  with  water.  I  think  the  city  will  have  njost  ample 
authority  to  regulate  this  matter,  and  I  realize  the  justice  of  the  remarks 
made  by  the  gentleman,  last  on  the  floor,  in  regard  to  the  failure  of 

?arties  to  obtain  the  privilege  of  laying  down  pipes  in  San  Francisco, 
et,  I  think  from  the  provision  that  has  already  been  adopted  the  most 
ample  security  will  be  given  for  any  such  thing  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    Suppose  the  people  do  not  make  a  charter? 

Mb.  ESTEE.  If  they  do  not  have  any  city  government  they  will 
not.  If  they  do  not  have  any  charter  they  will  not  have  any  laws. 
They  will  have  power  to  grant  these  privileges.  These  are  extra- 
ordinary penalties  that  you  propose  to  impose,  because  anybody  can  see 
that  there  is  not  a  gas  company  in  the  world  that  ever  will  attempt  to 
lay  down  pipes  in  San  Francisco,  and  furnish  the  people  with  gas  unless 
they  sell  tne  gas  to  the  people  at  an  enormous  price,  for  they  have  got 
to  give  the  gas  to  the  city  for  the  purpose  of  lightmg  the  streets.  There- 
fore, I  think  we  had  better,  unless  it  can  be  amended,  strike  that  section 
out. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.    I  have  an  amendment  to  offer. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

'*  Amend  section  twenty  three,  by  striking  out  lines '  one  and  two,* 
and  the  word^' water,'  in  line  three,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 'in  the 
city  of  San  Francisco.* " 

RKMARK8  OF   MB.  ROLFB. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  three  or  four  objections  to  this 
section.  I  do  not  know  as  I  shall  mention  them  all.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  argued  here  very  strongly  yesterday  that  cities  were  able  to  gov- 
ern themselves,  and  should  be  allowed  to  govern  themselves.  Well,  I 
do  not  object  to  that.  But,  if  cities  are  able  to  govern  themselves  and 
do  govern  themselves,  then  I  say  let  them  do  it;  and  if  they  are  not 
able  to  protect  themselves  from  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company,  or 
anything  else,  let  them  suffer.  It  is  said  here  that  private  citizens  have 
du^  artesian  wells,  and  have  asked  the  privilege  to  supply  their  neigh- 
bors with  water,  and  the  municipal  authorities  would  not  give  them  the 
right  to  lay  down  the  pipes.  I  uo  not  know  anything  about  that.  I  do 
not  care.  If  there  is  an^'thing  wrong  about  it,  then  let  the  people  of 
that  city  elect  other  citizens  "sdio  will  act  in  the  matter.  But  it  the  city 
authorities  refuse  that  right,  my  opinion  is  that  there  is  some  good 
grounds  for  refusing  it.  That  is  only  my  opinion,  not  knowing  any- 
thing about  it.  But  this  section  will  not  remedy  the  evil.  This  section 
only  gives  this  right  to  incorporated  companies.  If  the  gentleman  will 
read  the  section  he  will  find  it  so.  It  does  not  grant  the  right  to  the  cit- 
izen who  digs  an  artesian  well  and  wants  to  supply  his  neighbor  with 
water.  It  does  not  ^ive  them  the  right  unless  they  go  to  work  and 
incorporate.  This  thing  of  incorporating  has  been  stigmatized  by  this 
Convention,  and  this  Convention  has  said  substantially  that  these  incor- 
ated  companies  must  be  discouraged. 

I  have  an  artesian  well  on  m  v  place  at  home.  There  are  three  of  my 
neighbors  that  take  it  partly  through  the  streets.  There  has  been  no 
objection  to  it.  Under  this  section  we  would  have  to  go  to  work  and 
incorporate,  if  the  question  was  raised.  This  is  the  objection  I  made  before 
the  committee.  The  answer  was,  that  nobody  but  a  corporation  would 
want  that  privilege.  I  do  not  think  so.  Why,  in  the  town  that  I  live 
in  there  is  a  surplus  of  water.  It  is  watered  too  much  now.  But  a 
corporation  could  avail  itself  of  the  privilege  of  this  section,  and  with 
a  capital  of  not  more  than  two  thousand  dollars,  could  flood  that  city 
with  water  and  destroy  it.  They  could  say,  unless  you  come  to  our 
terms  we  will  flood  your  town  and  drown  you  out,  and  then  you  may 
whistle  for  damages,  because  we  are  not  worth  anything  to  pay  you.  It 
says  that  the  company  shall  be  liable  for  damages,  but  who  is  to  guaran- 
tee that  the  company  would  have  enough  to  pay  the  damages?  Now, 
sir,  let  these  cities  stand  upon  their  legal  rights  to  refuse  any  company 
or  any  person  the  right  to  tear  up  their  streets  and  lay  down  water 
pipes,  or  gas  pipes,  or  anything  of  the  kind,  if,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
municipal  authorities  of  the  city,  they  deem  it  advisable  to  refuse  it; 
and  if  there  is  further  need  of  legislation  in  this  behalf,  then  leave  it  to 
the  Legislature  to  correct  the  eviL 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  would  like  to  offer  an 
amendment. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    There  are  two  amendments  pending. 

REMARKS   OF  MR.   HERRINOTOK. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr:  Chairman :  I  will  address  myself  to  the 
proposition  as  it  stands. ,  Now,  I  am  disposed  to  the  opinion  that  there 
IS  some  other  spot  on  this  globe  besides  San  Francisco.  I  do  not  believe 
that  that  is  tbe  hub  of  the  universe';  and  I  believe  that  this  question 
should  be  considered  with  reference  tp  some  other  locality  besides  San 
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Francisco  merely.  The  way  the  section  stands  it  is  a  fact  that  it  abso- 
lutely cuts  off  all  competition  with  persons  who  have  established  works 
furnishing  water  or  gas  to  cities  and  towns  in  this  State.  It  is  a  com- 
plete bar,  practically,  because  it  is  an  enormous  expense  to  furnish  a 
city  such  as  San  Francisco  with  gas  or  water  free.  Oakland  is  a  large 
city,  too,  and  San  Josd  has  some  pretentions,  and  there  is  gas  furnished 
to  that  city;  and  there  is  a  little  town  called  Santa  Clara,  where  I  reside, 
and  there  is  gas  furnished  to  that  town;  and  there  is  a  considerable 
amount  of  gas  in  this  assembly.  [Laughter.]  I  say  that  the  section  as 
it  now  stands  absolutely  cuts  off  all  competition,  in  all  cities  and  towns, 
at  all  evente  as  f^f  as  this  section  goes.  It  is  true  it  reads  "city,"  but  I 
think  it  would  be  construed  to  mean  "the  City  and  County  of  San  Fran- 
cisco." And  at  all  events,  suppose  that  it  be  rigidly  adhered  to,  as  to 
the  terms  of  this  section,  and  that  it  means  "city,"  and  that  it  did  not 
include  San  Francisco,  then  I  am  still  more  interested.  I  do  not  think 
San  Francisco  has  any  business  to  fasten  it  upon  us.  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  the  right  of  competition.  I  think  that  those  who  may  dare  to 
set  up  a  competition  ought  to  have  the  same  rights  as  tho?e  now  furnish- 
ing. They  ought  to  have 'the  same  righ^to  compete  for  the  compensa- 
tion that  is  paid  by  citizens.  The  same  argument  will  apply  to  the 
furnishing  or  water.  Any  one  who  will  compete  with  the  water  works 
of  San  Francisco,  Oakland,  or  San  Jos6  ought  to  be  allowed  to  compete 
on  the  same  terms  as  those  enjoyed  by  the  parties  now  furnishing  those 
cities.  I  had  proposed  in  my  own  mind,  and  have  drawn  an  amend- 
ment that  would  place  them  all  on  the  same  basis.  Those  who  are  now 
furnishing  gas  to  cities  would  furnish  it  free  of  cost,  and  that  would  get 
some  benefit  out  of  these  institutions  that  have  these  works  now  erected. 
Now,  I  submit  that  if  this  section  Hfls  to  stand  and  not  be  stricken  out, 
this  provision  which  I  have  prepared  ought  to  be  inserted,  and  we  ought 
to  have  some  benefit  from  these  organizations  that  are  now  established. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   GRACE. 

Mr.  grace.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  does  seem  to  me  that  this  section 
and  its  amendments  is  a  section  of  words  without  understanding.  I  do 
not  see  how  a  company  is  going  to  compete  with  an  established  com- 
pany, and  furnish  water  for  city  purposes.  Now,  these  small  companies, 
or  corporations,  that  have  their  artesian  wells,  that  you  were  speaking 
of,  how  many  of  these  public  institutions  could  they  furnish  ?  How 
would  they  divide  it  up?  One  institution  may  take  all  the  water  they 
have.  H^ow  could  they  make  their  profit?  The  whole  thing  is  ridicu- 
lous. 

Mr.  ESTEE.    How  could  they  furnish  the  fire  department? 

Mr.  grace.  I  dof  not  see  how  they  could  furnish  anything.  It 
means  that  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company  is  the  only  company 
that  can  do  it;  and  it  bars  every  road  to  competition;  everything  is 
closed  put,  and  that  is  the  final  upshot  of  it.  I  tell  you,  the  whole 
thing  IS  a  dazzling  fraud,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  whole 
section  and  going  on  to  something  that  is  more  reasonable  and  substan- 
tial, and  more  to  the  interest  of  the  constituents  I  represent. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.  MCGALLCM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  propositi^^n  was  introduced 
at  an  early  day  in  the  Convention  by.  the  gentleman  from  San  Fran- 
cisco, Mr.  Reynolds.  It  came  before  the  Committee  on  City,  County, 
and  Township  Organization,  and  I  admit  that  I  made  no  objection.  It 
received  no  little  amount  of  discussion.  But  the  proposition,  as  it  here 
stands,  ought  not  to  be  a^lopted,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  the  motion  to 
strike  it  out.  I  do  not^find  that  my  constituents,  or  any  portion  of 
them,  either  those  averse  to  corporations  or  those  on  the  other  side,  are 
in  favor  of  this  proposition.  Besides,  since  this  matter  was  presented  to 
the  Committee  on  Cities  and  Counties,  we  have  taken  very  important 
action  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  We  have  since  then  adopted 
the  proposition  of  local  self-government;  and  if  section  nine,  as  sug- 
gests by  Mr.  Estee,  should  not  cover  it,  then  section  twelve  will  cover 
it.    It  is  very  brief,  and  I  will  read  it : 

"  Sec.  12.  Any  county,  city,  town,  or  township  may  make  and  enforce, 
within  their  respective  limits,  all  such  local,  police,  sanitary,  and  other 
regulations  as  are  not  in  conflict  with  general  laws." 

Therefore,  under  that  section,  and  in  fact  under  the  law  as  it  is  now, 
the  local  government  has  authority  over  this  case.  I  have  heard  of  some 
complaints  as  to  the  action  of  city  authorities  besides  those  which  are 
made  in  the  citv  of  San  Francisco.  My  judgment  is,  and  perhaps  if  the 
proposition  haa  been  so  framed  I  would  have  been  disposed  to  support 
it,  as  to  give  the  right  to  comiteting  companies  on  the  same  conditions  as 
those  which  were  prescribed  in  the  case  of  the  original  companies.  But 
this  section  twenty-three  provides  no  conditions  of  that  Kind,  as  haa 
been  already  presented,  and  I  will  not  repeat  the  argument*.  In  the 
first  place  it  requires  that  it  shall  be  a  corporation,  whereaa  individuals 
or  partnerships  ought  to  have  the  same  rights  in  such  cases.  It  provides 
that  "such  company  shall  make  good  all  damages  to  such  streets  and 
thoroughfares,  except  necessarily  occasioned  by  the  reasonable  use 
thereof,  and  be  liable  to  such  city  and  its  inhabitants  therefore"  Now, 
as  to  what  will  be  necessarily  occasioned  these  words  are  rather  ambig- 
uous. And  then  as  to  liability.  The  gentleman  who  is  the  author  of 
the  proposition  says  that  there  is  a  lien  upon  their  property.  There  is 
no  provision  in  this  article  of  that  kind.  There  is  no  lien.  But,  as  has 
been  suj^gested  by  another  gentleman,  there  is  no  requirement  that  the 
corporation  shall  have  any  property  at  all.  And  suppose  the  corporation 
is  insolvent — in  fact  I  believe  a  majority  of  the  corpworations  in  this  State 
are  insolvent. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  would  like  to  know  how  a  corporation — a  gas 
company  or  a  water  company — is  to  lay  down  pipes,  is  to  have  water,  in 
the  first  place,  to  bring  there;  and  in  the  second  place,  to  have  flumes, 
pipers,  reservoirs,  conduits  of  every  description,  and  lay  down  pipes,  and 
yet  have  no  property?    How  is  it  to  do  these  things? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Theje  are  two  or  three  questions  involved   in 
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Thk  chairman.  Are  there  any  amendments  to  section  twenty- 
four? 

Mr.  CAPLES.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  section  twenty-four  by  striking  out  all  up  to  and  including 
the  woi-d  'inhabitants'  in  the  second  line." 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  section  as  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee reads:  "In  counties  or  cities  having  more  than  one  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants  no  person  shall,  at  the  same  time,  be  a  State  officer 
and  a  city  or  county  officer,  nor  hold  two  city  or  county  offices."  Now, 
I  see  the  propriety  of  the  latter  part  of  the  section,  but  I  confess  that  I 
am  unable  to  see  any  reason  why  in  cities  or  counties  having  one  hun- 
dred thousand  inhabitants  it  should  be  prohibited  while  being  held 
admissible  in  counties  of  less  population.  If  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee or  any  gentleman  can  show  any  reason  why  the  distinction 
should  be  made,  or  why  the  same  person  should  be  permitted  to  hold 
two  offices  in  other  counties,  I  shall  be  willing  to  withdraw  the  amend- 
ment. It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  a  pernicious  practice  to  permit  any  man 
to  hold  two  offices. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  state  that  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  vote  for  the  amendment  the  delegate  offers,  but  the  committee  did 
not  wish  it  to  apply  to  other  counties.  It  was  limited  to  cities  of  one 
hundred  thousand  inhabitants  because  the  committee  did  not  wish  it  to 
apply  to  the  interior  counties.    That  was  the  object. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  may  be  reasons  assigned,  and 
if  there  are  any  reasons  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  them.  I  confess  that  I 
am  unable  to  see  them.  The  principle  is  a  bad  one,  for  any  man  to  hold 
two  ofiicea,  no  matter  what  their  character,  whether  State,  county,  or 
municipal.    One  office  is  enough  for  any  man  to  hold  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  ^IGGS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  know  if  their  Sheriff  is  not 
holding  two  offices — one  as  Sheriff  and  the  other  ex  officio  Tax  Collector? 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  do  not  so  construe  it.  The  Sheriff  is  ex  officio  Tax 
Collector.  The  collection  of  taxes  is  a  part  and  parcel  of  his  official 
functions  prescribed  by  law,  and  I  tio  not  and  cannot  consider  it  as  two 
separate  and  distinct  offices,  when  the  law  itself  makes  it  the  same  office. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  many  counties  it  is  very 
desirable  for  the  County  Clerk  to  also  act  as  Auditor,  and  would  not  this 
prevent  it?  The  County  Clerk  often  acts  as  Auditor  of  the  county.  This 
would  prevent  it. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  In  our  county  the  Sheriff  is  County  Treasurer,  the 
Clerk  is  Recorder,  and  the  County  Assessor  is  collector  of  poll  taxes. 
Under  this  it  would  be  prohibited,  therefore  Fwould  like  to  strike  out 
the  section.    If  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  move  to  strike  out  the  section. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  That  would  be  entirely  satisfactory  to  me,  to  strike 
out  the  section.     I  withdraw  ray  amendment. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  to  strike  out  the  section. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr»  Chairman:  I  move  to  amend  the  section  by 
adding  thereto,  "or  a  city  and  county  office."  As  the  section  now 
stands,  it  applies  to  State,  county,  or  city  officer.  I  understand  that  the 
Chairman  o/  the  committee  does  not  object  to  the  amendment.  It  pro- 
vides for  a  third  contingency,  not  embraced  in  the  section  as  it  now 
stands. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  reason  given  for  this  section  is, 
that  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  they  are  in  the  habit  of 
piling  offices  upon  one  man.  Some  of  their  perquisites  have  been  more 
than  doubled  by  giving  them  s<tme  additional  office  while  in  office,  and 
this  is  limited  to  counties  of  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants.  I 
thought  that  when  a  county  had  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  that 
no  person  ought  to  be  an  otHcer  in  more  than  one  capacity.  In  a  large 
county,  where  there  is  a  large  compensation,  a  popular  man  who  is 
Sheriff,  for  instance,  obtains  some  other  position.  I  think  it  ought  to 
apply  to  all  the  counties,  still,  the  committee  obiected  to  it,  and  there- 
fore it  is  applied  only  to  counties  of  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants. 
If  a  mau  is  Tax  Collector  and  Sheriff,  in  as  large  a  county  as  that,  he 
has  too  much  to  do;  if  he  is  Sheriff  and  Assessor  he  has  got  too  much  to 
do.  He  has  got  enough  to  do,  in  a  large  county  of  that  kind,  to  attend 
to  one  office.  There  are  plenty  of  men  in  the  county  that  do  not  have 
any  office  at  all,  and  that  are  perfectly  willing  to  take  their  share  of  the 
burden.  I  say  distribute  them  around,  and  let  every  man  do  his  share 
of  public  business  and  public  trust,  and  not  give  it  all  to  one,  because 
he  is  a  popular  man. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  appears  to  me  from  the  explana- 
tion given  by  the  Chairman  of  the  committee,  that  this  section  was  quite 
well  digested,  and  quite  well  considered.  It  does  not  appear  that  it 
conflicts  with  other  counties,  as  there  are  very  few  that  have  that  num- 
ber of  inhabitants.  This  thing  of  having  a  few  men  hold  all  the  offices 
is  not  a  proper  thing.  Since  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  has 
explained  it,  i  do  not  see  any  propriety  in  striking  it  out,*  I  think,  in 
fact,  that  it  is  a  ffood  provision. 

Mr.  LARKI^f.  Mr.  Chairman:  Yesterday  we  adopted  section  six- 
teen of  this  report  which  provides  that "  no  State  office  shall  be  con- 
tinued or  created  in  any  county,  city,  town,  or  other  municipality,  for 
the  inspection,  measurement,  or  graduation  of  any  merchandise,  manu- 
facture, or  commodity;  but  such  county,  city,  town,  or  municipality 
may,  when  authorized  by  general  law,  and  the  public  interest  demands 
it,  appoint  such  officers."  Now,  there  is  no  State  oflfjcer  there  that  can 
be  merged  with  a  city  and  county  officer.  The  people  of  San  Francisco 
have  a  right  to  select  one  man  to  do  their  business.  The  people  of 
Alpine  have  the  same  right.  The  people  of  El  Dorado  consolidated 
their  officers  to  save  expense.  I  think  one  third,  if  not  one  half  of  the 
counties  of  the  State  have  some  consolidated  offices,  and  one  half  the 
expense  is  saved  in  that  way.  I  do  not  believe  in  applying  a  special 
rule  to  part  of  the  State.  If  the  rule  is  good  it  should  be  applied  to  all. 
The  people  of  San  Francisco  are  capable  of  self-government.  I  think 
the  section  is  useless  and  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 


Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  is  another  reason  why  the  sec- 
tion should  bo  stricken  out,  and  that  is,  that  we  ought  to  leave  a  little 
for  the  Legislature.  They  can  regulate  this  matter.  In  Napa  County 
the  same  person  is  County  Clerk,  County  Recorder,  Auditor,  and  Clerk 
of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  with  a  salary  of  two  thousaiMl  five  hun- 
dred dollars  a  year.  The  Assessor  is  Tax  Collector.  I  hope  the  section 
will  be  stricken  out. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
section. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  section  is  stricken  out.  The  Secretary  will 
read  section  twenty- five. 

8TRKET  WORK. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  25.  No  public  work  or  improvement  of  any  description  what- 
soever shall  be  made  or  done,  in  any  city,  in,  upon,  or  about  the  streets 
thereof,  or  otherwise,  the  cost  and  expense  of  which  is  made  chargeable, 
or  may  be  assessed  upon  private  property  by  special  assessment,  unless 
an  estimate  of  such  cost  and  expense  shall  be  made,  and  nn  assessment 
in  proportion  to  benefits,  on  the  pn)perty  to  be  affected  or  benefited,  and 
shall  be  collected  and  paid  into  the  city  treasury  before  such  work  or 
improvement  shall  be  commenced,  or  any  contract  for  letting  or  doing 
the  same  authorized  or  performed. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  propose  an  amendment  to  that 
section. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Amend  section  twenty-five,  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof,  *  in  any 
city  where  there  are  no  public  works  owned  and  controlled  by  the 
municipality  for  supplying  the  same  with  water  or  artificial  li^ht,  any 
individual  or  company  duly  incorporated  by  the  laws  of  this  State, 
shall,  under  the  direction  of  the  Superintendent  of  Streets,  and  under 
such  regulations  as  the  municipality  may  prescribe  for  damages,  and 
indemnity  for  damages,  have  the  privilege  of  using  the  public  streets 
and  thoroughfares  Uiereof,  and  of  laying  down  pipes  and  conduits 
therein,  and  connection  therewith,  so  far  as  may  be  necessary  for  intro- 
duction ink)  and  supplying  such  city  and  its  inhabitants  either  with 
gaslight,  or  other  illuminating  light,  or  with  fresh  water  for  domestic 
and  all  other  purposes,  upon  the  condition  that  the  municipal  govern- 
ment shall  have  the  right  to  regulate  the  charges  therefor.' " 

EKMARKS   OF   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  is  a  different  proposition  alto- 
gether from  the  %ae  struck  out.  My  provision  steers  clear  of  confining 
this  privilege  to  corporations  or  incorporated  companies.  It  gives  to  any 
individual,  as  well  as  to  any  incorporated  company,  the  right  to  the  use 
of  the  streets  for  laying  down  pipes  for  the  supply  of  gas  and  water,  or 
either.  I  think  that  the  objection  that  was  taken  to  the  section  as  for- 
merly introduced  was  well  taken — that  it  should  not  be  limited  to  corpo- 
rations; that  any  individual,  for  the  public  good,  should  have  the  right 
to  use  the  streets  for  laying  down  pipes  for  supplying  water  or  gas.  It 
is  in  the  public  interest  ^hat  it  sliould  be  conceded,  and  it  prevents 
monopoly  in  any  sense.  It  also  provides  that  the  city  authonties  may 
make  a  regulation  in  relation  to  damages  and  indemnitv;  that  is,  that 
they  may  make  a  regulation  requiring  all  work  to  be  done  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Su}X}rintendcnt  of  Streets,  and  also,  if  any  damage 
should  be  likely  to  occur,  they  may,  by  security  or  otherwise,  guard 
against  it.  I  leave  out  also  the  provision  which  required  the  company 
to  supply  the  city  and  the  school  houses,  and  other  public  buildings  with 
gas  or  water  free  of  charge,  because  I  think  that  an  unjust  burden. 
As  the  distribution  of  water  and  gas  by  any  individual  or  company  is 
for  the  public  good,  and  if  the  benefit  be  sufficient  to  be  a  payment  for 
the  privilege,  I  do  not  see  any  propriety  in  imposing  upon  any  party 
who  thus  supplies  water  or  gas  the  burden  of^  supplying  the  public 
buildings.  Then  it  provides  that  the  city  and  county  shall  have  the 
right  to  regulate  the  price  to  be  paid  by  the  inhabitants  for  the  gas  and 
for  the  w^ater.  This  is  also  a  necessary  i*egulation  I  think  against  the 
abuses  of  monopoly.  Now,  in  Los  Angeles  we  have  a  gas  company  with 
a  monopoly  for  twenty  years,  and  several  parties  have  endeavored  to  get 
the  privilege  for  laying  down  pipes  in  the  streets  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
plying the  city  and  competing  with  this  company,  but  the  company  has 
always  had  sufficient  influence  in  the  municipal  government  to  prevent 
this  being  done,  and  this  company  has  a  prospect  of  exclusive  right  for 
twenty  years  to  come.  Now,  I  submit  to  the  Convention  that  this  is  a 
great  abuse  of  public  authority,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  corrected.  We 
have  also  there- a  water  company  that  claims  the  monopoly,  and  the 
private  individual  who  did  succeed  in  laying  down  pipes,  and  is  to  some 
extent  supplying  the  city  with  water  in  opposition  to  the  monopoly,  is 
threatened  constantly  with  suits  and  injunctions,  and  if  this  thing  goes 
on  we  will  have  a  monopoly,  not  only  of  water  and  gas,  but  of  all 
domestic  necessaries,  and  then  we  will  have  some  company  that  will  be 
peddling  it  by  the  tin  cup  full.  It  is  time  this  abuse  was  corrected,  and, 
therefore,  I  offer  this  amendment. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    ESTEE. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  That  would  be  inappropriate  to  the 
subject  under  consideration  in  section  twenty-five.  Section  twenty- 
three  treated  upon  that  subject,  and  the  section  was  stricken  out.  Sec- 
tion twenty-five  is  on  an  entirely  different  subject.  It  speaks  of  streets, 
and  upon  that  subject  alone.  As  to  the  merits  of  the  amendment,  it  is 
so  long  that  by  merely  hearing  it  read  at  a  distance  it  is  impossible  to 
understand  it.  It  would  be  very  extraordinary  for  the  Convention  to 
adopt  such  an  amendment  after  merely  hearing  it  read  at  the  desk.  I 
raise  the  point  of  order  that  it  is  germane  to  section  twenty-three,  and 
that  it  is  not  pertinent  to  the  subject  treated  of  in  section  twenty-five, 
which  is  now  before  the  committee.  Section  twenty-five  deals  with 
street  assessments  entirely,  and  no  other  subject. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Thr  CHAIBMAN.    The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Tben  I  move  lo  strike  oul  seclion  tweiity-Hve  and  llie 
amendment  pronnsed  by  the  fteDtlcman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Mr.  ChilirniBn  :  I  beg  to  sar  that  I  have  no  p«n«nal 
interest  in  t^is  matter.  1  am  not  an  attorney  for  the  Spring  Valley 
Water  Company,  nor  any  other  water  works,  nor  any  gas  eompany.  I 
move  solely  in  the  public  interest,  and  the  publie  interest  requires  not 
only  that  itie  section  itnelf  should  be  adopUHl,  but  that  the  amendment 
should  be  adopte<{.  I  did  not  suppose  that  anybody  in  the  int«reBt  of 
aor  nionupoly  would  support  my  prnposition.    1  do  not  expect  that. 

Ma.  ESTEE.  Does  the  gentleman  intimate  that  1  am  interested  in  a 
monopoly! 

Mb.  HOWARD.  No.  I  do  not  intimate  that ;  but  if  the  garment  fits 
the  gentleman  he  can  put  it  un. 

Mb.  E3TEE.  ThegeDlIeman  intimated  Chat  I  was  an  attorney  for 
some  munopnly.    1  deny  it,' 

Ma.  HOWARD.  I  do  not  know  what  the  gentleman  is  an  attorney 
for.  I  say  i  do  not  expect  the  support  of  aiivbody  in  the  interest  of 
monopoly. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     Certainly  thequeslioD  ought  tostand  on  its  own  merits. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  i  do  not  care  who  is  an  attorney  and  who  is  not. 
All  I  say  is  thiit  I  do  not  eipecl  the  support  of  any  ndvocalo  of  monop- 
oly. I  do  not  mean  to  impugn  the  motives  of  the  gentleman  at  all.  I 
do  not  know  that  be  is  an  atiomey  of  anything)  but  what  1  say  is  that 
this  is  a  proposition  in  ihe  interest  of  the  public. 

Ma.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  DiBlriot.  IKies  not  this  power  aiist  if  the  Con- 
stitution ia  silent  upon  the  subject? 

Mr.  HOWAAD.  It  is  obligatory.  Without  this  amendment  the  evil 
ia  not  reached.  The  city  govemmeut,  if  it  chooses,  could  give  the 
power,  bfit  if  it  chooses  to  withhold  it  it  can  withhold  it,  and  they 
always  have  men  enough  in  the  interest  of  monopoly  In  prevent  any 
parly  from  entering  into  any    oompetition  -'■"•  ■'      ''"'■■-  ■-  '"  ■•■ 


compete  with  any  existing  monopoly.  , 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  supposed  that  the  fear  of  my 
friend  from  Lns  Angeles  of  what  he  calls  centralism,  and  his  extreme 
ideas  in  regard  lo  local  government,  would  end  somewhere.  I  supposed 
at  tirst  that  he  would  end  at  the  declaration  that  the  General  Govern- 
ment should  not  do  anythiug  to  interfere  with  the  State. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentlemaV  if  he  believes 
that  the  Federal  Government  can  overrule  the  reserved  rights  of  the 
Slate? 

Mn.  MoFARLAND.  No,  sir;  not  the  reserved  rights  of  the  Sute. 
Then,  when  he  got  down  to  town  ami  city  self  government,  I  supposed 
he  would  end  there,  but  I  find  that  his  sliding  scala  of  local  self-govem- 
inent  ends  in  a  gas  company,  because  he  says  now  that  a  city  or  a  town 
shnH  not  have  the  power  to  prevent  a  gaa  company  or  w;iter  company 
from  tearing  up  the  streets.  That  is  the  whole  theory.  Alter  we  have 
got  down  ill  the  doctrine  of  local  self-government,  so  that  cities  and 


if  doctrine  l< 


Diesa  you  n 


e  the  wards 


had  given  certain  privileges  lo  a  water  company  and  the  gas  company, 
and  they  were  supplying  water  and  gas  stj^les  that  were  reasonable, 

king  onl^  a  fair  profit.     Suppose  that  the  people  were  satisfied. 

.hia  provision  there  would  he  no  power  in  the  municipal  authori- 

prevent  some  blackmailer  from  starting  in  and  tearing  up  the 

streets,  and  compelling  the  old  company  to  buy  him  out.  If  the  gov- 
erment  of  a  city  or  a  town  jhall  not  have  the  power  ti>  say  who  shall 

has  Bometbing  in  t) 


Under  I 


all  not  have  the  power  ti>  say  who  si 
le  to  know  who  should.     Tlie  gentler 

,      „  ,  lo  k(.,. 

them  out,  but  I  understand  the  object  is  to  adopt,  really,  section  twenty- 


end  men  t  about 


Mb.  E3TEE.    Mr.  Chain 


isright  here,  this  Con- 


inot  pass  upon 

gently.  It  is  nearly  a  whole  page,  and  it  is  impossible  for  us  l<i  give  it 
that  consideration  that  so  grave  a  subject  deserves,  and  for  us  lo  attempt 
lo  adopt  or  reject  it.  as  presenleil  here  at  this  time,  would  be  utiwisi- 
Id  the  extreme.  That  is  one  reason  I  am  opjiosed  lo  the  amendment. 
Now,  sir,  one  word  as  lo  Ihe  personal  part  of^  the  remarks  of  the  gentle- 
roan  from  Los  Angeles.  1  am  not  the  attorney  for  any  gas  or  water 
company;  but,  sir,  if  I  wn?.  I  deny  that  I  wouhl  thereby  be  a  rascal.  I 
deny  that  it  would  affect  my  character,  upon  this  floor,  or  anywhere,  i 
deny  that  because  a  man.  in  the  performance  of  a  professional  duty 
represents  his  rlioHts,  that  he  thereby  becomes  unworthy  of  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people.  I  am  astoQished  that  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Los  Angeles  should  attempt  lo  boblor  up  an  argument  by  intimat- 
ing that  some  oiber  gentleman  was  the  loo!  or  instrument  of  the  corfio- 
ration.  Lot  every  question  rest  upon  iu  merits  or  demerits,  not  upon 
the  merit  and  demerit  of  llie  man  who  proposes  it ;  that  ia  the  only  true 
way.  I  have  that  much  lo  sav.  becanae  thia  matter  was  referred  to  in  a 
manner  to  convey  the  idea  that  1  was  here  U>  represent  the  interests  of 
some  corporation,  and  not  the  inleroat  of  the  people. 

Mb.  BROWS.     Mr.  Chairman;  Tbia  matter  has  been,  to  some  extent. 


discussed  before,  but  not  upn 


the  SI 


;nlly  \, 


Bomelhitii 

before.  Now,  this  gives  lo  individuals  as  wel 
lay  down  pipes  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
rinn  purposes  in  these  cities.  Now,  we  heard  i 
regard  to  individuals  that  had  a  little  more  wi 
they  were  not  allowed  lo  lay  down  pipes  tn 
the  city  to  a  few  squares.  They  evidently 
putilic  buildings,  and  yet  that  measure  requi 
should  be  supplied  with  gas  and  water  free,  ' 
able.  These  individuals  could  not  have  enoi 
public  buildings  at  all.     Secondly,  section  twe 

case,  so  far  as  any  one  might  have  more  walei 
dispose  of  it.  Pipes  may  Tie  laid  down  for  i; 
pelling  him  to  supply  public  huihlings.     So  fa 


icipalities  them: 
:v  may  deem  jui* 


lod,  we  find,  in  this 
the  n 


hey  may  deem  just.  They 
inder  the  supervision  of  the  Sunerluletident  o 
hat  they  do.  Giving  to  individuals  as  well  a 
is  simply  fair  and  just,  t>ecause  the  object  is  i 
any  one,  and  for  the  monopolists  themselves  I 
lain  companies  shall  have  this  right  or  not. 
that  it  can  work.     It  appears  te  me  to  be  enti 

prevent  any  individuals  whatever  from  layn 
choose.  And  if  they  wish,  they  nan  regiila 
and  prevent  this  thing  of  monopoly  that  has 
1  cannot  see  why  there  should  be  so  great  obj 
to  me  lo  he  eminently  fair  and  just,  .ind  if  it 
tweuty-fiva.  I  do  not  think  there  isanything  i 
matter.  It  embraces  a  great  prineipk.  I  sha 
ease,  vole  for  the  amendment  oQered  by  thegei 

Mr.  WATERS.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  mave  th 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Moreland,  Larhin,  Uu 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     I  call  for  the  reading  of  the  i 

Thii  CHAIRMAN.     The  Seerelary  will  rea. 

Tan  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  aection  tweiitj-.five  by  adding  at  1 
city  where  there  are  no  works  owned  and  con 
ity  for  supplying  the  same  with  water  or  artifi 
or  company  duly  incorporated  by  the  laws  of 
direction  of  the  Superintendent  of  Streets,  am 
as  the  municipality  may  prescribe  for  damage 
ages,  have  the  privilege  of  using  the  public 
thereof,  and  of  laying  down  pipes  and  conduit 
therewith,  so  far  as  may  be  necessary  for  intro 
iug  such  city  and  its  iahabitaiita  either  with  g 

condiiion  that  the  municipal  governmenl  ehal 

...  JlIA[1iMAN.'""Tl 

Oil  a  division,  the  votes  stood  43  ■' 
The  CHAIRMAN.      No  quorum  ' 


Thb  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  recurs  on 
the  whole  section. 
The  motion  was  loat,  on  a  division,  by  ■  vot 
Mr.  HAGEB.    Mr,  Chairman:  I  have  a  sn 

amenrt  by  inserting  the  word  "  levied ''  after  t 

'  the  sixth  line,  and   strike  out  the  word 

shall  '■  in  the  same  line. 

The  amendment  was  adopt^l. 

Mb.  BEYSOLDS.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  i 

The  secretary  read; 

"  Amend  section  twenty. live  by  adding  after  tne  word  "  performed,"  in 

He  nine,  the  following:  '  And  no  municipal  corporation  shall  everh«v« 
exercise  the  power  lo  levy  an  assessment  upon  any   property  or  its 

vner  for  the  opening  or  improvement  of  any  streets,  or  to  defray  the 
expense  of  any  street  work,  which  asaessmeni  shall  be  greater  in  amount 
than  the  additional  value  given  to  such  property  by  the  doing  of  such 
street  work.'" 


1  tho 


Ma.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  olTer  that  a 
tercat  of  Ihe  owners  of  prop 
es|>eciallv  in  the  City  of  San  (' 

Francisco,  who  has  been  fur  many  years  er 

litigation,  both  for  and  against,  and  there  is  no'man  in  that  city  better 

prepared  or  better  qualilieil  to  judge  of  what  is  right  and  just  between 

'he  pe')ple  and  the  contraclora.  than  he  who  drew  this  amendment.    He 

s  a  gentleman  who  could  not  poasibly  have  any  selfish  interest;  it  ia 

inlv  th^  wisdom  which  comes  by  experience  in  street  assessment  litiga- 

ion  that  proni|rts  the  suggestion  contained  in  tlie  amendment.     Now. 

the  proposition  is  to  prevent  a  corporation  from  making  street  contracta 

doing  street  work,  and  levying  street  assessments  upon  property 

oiiiing  llie  work  to  be  done,  which  shall  be  greater  in  amcunt  than 

■  additional  value  given  lo  auch  property  by  Sia  improvement  made. 

hink  no  man  will  qiieation  the  juatii-c  of  such  a   proposition.     Anj- 
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thing  to  the  coutrarv  is  a  violation  of  the  spirit  if  not  of  the  letter  of  that 
other  provision  of  the  Constitution,  which  provides  that  property  shall 
not  he  taken  for  puhlic  use  without  just  compensation.  But«under  the 
guise  of  public  necessity  this  is  done  everv  day.  This  will  simply  pro- 
vide that,  if  you  are  going  to  make  a  pubKc  improvement  on  a  street, 
you  shall  not  take  the  property  adjoining  that  property  for  the  purpose 
of  improvrng  that  street,  which  shall  not  benefit  that  property  to  an 
equal  amount.  If  you  do,  you  may  absolutely  confiscate  that  property, 
and  this  was  done  in  a  multitude  of  cases  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco. 
Property  has  actually  been  confiscated  by  assessments  for  improvements, 
until  the  property  actually  became  valueless  in  the  hands  or  the  owner, 
and  had  to  be  sold  by  the  Sheriff  to  pay  the  street  assessments,  and  still 
there  was  a  debt  left  over  against  the  owner  of  the  property.  Now,  sir, 
that  is  the  baldest  kind  of  injustice;  and,  if  it  should  be  asked  how' you 
are  to  remedy  this,  if  the  public  improvement  is  needed,  this  is  the 
easiest  way  in  the  world.  They  have  done  that  in  numerous  instances 
in  San  Francisco.  First  ascertain  the  cost  of  the  improvement,  and  then 
assess  the  cost  of  it  to  the  property,  and  ascertam  whether  you  are 
going  to  impi-ovAithe  property  as  much  as  the  assessment;  if  you  do, 
collect  the  asseanment  of  the  property,  but  if  you  do  not,  collect  to  the 
amount  you  do  improve  the  property,  and  let  the  balance  be  a  charge 
against  the  public  treasury,  and  not  against  the  individual,  after  you 
have  taken  all  his  property  away  from  him.  There  is  no  difficulty  in 
proceeding  in  this  matter;  we  have  done  it  in  the  case  of  the  Montgomery 
Avenue  improvement,  we  have  done  it  in  the  case  of  Kearny  street, 
and  #e  are  doing  it  in  the  case  of  the  widening  of  Dupont  street.  This 
practice  has  been  carried  out  and  it  works  well,  and  the  people  are  satis- 
fied with  it.  Take  an  example.  Contractors  will  start  in  and  find  a 
place  where  they  want  to  pave  a  street,  or  grade  it,  or  fill  it;  by  dint  of 
persuasion  they  will,  perhaps,  get  a  majority  of  the  frontage  to  vote  to 
consent  to  it.  They  get  a  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
And  on  that  improvement  there  will  be  some  property  that  will  be  totally 
ruined  by  the  <merous  assessment  raised,  ana  property  that  is  not 
assessed  at  all  will  be  benefited  by  this  very  improvement.  Now,  if  this 
amendment  passes,  it  will  put  the  whole  city  alert;  all  the  citizens  will 
have  an  interest  in  these  assessments,  and  they  will  be  on  the  lookout 
to  see  whether  there  are  unnecessary  improvements  projected,  the  cost  of 
which,  if  it  exceeds  the  value  of  the  improvement  to  the  property,  will 
have  to  come  out  of  the  public  treasury. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   OVERTON. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  gentleman's  proposition  seems 
very  fair,  but  I  would  like  to  know  how  any  person  is  going  to  arrive  at 
the  benefits  to  be  derived  to  the  property.  Who  is  going  to  settle  that 
question  ?  A  new  street  may  be  projected,  and  they  may  assess  the 
property. holders  at  the  time  for  the  work,  and  at  the  time  the  street  is 
improved  the  property  will  not  seem  to  be  much  benefited,  but  in  the 
course  of  a  few  months,  or  a  few  years,  by  turning  the  public  travel 
into  that  street,  their  property  will  receive  ten  fold  the  benefits  that  it 
cost  them  to  improve. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  In  the  case  of  the  Montgomery  Avenue  opening 
a  Commission  was  created  and  made  this  very  adjustment.  It  works 
well,  and  the  people  are  satisfied  with  it,  and  there  is  no  fault  found 
with  it.  There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  there  should  not  be  a 
constant  committee  if  necessary. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  At  the  time  the  improvement  was  made  it  was  not 
worth  much,  but  qow  it  may  be  worth  ten  times  what  it  cost.  At  what 
time  are  you  going  to  fix  the  value  of  the  improvements?  What  time 
is  the  property  to  appreciate  tp  the  amount  of  the  cost.  I  cannot  see, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that. tne  thing  would  be  practicable  at  all.  I  do  not 
think  there  could  be  any  way  to  ascertain  what  advantage  the  property 
is  to  receive  at  i^e  time  the  work  is  done.  There  must  be  some  time 
afterwards  fixed,  because  you  cannot  ascertain  at  the  time  what  advan- 
tage there  is,  and  it  may  be  worth  ten  times  what  it  has  cost  after  a 
whi  le 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  As  I  have  no  right  to  the  floor  again  I  will 
answer  the  gentleman.  All  these  questions  are  taken  into  considera- 
tion by  a  Commission  to  adjust  the  amounts,  and  that  seemed  to  give 
satisfaction. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman  :  It  took  several  years  to  settle  that 
Montgomery  Avenue  question,  and  the  Kearney  street  also,  and  if  we 
go  on  amending  this  section  we  will  find  that  it  is  absolutely  Impossible 
to  open  a  street  in  any  city.  I  can  see,  in  the  amendment  itself,  the 
germ  of  a  thousand  injunctions,  of  litigation  pending  in  the  District 
Court,  and  going  to  the  Supreme  Court.  We  have  already  decided  that 
the  money  has  to  be  in  the  treasury  before  any  contract  can  be  made,  or 
any  improvement,  and  if  we  ^o  on  and  adopt  this  amendment  we  shall 
find  that  it  will  be  absolutely  impossible  to  open  any  street  in  any  city. 
Any  person  along  the  whole  line  of  the  street  who  desires  to  impede  the 
improvement,  or  to  prevent  its  being  made,  will  immediately  run  to  the 
Courts  for  injunctions,  and  it  will  be  absolutely  impossible  to  make  the 
improvements  which  are  neceraary  in  the  growing  cities  of  the  State. 

Mr.  SHURTLEFF.  Mr.  ChairnMin:  I  fully  agree  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Alameda  and  Sonoma.  There  is  no  question  but  that  the 
evils  to  which  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco  has  alluded  have 
existed,  but  the  remedy  which  he  seeks  to  apply  will  inflict  a  greater 
evil.  I  have  been  a  Trustee  of  the  City  of  Napa  for  some  three  years, 
and  am  a  member  of  the  Board  now,  and  in  my  judgment,  if  that  pro- 
vision should  become  the  organic  law,  it  would  put  a  stop  to  all  street 
improvements.  We  are  now  making  two  or  three  miles  of  improve- 
ments of  streets  by  macadamizing  them.  If  that  was  the  law,  it  is  my 
judgment  that  you  would  not  see  any  more  street  improvements  there. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   RHODES. 

Mr.  RHODES.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 
The  secretary  read : 


*•' Amend  section  twenty-five  by  prefixing  the  following:  'The  Leg- 
islature may,  by  general  law,  authorize  municipal  corporations  to  levy 
assessments  for  local  improvements,  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  on  the 
pi'operty  fronting  on  such  improvements  or  specially  benefited  thereby ; 
and  as  to  the  property  so  benefited,  assessments  may  be  levied  without 
regard  to  valuation ;  but  as  to  all  other  real  property  within  the  limits 
of  such  corporation  the  assessment  shall  be  by  general  and  uniform 
tax.'  Also,  by  inserting  the  words  *  or  incorporated  town '  aflter  the 
word  'city'  in  line  two,  and  the  word  'town '  after  the  word  'city '  in 
line  seven ;  also,  by  inserting  the  words  '  in  whole  or  in  part'  after  the 
word  'asse^ed'  in  line  four. 

Mr.  RHODES.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  object  of  that  amendment  in 
the  first  place  is  to  make  this  section  applicable  to  incorporated  towns. 
As  it  reads  now  it  applicE^only  to  incorporated  cities.  I  have  realized 
in  my  own  town  in  the  last  three  months  cases  where  this  amendment 
would  have  been  beneficial.  In  some  cases  where  assessments  were 
made  and  taxed  upon  the  property  immediately  beneficed,  the  taxes 
were  so  onerous  as  to  defeat  the  scheme  entirely.  The  object  of  this 
amendment  is  to  provide  for  levying*  special  assessments  upon  ttie  prop- 
erty benefited,  and  also  to  extend  it  to  the  town  at  large  by  a  general 
assessment.  The  object  is  to  enable  the  town  to  make  a  special  assess- 
ment on  the  property  specially  benefited,  and  then  to  go  for  a  further 
assessment  upon  the  town  at  large.  In  the  case  thai  I  speak  of,  I  am 
satisfied  that  it  would  meet  a  difficulty  that  has  beset  us  at  the  very 
outset. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   MCFARLAKD. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  I  understand  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Yqlo,  lam  certainly  very  much  in 
favor  of  it.  His  amendment  goes  upon  the  theory  that  if  a  city  or 
town  desires  to  make  an  improvement  for  the  benefit,  to  a  very  great 
extent,  of  the  whole  city  or  town,  that  the  burden  of  taxation  may  be 
divided  between  those  Nvho  own  the  property  in  the  locality  and  the 
whole  city  or  town.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  very  just  provision. 
I  have  always  thought  that  it  was  a  great  outrage  for  a  town  or  city,  for 
the  convenience  of  the  whole  population,  to  a  ^reat  extent,  to  compel 
men  who  happen  to  own  property  in  any  particular  street  to  bear  all 
the  expense  of^some  improvement  sought  to  be  made,  which,  to  a  great 
extent,  was  intended  to  inure  to  the  benefit  of  the  whole  town.  Take 
San  Francisco,  for  instance.  She  thinks  a  portion  of  Dupont  street 
ought  to  be  improved.  Perhaps  a  majority  of  the  people  on  the  street 
desire  it  also.  But  here  are  some  men  who  own  property  u(x>n  that 
street  who  are  not  able  to  do  it.  The  assessment  is  almost  a  confiscation 
of  their  property.  Now,  it  seems  to' me  thai  where  a  city  or  town 
desires  a  general  improvement  of  its  property  by  opening  or  widening 
streets,  and  compelling  men  to  cut  down  their  houses  or  build  them 
over  a^ain,  that  the  city  itself  ought  to  bear  some  of  the  general  expense 
of  an  improvement  which  is  intended  for  the  general  welfare.  I  think 
that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  fi^om  Yolo,  if  I  understand  it,  is 
a  very  good  and  just  one.  • 

Ma.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  what 
I  think  is  a  verbal  inaccuracy  in  the  amendment  ofiered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles,  which  has  been  adopted.  It  reads  as  follows: 
"Any  individual,  or  company  duly  incorporated  by  the  laws  of  this 
State."  I  think  it  should  road,  "  duly  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
this  State."  The  law  docs  not  incorporate  anything,  but  corporations 
may  be  formed  under  the  law. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    I  accept  that  amendment  if  there  is  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  is  no  objection  the  correction  will  be 
made. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.  CAMPBELL. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  one  word  to  say  on  the 
amendment  ofiTered  by  the  gentleman  from  Yolo.  While  it  is  doubtless 
intended  to  produce  just  and  beneficial  results,  it  would  be  apt  to  lead 
to  very  great  evils  in  another  direction.  Take  the  Citv  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, why,  already  the  ijpperty  owners  off  the  line  of  these  streets  that 
have  been  enumerated,  have  been  assessed  for  the  improvements  in 
opening  the  particular  streets  on  which  their  jft-operty  stands;  they  have, 
it  is  true,  in  many  instances,  been  obliged  to  pay  enormous  sums,  equal- 
ing or  exceeding,  in  some  instances,  the  value  of  their  property.  Now, 
is  it  just  to  those  who  have  paid  in  that  manner  for  the  opening  of 
those  streets,  to  say,  that  if  it  is  proposed  to  open  a  street  in  the  outside 
of  the  city,  which  they  probably  may  never  use  in  the  course  of  a  life- 
time, that  they  shall  be  taxed  also  for  opening  that?  Where  do  you  pro- 
pose to  draw  the  line,  and  in  what  manner?  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
thing  is  whoUv  impracticable.  We  cannot  regulate  it  and  make  a  cer- 
tain settled  rule  here— leave  that  power  with  the  Legislature;  either  the 
State  or  local  Legislature,  Who  is  to  determine  as  to  whether  it  is  a  gen- 
eral public  benent,  or  whether  it  is  merely  a  benefit  to  the  people  on  the 
particular  streets?  The  truth  is  that  these  streets  ougnt  not  to  be 
opened,  and  it  is  a  fair  presumption  that  the  local  legislatures  will  not 
provide  for  their  opening,  unless  there  is  some  benefit  to  be  derived  from 
their  opening.  It  is  generally  done  at  the  request  of  the  property 
holders,  or  a  majority  at  leajst,  of  the  property  holders  on  the  street, 
and  if  they  object  to  it,  why,  their  protest  is  or  ought  to  be  final. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Why  was  this  principle  applied  to  the  widening  of 
Dupont  street  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  In  regard  to  the  widening  of  those  streets  there 
has  been  litigation  and  delay  for  years;  and  if  you  adopt  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  you  will  find,  in  addition 
to  the  other  difficulties  that  may  arise  out  of  this  section,  that,  first  of 
all,  you  will  have  to  go  through  a  long  litigation  before  you  can  deter- 
mine the  assessments.  Many  years  will  have  elapsed  before  these 
questions  will  be  decided,  and  it  will  really  put  a  stop  to  all  public 
improvements  in  the  streets  of  our  growing  cities. 
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let  the  Committee  on  Revision  and  Adjustment  fix  it  up.  I  believe  that 
the  better  plan  is  to  make  it  as  perfect  m  we  can.  The  amendment 
which  I  have  offered  is  to  strike  out  this  prof)osition  :.  '^  Legalizing  the 
unauthorized  or  invalid  acts  of  any  officer  or  agent  of  any  county  or 
municipality  thereof."  It  is  covered  fully  and  more  broadly  in  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  which  is  already 
adopted..  This  provision  applies  only  to  counties  and  municipalities. 

The  other  covers  all  that  and  a  great  deal  more.     It  covers 

Mr.  IIAGER.    The  one  relates  to  State  officers  alone,  and  the  other 

relates 

Mr.  SCHELL.  I  hope  the  honorable  gentleman  will  possess  his  soul 
in  patience.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  g<»ntleman  from  Stanislaus,  Mr.  Schell. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  IIERRINGTON.     I  desire  to  offer  a  new  section. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  to  strike  out  section  twenty- 
six,,  and  I  do  so  for  the  reason  that  I  believe  it  to  be  the  shortest  road  out 
of  this  difficulty.  I  believe  that  every  material  provision  is  contained 
in  section  twenty-five  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative 
Department,  as  amended  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  However,  if 
after  gentlemen  have  had  time  to  make  an  examination,  they  should 
find  anything  that  is  not  covered  or  embraced  in  section  twenty-five  of 
that  report  as  adopted  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  there  will  be  time 
enough  to  remedy  any  little  defect  that  there  may  be  in  that  respect. 
I  have  examined  carefully,  and  I  find  nothing  in  section  twenty-six  of 
the  report  now  under  consideration  that  is  not  embraced  in  section 
twenty-five  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Legislative  Department. 
It  is  true,  that  in  some  cases  the  language  is  a  little  different,  but  the 
subject-matter,  I  believe,  is  covered.  The  provision  in  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Legislative  Department,  as  adopted  iu  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  embraces  thirty-three  separate  and  distinct  counts.  This  report 
under  consideration  embraces  some  twenty-eight.  I  think  that  the 
action  already  had  by  this  conunittee  upon  this  subject,  is  comprehen- 
sive and  ample,  and  covers  the  whole  ground;;  and,  as  before  remarked, 
if  it  should  turn  out  that  any  matter  had  been  left  out,  it  will  be  time 
enough  when  we  get  into  Ct»nvention  to  remedy  the  evil.  But  to  adopt 
this  section  in  the  form  that  it  is  now  in,  and  throw  this  and  iM^  other 
report  of  the  Legislative  Committee  upon  the  Committee  on  Revision 
and  Adjustment,  makes  a  confused  mass,  and  may  lead  to  difficulty  and 
confusion  in  determining  what  should  and  what  should  not  be  included 
in  their  report.  Therefore,  believing  that  this  is  the  easiest,  shortest, 
and  most  direct  road  out  of  the  difficulty,  I  move  that  it  be  stricken  out. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

On  a  division,  the  vote  stood  36  ayes  to  35  noes. 

Thk  chairman.  There  is  no  quorum  voting.  Members  will 
please  vote. 

A  second  division  resulted  in  a  vote  of  37  ayes  to  36  noes — no  quo- 
rum voting. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  the  article  back,  and  recommend  its  adoption. 

Mr.  west.     I  have  a  new  section  I  .desire  to  offer. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  rise  to  the  point  of  order,  that  no  question  is 
in  order  except  the  motion  to  rise. 

TuR  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  unable  to  decide  whether  there  is  a 
quorum  present,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  eighty-four  members  answered  to  their  names. 

Thk  chairman.*  There  is  a  quorum  present.  A  division  is  called 
for  on  the  last  motion. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  I  wish  to  make  a  statement.  I  am  in  hopes  that  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  will  prevail.  The  Legisla- 
tive Committee  took  a  good  deal  of  time,  and  went  on  to  enumerate 
until  they  got  to  some  thirty-three. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
section. 

The  motion  prevailed,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  44  ayes  to  39  noes. 

Mr.  HEURINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  a  new  section  that  I 
desire  to  offer. 

WATER  AND   GAS   RATES. 

Thk  secretary  read  : 

Sec.  — .  The  rates  and  compensation  for  furnishing  gas  for  light  to, 
or  supplying  any  municipality  of  this  State,  or  the  inhabitants  thereof, 
with  water,  shall  be  annually  established  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
or  other  governing  body  of  such  municipality,  where  such  rates  are  col- 
lected by  ordinance,  which  ordinance  shall  remain  in  force  one  year 
after  adoption,  and  no  longer.  Any  person,  corporation,  or  company 
collecting  gas  or  water  rates  in  any  municipality  of  this  State,  otherwise' 
than  as  established  by  law,  shall  forfeit  the  franchise  and  the  gas  or  water 
works  of  such  person  or  company  to  such  municipality  where  such  rates 
are  collectible  for  the  public  use. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   HKERINOTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  Convention  has  seen  fit 
in  its  wisdom  to  adopt  a  system  of  local  governments,  and  are  attempt- 
ing in  this  Constitution  to  arrange  for  them  a  new  class  of  communities 
to  act,  upon  their  own  judgment,  )nde[)cndently  of  legislative  control, 
and  in  aoiug  so  we  have,  to  a  very  great  extent,  defined  the  powers, 
jurisdiction,  and  duties  which  they  are  to  exercise  and  enforce.  I  say 
that  above  all  things  we  should  not  leave  these  young  communities,  or 
these  small  communities,  to  bo  the  prey  of  those  institutions  which  have 
been  found  to  be  almost  the  masters  of  even  the  Legislature  itself,  as 
has  been  announced  upon  this  floor,  time  after  time.  This  amendment 
proposes  simply  to  place  these  young  communities,  or  these  small  com- 
munities, so  to  speak,  in  a  position  where  the  executive  head  and  the 


legislative  authority  shall  have  the  control  of  the  contracts  that  will  be 
entered  into  by  these  young  corporations  in  such  a  way  as  that  the 
people  will  not  be  imposed  upon  by  extortion.  These  gas  companies 
have  become  a  necessity  to  the  cities  and  towns  of  this  Slate,  water 
companies  have  also  become  necessities  to  the  cities  and  town  of  this 
State,  but  whilst  they  have  invested  their  funds  in  this  class  of  enter- 
prises that  is  no  reason  why  they  should  be  left  to  prey  upon  these  com- 
munities with  but  very  little  experience  in  transactions  of  that  character. 
The  onlinances  are  changed  from  year  to  year,  and  unless  we  fix  some 
certain  rule  by  which  they  shall  be  controlled,  iu  every  instance  they 
will  be  dictated  by  those  whose  business  it  is  solely  to  consult  their  own 
interests.  Their  influence  becomes  unbounded,  and  while  I  do  not 
charge  that  every  transaction  that  is  attempted  by  these  organizations 
is  attempted  for  the  purpose  of  fraud,  I  do  say  that,  like  most  indi- 
viduals engaged  in  any  private  enterprise,  they  work  really  for  their 
own  ends.  They  are  not  to  be  blamed  for  doing  so.  It  is  but  the  instinct 
of  human  nature.  It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  they  do  so,  but  I  do 
submit  that  guards  should  be  placed  about  these  communities  in  such  a 
way  as  that  these  organizations  shall  be  constantly  under  their  control. 
This  section  requires  that  these  rates  shall  be  fixed,  year  after  year,  by 
the  Supervisors  of  cities,  or  cities  and  counties,  that  are  organized  under 
corporate  Acts  or  charters,  giving  them  power  and  authority  to  nx  these 
rates  from  year  to  year,  and  compelling  it  to  be  done. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman  :  As  we  have  had  a  ^reat  deal  of  ins 
and  a  great  deal  of  water,  and  as  it  is  considered  that  the  escaping  of  so 
much  gas  is  dangerous,  I  am  in  hopes  that  the  additional  section  will 
be  voted  down,  and  I  therefore  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  TuUy,  Townsend,  Schell,  Stuart,  and  Charles. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  new  sec- 
tion, offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

On  a  division  the  vote  stood :  23  ayes  to  42  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     No  quorum  voting ;  members  will  please  vote. 

The  section  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  33  my&Ho  45  noes. 

CARE  OF   orphans. 

Mr.  WEST.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  offer  an  additional  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"The  several  counties,  and  cities  and  counties  of  the  State  shall  pro- 
vide for  the  care  and  maintenance  of  minor  orphans,  half  orphans, 
abandoned  children^and  aged  persons  in  indigent  circumstances,  within 
their  nspective  limits;  prout(/e(i,  that  from  and  after  the  first  day  of 
January,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-four,  no  money  shall  be  appro- 
priated or  drawn  from  the  State  treasury  for  the  use  and  benefit  or  any 
cortK)ration,  association,  asylum,  hospital,  or  any  other  institution,  not 
under  the  exclusive  management  and  control  of  the  State  as  a  State 
institution,  nor  shall  any  grant  or  donation  of  property  be  made  thereto 
by  the  State." 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman  :  We  have  already,  by  a  different  section, 
adopted  by  thiscommittee,on  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County, 
and  Township  Organization,  shown  conclusively  that  this  Convention  is 
in  favor  of  local  self-government;  of  leaving  to  the  different  counties 
all  matters  purely  local,  and  all  subiects  that  can  be  controlled  by  the 
different  counties.  Now,  sir,  the  adoption  of  this  section  will  enable 
the  counties  to  provide,  in  their  own  immediate  localities,  for  the 
orphans,  half  orphans,  indigent  and  aged  persons  within  their  counties 
or  cities  respectively.  I  believe  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  principles 
of  local  sell- government  as  near  as  possible  to  the  people;  toerefore  I 
hope  that  the  committee  will  take  a  favorable  view  of  this  section  and 
adopt  it. 

REMARKS  OF  MR.   BIOOS. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  regret  very  much  that  my  friend 
from  Los  Angeles  has  brought  in  this  proposition  here  at  this  day.  That 
thing  was  brought  in  here  in  this  C<mvention  when  we  had  a  very  full 
house,  and  it  was  settled  at  that  time.  When  there  is  such  a  sparse 
house  I  regret  very  much  that  the  gentleman  should  propose  that  sec- 
tion here  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  west.  It  is  very  different  from  the  section  that  was  voted  on 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  before.  It  provides  that  the  counties 
shall  take  care  of  their  own  orphans  and  halt  orphans. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  I  heard  the  argument  here  upon  this  floor  upon  that 
question,  and  it  was  said  that  it  was  the  will  and  disposition  of  this  Con- 
vention, and  the  people  of  this  State,  to  place  these  orphans  under  the 
charge  of  the  State.  That  was  the  first  proposition.  Now  the  gentle- 
man comes  in  and  proposes  to  place  them  under  the  charge  of  the  coun- 
ties of  the  State.  Now,  it  is  well  known  that  the  counties  are  not  in  a 
condition  to  build  asylums  for  the  counties.  If  you  will  take  the  reports 
of  the  building  of  the  Insane  Asylum,  the  Deaf  and  Dumb  Asylum,  and 
every  public  building  in  this  State,  you  will  find  that  it  is  proven  beyond 
a  doubt  that  it  costs  about  one  thousand  dollars  per  capita.  How  could 
counties  build  these  asylums  when  they  are  almost  bankrupt?  My 
county  to-day  has  to  mortgage  a  large  amount  of  its  real  estate.  Now, 
gentlemen  come  up  here  and  ask  that  the  counties  do  this  thing.  How 
will  they  go  on  and  build  their  asylums?  You  may  as  well  abandon 
these  little  waifs  and  orphans;  you'might  just  as  well  turn  them  out  on 
the  streets. 

Why,  in  the  name  of  God,  do  these  gentlemen  bring  up  such  a  ques- 
tion as  this,  and  try  to  force  it  through,  because  we  have  got  a  very  small 
delegation  here  this  evening?  When  we  had  a  full  house  there  were 
some  ninety  odd  of  these  delegates  went  right  square  upon  the  record 
and  voted  against  the  State  building  asylums  to  take  care  of  these  little 
orphan  children.  There  is  a  sort  of  rivalry  existing  between  the 
Protestants  and  the  Catholics  as  to  who  shall  take  the  most  care  of  these 
little  children,  and  the  result  is  that  they  are  thoroughly  cared  for.  This 
city  has  made  up  several  thousand  dollars,  and  established  an  asylum 
where  these  children  are  raised  in  the  fear  and  admonition  of  the  Lord. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Do  7au  propose  to  put  them  out  to  the  loirest  bidder,  who  vril]  keep 
thein  where  their  monl  training  will  uot  be  cared  For  ia  tbs  least?  God 
knows  I  hope  this  CuaventioD  is  composed  of  a  difTerent  elemtiot;  that 
they  have  tome  feelings  of  humanity,  and  some  J'eelings  for  the  little 
warda  a»il  waifs  of  (hie  Slate. 
Mb.  west.    I  iirofesa  to  poasesa  as  much  feeling  for  tlieae  orphan 

wsifa  of  this  State,  I  propose  that  they  shall  be  oared  for  in  the  localities 
where  their  mothers  resiile. 

Ml.  BIGGS.  I  Bslied  the  geDtlemin  if  he  proposed  to  do  this,  and  he 
nodded  his  assent.  And,  my  (iod,  hea  it  come  to  thai,  that  the  people 
of  the  Stale  propose  to  abanrlon  these  little  <vaifs,  and  do  nothing  for 
tbamt  If  so,  1  say  the  q^uicker  we  leave  this  Stale,  and  einierale  to 
where  civiliialion,  humanity,  and  religioua  and  moral  prineiplea  pre- 
vail, the  beltBT  it  is  tor  uU  eiviliied  communities.     [Applause.] 

Mn.  WEST.  I  desire  U>  answer  the  question.  The  gentleman  has 
misundenlood  me  entirely.    1  do  not  propose 

Mk.  biggs.     I  am  glad  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  west.  I  propose  to  keep  tliera  where  their  wiilowed  mothers 
can  risit  them,  and  where  their  mothers  can  be  aided  by  local  and  tem- 
porary relief 

Ma.  BIGGS,  I  find  that  my  friend  has  got  some  soul,  although  I 
have  got  to  go  through  a  great  deal  of  rubbish  to  reach  it.  He  wants 
them  taken  care  of  by  the  county.  I  want  the  gentleman  to  answer 
Ibis  question.  The  father  is  dead,  and  the  mother,  upon  her  dying  bed, 
with  her  five  little  children,  liaa  not  the  privilege  of  saving,  my  eliildren 
ahall  go  to  a  Protestant  or  Catholic  society.  Where  can  the  mother  visit 
them  then  !  You  propose  to  let  them  out  to  the  lowest  bidder,  wbo  will 
keep  them  for  the  least  amount  of  money.  I  trust  that  thia  Convention 
will  give  this  section  such  a.  rebuke  ai  il  deserves.  This  is  a  whole 
Bouled,  sympathetic,  philanthropic  people,  and  I  ask  this  Coni^ntinu  to 
never,  no  never,  allow  these  poor  little  wards  to  he  peddled  out,  like  a 
commoility  upon  tbe  market,  to  those  who  will  keep  them  for  the  amiJI- 
«st  amoulilK 

Me.  TULLV.    I  move  that  the  committee  rise  and  report  that  they 
have  had  under  consideration  the  article  on  city,  county,  and  township 
nd  its  adoption- 
it  again. 


Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Cbai 

proposed  will  be  adopted.    Th    ^  

us  wilb  a  very  eloquent  apiteal  for  the  orphans.  The  additional  section 
proposed  hv  the  gentleman  from  Los  .\n^les  proposes  to  provide  for  the 
orpliaiis  of  the  State.  It  proposes  to  provide,  through  the  counties,  for 
other  indigent  persons  that  may  be  residing  in  the  county.  In  the 
mining  counties  of  this  State,  Mr.  Cbairniau,  there  are  many  worthy 
men,  who  are  manv  of  them  pioneers  nf  (he  State  of  Californiai  men 
thathelon 


formed  the  pioneers  of  tl 


1  the  pi. 


.    n  many  ol     ..      _ 

is  that  have  ever  been  made  in  the  way  of  wealth.    These  a 
...  1 j;._.i .1    .1 ^  Ijecoming  aged,  1 


y  of  them,  1 


disabled;  (hey 

self  that  these  men  should  bo  taken  care  of,  and  they  should  be  taken 
care  of  by  the  c  unties  in  which  they  ore.  The  orphans  should  be 
taken  care  of,  as  bas  been  said  by  the  eloquent  gentleman  from  Butte, 
.1 1.  .I..-.  — .._  ^,jjg  jiijjj  orphans  through     ' 


and  wc  propose  through  this  section  lo  provide  that  oi 
(ho  State  shall  be  taken  care  of;  not  only  the  orphans 
ciently  fortunate  enough  io  be  placed  in  one  of  tlies 


that 


ium- 


....„- r . a,  but  all 

of  the  orphans  of  the  State.  I  do  not  know  how  (he  gentleman  from 
Butlo  voted  when  that  proposition  was  up  which  provided  (hat  when 
these  instiluliona  that  had  charge  of  these  orphans  receive  aid  from  the 
State  that  they  should  take  charge  oF  all  the  orphans. 
■■"      " ■        ■oFa  single  in  ' 


1.  BIGGS,    Doynu 


uiHin  applira 


Ma,  ANDREWS.    I  know  that  in  m) 

orovided  for  by  the  Board  of  Supervisor 

is  knowled^.    I  know  other  orphan! 

^..„.„  i_j;...,i...i tributing  togethi 


igle  instance  where  on  orphan  hi 
ny  orphai 


of  the. 


mty.     let 


«  individuals  c( 


•e  taken  care  of  by  a  few 
re  of  these  orphana. 
n  proposes  is  that  the  counties  of  the  State  ahall  take 
care  of  the  orphans  anil  half  orphans  and  aged  persons  in  indigent  cir- 
cumslanoBs  in  their  county ;  and  it  provides  that  afler  the  year  eighteen 
huudred  and  eighty-four  that  the  State  shall  make  no  further  contribu- 
tion (o  any  institution  that  is  not  a  State  institution.  In  other  words, 
that  from  and  after  (he  yeareighteen  hundred  and  eighty-four  (he  Slate 
shall  stand  where  it  should  atand,  upon  a  sound  basis;  that  the  State 
shall  not  make  appropriations  for  any  other  purpose  than  For  State  pur- 
poses, and  for  State  institutions.  That  ia  the  proDOsition.  It  ia  just 
giving  notice  that  after  eighleen  hundred  and  eighty- four,  no  appro- 
priations of  this  character— that  is  lo  institutions  that  are  not  under 
State  control — shall  he  made.  I  do  hope  that  this  amendment  will  be 
adopted,  because  it  makes  it  obligatory  to  take  care  of  the  orphans,  and 
those  whom  it  is  the  highest  duty  of  the  State  to  see  cared  for  and  take 

Ma.  HOWARD.     Mr.  Chairma;] :  1  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Famll,  Larkin,  Moreland,  and  Wyatt. 

The  main  questiou  waa  ordered. 

Tkk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  tbe  adoption  of  the  additional 
section  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  West.  The 
Secretary  will  read  it. 

TBI  SECRETARY  read: 
_  "The  several  countieasnd  cities  and  counties  of  theState  shall  provide 
:e  of  minor  orphans,  half  orphans,  abandoned 


children. 


I  age<l 


■ntic,/,  tl. 


t  froi 


digont 


1    Ihei 


I  and  after  the  lirst  day  of  January, 


eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-four,  no  money  i 
drawn  from  the  State  treasury  fur  the  use  aiui 
tion,  association,  asylum,  hospitat,  or  any  othe 

nor  shall  any  grant  or  donatii'U  of  properly  I 

SUle." 
Thesection  was  rejected,  on  a  division, by  a  V 
Mr.  HUESTIS.      Mr.  Chairman:    I  move  I 

report  (he  article  back,  and  recommend  il*  ado] 
The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  CONVENTION. 


The  CHAIl 
nstmcled  me  to  report  that  I 
rticle  on  oily,  county,  and  low 
nd  recommend  ita  adoption. 

Ma.  HOWARD.     Mr.  Presid 


The   Commi 
iship  organ  in 


Ma,  LIXDOW.    Mr.  Presidenl:  I 

The  motion  prevailed. 

And  at  five  o'clock  and  thirtj-ljve 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  FIFTEENTH  DAY. 

S^CRAUiXTO,  Monday,  January  20th,  1879. 

At  nine  o'clock  and  thirly  minutes  t.  h„  the  President  and  Preaiden 
pro  tem.  both  being  absent.  Secretary  Smith  called  the  Convention  ti 
order,  and  called  for  nominations  for  a  temporary  Chairman, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Tully,  Mr.  Murphy  was  called  to  the  Chair. 

The  toll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows : 


Barbour,' 
Barry, 


Boucher, 

Burt, 

Campbell, 

Caplaa, 

Chapman, 

Charles, 

Crouch, 

Dowling, 
Doyle, 
Dun  lap, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Fileher, 


Free  mi 


Howard,  of  Mariposa 

Pulliam, 

Hueatis, 

Reynolds. 

llughcy. 

Ringgold, 

Hunter, 

Kolfe. 

Inman, 

Scbcll. 

Johnson, 

Shoemaker, 

Jones, 

Shurtleff, 

Jovee, 

Smith,  of  Sanla  Clara, 

Kelley, 

Smith,  of  1th  District, 

Kenny, 

Smith, of  San  Franciicoj 

Keyes, 

Soule, 

Kleine, 

Stedman, 

Laine, 

Steele, 

Lampson, 

Stevenson, 

Larkin, 

Stuart, 

Larue, 

Sweasej-, 

Lewis. 

BwinJ?"* 

Mansfield, 

Thompson, 

Martin,  of  Alameda, 

Martin,  of  SaniaCrui 

Tully, 

McComas, 

»irner. 

McFartaud, 

Tullle, 

MeNutt, 

ttJHlfcer.of  Toolurane, 

Moffat. 

Moreland, 

Morse, 

Webster, 

Murphy, 

Weller, 

Nason, 

West, 

Neunaber, 

Wickes, 

Ohlever, 

White, 

O'Suilivan, 

Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Howard, ufLosAngeh 


Gregg, 

Hail.  ' 
Harrison, 

Harvey, 
Hilbom, 
Lavigne, 
,  McCallum, 
McConnell, 
McCoy, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Nelson, 


Condon, 
Cowden, 

Dudley.ofSonJoaquii 
Dudley,  of  Sohino, 
Eagon, 
Edgerton, 

Fawcett, 


Leave  of  absence  for  on 

Two  days  leave  of  absence  waa  granted  Mr.  MoCallui 


Reddy, 

Reed. 

Rhodes. 

Schomp, 

SbaHcr, 

Tern-, 

Tinnin. 

Van  Dyke, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Marin 

Wellin, 

Wilson,  of  Tehami 

Mr.  Fresiileut. 


granted  Messrs.  Rhodes  ajid  Beer- 


Jan.  20, 1879. 


OF  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  CONVENTION. 
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Three  days  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Messrs.  Van  Voorhies  and 
Dudley,  of  Solano. 

THR  journHl. 

Mr.  FREUI).  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal be  dispensed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  President:  On  Saturday  last  a  petition  was 
received  at  this  place  by  my  colleague  Mr.  Heiskell,  and  myself,  signed 
by  sixty-three  men  living  at  Knights  Ferry  and  the  immediate  vicmity 
of  that  place,  in  the  County  of  Stanislaus.  The  purport  of  the  petition 
is  tliis:  It  is  addressed  to  this  body,  requesting  this  body  to  adjourn 
without  day,  and  further  requesting  myself  and  my  colleague  to  use 
what  influence  we  may  have  to  accomplish  such  an  end. 

Mr.  President,  I  recognize  the  inalienable  right  of  the  people  to  peti- 
tion those  in  authority,  and  to  petition  representative  bodies  for,  the 
redi'css  of  grievances,  when  they  deem,  that  they  have  grievances  to 
redress,  whether  thesje  grievances  are  real  or  imaginary;  and  I,  there- 
fore, as  I  take  it  to  be  a  duty,  present  this  petition  at  the  request  and  at 
the  behest,  and  out  of  respect  for  the  gentlemen  who  have  petitioned. 
But,  sir,  I  must  say  that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  decline  to  take  any 
steps  in  the  matter.  I  believe  that  a  week  or  two  ago  this  Convention 
by  a  very  decided  vote,  decided  against  the  Finney  resolution  to 
adjourn.  I  put  myself  upon  record  against  that  adjournment.  I  have 
to  say  that  I  am  here  by  the  voice  of  tue  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
State,  and  I  deem  it  my  bounden  duty  to  stay  here  until  the  work  of 
this  Convention  is  completed.  As  to  whether  the  work  of  this  Conven- 
tion shall  be  indorsed  by  the  people,  that  is  a  matter  to  be  determined 
after  we  have  submitted  our  work.  As  to  whether  there  shall  be  any 
appropriations  made  for  the  payment  of  our  per  diem  here,  makes  no 
difl'ereuce  to  me.  Whether  I  receive  pay  for  the  time  occupied  in  serv- 
ing the  people  here,  makes  no  difference.  I  deem,  sir,  that  I  am  here 
at  the  behest  of  the  people,  and  until  they  have  spoken  in  some  other 
more  forcible  manner  I  aeem  it  my  duty  to  stay  here  until  the  work  is 
completed.  Our  work  will  then  be  submitted,  and  then  it  will  be  time 
enough  to  say  whether  the  people  of  the  State  require  or  demand  a  new 
Constitution  or  not.  I  have  here  a  letter  which  I  have  received  from 
the  shme  county,  and  although  it  is  not  addressed  to  this  Convention,  it 
indicates  quite  a  different  sentiment.  Afler  saying  that  a  few  months 
ago  the  people  did  not  care  anything  about  a  new  Constitution,  or  were 
not  much  in  sympathy  with  this  Convention,  the  writer  says,  that 
"  lately  there  has  a  change  come  over  the  spirit  of  their  dreams,  and  I 
hear  nothing  but  commendation.  I  think  the  Constitution  will  get  a 
majority  of  the  votes  in  this  section."  That  is  also  from  the  County  of 
Stanislaus.  I  will  take  this  occasion  to  remark  that  I  returned  to  my 
home,  at  Modesto,  a  week  ago  last  Saturday.  I  was  there  some  four  or 
five  days,  and  I  must  say,  and  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  remark,  in  behalf 
of  the  people  there,  that  they  look  very  favorably  upon  the  work  of  this 
Convention.  While  many  of  them  have  nothmg  to  say  one  way  or 
the  other,  they  deem  it  prudent  to  hold  their  opinions  in  abeyance  as  to 
the  work  of  this  Convention  untifthey  shall  see  what  it  is,  so  that  they 
can  vote  intelligently  upon  the  subject.  I  believe,  Mr.  President,  that 
is  about  all  I  have  to  say  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

Me.  HEISKELL.  Mr.  President:  I  recognize  the  right  of  electors  to 
petition  their  servants,  and  further,  the  right  to  instruct;  and  when  a 
majority  instructs  a  public  servant  it  is  his  dutv  to  obey  or  resign.  The 
petition  just  received,  and  purporting  to  be  from  citizens  of  Knight's 
Ferry,  has  sixty-three  signatures,  and  amoh^  them  electors  from  four, 
certainly,  and,  I  think,  five  precincts  of  Stanislaus  County,  and  electors 
from  the  County  of  Tuolumne.  Some  of  the  precincts  are  large,  as  to 
voters,  and  others  small. 

Now,  sir,  there  are  sixty-three  petitioners  from  the  Counties  of  Stanis- 
laus and  Tuolumne,  from  whose  views,  as  expressed  in  the  petition,  I 
wholly  dissent,  and  some  of  the  signers,  with  whom  I  have  no  acquaint- 
ance, and  they  may  represent  Stanislaus  County.  Thus,  from  two 
counties,  with  an  aggregate  vote  of  three  thousand,  only  sixty-three 
requests  this  body  to  adjourn.  If  this  petition  proves  anything,  it  is  that 
the  people  indorse  the  action  of  this  body  thus  far,  or  are  willing  to  see 
the  result  of  their  labors  before  condemning  it.  Why  the  electors  of 
Tuolumne  County  should  petition  me,  I  am  at  loss  to  know,  unless  of 
their  ignorance — not  knowing  who  their  repi'esentatives  are,  or  ignorant 
of  the  boundaries  of  their  county.  The  petition  contains  a  threat;  but, 
sir,  sixty-three  out  of  three  thousand  votes  cannot  deter  me  from  my 
duty  here  bv  a  threat.  I  will  obev  a  majority  of  my  constituents,  but 
will  not  be  driven  by  any  number  by  a  threat.  I  will  not  be  bulldozed 
or  bullied  by  these  sixty-three.  I  think  I  know  the  animus  of  this 
petition,  but  will  say  nothing  of  it  here.  It  may  appear  there  was 
wanting  a  proper  respect  for  this  body,  from  the  contents  of  the  petition 
appearing  in  the  Record-Union  newspaper  before  being  presentea  to  this 
body,  but  I  assure  you  the  petition  was  not  in  my  charge,  nor  do  I  sup- 
pose Judge  Schell  intended  it  should  appear  in  that  paper  before  being 
presented  here.  It  is  the  expiring  kick  of  a  few  corporation ists  and 
capitalists  in  that  section,  and  I  rejoice  that  it  is  heartily  indorsed  by  the 
Record-Union. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  read  a  short  extract  from 
a  letter  I  have  just  received  fhis  morning  from  Los  Angeles,  from  a  gen- 
tleman who  is  honored  with  the  highest  position  in  this  State.  I  read 
it  because  I  agree  with  my  friend  from  Stanislaus,  that  this  is  the  last 
small  kick  of  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company:  "  I  can  see  a  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  a  portion  of  the  press  to  belittle  the  labors  of  the 
Convention,  and  bring  upon  it  contempt;  but  this  is  understood.  lean 
see  a  high  grade  of  conservatism  and  justice  in  the  action  of  the  Con- 
vention. Of  course  there  are  many  things  that  cannot  be  reached  until 
the  final  result,  when  we  consider  the  amount  of  interest  represented; 
but  I  assure  you  that  the  people  will. sustain  the  Convention  and  beg 
vou  to  give  them  courage,  and  tell  them  not  to  be  in  too  much  haste, 
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but  fx)  stay  until  they  can  conclude  their  business,  if  it  takes  all  the 
time  now  intervening  until  the  meeting  of  the  next  Legislature."  The 
fact  is,  Mr.  President,  that  the  monopolists  see  the  handwriting  on  the 
wall,  and  that  is  the  origin  of  all  these  efforts. 

Mr.  WALKER,  of  Tuolumne.  Mr.  President:  I  must  say,  in  behalf 
of  the  people  of  Tuolumne  County,  that  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  citizens  of  Tuolumne  County  should  be  included  in  a  petition  sent 
to  the  delegates  from  Stanislaus,  unless  it  is  on  account  of  the  bad  asso- 
ciations by  which  they  are  surrounded.  I  presume  they  must  live  some 
where  down  on  the  boundary  of  Stanislaus.  I  certainly  feel  at  liberty 
to  say  that  this  does  not  reflect  the  sentiment  of  the  people  of  Tuolitmne 
County.  Whenever  they  are  desirous  of  sending  a  petition  to  this  body, 
I  presume  that  they  will  present  it  through  their  i-epresentative,  and  I 
desire  the  gentleman  from  Stanislaus  to  furnish  me  with  the  list  of  the 
names  which  are  presented  upon  this  petition  as  being  citizens  of  Tuol- 
umne County. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.  Our  neighbors  in  Tuolumne  are  very  respectable 
people.  I  recognize  them  as  such,  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  they  should 
0  over  into  Stanislaus  among  bad  associates;  and  I  regret  too  that  they 
id  not  know,  if  they  desired  to  present  a  petition,  that  they  had  a  rep- 
resentative here  through  whom  it  could  be  presented.  I  have  no  charge 
to  make  againsLthe  character  of  the  people  of  Tuolumne. 

Mr.  schell.  Mr.  President :  I  neglected  to  state  the  reason  why 
this  petition  was  not  presented  before,  and  why  I  suppose  the  reporters 
of  the  papers  had  received  knowledge  of  it.  It  came  in  this  wise:  I 
did  not  receive  it  until  after  the  Convention  had  passed  the  order  of 
business  under  which  it  could  properly  have  been  presented.  Further,  I 
had  not  seen  my  colleague,  Mr.  Heiskell.  Of  course  I  did  not  deem  it* 
proper  to  present  it  until  Mr.  Heiskell  should  see  it,  because  it  was 
directed  to  Mr.  Heiskell  and  myself.  It  happened  to  be  put  in  my  box, 
and  I  took  it  out  and  opened  it.  I  showed  it  two  or  three  delegates 
here  for  some  advice  in  regard  to  the  matter,  and  that  is  the  way,  no 
doubt,  that  the  knowledge  was  acquired.  I  did  not  give  the  informa- 
tion to  the  paper.  « 

Thr  chair.    Does  the  Convention  desire  to  have  the  petition  read  ? 

[Cries  of  "  read,"  "  read."] 

The  secretary  read : 

To  the  Honorable  Constitutional  ConTention,  now  at  Sacramento  Assembled : 

The  uudecsigned  citizens  and  petitioners,  of  Knight^s  Ferry,  in  the  County  of 
Stanislaus,  regardlessi  of  parties,  believe  the  tirar  has  arrived  when  the  Convention 
should  adjourn  sine  die.  Thoy  have  become  satisfied,  from  the  nature  and  character 
of  the  discordant  elements  of  which  the  Convention  is  composed,  that  no  Consti- 
tution can  be  framed  by  it  that  will  be  ratified  by  the  people.  They  are  in  favor 
of  the  Finney  resolutions,  with  this  amendment,  that  the  adjournment  be  sine  die. 
We,  each  and  every  one  of  us,  also  pledge  ourselves  that  we  will  never  vote  for  a 
candidate  for  tlfe  next,  or  any  future  Legislature,  who  will  not  pledge  hiniseif  to  go 
against  any  appropriation  to  defray  the  exponsjcs  of  the  <^nvention  incurred  after 
the  expiration  of  one  hundred  days  for  which  provision  had  been  made  by  the  \fuit 
LcgiHlatoire. 

We  also  ask  our  delegates  from  this  county,  the  Honorables  Geo.  W.  Schell  and 
T.  D.  Heiskell,  to  use  their  best  ability  and  inflnonce  to  secure  an  adjournment  of 
the  Convention  at  the  earliest  day  possible. 

Believing  as  we  do  that  it  would  be  for  the  best  interests  of  the  State  that  the 
Convention  should  adjourn,  we  ask  that  it  do  ac^nurn  without  delay. 

And  we  will  over  ask  and  pray  for  this  desirable  end. 

January  7th,  1879. 

Mb.  martin,  of  Santa  Cruz.    I  move  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  move  that  the  petition  be  ^ejected. 

Mr.  TULLY.  I  move  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Water 
and  Water  Rights. 

[Laughter.] 

TffB  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  lay  it  on  the 
table. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

KXKMPTION   FBOU   TAXATION.    * 

Mr.  black MER  presented  the  following  petition,  signed  by  a  large 
number  of  citizens  of  San  Diego  County,  requesting  the  exemption  of 
certain  property  from  taxation : 

To  the  Honorable  J.  P.  Hoge,  President,  and  to  the  members  of  the  Constitutional 
Convention : 

Okntlrmen:  Your  petitioners,  citiieens  of  the  Stat«  of  California,  and  residents 
of  San  Diego  County,  most  respectfully  request  your  honorable  body  to  exempt  front 
taxation  all  property  used  exclusively  for  charitable,  educational,  and  church  pur- 
poses. 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  article  on  revenue  and  taxa- 
tion. 

LOCAL   OPTION. 

Mr.  waters.  Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Murphy  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County, 
and  Township  Organization,  relative  to  local  option. 

The  mo|#^n  prevailed. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  the  section. 

The  secretary  read: 

Src.  — .  The  Legislature  shall,  at  its  first  session,  enact  a  law  whereby 
the  qualified  voters  of  any  county,  voting  precinct,  town,  or  city,  by  a 
majority  vote,  from  time  to  time,  may  determine  whether  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquoi-s  shall  be  prohibited  within  the  prescribed  limits. 

Mr.  KENNY.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  section  be  stricken 
out. 

RKMARKS   OP   MR.   WYATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope,  sir,  that  the  section  will  not 
be  .stricken  out.  That  section  seems  to  be  strictly  in  accordance  with 
the  votes  that  this  Convention  has  been  giving  for'the  last  four  or  five 
days,  upon  the  subject  of  local  self-government,  and  it  seems  to  me  to 


1082 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


iToi^DAY, 


come  nearer  home  in  the  right  direction,  in  my  view  of  the  case,  than 
almost  any  other  proposition  that  has  been  submitted  for  the  qpntidera- 
tiou  of  the  Convention.  It  touches  and  affects  all  classes  of  society,  from 
the  oldest  to  the  youngest,  and  from  ihe  poorest  to  the  richest,  and  from 
the  most  weak-minded  to  the  most  mtellectual  of  the  community.  I 
hope  that  it  will  be  left  so  that  those  who  are  affected  by  and  interested 
in  the  subject  shall  have  the  privilege  of  legally  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion; I  therefore  hope  that  the  section  will  not  be  stricken  out,  but  that 
it  will  be  retained  as  a  portion  of  the  Constitution  of  this  State,  and  that, 
if  the  entire  State  is  not  willing  to  adopt  the  principle  in  practice,  that 
at  least  it  will  stand  embodied  in  the  very  organic  law  (»f  tlie  land,  and 
that  it  will  give  that  privilege  even  to  the  huniblest  township  or  village, 
as  it  may  be  subdiviried,  in  this  State;  that  it  would  give  that  portion  of 
a  community  who  desire  it,  a  right  to  speak,  and  to  speak  as  they  desire 
upon  that  subject,  and  not  be  left  to  the  mercy  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
or  any  body  else  but  themselves,  to  say  whether  they  have  that  right  to 
speak  or  not.  Sir,  I  might  refer— rand  it  possibly  would  be  permissible 
to  refer — to  a  circumstance  tha^  occurred  during  my  canvass  for  a  seat  in 
this  Convention.  The  question  of  hxial  option  was  mentionetl  inci- 
dentally, and  it  was  then  that  a  man  who  had  spent  ten  years  of  a 
valuable  portion  of  his  life,  and  ten  thousand  dollars,  in  the  saloons,  and 
was  then  working  upon  the  street,  said  to  me:  "  Wyatt,  stand  for  local 
option.  I  have  been  the  very  servant  of  whisky  mills  for  ten  years  in 
this  county,  and  I  have  drank  up  and  wasted  in  whisky  mills,  ten 
thousand  dollars  that  I  have  made  in  this  valley.  I  will  support  local 
option  to-day,  and  I  want  you  to  stand  for  local  option.  I  do  not  want 
to  be  deprived  of  the  privilege  of  voting  for  local  option ;  it  might  have 
saved  me  from  the  position  I  now  occupy."  I  speak  in  the  interest  and 
in  behalf  of  men,  women,  and  children  of  the  high  and  the  low,  of  the 
rich  and  the  ixior;  I  ask  for  them,  that  the  privilege  be  granted  to  them 
of  self-government,  in  that  respect.  I  hope  that  the  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   T0WN8END. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  also  hope  that  this  section  will 
not  be  stricken  out.  I  cannot  see  what  objection  this  Convention  can 
have  to  people  regulating  their  own  affairs  in  their  own  districts  and 
municipalities.  It  certainly  is  purely  self-government.  This  Conven- 
tion, on  Saturday,  saw  fit  to  permit  the  cities  to  govern  themselves,  and 
establish  separate  governments  and  govern  themselves  in  their  own 
municipalities  in  every  particular;  and  now  I  think,  in  any  district,  or 
county,  or  municipality,  where  the  people  think  that  saloons  are  a  nui- 
sance and  a  detriment,  and  the  majority  of  the  people  are  against 
allowing  them  to  exist,  that  they  should  bo  permitted  to  decide  the  ques- 
tion for  themselves.  I  cannot  see  what  objection  anybody  can  have  to 
that  section.  It  only  allows  the  |>eople,  if  they  consider  that  saloons  are 
a  nuisance,  that  they  are  breeders  of  crime,  that  they  are  a  source  of 
great  evil,  that  they  fill  their  penitentiaries  and  jails  and  poor  houses, 
to  vote  upon  that  question,  and  see  whether  they  will  have  them  in 
their  midst  or  not.    I  hope  the  section  will  stand. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   CaPLES. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  hope  that  this  section  will  be  stricken  out.  The 
gentleman  from  Mendocino  desires  to  know  why  the  people  of  munici- 
palities should  not  be  permitted  to  govern  themselves  m  this  matter.  I 
nope  to  be  able  to  give  the  gentleman  a  satisfactory  reason.  Now,  so  far 
as  the  evil  of  intemperance  is  concerned,  I  take  it  for  granted  there  is 
but  one  opinion.  We  all  agree  that  it  is  a  very  great-evil,  indeed.  The 
next  question  is,  can  we  remedy  that  evil  by  prohibitory  legislation — 
and  it  will  be  well  here  to  remember  that  experience  is  worth  yme- 
thing,  and  is  valuable  in  enabling  us  to  make  up  our  minds  in  regard  to 
possibiiities.  What  has  been  the  result  of  an  attempt  to  secure  morality 
by  legislation?  This  experiment  has  been  tried  for  the  last  quarter  of  a 
century  or  more  in  ^me  of  the  States  in  New  England,  and. I  submit 
that  the  only  result  of  it  has  been  to  force  men  to  drink  behind  the 
door  in  secret,  instead  of  in  public. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Are  you  not  aware  that  wherever  this  has  been 
tried  that  that  large  class  of  men  and  boys, particularly  laboring  men, 
that  congregate  around  saloons  and  sit  there  Saturday  nights  and  spend 
their  money,  that  that  is  entirely  prohibited,  and  that  it  is  only  the 
upper  crust,  that  have  the  means,  that  can  go  in  the  back  doors  and 
drink?  I  will  ask  you  another  question.  Suppose  you  was  doing  a 
business  and  had  a  great  many  men  employed,  and  in  the  middle  q{ 
your  harvest  some  one  should  come  along  and  set  up  what  is  called  a 
deadfall  right  alongside  of  your  field? 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  have  had  some  experience  in  this  matter.  I  have 
been  in  California  more  than  twenty-nine  years.  I  have  had  a  large 
number  of  men  in  my  employ.  I  have  suffered  as  much  as  any  other 
man  from  the  intemperance  of  other  men.  But  is  it  wise  to  attempt  to 
enforce  morality  by  legislation?  What  is  the  result?  We  have  had 
some  experience  here  in  California,  and  we  know  what  it  has  been. 
The  direct  result  is  to  set  the  people  to  wrangling  and  quarreling  about 
this  proposition,  and  it  is  no  sooner  lost  than  they  raise  it  again,  and  I 
venture  the  assertion  that  the  adoption  of  this  section  would  cost  the 
State  of  California  more  money — in  time  and  in  money  itself — than  the 
entire  expenses  of  the  State  government.  Yes,  double  as  much.  I  assert 
that  it  would  cost  twice  as  much  as  the  State  government  would  cost. 
People  would  wrangle  over  the  question  week  in  and  week  out,  and 
they  never  would  say  quit.  They  would  keep  up  the  fight  perpetually. 
I  refer  gentlemen  to  the  experience  that  we  had  here  a  few  years  ago. 
I  remember  the  condition  oi  things  then  prevalent  in  many  of  the  local 
subdivisions  of  the  State.  It  was  a  pandemonium.  It  was  a  hell  on 
earth,  and  I  protest  against  a  repetition  of  it.  That  vras  the  result 
wherever  this  contest  over  local  option  was  made.  It  was  a  scene  of 
turmoil  and  strife — people  neglecting  their  business  and  engaging  in 
this  political  struggle.  It  was  a  fearful  scene,  and  if  we  should  adopt 
this  section  in  a  constitutional  provision,  this  struggle  would  be  repeated 


and  you  would  have  nothing  but  a  political  wrangle.     I  protest,  Mr. 
Chairman,  against  the  policy,  or  lunacy,  of  this  attempt.     If    it    ynras 
possible  for  us  to  secure  moralify  and  the  just  deportment  of  th©  j>oople 
by  legislative  enactment,  it  would  be  desirable  to  do  it,  and  I  wrould    be 
the  fii-st  to  advocate  it.    But,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  could  do    tHi:s    -we 
could  do  more,  and  I  should  be  in  favor  of  going  back  and  rej>ealing 
original  sin ;  wipe  it  all  out  at  one  fell  blow.     Why  not?    Let  us  r&p^^ 
the  fall  of  man,  and  transfer  mankind  back  into  the  garden  of  I*>ieii. 
But  we  are  here  to  legislate  in  temperance  and  reason,  and  we  bav^e  g*jt 
to  accept  the  world  as  we  find  it.     I  deny  utterly  that  it  is  wittiiu    Lbe 
range  of  possibility  to  legislate  to  secure  and  enforce  morality.     Besides, 
Mr.  Chairman,  what  would  be  the  result  upon  the  labors  of  thiss  Oon- 
vention?    Is  there  any  gentleman  here  who  believes  that  such  a  provis- 
ion would  be  indorsed  oy  the  people  of  California?    A  liberty   lovine 
people  deny  to  the  government  any  right  to  control  their  personal 
action. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Will  you  allow  me  to  ask  you  a  question? 

Mr.  CAPLES.     Yes. 

Mr.  T0WNS£ND.    Are  you  aware  that  gambling  is  prohibited    bj 
law? 

Mr.  C.\PLES.    Yes;  it  is  attempted  to  be  prohibited. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Are  you  aware  that  those  places  where  there  used 
to  be  open  gambling  and  bands  of  music  at  the  door  are  prohibited  by 
law,  and  that  the  consequence  is  that  that  evrt  is  very  much  restricted  ? 
Legislation  upon  that  is  no  different  from  any  other  question,  and 

Mr.  CAPLES.    This  is  my  speech,  and  I  propose  to  proceed.     I  will 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  there  is  more  gambling  now  than  there  ^iras 
at  the  time  he  refers  to.    There  is  five  times  as  much.     Who  will  deny 
it?     Why  the  Stock  Boards  in  San  Francisco  are  the  source  of  a  greater 
amount  of  gambling  and  a  wider  field  for  gambling  operations  than  all 
the  poker  games  of  'forty-nine  and  'fifty.    You  cannot  prevent  it   by 
legislation.    And  I  will  inform  the  gentleman  that  in  man}'  places  in 
this  State  there  are  gambling  games — it  is  true  the  bands  of  music  are 
not  there — as  flourishing  as  in  the  days  of  'forty-nine.    They  are  not 
conducted  openly,  but  the  gentleman  knows  where  to  go  to  find  theni. 
I  will  venture  the  a&sertion  that  every  gentleman  on  this  floor  can  find 
a  place  if  they  desire  to  do  so,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  some  have 
found  it.     [Laughter.]     I  am  and  have  been,  so  far  as  I  am  individually 
concerned,  although  it  is  not  perhaps  worth  stating  here,  opposed  to 
every  form  and  shape  of  gambline.     I  do  not  desire  to  blow  my  own 
horn,  gentlemen,  but  the  fact  is  I  have  been  a  consistent  enemy  of  this 
kind  of  life  alwavs,  and  have  sufl'ered  by  it  through  others,  and  have 
every  reason  to  desire  a  high  standard  of  public  morality,  because  it 
conduces  to  the  public  weliare  in  more  ways  than  one;  but  what  we 
have  got  to  do  here  is  to  accept  the  condition  of  mankind  as  we  find  it 
and  attempt  no  impossibility.     It  is  our  duty  to  accept  the  condition  of 
things  we  find  and  provide  the  best  remedies  that  we  can,  and  not 
attempt  to  do  that  which  it  is  beyond  our  power  to  do.     I  assert  that  it 
is  beyond  the  power  of  this  Convention,  or  any  law-making  power,  to 
secure  public  morality  by  statute  enactment. 

Me.  KENNY.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   BROWX. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  did  not  propose  saying  anything 
upon  this  subject.  When  there  was  a  liquor  subject  up  a  few  days  aeo, 
and  the  idea  presented  with  regard  to  having  pure  liquors,  I  then  also 
spoke  upon  this  subject,  which  I  had  not  intended  to  do,  and  thought  at 
tnat  time  that  a  purification  of  liquors  was  a  matter  worthy  of  the 
attention  and  high  appreciation  of  this  committee.  Now,  in  this  case  I 
look  upon  the  wishes  of  a  number  of  the  citizens  from  different  parts  of 
this  State,  and  they  are  far  more  numerous  than  the  petitioners  from 
Stanislaus  Countv,  and  they  demand  the  attention  and  consideration  of 
this  body  upon  this  very  important  question.  We  know  that  there  has 
been  in  this  State  an  effort  in  the  line  of  local  option,  and  we  know  that 
citizens  of  positions  of  this  State  have  wanted  to  carry  out  their  wishes 
in  their  respective  localities,  and  could  not  do  so.  Why?  Because  they 
had  no  constitutional  sanction  for  it.  There  was  a  deficiency.  They 
lacked  foundation  in  the  organic  law  of  the  State.  In  different  parts  of 
the  State  they  have  conceived  that  the  sale  of  ardent  spirits  has  been  a 
detriment  to  them,  great  damage  to  them,  and  they  have  desired  that 
this  Convention  should  give  them  an  opportunity  in  these  respective 
localities  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  liquors  by  a  majority  vote.  Now,  this 
committee,  so  far,  has  adopted  the  system,  to  a  great  extent,  of  local 
government,  and  if  the  people  are  to  be  allowed  local  government  in 
other  respects,  why  not  m  this?  Is  the  evil  less  in  this  than  in  any 
other,  that  they  shall  be  prohibited  this  right?  Is  it  not  an  evil  of  some 
consequence?  I  am  not  going,  upon  the  present  occasion,  to  perpetrate 
upon  you,  in  any  form,  a  temperance  lecture,  but  I  am  going  to  advocate 
the  rights  of  the  people  in  various  portions  of  the  Stated  be  heard  by 
this  body,  when  they  demand  that  they  have  a  right  to  do  as  they  please 
in  this  matter  by  a  majority  vote.  It  is  said  by  the  gentleman  last  upon 
the  floor  that  you  cannot  legislate  morality  into  the  people.  You  cannot 
do  this.  If  this  proves  anything,  it  proves  too  much.  We  might,  upon 
the  same  principle,  say  that  there  shall  be  no  laws  against  steahng, 
forgery,  or  any  other  crime,  because  upon  the  broad  principle  you  can- 
not legislate  morality  into  the  people.  The  idea  is  to  have  it  in  the 
power  of  any  local  subdivision  of  the  county,  if  they  deem  this  to  be  an 
evil,  to  legislate  against  it.  To  take  the  broad  position,  that  you  cannot 
legislate  morality  mto  the  people,  is  assuming  too  miich.  You  might  as 
well  say  that  because  there  are  laws  against  stealing  and  stealing  still 
goes  on,  that  you  would  do  away  with  all  laws  against  stealing.  It 
assumes  too  much.  I  am  satisfied  that  every  member  of  this  body  must 
see  the  utter  fallacy  of  the  gentleman's  position  on  this  subject.  But 
there  is  nothing  more  demanded  and  nothing  more  desired  by  the  people 
than  to  do  as  they  wish  in  their  respective  townships  and  localities.  It 
is  a  reasonable  request.    It  has  been  granted  in  different  places.    It  will 
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not  conflict  with  the  people  elsewhere,  and  I  cannot  see  why  there 
should  be  anything  of  a  factious  opposition.  It  was  contended  all  the 
time  that  the  matter  would  load  down  the  Constitution,  as  though  it  was 
a  camel  and  this  was  the  last  straw,  and  would  break  ita  back.  I  sav  it 
will  not,  because  it  does  not  affect  others.  It  does  not  affect  any  locality 
except  those  who  vote  in  favor  of  it.  I  do  contend  that  it  merits  the 
serious  consideration  of  this  body,  and  some  action  upon  the  subject,  and 
I  hope  that  the  section  will  not  be  stricken  out. 

REMARKS   OF   UR.   BARTOK. 

Mr.  barton.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  this  section  will  not  be 
stricken  out.  The  argument  of  my  friend,  Dr.  Caples,  if  it  proves  any- 
thing, proves  that  we  should  stop  short  in  civilization  and  go  back  into 
barbarism.  The  idea  of  a  gentleman  upon  the  floor  of  this  Convention 
assuming  the  position  that  we  have  not  got  the  right  to  legislate  upon 
the  subject  of  moraliiy  in  the  direction  that  the  people  desire,  simply 
because  laws  that  have  been  paased  to  restrain  evils  have  not  prevented 
them  entirely  !  The  idea  that  we  have  not  the  right  to  give  to  the  peo- 
ple in  any  locality  the  right  to  say  what  is  a  nuisance  and  what  is  not, 
IS  wrong  an^ contrary  to  the  principles  of  our  Government!  It  is 
undemocratic.  The  principles  of  this  Government  are  broad  and  liberal, 
and  upon  that  basis  this  Government  must  stand  or  fall.  To  give  to  the 
Legislature  the  power  to  say  to  the  people  of  a  district,  you  can  abate  a 
nuisance,  is  something  that  the  people  of  this  State  demand.  It  is  not 
prohibitory,  if  you  please,  as  the  doctor  would  have  us  believe.  It  is 
simply  giving  the  people  the  right  to  say  who  shall  or  who  shall  not 
have  a  right  to  conduct  this  business,  thereby  compelling  them  to  give 
security  mr  their  good  behavior.  Is  it  not  right  that  the  Legislature  of 
tlie  people  of  California  should  have  the  right  to  authorize  the  people  to 
shut  up  these  places  where,  witli  two  ounces  of  poison  and  a  gallon  of 
water,  they  manufacture  the  deadly  compounds  they  sell  over  their  bar? 
Whenever  I  hear  one  of  the  s&^es  of  this  society  get  up  and  say  that  this 
is  wrong,  I  have  been  constrained  to  the  belief  that  thia  great  reform 
movement  never  will  get  an  abiding  place  in  the  minds  of  thcT  people 
until  this  Bourbon  class  is  in  existence  no  more.  Progress  in  our  society 
is  marked,  and  the  old  Bourbon  ideas  must  stand  back  and  give  place  to 
the  ideas  of  progress.  We  claim  the  right  as  local  optionists  and  tem- 
perance people  of  this  State  to  legislate  upon  this  great  question. 

I  remember  a  few  years  ago  when  the  subject  of  local  option  was  being 
championed  by  a  verv  few  men  upon  the  floor  of  this  house,  that  in  the 
short  space  of  eight  (loth^  the  whisky  men  and  whisky  dealers  of  this 
State  secured  and  raised  a  corrupting  fund  of  one  hundred  and  forty- 
eight  thousand  dollars,  to  defeat  that  measure.  But  then,  aa  it  is  now, 
there  was  a  band  of  gentlemen  upon  the  floor  of  the  Legislature  that 
were  in  the  interest  of  the  people  and  humanity,  and,  sir,  that  bill  became 
a  law  against  and  in  spite  of  all  this  ill-gotten  money.  The  corrupting 
fund  could  not  be  used.  The  lobby  found  themselves  in  the  position  of 
men  without  a  place  to  invest  it.  The  bill  went  to  the  Governor,  was 
signed,  and  became  a  law,  and  the  Supreme  Court — ^and  I  desire  to  speak 
kindly  of  them  as  {)ossible — decidea  that  law  to  be  unconstitutional  ,- 
that  a  district  or  township,  in  their  local  authority  and  power,  based  upon 
A  democratic  idea  of  government,  had  no  right  to  do  this  thing.  But,  by 
way  of  stultification,  they  went  into  Shasta  County  and  there  they  decided 
that  the  local  authorities  of  a  certain  township  had  the  right  to  do  this 
very  same  thing  that  the  people  of  Alameda  were  denied.  7ell  nie  that 
the  Legislature  of  this  State  has  not  got  the  right  to  pass  a  law  that  will 
jirotect  my  boys  and  youra  from  the  vices,  from  the  corruption, and  from 
the  sins  that  beset  them  upon  every  hand.  I  warn  you,  now,  that  this 
is  false  legislation,  and  I  appeal  to  you,  now,  as  honest  men,  in  behalf  of 
my  boys  and  yours,  and  the  rising  generation  generally  throughout  the 
State,  to  stand  up  manfully  and  weight  down  this  Constitution  with  one 
of  the  grandest  jewels  that  ever  emanated  from  a  legislative  body. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  to  the  section  and 
in  favor  of  striking  it  out  for  various  reasons.  I  will  only  give  one  or 
two.  In  the  fir^^t  place,  I  am  afraid  it  will  load  down  the  Constitution, 
and  injure  its  chances  of  adoption  [laughter],*  and  in  the  second  place,  I 
have  learned  that  quite  a  number  of  prominent  gentlemen,  connected 
with  the  interests  of  the  corporations  of  the  State,  are  in  favor  of  the 
proposition.  I  think  these  two  reasons  should  be  sufficient  to  defeat  it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  MARTIN,  of  Santa  Cruz.  Mr.  Chairman  :  Some  years  ago  I  was 
very  much  in  favor  of  local  option,  but  having  seen  the  workings  of  it 
once  in  my  own  county,  and  throughout  the  State,  I  hope  it  will  be 
defeated  ;  therefore  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  it  out.  I  look  upon  local 
option  as  a  fraud. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  aware  of  who  I  shall  offend 
by  the  position  I  take  upon  this  question,  but  I  care  not  for  that.  I  am 
in  favor  of  democracy,  pure  and  simple,  and  if  we  divide  the  State  into 
small  territories,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not  allow  them  to  have 
jurisdiction  on  all  sorts  of  questions.  I  do  not  suppose  that  it  will  work 
as  the  people  anticipate,  but  I  supi>ort  the  proposition  on  principle; 
consequently  I  hope  it  will  not  be  stricken  out. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    BARBOUR. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  voted,  sir,  throughout  this 
Convention  in  favor  of  local  self-government,  but  I  am  not  able  to  sup- 
port the  proposition  on  the  Secretary's  table,  because  it  is  not  self-govern- 
ment, as  I  understand  it;  but  it  is  made  obligatory  upon  the  Legislature 
by  the  use  of  the  word  "shall."  .  The  people  of  this  State,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  once  did,  when  the  issue  was  presented^to  them  as  a  direct 
issue,  elect  a  Legislature  in  favor  of  local  option  laws.  And  they  enacted 
a  law  which  was  declared  by  the  Supreme  Court  unconstitutional.  That 
decision  is  in  the  forty-eighth  California  Reports,  in  the  case  of  ex  parte 
Wall,  and  that  decision  of  the  Court  proceeds  upon  two  grounds.  I 
suppose,  of  course,  if  the  friends  of  local  self-government  wish  to  enact 
anything  in  this  Constitution,  it  would  be  for  the  purpose  of  getting 


around  or  removing  the  objections  made  by  the  Supreme  Court  to  the 
local  option  law  which  was  once  passed  in  this  State.  That  objection 
was  upon  two  grounds :  first,  that  the  Legislature  had  no  power  to  dele- 
gate its  legislative  authority;  and  in  the  next  place,  that  township 
government,  which  was  provided  for  under  the  Constitution,  had  not 
been  by  the  Legislature  carried  into  effect,  and  that  the  Constitution  was 
not  self-executing,  and  therefore  there  was  no  township  organization  in 
the  sense  of  the  Constitution,  and  consequently  that  the  local  option 
laws  were  void,  there  being  no  local  legislature  such  as  was  contemplated 
or  provided  in  the  Act  called  the  Local  Option  Act.  Now,  the  Supreme 
Court,  after  stating  their  objections,  decided  that  if  township  organiza- 
tions were  created,  or  local  legislatures,  as  they  called  them,  and  the 
power  was  delected  to  them  of  regulating  tippling,  or  the  selling  or 
dealing  in  intoxicating  liquors,  that  that  would  be  constitutional.  I  will 
read  from  the  syllabus  of  that  decision  : 

**  When  a  system  of  town  governments  shall  have  been  established  by 
the  Legislature,  and  when  local  town  legislatures  shall  have  been  organ- 
ized under  that  system,  the  Legislature  may  confide  to  such  local  legis- 
latures the  right  to  make  local  rules,  but  it  cannot  delegate  to  the  people 
living  within  ceilain  territorial  limits,  but  who  have  no  distinctive 
political  character  or  governmental  organization,  the  power  to  make 
laws." 

Now,  sir,  would  it  not  be  sufficient,  even  admitting  or  supposing  we 
have  not  sufficiently  conferred  upon  the  Legislature  this  power — would 
it  not  be  sufficient,  instead  of  compelling  the  Legislature  to  enact  laws 
of  this  kind,  to  declare  the  general  principle  that  they  should  have  the 
power,  when  they  do  create  these  townships  or  local  organizations — that 
whenever  they  have  done  that  they  should  have  the  power  to  delegate 
them  this  general  power  which  is  spoken  of  here  ?  Would  it  not  be  com- 
prehended under  tne  general  power  to  "  make  and  enforce  within  its  limits 
ail  sucii  local,  police,  sanitary,  and  other  regulations  as  are  not  in  conflict 
with  general  laws,"  and  laws  generally  fur  the  regulation  of  their 
domestic  concerns?  It  seems  to  me  that  that  js  sufficient  without  flying 
directly  in  the  face  of  that  business  by  declaring  that  the  Legislature 
shall,  ex  propria  vi^ore,  go  ahead  and  impose  it  upon  the  people  of  this 
State — that  it  is  being  made  a  separate  issue.  I  do  not  think  the  Legis- 
lature should  be  tied  up  by  the  people  in  that  way — a  cast  iron,  inflexi- 
ble obligation  upon  the  Legislature,  whether  or  no,  to  enact  such  a  law. 

Mr.  T0WNS£ND.  I  think  the  gentleman  voted  for  a  great  many 
such  measures. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  have  voted  for  a  number  of  measures  looking  to 
local  government,  and  I  have  no  objection,  to  it  now,  provided  it  is 
necessary.  There  is  the  decision  of  our  Supreme  Court.  That  decision 
is,  that  when  you  have  township  organizations  then  you  can  delegate 
this  power.  How  can  you  do  s4 except  there  is  a  city,  a  regular  incor- 
porated city,  with  its  regular  Board  of  Supervisors — its  local  legislature? 
How  can  you  say  thata  certain  portion  of  a  county  not  organized,  hav- 
ing no  local  legislature,  how  can  you  say  that  they  can  go  ahead  and 
make  laws?  I  am  satisfied  that  if  you  do  this  you  have  got  to  go  the 
whole  hog  and  make  it  compulsory  upon  the  Legislature  to  provide 
township  organizations.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  already  provided  for. 
The  Supreme  Court  objection  has  been  met  by  our  provision  number 
twelve  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  City,  County,  and  Township 
Organization,  ana  other  provisions  in  this  Constitution. 

REMARKS  OP  MR.   KLRINE. 

Mr.  KLEINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  local  option  business  seems  to 
me — I  guess  it  originated  in  the  brains  of  a  few  fanatics,  I  guess.  If  a 
man  wants  to  jump  into  the  Sacramento  who  can  prevent  him?  This 
local  option  law,  according  to  the  way  I  understand  it,  gives  the  business 
into  the  hands  of  a  few.  It  takes  away  the  liquor  business  from  the 
small  whisky  shops  and  gives  it  into  the  hands  ot  the  large  ones.  That 
is  the  way  it  works  in  Maine.  They  have  a  law  against  selling  liquor, 
and  you  find  just  as  many  drunkards  in  the  State  or  Maine  as  anywhere 
else.  The  man  that  wants  it  will  have  it.  For  my  own  part  I  never 
drink  it  at  all.  I  never  spend  two  bits.  I  don't  smoke  and  I  don't 
drink.  I  have  no  use  for  it.  A  gentleman  can  drink  whisky  if  he 
wants  whisky.  If  you  close  the  whisky  shops  he  goes  to  a  bigger  liquor 
shop  and  gets  it.  According  to  these  local  option  Taws,  as  I  said  before, 
it  gives  the  business  all  to  the  wholesale  dealers.  The  man  that  can 
afford  to  buy  ten  gallons,  of  course  he  will  have  his  whisky,  and  how 
easy  it  is  for  a  man  to  get  his  whisky  at  the  wholesale  liquor  store.  It 
is  nothing  but  a  crazy  idea.     I  am  opposed  to  it.     I  shall  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  May  I  ask  you  a  question?  You  say  you  never 
drink  or  spend  money  for  it.  Didn't  I  have  a  drink  with  you  in  a 
saloon  the  other  day  ? 

Mr.  KLEINE.  Yes,  you  did.  You  did,  sir;  I  don't  deny  that.  I 
can  drink  myself,  but  I  very  seldom  drink.  I  done  it.  I  don't  belong 
to  any  temperance  society.  I  don't  allow  any  man  or  any  society  to 
bind  me.  Although  I  never  spend  two  bits  for  whisky,  nor  beer,  nor 
wine,  if  I  am  thirsty,  you  give  me  the  preference  of  a  glass  of  water  or 
a  glass  of  beer,  I  always  take  the  water.  ^ 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Why  are  you  working  against  your  fellow  labor- 
ers? Don't  you  know  that  many  of  them  spend  all  their  money  for 
whisky  when  they  might  be  getting  rich? 

Mr.  KLEINE.  If  a  man  sees  fit  to  spend  his  money  in  whisky  it  is 
his  own  look  out.  I  know  many  men  that  do  not  drink  whisky,  and 
they  spend  their  money  with  bad  women.  [Laughter.]  Who  is  the 
most  moral  man  ?  The  man  that  spends  his  money  with  prostitutes  or 
with  whisky?    [Laughter.] 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   VAGQUEREL. 

Mr.  VACQUEREL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  been  handed  here  a  little 
paper,  signed  with  the  grand  seal.  I  should  like  to  ask  what  kind  of  a 
religion  it  is.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  some  kind  of  a  religion  or 
another.    Now,  section  four  of  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  California 
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provides  that'Hhe  free  exercise  aud  enjoyment  of  religious  profession 
and  worship,  without  discrimination  or  preference,  shall  be  forever 
allowed  in  this  State.".  Now,  if  we  legislate  upon  this  local  option  we 
are  certainly  legislating  for  a  certain  class  of  religion,  or  a  certain  society, 
which  is  directly  against  the  Constitution.  Another  thing,  a  gentleman 
on  this  floor  has  said  that  the  Legislature  had  a  right  to  protect  his 
children  and  other  people's  children.  Now,  sir,  if  a  father  cannot  pro- 
tect his  own  child,  I  would  like  to  know  how  the  Legislature  is  going  to 
do  it?  Why  not  pass  a  law  then  when  the  children  come  to  be  born, 
that  they  must  come  into  world  with  nothing  but  virtues,  and  no  vices 
at  all?  Are  we  to  regenerate  mankind?  Can  we  stop  a  man  from 
drinking  if  he  wants  to?  Let  everybody  go  according  to  his  own  con- 
science. He  is  the  one  that  suffers  for  it  if  he  makes  an  abuse  of  it. 
Why,  in  countries  where  there  is  no  such  law  as  that,  where  people  are 
permitted  to  drink  whenever  they  choose,  those  are  the  very  countries 
where  you  see  the  least  drunkards.  I  hope  this  section  will  be  stricken 
out. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Aiigeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  move  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  and  insert. 

The  SECRETARY  read  >  • 

"Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'section'  down  to  the  word  *  enact,' and 
insert  the  words  *  the  city  and  township  governments  organized  under 
the  Constitution  may." 

BSMARKS   OF   UR.    HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  was  elected  here  on  a  straight 
Democratic  nomination.  I  stand  here  as  a  Democrat.  The  original 
definition  of  a  democratic  government — the  Greek  definition — was  that 
it  is  a  government  by  the  people.  Now,  sir,  I  propose  that  the  people, 
locally,  as  we  have  repeatedly  enacted  here,  shall  govern  in  relation  to 
this  matter.  The  mam  objection  to  a  local  option  law  has  always  been 
that  it  was  not  supported  by  public  sentiment.  But  if  a  majority  of  the 
people  of  a  city  or  township  are  in  favor  of  the  prohibition  of  this  retail 
traoc  or  traffic,  then  it  is  sustained  by  public  sentiment,  and  then  I  think 
it  is  proper  that  they  should  have  a  right  to  say  whether  this  poison 
shall  be  sold  at  every  corner  of  a  street  or  not.  Now,  nobody  doubts — 
my  friend  from  Sacramento  knows  very  well,  as  a  physician — that  the 
Legislature  has  always,  in  most  of  the  States,  if  not  in  this,  and  prac- 
tically in  this,  exercised  the  right  to  reticulate  the  sale  of  p<ii8on.  Now, 
it  is  true,  as  I  had  oc(!asion  to  say  here  the  other  day,  that  nine  tenths  of 
everything  we  drink  in  this  State  is  a  compound  of  poisons,  mixed  up 
bv  the  wholesale  dealer.  One  of  the  largest  manufacturers  of  wine  in 
this  State  told  me,  the  other  day,  that  the  wines  and  all  the  other  liquors 
are  adulterated  in  every  hand  through  which  they  pass.  That  it  is 
destroying  the  health  of  our  people;  ^at  it  is  sending  them  to  the  pen- 
itentiary as  well  as  to  the  insane  asvlum,  is  a  notorious  fact.  I  was 
reading  the  other  day  an  English  publication,  in  which  extensive  evi- 
dence was  taken,  and  there  was  the  evidence  of  the  wife  of  an  English 
operator,  who  said  that  her  only  chance  to  get  any  of  the  money  for  the 
support  of  the  family,  paid  to  her  husband  on  Saturday  night,  was  to  go 
with  him  to  the  paying-table,  and  accompany  him  home.  She  testified 
tliat  between  the  house  of  the  paying-table  and  her  own  residence  there 
were  in  one  block  five  groceries;  that  she  could  get  him  by  tj^o^  but 
when  it  come  to  get  him  by  five,  he  spent  all  his  money  before  lie  got 
home.  Now,  everybody  knows  the  misery  of  this  thing;  everybody 
knows  its  immoral  tendency ;  everybody  knows  its  effect  upon  the  health 
of  the  people.  I  think  that  it  will  preserve  the  public  peace  to  have  this 
matter  disposed  of  by  the  local  governments.  I  know  there  are  two  col- 
onies in  this  State,  founded  by  people  who  have  churches  and  schools 
and  libraries  and  societies,  who  do  not  want  liquor  sold  in  their  place. 
Ono^or  twice  parties  have  attempted  to  set  up  groceries  in  these  colonies, 
but  the  colonists  notified  them  that  they  could  not  do  it,  and  the  fact  is, 
that  they  were  obliged  to  quit,  for  they  saw  at  once  that  the  moral 
atmosphere  would  be  made  too  warm  for  them  if  they  attempted  to  force 
these  establishments  upon  them.  This  is  likely  to  occur  in  many  places, 
and — for  instance,  in  the  township  in  which  that  colony  is  located— why 
not  allow  it  to  say  liquor  shall  not  be  sold  here,  or  shall  not  be  sold  at 
retail,  or  to  make  such  regulations  as  will  protect  the  morals  and  health 
of  the  locality?  On  principle,  it  is  certainly  ripht,and  I  believe  that  the 
utility  of  it  would  be  very  great,  for  this  habit  of  drinking,  among  our 
people,  is  produced  by  social  feeling.  A  half  dozen  fellows  get  into  a 
grocery;  one  treats,  another  treats,  and  another  treats,  out  of  pure  good 
feeling,  and  the  first  thing  they  know,  half  of  them  have  contracted 
habits  of  intemperance  and  habits  of  dissipation.  It  does  strike  me  that 
it  is  a  right  thing  to  be  done  to  leave  it  to  the  local  governments  to  say 
whether  this  vice  shall  be  perpetrated  and  perpetuated  in  their  commu- 
nities or  not. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  Would  the  gentleman  permit  a  question?  I  desire 
to  ask  General  Howard  if  his  devotions  to  the  principles  of  local  self- 
government  would  carry  him  to  the  extent  of  justifying  the  enactment 
of  a  code  of  blue  laws  for  any  city  or  township? 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  No,  I  would  not  prevent  a  gentle- 
man from  kissing  his  wife  on  Sunday,  but  I  would  prohibit  him  from 
making  his  brother  drunk  on  any  day. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    WEST. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by  my 
colleague  from  Los  Angelci*  will  prevail.  It  certainly  is  correct  in  prin- 
ciple. It  is  sound  in  theory,  and  it  is  one  of  those  cardinal  principles 
\hat  underly  true  democracy,  that  the  people  in  every  community,  in 
their  corporate  or  municipal  character  should  be  permitted  to  regulate 
their  own  affairs.  From  the  commencement  of  the  discussion  upon  city, 
county,  and  township  organization,  I  have  voted  steadily,  constantly, 
and  uniformly  in  favor  of  local  self  government.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman, 
if  there  is  any  subject  upon  which  local  authority  should  be  permitted 
to  be  exercised,  it  is  upon  the  protection  of  the  morals  of  the  youth;  it 


is  upon  those  police  regulations  that  either  tend  to  corrupt,  or  <iestrov, 
or  vitiate,  or  tend  to  elevate,  cultivate,  and  purify  the  generations  of  soci- 
ety. I  am  acquainted  with  some  of  those  localities  to  which  my  colIeAfrue 
referred,  in  the  County  of  Los  Angelt^s.  I  will  state  one  instance  briefly. 
A  low,  demoralized  individual,  right  frmn  the*brothels,  establisfaeci  a 
drinking  saloon  in  the  vicinity  of  our  public  school.  By  the  introduc- 
tion of  sundry  little  games  and  inducements  he  enticed  the  boys  in  there. 

Mr.  white.  Is  not  this  whole  subject  covered  in  section  twelve, 
when  it  says  that  the  local  governments  "shall  make  such  local,  police, 
sanitary,  and  other  regulations  as  are  not  inconsistent  with  general  la.'^^s  ?" 

Mr.  HOWARD.     Will  you  vote,  in  the  Convention,  to  sustain  seotion 
twelve? 

Mr.  WHITE.    I  will  vote  to  sustain  section  twelve. 

Mr.  west.     I  am  of  the  opinion  that  section  twelve  does  sustain  the 
principle,  and  gives  the  authority,  but  I  cannot  permit  this  occasion    to 
pass  without  expressing  myself  in  favor  of  the  right,  power,  and  privi- 
lege of  local  communities  to  protect  themselves  against  the  crushing 
influence  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  if  they  are  disposed,  hy   a 
majority  vote  to  do  so.    In  these  instances  to  which  I  am  referring,'  this 
nuisance  becomes  intolerable.     In  the  case  I  refer  to,  ji  is  said  that  a 
tidal  wave  struck  this  institution,  and  in  the  morning  the  saloon  lEvas 
found  in  a  ravine  near  by,  all  broken  to  pieces.     I  hope  we  will  not   be 
compelled  to  depend  upon  these  tidal  waves  to  destroy  these  institutions 
in  tne  future,  but  that  the  community  may  legally  protect  themselves 
against  them.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  prevail. 

REMARKS    OF    MR.   BIGGS. 

Mr.  biggs.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  lived  fifty  odd  years  trying  to 
be  a  citizen  of  morality  and  virtue.  .1  have  been  taught  that  moral 
suasion  was  much  better  than  coercion.  I  am  opposed  to  the  section. 
I  think  it  is  amply  provided  for. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  a  question?  If  the 
gentleman  sheuld  discover  a  thief  breaking  into  his  store,  and  extracting 
mene/  from  his  till,  would  he  approach  him  with  moral  suasion,  and 
beg  him,  for  the  love  of  God  and  humanity's  sake,  not  to  take  his 
money;  or  would  he  take  him  by  the  throat,  and  pack  him  out? 

Mr.  BIGGS.  The  gentleman  might  say  that,  if  the  moon  were  made 
of  green  cheese,  it  would  be  good  to  feeti  monkeys  on.  I  am  opposed  to 
any  legislative  body  saying  what  a  man  shall  eat,  drink,  or  wear.  I 
have  grandchildren,  and  a  number  of  them,  and  I  undertake  to  say,  it 
is  seldom  you  see  one  of  them  enter  a  saloon  afid  take  a  drink.  In  my 
experience  in  life,  I  have  noticed  that,  when  this  local  option  has 
been  inforced,  the  result  is,  thac  people  bought  liquor  from  wholesale 
places,  and  the  consequence  was  that  they  became  beastly  intoxicated, 
or  else  under  the  influence  of  liquor,  whereas,  if  they  had  gone  to  a 
saloon,  they  would  havtf  had  no  bad  effect  from  it.  In  my  travels 
throughout  the  east  I  have  seen  the  effects  of  this  local  option,  buying  by 
the  bottlefull  and  carrying  it  in  their  pockets.  I  am  ready  to  go  hand  in 
hand  with  every  gentleman  on  the  floor,  upon  the  question  of  morality, 
but  it  cannot  be'  forced  in  this  way  j  they  will  evade  the  law'  they  will 
buy  it  by  the  bottlefull,  they  will  drink  it  at  home.  Do  you  propose  to 
force  it  upon  every  township  organization  to  hold  this  election  ?  You  sat 
you  shall  do  thus  and  so.     It  is  very  expensive  to  hold  these  elections. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  It  is  not  proposed  to  force  this  upon  a  community. 
Suppose  a  community  says,  by  a  majority  vote,  that  they  do  not  want 
the^  dens,  that  they  do  not  want  these  saloons  open  for  people  to  go  in 
at  all  times,  or  for  boys  to  go  in  at  any  time.  Whjr  not  permit  them  to 
rule? 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Do  you  propose  to  force  every  community  to  take  a 
vote  upon  that  direet  question?  A  gentleman  has  spoken  about  the 
Democratic  j)rinciples.  If  he  has  been  an  old  Bourbon  Democrat  he  has 
lived  a  long  time  under  the  influence  of  that  article.  I  am  very  sorry 
that  there  has  been,  one  hundred  and  forty-eight  thousand  dollars  made 
up  for  a  lobby  to  defeat  a  local  option  bill.  The  gentleman  who  discloses 
that  information  was  better  posted  upon  that  question  than  any  other 
gentleman  on  this  floor.  He  ought  to  know.  He  says  it  was  one  hun- 
dred and  forty-eight  thousand  dollars.  Well,  sir,  there  is  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  people  of  this  State  opposed  to  local  option.  Another 
gentleman  made  a  statement  here  that  he  was  elected  directly  upon 
local  option.  If  that  question  was  at  issue  before  the  people  I  know 
nothing  of  it.  I  heard  nothing  of  it  in  any  portion  of  the  State  that  I 
visited  at  the  time.  I  do  think  it  is  unnecessary.  It  is  amply  provided 
for  in  section  twelve.  We  do  not  wish  to  interfere  in  every  business.  I 
am  opposed  to  loading  down  this  Constitution  with  useless  and  such 
worthless  trash  as  this  is. 

Mr.  STEDM  AN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  believe  this  matter  has  been  suf- 
ficiently discussed.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Evey,  Kelley,  Smith,  of  San  Francisco,  and 
Kenny. 

The  committee  refused  to  order  the  main  question,  on  a  division,  by 
a  vote  of  35  ayes  to  43  noes. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  have  a  small  amendment  that  I  desire  to  offer 
to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard.  I 
think  he  will  accept  it. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Amend  the  amendment  so  as  to  read  as  follows:  '  The  city  or  town- 
ship governments  organized  under  this  Constitution  may  enact  a  law 
whereby  the  qualified  electors  of  any  county,  town,  city,  or  city  and 
county,  by  a  majority  vote,  frorif  time  to  time,  may  determine  whether 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  shall  be  prohibited  within  the  prescribed 
limits.'" 

Mr.  HOWARD.    I  accept  that  amendment 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  only  object  is  to  strike  out 
*'  voting  precinct,"  and  put  in  "  county,  town,  city,  or  city  and  county," 
which  would  be  the  designation.  It  does  away  with  the  voting  pre- 
cincts, and  puts  in  the  designation  by  which  the  City  and  County  of  San 
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Francisco  is  known.  The  voting  precincts  in  Ban  Francisco,  under  the 
existing  law,  simply  consist  of  two  hundred  voters,  and  to  submit  that 
question  to  voting  precincts  would  not  practically  have  any  good  effect. 
A  man  could  step  across  to  any  other  voting  precinct  and  get  all  h^ 
wanted. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   JONRS. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman:  For  my  part,  sir,  while  agreeing  with 
the  moral  sentiments  that  are  expre^ed  here — with  the  views  of  nearly 
all  who  have  spoken  on  the  affirmative  of  this  question,  or  against  the 
motion  to  strike  out,  in  regard  to  the  evils  entailed  upon  the  people  by 
the  use  of  intoxicating  drinks,  and  by  having  numerous  places  lor  the 
sale  of  them — I  am  yet  in  favor  of  striking  out,  or  of  amending  it,  for 
this  reason  :  that  it  seems  to  me  to  be  inaugurating  a  form  of  govern- 
ment that  is  not  and  has  not  been  approved  anywhere.  I  think  we  have 
carried  the  principle  of  democracy,  to  which,  under  a  very  proper  declar- 
ation, we  are  all  devoted,  as  far  as  it  can  be  usefully  carried.  We  have 
carried  it  to  this  extent,  that  within  the  scope  of  its  powers  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  shall  make  laws  for  the  government  of  the  State;  and 
within  the  scope  of  their  powers,  which  are  made  ample,  the  people  of 
counties  shall  prescribe  laws  and  regulations  for  the  government  of  these 
counties;  and  still  further,  that  even  subordinate  municipalities  and 
townships  also  shall,  in  accordance  with  the  republican  scheme  by  which 
the  people  of  the  United  States  are  governed,  have  also  their  legislative 
bodies.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  legislative  body,  in  the  township  as 
well  as  in  the  county,  has  the  authority  to  reach  all  the  boneficial  results, 
in  my  judgment,  that  can  be  reached  by  legislation  in  the  direction 
which  we  are  now  contemplating,  and  that  under  a  section  that  has 
been  adopted  in  Committee  of  the  Whole — under  section  twelve  of  the 
article  on  city,  county,  and  township  organizations,  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  representative  government  the  townships  and  counties  can 
deal  with  the  Question  as  u  matter  falling  in  a  general  way  within  their 
jurisdiction.  It  is  representative  government  that  the  American  people 
maintains.  It  is  not  that  which  was  known  of  •Id  in  Greece  as  demo- 
cratic government.  Now,  democratic  government  is  exactly  the  thing 
which  is  contemplated  by  this  section  here,  that  measures  shall  be  passed, 
not  through  any  representative  form  of  government,  not  through  any 
organized  i>ower  adopted  by  the  people,  but  by  a  direct  vote  of  the  indi- 
vidual voters  themselves.  That  has  never  been  found  a  successful  way 
of  dealing  with  any  public  question.  That  was  democracy  in  Greece. 
There  are  plenty  of  gentlemen  here  who  know  how  that  worked,  and 
they  know  that  it  is  impracticable  in  anything  but  a  very  small  com- 
munity. It  is  impracticable  under  any  system  of  government.  It  is 
directly  opjwsed  to  the  system  of  government  to  which  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  unalterably  devoted.  It  is  opposed  to  representative 
government.  There  is  nothing  representative  about  it.  I  do  not  myself 
perceive  any  reason  why  we  should  depart  from  the  system  of  repre- 
sentative government  which  characterizes  this  country.  We  now  pro- 
pose to  narrow  it  down  so  as  to  coA'er  local  interest  to  such  a  degree  as 
may  reach  the  wants  or  needs  of  every  small  portion  of  the  country.  I 
do  not  see  any  reason  now  that  will  justify  us  in  abandoning  that  form 
of  government  and  resorting  to  individual  action  upon  this  question, 
more  than  upon  other  questions.  Why  should  we  not,  then,  if  we  are  to 
give  up  the  scheme  we  have  already  adopted,  in  this  case,  and  confer 
this  governmental  power  up<m  the  townships  in  regard  to  the  sale  of 
liquors — why  shall  we  not  give  it  up  in  regard  to  licensing  all  games, 
and  in  regard  to  keeping  houses  of  ill  fame,  and  in  regard  to  a  hundred 
questions,  and  let  each  one  of  these  be  submitted,  under  the  doctrine  of 
local  option,  to  the  individual  voters,  and  not  to  the  governmental  power 
that  makes  the  other  laws  and  regulations  in  the  county,  township,  or 
other  municipality?     I  object  to  it  upon  that  principle. 

I  believe  that  we  have  already  done  all  that  is  required.  I  believe  in 
the  regular  and  orderly  administration  of  our  laws  according  to  our  own 
theory — the  theory  we  have  always  set  up  and  advocated — and  when 
we  secure  to  the  people  representative  government,  we  give  them  a 
greater  good  than  can  be  given  by  the  -method  under  contemplation 
here.  We  know  very  well  that  when  we  are  making  an  organic  law,  we 
desire  that  it  shall  apply  in  a  general  way,  as  far  as  possible,  and  not, 
when  we  have  pronounced  against  the  State  exercising  special  legisla- 
tion, to  set  ourselves  at  work  making  a  special  legislation  in  the  organic 
law,  pointing  out  a  particular  business  or  a  particular  interest.  I  hardly 
think  it  is  compatible  with  the  nature  of  an  organic  law,  and  whenever 
we  do  that  there  will  be  a  plausible  ground  for  opposition  to  our  work. 
If  we  ox)niine  ourselves  to  that  which  we  have  done,  and  which,  in  my 
opinion,  is  sudicient  to  accomplish  the  desired  result,  we  will  have  a 
system  that  is  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  Legislature  and  with  every- 
thing else.  Men  are  willing  to  say  we  will  abide  by  general  laws,  but 
they  will  always  resent,  and  will  resent  in  this  particular  instance,  with 
tremendous  force  and  effect,  any  organic  legislation  pointing  out  one 
particular  interest.  They  arc  able  to  do  it — I  wish  they  were  not — and 
they  are  able  to  make  it  a  very  different  question  whether  this  Consti- 
tution shall  be  adopted  than  is  intended. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  have  expired. 

rrmarks  of  me.  mcfarland. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  like  to  impugn  the 
motives  of  any  gentleman,  but  it  looks  to  me  as  if  the  gentleman  from 
Los  Angeles  and  his  colleague  have  shapen  their  course  this  momin<^  in 
the  interest  of  Los  Angeles  wine.  Th|y  have  talked  here  a  great  deal 
about  the  adulterations  of  liquors.  The  only  place  where  you  could  get 
purp  wine  was  at  Los  Angeles.  Now,  as  these  locat  legislatures  will  have 
the  power  to  prohibit  any  kind  of  liquors  that  they  choose,  and  except 
any  kind,  it  seems  that  it  is  designed  to  cut  off  all  other  sorts  of  liquor 
except  native  Catifornia  wines,  under  the  insane  idea  that  it  is  a  healthy 
drink.  Now,  sir,  did  you  ever  get  drunk — I  mean,  did  you  ever  drink 
California  wine?  There  is  not  a  man  in  the  State  of  (•alifornia  able  to 
adulterate  that  wine  and  make  it  any  worse  than  it  is.    The  effect  upon 


the  system  is  something  terrible.  When  a  man  drinks  that  wine, 
instead  of  a  pleasant  temporary  exhilaration,  to  be  followed  by  the 
normal  state  again,  he  never  gets  straight  again.  It  is  a  chronic  drunk 
when  he  drinks  California  wipe.  When  a  man  uses  it  for  a  certaiu 
length  of  time  a  falde  skin  begins  to  form  all  over  his  body.  The  dis- 
ease goes  on  very  much  like  leprosy.  It  hardens  the  ligaments,  and  the 
body  is  encased  with  an  unnatural  substance  through  which  the  blood 
does  not  circulate  at  all.  [Laughter.]  There  is  no  healthy  and  natural 
perspiration  goes  on;  the  man  nas  sunken  eyes,  and  the  end  of  him  is 
insanity  and  death. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  him  a  ques- 
tion? Did  he  ever  drink  any  pure  California  wine  in  Los  Angeles,  or 
at  the  vineyards — anywhere? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes;  I  drank  some  they  called  pure,  and  as  they 
do  not  adulterate  there,  it  must  have  been  pure. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  would  like  to  state  that  this  is  to 
prevent  these  Black  Republicans  from  killing  off  Democrats  with  bad 
whisky.     [Laughter  and  applause.] 

Mr.  C.'VPLES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  no  desire  to  argue  this  ques- 
tion further,  as  my  argument  has  been  singularly  perverted.  I  asserted 
that  a  statutory  morality  was  an  impracticability.  I  supposed  I  was 
talking  to  gentlemen  of  intelligence,  who  could  comprehend  the  differ- 
ence between  this,  that, and  the  Qther;  but  it  seems  that  I  was  mistaken 
to  some  extent.  Gentlemen  have  asserted  that  my  assertion  amounted 
to  this:  that  because  we  cannot  have  an  enforced  morality,  hence  wg 
need  not  legislate  against  stealing  or  murder.  Now,  if  any  gentlemen 
here  on  this  flbor  lack  the  intelligence  to  comprehend  the  difference 
between  questions  of  morality  and  questions  of  crime,  I,  Mr.  Chairman, 
disclaim  any  responsibility  for  their  ignorance.  In  conclusion,  I  have 
just  this  remark  to  make  in  regard  to  local  option:  It  is  a  stab  at  this 
Constitution  that  we  are  making,  and  it  is  an  act  of  suicide,  and  every 
gentleman  of  ordinary  intelligence  who  is  acquainted  with  the  people  of 
the  State  of  California,  knows  that  to  be  the  truth,  and  knows  that  the 
people  of  California  will  refuse,  now  and  forever,  to  be  put  into  a  straight 
jacket,  in  obedience  to  the  behests  of  New  England  Puritan  fanaticism. 

'  rrmarks   of   MR.    LIKDOW. 

Mr.  LINDOW.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  would  like  to  see  some  gentleman 
give  us  a  clearer  stat«  of  things.  I  am  just  as  dark  now  as  I  was  when 
it  commenced.  I  see  Dr.  Caples  has  been  up  twice  speaking,  but  I  can- 
not see  any  light  whatever.  There  is  a  point  there  where  he  could  keep 
people  from  getting  drunk,  but  it  would  be  just  as  bad  as  on  this  China 
question — we  would  go  to  interfere  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  That  would  ue  the  only  way  that  we  could  remedy  the  evil. 
But  if  the  gentlemen  look  back  where  the  revenue  comes  in  through  the 
Custom  House,  you  would  find  that  the  wine  and  liquor  brings  more 
revenue  than  any  other  commerce  that  comes  through  the  Custom  House. 
There  would  be  nothing  done  about  it.  Bu^you  look  back  at  the  time 
Senator  Booth  was  Governor  of  the  State  of  California.  They  moved 
for  a  Sunday  law.  Well,  we  knew  right  away  that  that  would  not  pass, 
because  the  Governor  was  doing  a  great  wholesale  business.  Why  was 
it  defeated?  Because  it  was  making  more  money  than  anything  else. 
Now,  the  only  thing  what  I  can  see  is  that  they  want  t^  go  against  the 
small  dealers;  cut  them  off,  and  they  will  make  the  people  believe  that 
that  will  make  a  sober  government, and  it  will  remedy  the  evil.  When 
the  truth  is  out,  it  will  be  found  that  it  is  to  cut  off  the  small  dealers  and 
throw  it  into  the  hands  of  the  big  ones.  Now,  I  recollect  the  time  when 
the  ^mday  law  was  in  force  tn  the  City  of  New  York,  in  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  sixty-three.  Well,  before  that  the  gentleman  drank,  and  the 
lady,  once  in  a  while;  but  when  the  Sunday  law  passed  the  whole 
family  was  drunk.  A  whole  case  of  brandy  w^  taken  into  the  house, 
and  beer  as  well,  and  the  father  and  mother  and  all  the  children  were 
tight  enough.  [Laughter.]  And  that  was  the  end  of  Sunday  law. 
There  is  no  government  that  can  go  to  work  and  prevent  a  man  from 
getting  drunk.  If  he  is  in  the  habit  of  doing  it,  he  will  do  it.  I  do  not 
see  at  all  that  it  will  give  a  remedy.  I  do  not  sav  that  I  don't  take  any- 
thing at  all.  When  I  like,  I  go  into  a  saloon  and  have  it.  I  cannot  say 
I  never  was  drunk,  because  four  years  ago  I  was  as  drunk  as  anything. 
I  made  a  special  business  of  it,  to  see  how  it  would  go  when  I  myself 
was  tight.  I  like  to  go  through  all  experience.  At  the  same  time,  I 
would  vote  for  it  if  it  would  do  good — but  you  cannot  do  away  with  it. 
It  would  be  just  the  same  as  now. 

EBMAEKS   of   MR.   OVRRTON.  • 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  as  strong  in  favor  of  sobriety 
and  as  hostile  to  intoxication  as  any  mtn  upon  this  floor,  yet  I  am  not  a 
teetotaler.  I  drink  whenever  I  am  dry,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned ;  but  I 
dislike  intoxication,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  elevating  the  morals  of  the 
community.  But,  sir,  this  local  option  has  not  that  effect,  as  it  wns 
attempted  to  be  enforced  in  this  State  at  one  time.  I  reside  in  a  city 
where  at  one  time  they  had  an  election  to  try  and  prohibit  the  sale  of 
liquor  in  that  town.  Our  people  defeated  it,  and  the  reason  why  we 
defeated  it  was  that  it  woula  only  throw  trade  out  of  town.  Santa  Rosa 
would  never  have  stopped  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor.  They  would 
have  got  tight  just  the  same  as  before,  because  the  territory  is  too  limited. 
They  would  have  gone  outside  of  the  city.  The  result  would  have  been 
that  they  would  get  drunk  as  often  as  before,  and  we  would  have  recei  ve<l 
no  revenue  from  the  parties  that  sold  the  liquor.  All  the^  had  to  do 
was  to  go  across  the  creek  and  establish  saloons  there.  So  it  would  be 
in  this  city.  Suppose  you  prxihibited  the  sale  of  liquor  here.  People 
would  go  across  tne  river  and  there  will  be  just  as  much  drunkenness, 
an«l  the  City  of  Sacramento  will  have  to  take  care  of  them  and  get  no 
revenue.  It  is  the  same  in  San  Francisco.  If  there  were  none  of  these 
places  in  the  State,  if  it  was  universal,  I  do  not  know  but  it  would  be  a 
desideratum  that  should  be  desired.  But  as  it  is,  to  say  you  shall  not 
buy  your  whisky  in  a  certain  territorial  limit,  it  effects  nothing.    The 


i 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


but  the  ninn  who  is  90  uiirortunaletli 
und  carry  it  home,  it  discrimiiiales  agninW  him.  I  do  not  say  tlial 
argument  here,  because  tiiat  ia  not  my  style.  1  shall  vute  upon 
prapoBition  aeconliiig  to  iny  eonacicntioUB  convictions,  whether  it  ii 
uiaror  not;  whether  it  loads  down  the  Cotutitution  or  whether  i 
not  load  it  down.  Vut  ir  gfntlemeo  do  waat  to  loud  this  Constil 
down,  all  they  want  to  do  is  lo  vote  for  this  local  option  clause,  an 
it  into  ttie  Constitutioa.  I  do  not  believe  there  are  three  Germai 
often  in  this  State  tiiat  would  support  tliis  Constitution  if  tliia  pro' 
should  be  tncor{>orated  in  it.  This  niatt^c  is  to  theni  very  mud 
the  Sunday  law.  They  do  not  love  the  Sunday  law,  and  neither 
I  do  not  believe  in  any  law  that  is  to  legislate  morals  or  religion 
community.  I  do  not  believe  in  it.  You  pass  this  and  the  Uerm. 
this  State,  almost  unanimously,  will  vote  against  this  Conslitution 
send  it  forth  with  this  provision  in  it.  I  say,  so  far  as  1  am  cona 
that  does  not  actuate  me  to  favor  or  opjioiie  it.  I  am  opposed  to  it 
ciple.     I  dr>  not  believe  it  is  right. 


pri 


n.  lilNGGOLD.  This  is  good  enough  for  me.  If  the  people  want 
to  vote  the  Constitution  down,  I  am  not  going  to  alter  my  opinion 
because  somebody  says  they  will. 

MK.LINDOW.  Mr.Chainnan:  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted 
down  and  stricken  down  altogether.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Howard,  Stedman,  Vacquerel,  and  Kenny. 

TuK  CIIAIKMAK.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  ameud- 


these 


n  the  motion  to  strike  0 


ailed. 


Mb.  STKDMAN.    Sir.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  0 
report  their  action  back  lo  the  Convention,  and  ask  to  be  discharged  fr 
further  consideration  of  this  subject. 

The  motiou  prevailed. 

IN  COKVENTION. 

Ma.  MURPHY  in  the  Chair. 

Ths  chair.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  U  the  Whole  hi 
instructed  mc  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the  t 
tion  reported  by  the  Committee  on  City,  Countr,  and  Township  Orga 
lalion,  in  relation  to  local  option,  have  rejected  the  same,  and  ask  to 
discharged  from  furtber  consideration  of  the  subject. 


The 


W1NAN3.  Mr.  President:  I  move 
Itself  into  Committee  of  the  Wbole, 
purpose  of  consideriijg  the  report  of  I 
motion  prevailed. 


m  Education. 


IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Ma.  WINANS.      Mr.  Chairman:    Tbe   time   has  passed   whei 
importance  of  public  education  was  made  the  theme  for  diadactic 
or  rhetorical  display.    In  the  advancement  of  civiliiation  and  r 
ment,  it  has  now  concentrated  into  a  great  fundamental  truth,  whicli 
among  nil  the  people  finds 

Ma.  FKOL'TV.    I  rise  to  a  puint  of  order.    There  is  nothing  befort 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  r«ad  section  one. 

Thi  SKCRETARY  read: 

SacTioH  1.  A  general  difTusion  of  knowledge  and  intelligence  bein| 
essential  to  the  preservation  of  the  rights  and  libertiea  of  the  people,  tbt 
Legislature  shell  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means,  the  promotion  of  intvl 

Ma.  WINANS.'     Mr.  C 
Ma.  HERHINGTON. 
discussion  until  the  report  has  been 


It  forms  the  basis 
t  of  ord. 


lod  then  the  first  t< 


:il  the  repoi 
int  of  order 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.    The  point  of  order  is  not  well  taken. 

Mr.  HKBRINGTON.     I  most  respectfully  appeal  from  the  d< 
the  Chair. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Huestis  and  Lindow. 

Thi  chairman.  The  Chair  understands  that  the  reports  %re  read 
section  by  section.*  The  question  is:  Shall  the  decision  of  tbe  Cbai 
stand  as  the  Jtidgment  of  the  Committee. 

[Cries  of  "division."]  • 

Mb.  LAINE.     I  desire  lo  have  the  question  stated. 

Mk.  HEBRINGTON.    The  point  of  order  lakcn  by  me  was  that  the 
article  had  not  been  read  in  Cominittee  of  the  Whole,  and  that 
not  in  order  to  consider  it  section  by  section  until  the  report  was  t 
.L! ;..__     ri.1. .  ^f  jjjg  committee  has  already  been  n 


Com 


t  not  in  Committee  of  the  Whi 
Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.    I  think  tbe  Chair  is  right. 
Tmk  CHAIRMAN.    Tbe  question  is:  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
and  as  the  judgment  of  the  committee! 
A  division  reaulleil  in  a  vote  of  44  aves  lo 
Thr  CHAIRMAN.     "" 


suited  1 


Thb  CHAIRMAN.    There  is 

Ma.  WEST.    I  move  a  call  of  the 'roll  low 

^Mb"sTEDMAN.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  desir 

cles  when  token  up  by  the  Committee  of  Lh. 

read  na  n  whole  anil  then  taken  up  section  by  section, 

reason  I  am  voting  against  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

dent;  and  if  a  preredent  is  worth  anything  the  Chair  is 


HERRINGTOK.     I  withdraw  the  appeal. 

CROSS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  will  request  now,  for  th* 
of  the  committee,  that  the  whole  report  be  read,  so  that  we 
bearing  of  the  remarks  which  the  Chairman  of  the  conimi 
lo  make.  I  think  it  will  be  more  satisfactory  to  fiim,  and  I 
that  it  will  be  to  tbe  Convention. 

inly  have  no  des 

lee  desire  to  hear'it  read.  The  Chair  recognized  nie  in  the 
ly  remarks  were  therefore  in  order;  but  if  it  be  desi 
desired,  that  there  be  a  reading  of  the  entire  report,  certain 
be  no  objection  thereto.  I  do  not  intend  tu  speak  u[>on  the  v 
at  tliia  time,  under  any  circumstances,  and  what  [  was  abou 
eminently  brief.  But  still,  if  tbe  members  desire  to  Ifave 
read  1  am  very  willing  lo  yield  the  floor. 

The  CHAI  KMAK.     If  the  committee  desire  tbe  reading- 
Mr.  LAINE.     The  history'  of  the  article  shows  that  it  lini 
It  says ;  ''  Read,  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  printed." 
--   ' ""  history  shows. 


Mn.  BLACKMER.     Mr.  Chai 


Com  I 


n  Educ 
K  SECRETARY  read : 


m;  read. 


t  the  r 


Section  1.  A  general  diffusion  of  knowledge  and  intelli 
essential  to  the  preservation  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
the  Legislature  shall  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means,  the  p 
intellectual,  scientiflc,  moral,  and  agricultural  improvement 

Sic.  2.  A  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  shall, 
gubernatorial  election  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution 
fourjearsthoreafter,  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters  of  thi 
shall  receive  a  salary  eaual  lo  that  of  the  Secretary  of  8tat> 
enter  upon  the  duties  oT  his  office  on  the  first  Monday  of  Ji 
after  his  election. 

Sue.  3.  A  Superintendent  of  Schools  for  each  county  sha 
by  the  qualified  voters  thereof  at  the  first  g  '         '    '  ' 


iveiy  four  years  thereafter ;  proi 


.e  Legislature  1 
one  Su|)erinl«i 


The, 


Skc. 
by  the 

which  may  be,  or  may  ha' 
dred  thouaand  acres  of  Ian  „ 
Congress,  distributing  tbe  proceeds  of  tbe  public  lands  am 
eral  States  of  the  Union,  approved  A.  D.  one  thousand  ei; 
and  forty-one,  snd  all  eatates  of  deceased  peraocs  who  ma 
without  leaving  a  will  or  heir, and  also  such  per  cent,  as  ma 
or  have  been  granted  by  Congress  on  the  sale  of  lands  ii 
shall  be  and  remain  a  perpetual  fund,  the  interest  of  wbii 
with  all  the  rents  of  the  nnsoM  lands,  and  such  other  meani 
islature  may  provide,  shall  be  inviolably  appropriated  to  th 
schools  throughout  the  State,  subject  to  the  provi 


I  of  tl 


Sac.  5.    The  Legislature  shall  provide  for 


has  been  established ;  anil  any  school  district  neglecting  to  I 
support  such  school  shall  be  deprived  of  ita  proportion  of  th 
the  public  fund  during  such  neglect. 

Sic.  6.  The  public  school  system  shall  inetiide  primary  a: 
schools,  and  such  high  schools,  evening  schools,  normal 
technical  schools,  as  may  be  established  by  the  Legislature,  o: 
pal  or  district  authority;  but  the  entire  revenue  derived  IVii 
School  Fund,  and  tlie  Stale  school  tax,  shall  be  applied  ei 
the  support  of  primary  and  grainninr  schools. 

Sec.  T.  a  Slate  Board  of  Education,  consisting  of  two  m 
each  Congressional  District. shall  be  elected  by  the  qualified 
district  at  the  first  gubernatorial  election  aller  the  adoption  < 
stitution.who  shall  hold  their  oliice  for  the  term  of  four  yea 
upon  the  duties  thereof  on  the  first  Monday  of  January  ne> 
electisn;  provided,  that  such  members  first  so  elected  shall 
into  two  equal  classes — each  class  consisting  of  one  mcmbe 
.....     .. .1  ..  ..  jjig  jjj.jj  c^oii  shall  go  01 "    '   ""    -■  -' 


iifroi 


.  theci 


. of  thei 


of  offi. 


general  biennial  election,  after  such  gubernatorial  flection, 
of  such  Board  shall  be  elected  from  each  Congreaaional  Dis 
one  half  thereof  shall  be  elected  biennially.  The  Smxr: 
Public  Instruction  shall  be  ex  olhcio  a  member  of  such  Boar 
ident  thereof. 

Ssc.  fi.     The  Slate  Board  of  Education  shall  n 


■here  such  local  Boardsdo  ; 
not  be  compulsory.  After  the  adoption  of  a  series  of  text-b 
Boards,  or  any  of  them,  such  books  must  be  continued  in  us 
than  four  years.  The  State  Bonrd  of  Education  shall  also  I 
of  the  examination  of  teachers  and  the  granting  of  certifii 
shall  possess  such  further  powers  atid  [icrlorm  such  furtherd 
be  prescribed  by  law. 

Sic.  9.  No  public  money  shall  ever  be  appropriated  for 
of  any  sectarian  or  denominational  school,  or  any  school  nc 
exclusive  control  of  the  officers  of  the  public  schools.      ■ 

Snr.  10.    The  University  of  California  shall  constitute  a 

their  existing  form  and  character, subject  only  to  such  legisl 
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AS  may  be  necessary  to  insure  compliance  with  the  terms  of  its  endow- 
ments, and  of  the  several  Acts  of  the  Legislature  of  this  State,  and  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  donating  lands  or  money  for  its  support. 
It  shall  be  entirely  independent  of  all  political  or  sectarian  influences, 
and  kept  free  therefrom  in  the  appointment  of  its  Regents,  and  in  the 
administration  of  its  affairs. 

RKMARK8   OF   UH.    WINAN3. 

Mb.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  was  speaking  of  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Education.  Public  education  forms  the  basis  of  self-gov- 
ernment and  constitutes  the  very  corner  stone  of  republican  institutions. 
Ignorance  is  the  parent  of  vice,  and  vice  soon  hardens  into  crime, 
education  is  the  parent  of  intelligence  and  virtue.  Crime  has  its 
temples  in  the  penitentiaries  which  bristle  over  the  land.  Education 
has  its  temples  in  the  school  houses  which  rear  their  stately  domes 
-within  the  cities,  or  spread  their  simple  structures,  white  and  glowing 
iu  the  sunlight,  throughout  the  towns  and  villages,  over  the  hillsides 
and  amid  the  valleys  of  this  broad  domain.  As  the  school  houses  mul- 
tiply the  penitentiaries  decrease.  In  the  earlier  Constitutions  of  the 
original  States  the  subject  of  education  was  merely  mentioned.  It  was 
declared  in  the  form  of  a  principle,  but  did  not  concentrate  into  any 
form  of  legislative  enactment.  It  was  merely  the  broad  declaration  of 
a  high  principle,  but  as  the  time  advanced  and  the  condition  of  the  peo- 
ple improved,  and  the  nation  augmented,  this  subject  beran  to  increase 
in  consec^uence,  and  center  into  the  new  Constitutions  as  they  were  from 
time  to  time  adopted,  in  the  form  of  section  after  section,  until  at  last, 
it  attained  to  the  dignity  of  a  complete  article  in  every  Constitution. 
In  all  of  the  Constitutions  of  the  States,  it  is  a  noticeable  fact,  that  the 
declaration  of  abstract  principles  upon  which  they  are  founded  is  con- 
fined to  an  original  article  entitled  a  "  Declaration  of  Rights,"  and  in 
regard  to  the  articles  upon  education  that  figure  through  the  several 
CtmstitutionA  of  the  States  there  is  this  marked  difference,  that  they  are 
always  premised  by  an  original  section  detdaratory  of  the  importance 
and  magnitude  of  the  service,  and  declaratory  of  the  principle  which  it 
involves.  This  is  entirely  exceptional  in  all  the  ot iter  departments  of 
constitutional  enactment. 

Your  committee,  sir,  although  they  were  late  in  presenting  their 
report,  gave  the  subject  their  most  patient  investigation.  They  sat 
night  after  night  in  close  deliberation,  characterized  by  a  harmony  of 
feeling  and  a  propriety  of  action,  until  the^  had  discussed  the  whole 
question,  and  examined  it  in  all  its  bearings,  with  a  thoroughness 
which  entitles  the  report,  that  they  have  presented,  to  the  fair  and  full 
consideration  of  this  committee.  In* consideration  of  that  fact  they  pre- 
sent it  now,  and  ask  that  it  may  be  adopted  by  its  several  sections. 

Mr.  holmes.     Mr.  Chairman:   I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thk  secretary  read: 

"Strike  out  the  section  and  insert  the  following:  'Skction  1.  The 
Legislature  shall  provide  a  thorough  and  efficient  system  of  free  schools, 
whereby^  all  the  children  of  this  State  may  receive  a  good  common 
school  education.'" 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  section  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee is  taken  from  the  C«)n8titutions  of  Arkansas  and  Missouri,  in  part, 
and  from  the  Constitution  of  this  State.  The  first  portion,  "A  general 
diffusion  of  knowledge  and  intelligence  being  essential  to  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  rights  ana  liberties  of  the  [)eople,"  is  contained  in  the  same 
words  in  the  Constitutions  of  Arkansas  and  Missouri.  The  following 
words:  "The  Legislature  shall  enccmrage.  by  nil  suitable  means,  fhe 
promotion  of  intellectual,  scientific,  moral,  and  agricultural  improve- 
ment," are  in  the  Constitution  of  this  State,  section  two,  of  article  nine. 
As  this  is  but  a  declaration  of  principle,  and  as  it  has  received  the 
sanction  of  long  time  in  old  ana  settled  communities  in  part,  and  in 
part  iu  this,  I  cannot  see  any  necessity  of  or  any  propriety  m  effecting 
a  change.  The  first  part  was  introduced  because  it.  was  so  intrinsically 
proper  in  itself,  and  so  truthful  nn  enunciation  of  the  great  principle 
involved.  It  is  general  in  its  character,  and  does  not  seem  to  be  a  topic 
of  amendment. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment. It  seems  to  me  that  rhetoric  has  somewhat  gone  by.  Now,  of 
course,  this  is  a  very  beautiful  declaration,  but  it  is  a  question  that  is  not 
disputable.  The  amendment  offered  goes  right  to  the  point,  and  directs 
what  should  be  done,  without  the  glittering  generality.  We  have  too 
much  of  that  already  in  the  present  Constitution.  It  might  have  been 
proper  and  appropriate  in  the  bill  of  rights  of  the  various  States,  when 
the  matter  was  an  open  question  whether  common  schools  were  desira- 
ble or  not,  but  that  Jay  has  long  since  gone  by.  It  strikes  me  that  the 
amendment  is  much  belter,  from  the  fact  that  it  goes  directly  to  the 
proposition  and  embodies  everything,  while  the  one  offered  by  the  com- 
mittee is  simply  a  glimmering  generality.  It  imposes  no  obligation  upon 
the  SUte. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  no  objection  to  the  first.  It 
contains  a  self-evident  proposition,  which  no  gentleman  on  the  floor 
would  deny  for  one  moment.^  The  amendment  which  I  send  up  I  have 
taken  from  the  Illinois  Constitution.  It  is  brief,  concise,  and  right  to 
the  point. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Fresno. 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.    BLACKMBR. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman  j  Section  five  of  the  report  of  the 
committee  covers  the  ground  of  this  amendment,  and  it  seems  to  me  in 
a  more  complete  manner  than  the  amendment  does.  I  will  read  that 
section : 

*'  Src.  5.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  a  system  of  common  schools 
by  which  a  free  school  shall  be  kept  up  and  supported  in  each  district  at 
least  six  months  in  every  vear,  after  the  first  vear,  in  which  a  school  has 
been  established ;  and  any  school  district  neglecting  to  keep  up  and  sup- 


port such  a  school,  shall  be  deprived  of  its  proportion  of  the  interest  of 
the  public  fund  during  such  neglect." 

Now  why  not  adopt  the  first  section  as  proposed,  and  when  we  get  to 
that  leave  it  in  its  proper  place  in  the  report  following  after  the  provis- 
ions that  precede  it.  There  is  a  special  object  in  putting  that  there  in 
that  shape,  to  say  that  they  shall  be  obliged  to  keep  up  a  school  for  six 
months.  I  see  no  reason  for  taking  a  part  of  that  and  putting  it  in  here. 
It  is  not  as  complete  as  it  should  be,  but  if  we  want  it  let  us  put  in  the 
proper  place. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  Section  five,  as  just  read,  embodies 
the  whole  of  the  idea  proposed  in  the  amendment,  and  that  idea  is  very 
properly  asserted  in  that  section.  Now,  it  is  very  proper  that  where  the 
declaration  is  made  tl^at  the  Legislature  shall  provide  for  a  system  of 
common  schools,  it  shall  be  followed  by  an  enactment  that  a  school  shall 
be  kept  up  and  supported  in  each  district.  Therefore  there  is  a  con- 
sistency in  having  it  in  that  fifth  section.  It  is  contained  in  the  present 
Constitution,  in  part,  and  has,  in  addition,  the  latter  part  now  presented 
by  the  cdmmittee.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  section,  as  presented  by 
the  committee,  will  be  adopted.  It  is  certainlv  a  proper  declaration  of 
the  truth,  which  is  not  a  glittering  generality,  because  it  is  contained  in 
substance,  in  one  form  or  another,  in  almost  all  the  modern  Constitutions 
that  have  been  adopted.  Either  that  or  something  substantially  similar 
is  inserted  in  each  one  of  them,  and  I  notice  that  it  is  a  prominent 
characteristic  of  articles  on  education. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    FILCHER. 

Mr.  FILCIIER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  amendment  offered  is  to  strike 
out  this  section  and  insert.  Now,  sir,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  first  part  of 
the  motion,  the  striking  out,  and  opposed  to  inserting.  Still,  at  the  same 
time,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  substance  of  the  proposed  amendment.  But 
I  believe  this  is  tbe  wrong  place  to  insert  it.  Tne  idea  contained  in  that 
amendment  is  contained  substantially  in  section  five;  and,  sir.  since  it 
is  apparent  that  we  must  adopt  the  provi.slon  contained  in  section  two. 
and  very  likely  in  section  three,  if  it  is  the  judgment  of  this  Convention 
that  we  continue  the  office  of  County  School  Superintendent,*  and  prob- 
ably w%  will  want  to  insert  something  in  the  place  of  section  four,  but 
when  we  get  down  to  section  five  then  the  amendment  proposed  now  to 
section  one  would  be  in  order.  But,  sir,  as  for  the  section  as  it  stands  at 
present,  I  am  opposed  to  it,  simply  because  there  is  nothing  in  it.  If  we 
were  making  a  Constitution  entirely  pertaining  to  the  subject  of  educa- 
tion it  would  be  very. well,  perhaps,  to  have  a  preamble  to  it:  and  that 
is  all  we  find  here  in  so-called  section  one — simply  a  preamble  to  a  pro- 
posed Constitution  pertaining  to  education.  I  hope  tne  committee  will 
strike  out  section  one  and  proceed  to  section  two,  and  keep  the  amend- 
ment until  we  come  to  section  five,  where  it  properly  belongs. 

Mr.  holmes.  These  other  sections  may  not  be  adopted.  I  am 
opposed  to  sections  two  and  three,  and  I  do  not  know  but  what  I  am 
opposed  to  most  of  section  four. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  The  gentleman  was  the  author  of  that  amendment, 
I  believe. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  took  it  from  the  Illinois  Constitution.  I  think  if 
vou  would  adopt  the  Illinois  Constitution,  section  by  section,  you  would 
have  a  very  good  one. 

RRMARKS   OF   MR.   CROSS. 

Mr.  CROSS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  know  whether  I  understand 
the  intention  of  this  present  move  or  not.  I  think  it  represents  a  strong 
sentiment  in  this  State.  There  are  two  marked  ideas  of  public  educa- 
tion, and  I  speak  with  some  freedom  upon  this  subject,  because  I  was  at 
one  time  identified  with  it.  There  are  two  ideas.  One  idea  is  that  no 
portion  of  the  public  funds  of  this  State  should  be  appropriated  to  the 
education  of  the  people  of  the  State  beyond  a  certain  point,  that  certain 
point  being  an  education  in  what  is  usually  termed  the  common  English 
branches.  Now,  sir,  that  is  the  view  of  one  portion  of.the  people  of  the 
State,  and  I  believe  a  very  large  portion.  Tnere  is  another  class  of  peo- 
ple in  this  State  who  believe  that  there  is  little  danger  of  educating  the 
people  of  the  State  too  much,  and  that  the  education  of  a  few  to  a  high 

f^rade  at  the  expense  of  the  State  finally  proves  a  benefit  to  the  State, 
ar  exceeding  tne  expense  of  that  much  education.  Now,  sir,  I  believe 
that  each  class  hold  their  views  honestly.  The  one  say  that  no  funds 
shall  be  taken  from  the  public  treasurv  to  educate  a  boy  or  girl  beyond 
the  common  English  branches ;  the  otfier  says  that  it  is  better  to  educate 
beyond  that  limit.  Now,  sir,  if  I  understand  the  proposition,  the  ques- 
tion must  now  come  directly  before  this  Convention.  The  section  as 
here  proposed  by  the  committee  certainly  does  involve  the  expenditure 
of  public  funds  for  encouraging  education  not  limited  to  reading,  writ- 
ing, spelling,  arithmetic,  grammar,  and  geography,  but  this  to  encourag- 
ing the  promotion  of  intellectual,  scientific,  moral,  and  agricultural 
improvement.  The  section  as  presented  bv  the  committee  takes  the 
position  of  the  latter  class,  while  the  amendment  represents  the  senti- 
ment that  education  at  public  expense  should  be  limited  to  the  common 
English  branches.  This  amendment  proposes  the  education  merely  of 
children.  For  my  own  part,  I  believe  that  if  there  is  in  the  State  of 
California  one  boy  or  one  girl  of  whatever  age,  a  young  man  or  a  young 
woman  who  is  disposed  to  devote  his  or  her  time  to  the  acquisition  of 
knowledge,  that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  this  State  to  furnish  the  instruc- 
tion. I  believe  it  is  for  the  interest  of  the  State,  and  if  it  is  for  the  inter- 
est of  the  State  we  should  not  impair  the  power  of  the  State  to  act  for  its 
own  interest. 

I  believe,  sir,  that  if  we  could' have  in  this  State  a  few  thousand  edu- 
cated men,  thoroughly  educated,  that  the  benefit  will  reach  every  man, 
woman  and  child  m  the  State.  But,  sir,  if  the  State  can  only  provide 
for  the  education  of  its  children  to  a  very  limited  degree,  then  from 
that  point  on,  must  education  be  limited  to  the  children  of  the  rich  or 
those  who  have  the  money  to  pay  for  their  education.  I  am  not  in  favor 
of  it.*  I  believe  that  even  the  Agricultural  College  of  this  State  has 
been  a  great  benefit  to  it.     I  believe  that  a  mining  college,  if  it  could  be 
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BEMARKS   OF   MJt.    HERRINGTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Com- 
mittee: If  we  expect  to  transact  any  business  it  will  ,be  our  imperative 
duty  to  bring  ourselves  down  to  every  question,  and  to  the  closest  con- 
sideration of  it,  and  to  consider  it  in  its  oearing  in  connection  with  the 
system  that  is  proposed  to  be  inaugurated  here  for  the  future  control  and 
management  of  the  schools  of  this  State.  Now,  I  do  not  understand 
that  it  is  the  province  of  this  committee — while  I  admit  that  it  can  do 
so-  -to  resolve  itself  into  a  committee  on  revision  and  adjustment,  just 
simply  because  it  can  tear  to  tatters  the  report  of  a  committee.  While  I 
admit  that  it  is  perfectly  proper  and  right  to  strike  out  this  section,  I  see 
no  reason  for  inserting  wnat  is  already  reported  here  by  the  committee. 
Section  five  reads — and  I  think  in  better  language  than  the  amendment 
that  is  proposed — as  follows : 

"The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  a  system  of  common  schools  by 
which  a  free  school  shall  be  kept  up  and  supported  in  each  district  at 
least  six  months  in  every  year,  after  the  first  year,  in  which  a  school  has 
been  established;  and  every  school  district  neglecting  to  keep  up  and 
support  such  a  school,  shall  be  deprived  of  this  proportion  of  the  inter- 
est of  the  public  fund  during  such  neglect." 

Can  you  beat  that?  If  you  cannot  improve  upon  the  expressions 
made  use  of  by  the  committee's  report,  why  haggle  the  report  to  pieces 
just  because  you  can?  Now,  I  am  opposed  to  the  first  section,  and  want 
it  stricken  out,  of  course,  because  it  is  meaningless.  But  because  this 
provision  is  in  section  five,  is  no  reason  for  striking  out  this  section  and 
putting  it  in  here.  Now,  the  latter  portion  of  section  five  can  be  stricken 
out,  and  then  you  have  this  amendment,  substantially.  How  much 
dignity  will  it  add  to  the  honor  of  au^  gentleman  to  have  put  in  an 
amendment  here  which  already  stands  in  the  report  of  the  committee? 
The  only  thing  that  you  can  do  is  to  strike  out  section  one  and  put  section 
five  in  its  place,  if  that  is  thought  advisable.  But  after  this  committee- 
have  actea  upon  it,  if  it  is  not  in  its  proper  place,  the  Committee  on 
Revision  and  Adjustment  can  arrange  it.  Why  not  let  the  committee's 
report  stand  as  it  is  in  the  fifth  section,  and  strike  out  section  one?  I, 
as  one  of  the  comrftittee,  made  a  minority  report,  and  was  not  in  favor 
of  the  majority  report.  I  do  not  stand  here  to  advocate  that  majority 
report,  but  I  do  not  care  to  see  gentlemen  simply  putting  in  amendments 
changing  the  mere  words  of  the  committee  as  reported  here,  for  the  dis- 
tinguished honor  of  having  stricken  out  a  section  of  the  majority  report, 
and  substituting  something  else  in  its  place.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair; 
I  do  not  think  it  is  right;  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  just  way  of  dealing 
with  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  holmes.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  there  is  any  gentleman  in  this 
house  who  introduces  superflous  amendments,  it  is  the  gentleman  from 
Santa  Clara. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Do  I  ever  offer  an  amendment  taken  out  of 
one  part  of  the  report  and  put  it  into  another  ? 

Mr.  holmes.    Yes. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  do  not  think  you  can  find  one.  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  section. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  will  come  on  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Fresno. 

RKMARKS   OF  MR.   MORSR. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  rather  surprised  to  hear  the 
objections  made  to  section  one  of  this  report.  I  do  not  see  what  (Objec- 
tion any  one  can  have.  It  is  certainly  a  very  simple  proposition,  and 
one  that  I  can  t«ll  the  members  of  the  Convention  something  about. 
In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-five  when  t^e  first  Constitutional  Con- 
vention after  Missouri  became  a  free  State  met,  I  lived  in  Missouri. 
We  had  a  Constitutional  Convention,  and  the  first  clause  in  the  educa- 
tional Constitution  was  very  much  like  this.  A  similar  principle  was 
enunciated  in  it  at  least,  and  I  have  been  surprised  since  I  have  come 
here  to  find  how  generally  that  same  idea  was  adopted  throughout  the 
Southern  States  where  free  public  schools  were  not  known,  and  the  people 
wero  not  generally  in  favor  of  free  schools.  We  started  out  in  Missouri 
with  the  idea  of  free  education,  and  the  idea  has  been  copied  through- 
out the  Southern  States.  Section  one  of  the  article  on  education  is  in 
other  Constitutions  almost  in  the  same  language  that  is  embodied  in 
this.  There  is  no  objectioi)  to  it,  although  I  admit  that  it  is  not  essen- 
tial. The  idea  is  a  pretty  good  one.  This  amendment  only  shows  that 
if  the  multiplication  table  was  introduced  here,  there  would  be  several 
amendments  to  it.  There  are  some  in  the  Southern  States,  and  prob- 
ably some  in  this  State,  who  were  not  in  favor  of  free  public  schools  for 
all  the  people  in  this  State.  If  the  question  is  asked  why  the  State  fur- 
nishes free  education?  the  answer  is  here  in  this  section :  "A  general 
diffusion  of  knowledge  and  intelligence  being  essential  to  the  preserva- 
tion to  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people;  the  Legislature  shall 
encourage  by  all  suitable  means,  the  promotion  of  intellectual,  scien- 
tific, moral,  and  agricultural  improvement."  That  is  the  basis  upon 
which  you  found  the  whole  thing.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  idea  is  a 
pretty  good  one.  It  certainly  does  no  harm,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the 
world  that  a  man  can  say  against  it,  only  that  it  is  not  essential. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  world  against  it,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
stricken  out. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  of  the  same 
opinion  as  Dr.  Morse,  and  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  means  something, 
too.  It  provides  that  it  shall  be  the  duty — that  the  Legislature  shall 
encourage,  by  all  suitable  means,  a  promotion  of  intellectual,  scientific, 
moral,  and  agricultural  improvement.  This  makes  it  the  duty  of  the 
Legislature  to  forward  this  matter  in  every  way  that  the  Legislature 
may  have  the  power  to  do.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  the  com- 
mittee's report  should  not  be  adopted.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  good 
one,  and  especially  that  first  section.  It  is  a  good  section,  and  in  the 
right  place. 
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Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Fresno,  Mr.  Holmes,  as  amended  by  .the  gentleman 
from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine. 

On  a  division,  the  vote  stood  27  ayes  to  47  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    No  quorum  voting.    Gentlemen  will  please  vote. 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  34  ayes  to  b% 
noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  motion  to  strike  out 
section  one. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

Mr.  JOHNSON^  Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  a  substitute  for  section 
one. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"Section  1.  The  Legislature  shall  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means, 
the  promotion  of  intellectual,  moral,  and  agricultural  improvement." 

REMARKS    OF   MR.   JOHNSON. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  the 
section,  except  that  it  ought  to  be  consistent.  In  other  words,  we  start 
out  with  certain  premises,  and  the  conclusion  ought  to  follow  from  those 
premises  if  inserted  in  the  Constitution;  because,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
this  Constitution  will  be  closely  examined,  and  if  the  conclusion  does 
not  follow  the  premises  it  will  be  subject  to  critical  animadversion.  In 
my  amendment  I  have  preserved  the  conclusion  at  which  the  commit- 
tee have  arrived.  The  premises  are  these :  that  a  general  diffusion  of 
knowledge  and  intelligence  is  essential  to  the  preservation  of  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  people.  A  conclusion  ought  to  follow  from  that,  but 
the  conclusion  whicn  the  committee  have  drawn  is  this,  that  "the  Leg- 
islature shall  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means,  the  promotion  of  intel- 
lectual, scientific,  moral  and  agricultural  improvement."  Well,  what 
are  the  premises?  A  general  diffusion  of  knowledge  and  intelligence. 
Well,  now,  how,  from  the  simple  premises  of  a  general  diffusion  of 
knowledge  and  intelligence  do  we  reach  the  conclusion  that  the  Legis- 
lature shall  encourage  agricultural  improvements?  I  do  not  see  that  it 
follows  at  all.  I  am  in  favor  of  Ihe  conclusion.  The  only  objection. is 
that  the  conclusion  does  not  follow  from  the  premises  with  which  the 
committee  start  out.  I  leave  out  the  word  "  scientific,"  as  it  is  included 
in  the  word  "intellectual,"  which  leave  it  simply  so  that  the  Legislature 
shall  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means,  the  promotion  of  intellectual, 
moral,  and  agricultural  improvement.  It  is  arriving  at  the  same  result 
that  the  committee  arrives  at,  and  that  it  may  not  be  subject  to  any  crit- 
ical animadversion,  it  would  be  safe  to  adopt  the  conclusion  at  which 
the  committee  have  arrived  without  stating  the  premises.  It  is  said 
that  the  premises  are  taken  from  certain  Constitutions;  but  they  have 
not  stated  that  they  have  the  same  conclusions  in  them  at  which  the 
committee  have  arrived.  I  think  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  will 
see  that  it  docs  not  follow  at  all  that  because  a  general  diffusion  of 
knowledge  and  intelligence  is  essential  to  the  preservation  of  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  people,  that  we  should  encourage  agricultural 
improvement.  It  is  not  a  legitimate  conclusion,  and  there  is  no  use 
of  putting  in  a  bad  argument  here  in  this  Constitution.  If  we  start  out 
witn  certain  premises  to  reach  a  conclusion,  that  conclusion  ought  to 
follow  from  tne  premises^  or  the  conclusion  is  wrong. 

remarks   of  MR.   WINANS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  conclusion  is  entirely 
warranted  by  the  premises.  The  section  is  introduced  in  an  article 
headed  "Education."  It  has  sole  reference  to  the  subject  of  education. 
In  the  present  Constitution,  under  the  head  of  education,  section  two 
starts  out  with :  "  The  Legislature  shall  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means, 
a  promotion  of  intellectual,  scientific,  moral,  and  agricultural  improve- 
ment." It  is  under  the  head  of  education.  It  belongs  to  that  topic. 
Then  the  section  goes  on  further  and  says:  "The  proceeds  of  all  land 
that  may  be  granted  by  the  United  States  to  this  State,  for  the  support 
of  schools,  which  may  be  sold  or  disposed  of,  and  the  five  hundred  thou- 
sand acres  of  land  granted  to  the  new  States,  under  an  Act  of  Congress 
distributing  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  among  the  several  States  of 
the  Union,  approved  A.  D.  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-one, 
and  all  estates  of  deceased  persons  who  may  have  died  without  leaving 
a  will,  or  heir,  and  also  such  per  cent,  as  niay  be  granted  by  Congress  on 
the  sale  of  lands  in  this  State,  shall  be  and  remain  a  perpetual  fund,  the 
interest  of  which,  together  with  all  the  rents  of  the  unsold  lands,  and 
such  other  means  as  the  Legislature  may  provide,  shall  be  inviolably 
appropriated  to  the  support  of  common  schools  throughout  the  State." 
Now,  that  is  all  in  the  same  section  which  declares  as  its  initial  para- 
graph that  the  Legislature  shall  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means,  intel- 
lectual, scientific,  moral,  and  agricultural  improvement.  I  do  not  know 
that  the  children  of  this  generation  are  wiser  than  the  children  of  the 
past.  I  do  not  know  why  the  present  Constitution,  in  this  regard,  should 
not  be  maintained,  and  I  hope  that  the  Convention  will  stand  by  this 
declaration  of  principles,  which  has  the  sanction  of  all  these  years  dur- 
ing which  we  have  lived  here  together,  and  the  sanction  of  various  other 
Constitutions  besides,  many  of  them  of  the  most  recent  date. 

REMARKS   of   MR.    LAMPSON. 

Mr.  LAMPSON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  but  one  word  to  say  ih 
reference  to  this  section.  It  seems  strange  to  me  that  gentlemen  should 
object  to  saying  that  "a  general  diffusion  of  knowledge  being  essential 
to  the  preservation  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people."  I  wish, 
myself,  I  could  see  it  doubly  stated.  The  idea  of  striicing  out  this  dec- 
laration, or  objecting  to  it,  is  strange  to  me.  If  I  was  to  strike  out  either 
one  of  the  lines,  I  would  strike  out  the  last  two  and  leave  that  standing 
as  a  declaration  to  the  people  of  America.  It  reads  clear  and  distinct, 
and  goe«  on  from  where  I  stopped:  "The  Legislature  shall  encourage, 
by  all  suitable  means,  the  promotion  of  intellectual,  scientific,  moral, 
and  agricultural  improvement."    All  four  of  these  come  in  strictly  under 
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for  the  section  the  language  of  the  present  Constitution :  "  The  Legisla- 
ture shall  encourage,  by  all  suitable  means,  the  promotion  of  iniellect- 
ual.  scientific,  moral,  and  agricultural  improvement/' 

Mb.  WINANS.  That  has  been  voted  down  once.  This  has  degen- 
erated into  a  mere  verbal  debate.  , 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  struggle 
about  a  very  unimportant  matter.  It  is  very  evident  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara  is  not  an  officer  in  the  militia  of  this  State, 
otherwise  he  would  realize  what  would  be  meant  by  the  Legislature 
encouraging  the  promotion  of  a  thing.  It  might  encourage  his  promo- 
tion to  some  higher  position.  It  is  not  supposed  that  the  Legislature  is 
going  to  take  upon  itself  the  duty  of  educating  the  people  of  the  State, 
but  it  is  to  be  done  by  a  system  throughout  the  counties,  and  they  are  to 
encourage  its  promotion  by  that  means.  By  the  means  to  be  provided 
bv  the  Legislature  they  are  to  encourage  the  promotion  of  these  partic- 
ular branches  of  education,  as  set  down  in  the  report  of  this  committee. 
Now,  sir,  I  hope  it  will  stand  as  it  is.  It  is  folly  to  strike  out  those 
words.     It  is  good  as  it  stands,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  allowed  to  remain. 

Mb.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  is  evident  that  the  schoolmaster 
is  not  at  home  to-day,  and  I  am  afraid  we  are  loading  down  this  Consti- 
tution ,-  therefore,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Freud,  Wyatt,  and  Townsend. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
m^t  o^ered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonoma,  Mr.  Johnson. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thr  CHAIRMArN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  be  no  further  amendments  to  section  one, 
the  Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  2.  A  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  shall,  at  the  first 
gubernatorial  election  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  and  every 
four  years  thereafter,  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters  of  this  State. 
He  shall  receive  a  salary^qual  to  that  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
shall  enter  upon  the  duties  of  his  office  on  the  first  Monday  of  January 
next  after  his  election. 

Mb.  WHITE.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  a  substitute  for  that  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Amend  section  two,  by  substituting  the  following :  '  A  State  Board 
of  Education,  consisting  of  one  member  from  each  Congressional  Dis- 
trict shall  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters  of  the  district  at  the  first 
gubernatorial  election  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  who  shall 
hold  their  offices  for  a  term  of  four  years,  and  enter  upon  the  duties 
thereof  on  the  first  Monday  of  January  next  after  their  election.  The 
Secretary  of  State  shall  be  ex  officio  a  member  of  such  Board  and  Presi- 
dent thereof.  Said  Board  shall  perform  all  the  duties  now  performed 
by  County  Superintendents,  and  have  full  control  and  superintendence 
of  the  public  school  system  of  the  State,  under  such  regulation  as  shall 
be  provided  by  legislative  enactment.' " 

BEMABKS   of   MR.   WHITE. 

Mb.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  this  amendment  in  the  inter- 
est of  economy.  The  article  provides  here,  in  another  section,  for  the 
election  of  two  trustees,  or  members  of  this  Board  from  each  Congres- 
sional District.  We  will  probably  after  eighteen  hundred  and  eightv 
have  two  more  Congressional  Districts.  We  are  sure  to  have  one,  and, 
perhaps,  two.  This  would  make  a  very  unwieldly  Board,  and  a  very 
great  expense.  The  compensation  is  not  mentioned  here,  but  it  is  sup- 
posed that  they  can  be  got  to  serve  for  much  less  than  two  thousand 
dollars.  We  now  have  a  Superintendent  in  each  county,  and  it  is 
believed  that  the  Secretary  of  State  could  do  all  that  is  necessary  with 
these  members  from  the  other  districts,*  and  the  County  Superinten- 
dents are  a  great  expense  and  very  little  use  in  the  counties  as  they  are 
now  conducted.  Tnese  members  could  each  see  to  his  own  Congres- 
sional District.  They  could  have  meetings  of  the  Board  here  and  per- 
form all  the  duties  necessary,  and  certainly  with  great  economy  to  the 
State.  It  would  do  away  with  the  Superintendenj^  I  am  not  tenacious 
about  it  at  all,  but  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Convention  to 
the  extravagance  of  the  present  proposition;  and  I  hope  if  this  is  not 
accepted,  that  some  gentleman  will  propose  a  way  by  which  this  can  be 
conducted  with  less  expense  than  the  cumbersome  system  proposed  in 
this  article.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  this  amendment,  or  some  other  sim- 
ilar one,  will  be  adopted.  I  introduce  it  at  this  time  because  it  proposes 
to  do  away  with  the  State  Superintendent,  and  give  the  necessary  duties 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  is  here  all  the  time.  Therefore  I  advocate 
its  adoption. 

BEMABKS   OF   MB.    WINAKS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  That  amendment  would  be  properly 
relevant,  if  relevant  at  all,  to  sections  three  and  seven.  It  is  not  rele- 
vant to  the  present  section  at  all.  It  strikes  me  that  it  is  out  of  order,  but 
if  it  is  in  order  there  is  this  objection  to  it — that  the  school  system  needs 
a  single  executive  head  in  every  St^te.  In  the  Constitutions  of  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Mis- 
sissippi, Maine,  North  Carolina,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia, and  Wisconsin,  there  is  express  provision  made  for  the  election 
of  such  an  officer.  He  is  made  a  constitutional  officer,  and  I  believe  in 
every  other  of  the  States  there  exists,  by  force  of  law,  under  legislative 
enactment,  a  Superintendent  of  Common  Schools.  If  you  only  have  a 
Board  of  Education — a  State  Board — they  will  lack  that  responsibility 
which  comes  from  unity,  and  they  will  not  be  able  to  discharge  execu- 
tive duties  which  pertain  to  an  officer  of  this  kind.  There  may  be  objec- 
tions made  to  the  expense  of  such  an  officer,  in  consequence  of  recent 
developments  and  troubles,  but  that  is  wise  legislation  which  disregards 
temporary  and  ephemeral  considerations  and  looks  at  the  subject-matter 
in  its  true  light.    I  do  not  believe  that  an  educational  system  which 
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abolishes  its  head  would  work  well.  Those  States  whose  names  I  have 
read  have  adopted  it  as  a  part  of  their  constitutional  system,  and  the 
other  States  have  provided  for  such  an  officer  by  legislation.  I  believe 
it  to  be  indispensable  to  a  proper  administration  Of  the  affairs  of  the 
educational  department.  Article  two  of  the  Political  Code  prescribes  the 
duties  of  the  State  Superintendent,  which  require  a  large  portion  of  the 
time  of  such  an  officer.  I  hope  gentlemen  will  pause  and  reflect  before 
they  destroy  this  system. 

^         BEMABKS    OF    MR.   BLACKMER. 

Mb.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  this  will  not  be 
entertained,  at  this  time  at  least.  It  is  not  germlme  to  this  section ;  and, 
besides,  it  provides  for  an  impossibility,  that  this  Board  shall  perform 
all  the  duties  that  are  now  performed  by  the  County  Superintendents. 
Why,  sir,  what  do  these  County  Superintendents  have  to  do  at  present? 
I  will  just  read  over  their  duties,  as  enumerated  in  section  one  tnousand 
five  hundred  and  forty-three,  of  article  three,  of  the  Political  Code, 
under  the  title  "  Education :" 

It  is  the  duty  of  the  County  Superintendent  of  each  county : 

1.  To  apportion  the  school  moneys  of  each  school  district  quarterly ; 

2.  On  the  order  of  the  Board  of  Trustees,  or  Board  of  Education, 
to  draw  his  warrant  upon  the  County  Treasurer  against  the  school  fund 
of  any  city,  town,  or  district;  he  must  draw  his  warranty  in  the  order 
in  which  they  are  ordered  by  the  proper  authority ;  each  warrant  mu*t 
specify  the  purpose  for  which  the  money  is  required,  and  must  be  paid 
in  the  order  in  which  it  is  drawn,  but  no  warrant  must  be  drawn  unless 
there  is  sufficient  money  in  the  fond  to  pay  it,* 

"  3.  To  keep  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  public  a  register  of  warrants, 
showing  the  fund  upon  which  the  warrants  nave  been  drawn,  the  num- 
ber thereof,  in  whose  favor,  and  for  what  service  drawn,  and  also  a 
receipt  from  the  person  to  whom  the  warrant  was  delivered ; 

"  4.  To  visit  each  school  in  his  county  at  least  once  in  each  year,  and 
for  every  school  not  visited  the  Board  of  Supervisors  must,  on  proof 
thereof,  deduct  ten  dollars  from  the  County  Superintendent's  salary; 

"5.  To  preside  over  teachers'  institutes  hela  in  his  county,  and  to 
secure  the  attendance  thereat  of  lecturers  competent  to  instruct  in  the 
art  of  teaching,  to  enforce  the  course  of  study,  the  use  of  the  text-books, 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  for  the  examination  of  teachers  prescribed 
by  the  proper  authority  ; 

"6.  To  issue  temporary  certificates,  valid  until  the  next  regular  meet- 
ing of  the  County  Board  of  Examination,  to  persons  holding  certificates 
of  like  grade  granted  in  other  counties; 

"  7.  To  certify  to  the  State  Board  of  Examination  the  names  of  persons 
examined  before  County  Boards  of  Examina-tion; 

"  8.  To  distribute  all  laws,  reports,  circulars,  instructions,  and  blanks, 
which  he  may  receive  for  the  use  of  school  officers; 

"9.  To  keep  in  his  office  the  reports  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Instruction  and  a  file  of  the  educational  journal ; 

**  10.  To  keep  a  record  of  his  official  acts,  and  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
County  Board  of  Examination,  including  a  record  oi  the  standing  in 
each  study  of  all  applicants  examined; 

"11.  To  keep  in  his  office  such  works  on  school  architecture  and  edu- 
cation as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  State  Board  of  Education,  and  pay 
for  them  out  of  the  unapportioned  County  School  Fund; 

"12.  To  (except  in  incorporated  cities  and  towns)  pass  upon,  and 
approve,  and  reject  plans  for  school  houses ;  * 

"13.  To  appoint  Trustees  to  fill  all  vacancies  created  by  failure  to 
elect,  or  otherwise,  to  hold  till  the  next  annual  election; 

"  14.  To  make  reports  when  directed  by  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Instruction,  showing  such  matters  relating  to  the  public  schools  in  his 
county  as  may  be  ret^uired  of  him; 

"15.  In  all  counties  containing  twenty  thousand  inhabitants,  or 
upwards,  to  devote  his  whole  time  to  the  supervision  of  the  schools  in 
his  county ; 

"16.  To  carefully  preserve  all  reports  of  school  officers  and  teachers, 
and,  at  the  close  of  his  official  term,  deliver  to  his  successor  all  records, 
books,  documents,  and  papers  belonging  to  the  office,  taking  a  receipt  for 
the  same,  which  shall  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  County  Clerk." 

Those  are  the  duties  of  County  Superintendents.  I  beg  to  ask,  how 
can  four  gentlemen  perform  these  duties  in  the  fifty-two  counties  of  this 
State,  in  addition  to  those  which  are  already  the  duty  of  the  State  Board 
of  Education  and  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  ?  The 
idea  is  preposterous.    It  cannot  be  done. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   CAMPBELL. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
be  adopted.  The  office  of  Superintendent  of  Schools  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary, not  merely  because  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  head  of  the  school 
department  of  the  State,  but  because  there  are  duties  to  be  performed 
by  that  officer  which  cannot  be  performed  by  any  Board  of  Education. 
You  cannot  send  your  Board  of  Education  around  the  State  certainly — 
unless  you  do  it  at  a  very  large  expense,  and  make  the  office  a  high  salaried 
one — to  perform  the  duties  which  are  now  performed  by  the  County 
Superintendents.  You  cannot  add  the  duties  of  the  State  Superintend- 
ent to  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  because  if  you  do  you  must 
send  the  Secretary  of  State  traveling  through  the  State  at  various  seasons 
of  the  year  when  his  business  requires  his  attendance  here  at  the  Capital. 
Now,  among  the  duties  prescribed  to  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public 
Instruction  is  that  of  visiting  the  schools  of  the  different  counties  and 
inquiring  into  their  condition.  You  cannot  send  the  Secretary  of  State 
traveling  all  over  the  State,  visiting  schools  and  inquiring  into  their 
condition.  Moreover,  he  is  required  by  law  to  visit  the  different  orphan 
asylums  to  which  appropriations  are  made  and  examine  into  the  course 
of  instruction  there.  These  are  duties  which  cannot  be  turned  over  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  at  all.  You  must  have  a  head  to  your  school 
department.    It  is  a  false  economy.    It  will  not  do  to  fritter  away  tl^ 
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>t  be  carried. 


Mb.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairiimn :  1  believe  when  the  subject  of  call- 
ing ■  CoDBtitutional  CoaveDtinn  was  lirat  being  discussed  tbroughoul 
thii  Stale  by  Ihe  prera,  Unit  they  prel£y  clearly  indicated  whikl  ariieiid- 
maata  were  desirud  to  be  made  in  Iha  rewmBtruction  of  the  organic  law 
of  thia  Slate,  1  have  paid  particular  attention  lo  the  diacuuion  thai 
took  placa  in  relation  to  tbe  matter,  and  I  believe,  in  fact  I  am  salisfied, 
that  during  (lie  entire  period  of  time,  up  lo  the  time  when  tbis  ConTen- 
tion  usembled,  no  discussion  ever  iDok  place  in  reference  tu  a  change  of 
any  portion  n{  our  school  system.  If  there  were  any  demands  of  Iba' 
kind  I  did  not  happen  to  see  or  hear  them.  1  do  not  believe  that  thi 
people  of  this  Blate  desire  or  would  indorse  any  radical  change  in  Ihi 
educational  svstem  of  this  Btate,  and  particularly  in  this  regard.  Thi 
system  has  worked  well,  and  I  believe  is  perrectlv  satisfactory  to  tbi 
people  of  this  State.  Now,  sir,  unless  the  people  demand  this  change 
wty  should  1*  attempt  lo  make  any  change  in  regard  (o  the  matter.  1 
hope  that  the  amendment  will  be  voted  down. 

Ma.  WHITE.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  withdraw  my  amendment  for  thi 
•ent.     It  has  bad  the  effect  I   intended,  of  calling  thi 
"oncention  to  the  immense  eipense    "   ■ 
X.  LALME.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  send 

ThbSBCBET.^RY  read; 

"Amend  section  two  of  the  article  on  education,  by  strik 
aller  the  word 'salary,' in  the  fourth  tine,  down  to  the  won 
the  eaine  line,. and  inserting  the  following:  'of  two  thousani 
dred  dollars  per  annum;  and  no  public  money  shall  be  appi 
nay  for  the  services  of  any  Deputy  Superintendent  or  Clerk 


the  Conve 


le  proposed  system. 


.estate 


Mb.  L.^tNE.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  itrikes  me  that  we  ought  to  flx  tl 
■alary  of  the  Slute  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction.  That  wi 
secure  the  tervices  of  a  good  school  teacher.  Of  course  we  cannot  g 
along  without  a  Superintendent  of  Schools,  but  this  Superintendent 
PubMC  Instruction,  traveling  over  the  State,  I  do  not  believs  is  of  ai 
•ervice  to  tbe  State;  I  belteve  that  he  ought  to  remain  at  tbe  CapiK 
This  having  offices  multiplied  on  the  people  1  believe  is  all  wrong, 
find,  that  in  the  estimated  eipenditures  of  the  last  session,  that  we  ha' 
piled  up  the  sum  of  seventeen  thousand  dollars  for  this  Su peri n ten deni 
office.  I  believe  that  the  amount  provided  for  there  is  sufficient,  or 
other  words,  that  wo  should  have  some  oflicer  that  does  something.  Tl 
aniveraal  plan  is  to  have  ofBcers  that  never  do  anything,  but  give  it  o 
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by  making  it  lower,  in  point  of  salary,  than  other  Stale  offices, 
that  the  office  of  Suporiotendeiit  of  Public  Instruction  should  i 
great  a  salary  as  the  Secielary  of  Slate.     I  am  in  hopes  that  thi 

Mb.  STEDNIAN.    Mr.  Chairm 
the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara, 
that  tbe  Stale  Superintendent,  wi 
all  the  work  incumbent  upon  that  ofHcer.    It  is  purely  a  statistical  office, 
and  I  think  that  two  hundred  dotlara  a  mouth  is  ample  pay.     I  wi 
sir,  tbe  deputies  in  that  office  done  away  with.     I  want  to  see  the  Su) 
intendent  nf  Public  Instruction  in  this  State  get  down  to  solid  work, 
believe  he  can  do  it.    I  hope  it  will  be  adopted. 
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uch  money 

Ma.  STEDMAN.    Is  it  the  habit  of  tho  [ 

hB»  it  been  the  habit  of  any  other  State 
schools? 

Mr,  CROSS.  Yes,  I  have  seen  them  spe 
in  the  schools  at  bard  work,  developing  th 
Professor  Bolander  in  Truekee  delivering  l( 


e  than 


id  red  thous 
department!  A  system  by  which  we  distri 
'  1  in  tbe  State  every  year,  and  no  head  t< 
lan.  with  the  qualities  necessary  to  perf 
lars  a  month,  would  b«  ridiculous.  Thi 
ng  of  tbe  kind,  and  expect  the  import 
h  a  functionary.  The  report  of  tho  co 
1  on  a  level  with  the  Secretary  of  Slate, 
I  I  believe  the  people  of  tbe  State  wou' 
i  point. 


.  FREUD.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  I 
intleman  from  Santa  Clara  will  , 

1  which  there  should  be  as  little  . 
is  the  subject  of  education.     Why,  i 
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Ma.  LAINE.     Mr.  Chairn 
;hildrenUught.     They  desii 
ichool  building,  and  that  their  sons  and 
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man.  An  ordinary  bookkeeper  gets  two  hundred  dollars  a  month,  and  he 
is  not  the  proper  material  for  a  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruc- 
tion. There  is  no  other  department  which  has  in  it  so  much  of  necessity 
and  importance  as  the  department  of  eduoition.  Now.  sir,  two  hundred 
dollars  a  month  will  not  pay  for  a  suiuble  msD  for  State  School  Super- 
inteiidoit,  A  bookkeeper  gets  three  or  four  thousand  dollars  a  year.  A 
man  who  is  fit  to  be  the  manager  of  a  commercial  house  gets  a  eood 
deal  more,  A  man  with  a  good  fair  ranch  gets  from  a  thousand  dollnrs 
to  ten  thounind  dollars  or  more  a  year;  and  a  man  who  has  devoted  his 
attention  to  the  subject  of  education  for  years,  until  he  has  become  fit  to 
be  Superinleudent  of  Public  Instruction  in  Ihe  great  State  of  Csllfoniia. 
and  manage  a  great  system  of  education  we  should  have  in  this  Stale, 
cannot  he  reasonably  expealed  to  employ  his  lime  and  talents  in  such  a 
position  for  two  hundred  dollars  a  month.  The  teacher  of  a  Normal 
School  gels  niore  than  that.  The  Principal  of  a  High  Scliool  gets  far 
more.  Our  little  interior  towns  pay  as  much  for  a  Principal  of  a  school. 
The  Superintendent  cannot  properly  perform  the  functions  of  his  office 
without  lieing  away  from  home  more  or  less.  Tn  be  a  good  Superin- 
tendent he  should  visit  the  different  counties  and  inform  himself  as  to 
tbe  exact  condition  of  tho  schools.     How  can  he  superintend  public 


broadcloth,  and  your  children  arebecominf 
ing  them  in  that  nay,  until  you  Gnd  thai 
are  going  by  the  boanl,  and  that  fn>m  time 
have  to  have  training  schools  to  take  care 
in  the  hands  of  men  who  are  brought  up  t 
and  make  useful  citiieni  to  Ihe  State,  and 
fiert,  I  believe  I  know  as  much  of  the  i 
State,  as  my  distinguished  young  friend  fr 
I  have  lived  as  long  in  this  State«s  lie.  I 
taxes  into  the  school  fund  as  my  dislingu 
that  it  is  lo  the  interest  of  the  people  of 

fall  where  they  belong,  and  not  into  the  S 

By  the  report  of  this  committee,  it  is  tru 
SUte  Superintendent  of  Public  listructio 
the  Secretary  of  SUte.  but  it  leaves  out  all 
of  the  office.  It  leaves  I 
upon  clerks  until  all  tt 
way.  The  people  want 
Bible,  and  frcquenllv  do  not  have  enough 

Mr.  CAPLES,  1)0  I  understand  the 
Superintendent  gets  seventeen  thousand 

Ma.  LAIKE.  For  the  two  years.  Thi 
two  yeara.     Six  thouand  dollars  forsatari 

Mr,  CAFLES.     Prettv  liberal,  that. 

Mr,  LAENK,  There'is  no  sense  in  thi 
I  have  gone  to  the  trustees  of  schools,  tho 
the  school  districts,  who  have  sons  and  da 
find  that  their  opinion  generally  is  that  th 
parasites.  They  go  there  and  spend  a  few 
some  few  silly  questions.  That  is  your 
under  nothing  but  two  hundred  dollars  a  n 
be  may' stay  at  the  Capitol  and  save  stai 
States,  and  ehaoge  the  general  details  of 
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Ma.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  f 
imendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  fron 
or  State  Superintendent  is  a  first-class  sc) 
or  two  hundred  dollars  a  month,  and  it  ii 
ir.  1  am  in  favor  of  saving  tho  money 
ntargement  of  the  system  ;  to  the  Increa 
aught  in  the  schools.     Our  system  here  h 
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is  evident  that  it  is  a  money-making  concern,  for  some  persons  at  all 
events.  Now,  sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  report  from  Massachusetts, 
and  what  was  the  wages  in  eighteen  hundred  and  iifty-seven-eight. 
The  average  monthly  wages  of  male  teachers  in  the  public  schools  of 
Massachusetts  in  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-seven-eight  was  forty-nine 
dollars  and  eighty-seven  cent*  per  month.  The  average  monthly  wages 
of  female  teachers  at  the  same  time  was  nineteen  dollars  and  sixty-three 
cents.  Now,  sir,  there  is  no  reason  or  sense  in  our  system  costing  more 
than  twice  as  much  as  the  system  costs  in  Massachusetts.  I  am  in  favor 
of  curtailing  the  expenses,  and  enlarging  the  sources  of  knowledge  to 
the  pupils  of  this  State. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WEBSTER. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  to  this  amendment, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  this  office  of  State  Superintendent,  if  we  have 
one  at  all,  is  of  as  much  importance  as  any  other  office  within  the  gift 
of  the  people  of  this  State.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles,  and  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  that  the  expense  of  the 
system  is  greater  than  it  ought  to  be;  but,  sir,  it  just  as  well  applies  to 
every  other  department  of  this  State.  I  am  with  them  in  cutting  down 
the  lot  of  them,  but  I  am  not  in  favor  of  making  fish  of  one  and  flesh 
of  another.  There  is  as  much  dignity  in  this  office,  there  is  as  much 
responsibility,  and  it  should  require  as  much  talent,  as  any  other  office 
in  the  gift  of  the  State. 

Mr.  WHITE.     Had  not  we  better  cut  them  down? 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  You  have  passed  them  now.  This  is  the  only  State 
officer  we  have  in  the  system,  and  you  start  in  now  to  degrade  that  one 
office.  I  will  go  with  you  to  cut  down  the  salaries  of  all  the  State 
officers.  If  you  had  gone  at  it  with  more  earnestness  when  the  report 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  was  up  it  would  have  been  better,*  but  when 
you  begin  to  talk  about  cutting  down  one  State  officer  and  leaving  the 
rest,  I  am  not  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  SCHELL.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

•*  Amend  section  two  by  striking  out  the  words  'equal  to,'  in  line  four, 
and  inserting  '  not  exceeding.'  " 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  That  amendment  is  not  in  order.  It  is  not  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment.     Let  us  vote  on  this  issue. 

The  chairman.    The  Chair  will  entertain  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  desire  to  make  any  remarks 
except  to  say  that  that  would  leave  the  matter  to  the  Legislature  to 
determine;  that  is,  to  say  how  much  the  salary  of  the  State  Super- 
intendent should  be.     I  think  that  is  the  best  plan. 

REMARKS   OP    MR.    KLRINE. 

Mr.  KLEINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  seems  to  be  a  good  deal  of 
sympathy  and  humanity  when  it  comes  to  exalted  positions.  Especially 
I  am  surprised  that  it  comes  from  the  member  of  the  bar  on  my  right, 
Mr.  Cross,  from  the  Workinginen's  delegates.  It  is  a  great  work  for  the 
Superintendent  and  the  teacher.  Gentlemen,  is  it  greater  work  than 
the  mechanic  does?  Since  I  have  been  hero  I  have  heard  no  single 
word  of  the  workingman ;  he  is  crushed  down,  and  not  a  single  man 
has  handed  in  an  amendment  or  resolution  in  favor  of  him.  One  dol- 
lar a  day  !  But  when  it  comes  to  these  officials,  five  thousand  dollars 
is  too  little.  Perhaps  these  gentlemen  are  unable  to  hire  two  or  three 
servants,  and  go  to  the  theater  three  or  four  times  a  week — that  is  what's 
the  matter.  I  think  it  is  about  time  that  we  should  put  down  this  dif- 
ference between  the  mechanic  and  the  school  teacher.  I  say  that  the 
mechanic  who  learns  his  trade,  has  just  as  much  right  to  use  his  brains 
as  the  man  that  goes  to  school  and  learns  the  boys  and  girls  their  les- 
sons— just  as  much.  I  don't  see  why  we  should  establish  an  aristocracy. 
I  say  that  the  school  teacher  and  the  Superintendent  of  Schools  is  no 
better  than  the  mechanic,  and  not  half  so  good.  [Laughter.]  I  came 
here  not  to  make  a  distinction  between  the  school  teacher  and  the 
mechanic.  I  do  not  see  Why  two  hundred  dollars  should  not  be  suffi- 
cient for  a  Superintendent.  Two  hundred  dollars  is  enough  for  any  man. 
I  remember,  the  other  day  five  thousand  dollars  was  not  enough  for 
a  Supreme  Judge— just  think  of  it — for  a  man  to  sit  on  the  bench  three 
or  four  hours  a  day  I  I  say  it  is  an  outrage!  A  man  that  says  five 
thousand  dollars  is  not  sufficient — I  don't  know  hardly  what  to  say  to  it. 
I  tell  you,  I  look  upon  men  all  alike,  and  I  repeat,  and  I  say  it  again, 
that  the  man  that  works  for  his  bread — and  I  say  I  repeat  it — he  has  to 
use  his  brains  just  as  much>as  the  school  teacher.  This  is  all  very  W£ll 
in  Europe,  amongst  crowned  heads,  amongst  established  aristocracy, 
like  in  England,  where  the  aristocrats  looks  down  npon  workingmen, 
but  here,  in  the  American  Republic,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  an  end  of  it. 
Some  have  declared  that  we  can't  get  able  men  on  the  Supreme  bench 
any  less  than  six  thousand  dollars  or  seven  thousand  dollars.  We  can 
get  as  able  men  for  three  thousand  dollars  as  for  six  thousand  dollars. 
Some  said  that  if  we  don't  pay  big  salaries  they  will  be  dishonest. 
Gentlemen,  if  a  man  will  be  dishonest  with  three  thousand  dollars,  he 
will  be  a  dishonest  man  if  he  hasten  thousand  dollars — it  is  all  the  same; 
it  is  all  the  same  to  him,  no  matter  how  high  or  low  his  wages  may  be. 
The  man  that  is  a  dishonest  man,  is  one  anyhow.  It  is  all  foolishness. 
Now,  gentlemen,  I  hope  this  will  pass;  two  hundred  dollars  is  sufficient, 
except  if  a  teacher  is  more  than  a  human  being,  and  I  am  not  aware  of 
it.  I  hope  all  these  high  salaries  will  bo  voted  down  by  everybody, 
especially  men  that  come  here  as  reformers. 

Mr«  RINGGOLD.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  has 
returned  any  conscience  money  to  the  State  from  his  ten  dollars  a  day? 

ItKMARKS   OP    MR.    BIGGS. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  belfeve  it  is  very  well  known  here 
that  I  have  always  been  upon  the  side  of  economy,  retrenchment,  and 
reform,  but  I  am  not  much  of  a  Cheap  John  when  you  come  to  officials. 
I  think,  perhaps,  we  have  acted  unwisely  in  the  salaries  we  propose  to 


pay  our  judiciary  in  this  State;  but,  so  far  as  the  Superintendent  of 
rublic  Instruction  is  concerned,  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  this  Convention 
to  make  provision  that  he  should  receive  a  reasonable  compensation — 
such  a  salary  as  would  be  sufficient  for  the  occasion— and  I  undertake  to 
say  that  the  sum  of  two  thousand  four  hundred  dollars  is  insufficient  for 
the  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  of  the  State. 

Mr.  white.  Are  you  in  favor  of  a  deputy  to  do  all  the  business  and 
let  the  Superintendent  go  idle? 

Mr.  biggs.  Is  that  so?  How  do  you  know?  I  undertake  to  say  the 
gentleman  is  laboring  under  a  mistake.  There  is  work  for  the  Superin- 
tendent and  his  deputy,  too.  It  has  been  done,  and  done  well.  There 
is  a  vast  amount  of  money  apportioned  amongst  the  various  counties  of 
the  State  for  school  purposes.  He  visits  the  schools.  He  gives  them 
lectures  upon  the  subject  of  education.  He  infuses  life  and  energy  into 
our  schools,  and  I  must  say  I  am  in  favor  of  paying  him  a  reasonable 
salary — just  as  much  as  the  Secretary  of  State.  I  am  willing  to  go  before 
the  people  on  that  record,  and  I  don't  want  any  cheap  salaried  men.  I 
do  not  want  your  State  and  county  officials  to  ^o  together.  I  do  not 
propose  to  ^to  for  a  dishonest  man.  Cheap  salaries  or  high  salaries  do 
not  make  men  dishonest  or  honest.  I  am  sorry  that  my  friend  from 
Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine,  who  I  have  gone  hand  in  hand  with  in  the  line 
of  economy,  should  get  up  here  and  propose  this  amendment.  The 
school  teachers  in  our  Hi^h  Schools  receive  more  than  that.  I  look 
upon  the  position  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  as  one  of  the 
most  important  in  the  State.  We  should  have  the  right  man  in  the 
right  place — a  suitable  man  for  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction.  I 
am  very  much  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
San  Jose,  or  Santa.  Clara,  Mr.  Laine,  and  I  am  in  hopes  that  this  Con- 
vention will  vote  it  down.  Gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  just  let  me 
appeal  to  you.  If  you  want  good  men  you  must  pay  good  salaries. 
Don't  stand  on  a  question  of  a  few  dollars. 

REMARKS  OP    MR.    HITCHCOCK. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  has  been  a  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  State  when  men  were  afraid  to  assert  their  opinions  on  this 
subject  This  is  the  first  time  I  was  ever  called  to  a  body  of  this  kind. 
I  want  no  political  future  hereafter,  and  can  afford  to  say  to  the  people 
what  I  think.  I  believe  that  this  office  of  Superintendent  is  entirely 
unnecessary,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  it  out.  My  reason  for  that 
belief  is  based  upon  conversations  that  I  have  had  with  leading  men — 
teachers,  men  on  the  State  Board,  men  on  the  County  Boards— and  they 
believe  it  is  unnecessary.  It  is  a  waste  of  money,  that  does  the  children 
no  good.  I  believe  in  education,  and  I  believe  that  the  money  contrib- 
uted by  the  taxpayers  of  this  State  should  go  directly  to  the  benefit  of 
the  children,  and  not  be  souandered  before  it  reaches  them.  Now,  I  am 
in  favor  of  striking  out  this,  and  also  County  Sui>erinten dents.  Let  the 
Secretary  of  State  apportion  the  State  funds,  and  let  the  Boards  of  Super- 
visors apportion  the  coiftity  funds.  I  believe  in  the  people  governing 
themselves,  and  the  best  way  to  do  that  is  to  give  the  governing  power 
as  near  as  possible  to  the  local  authorities.  I  believe  in  the  County 
Boards  arranging  the  examinations,  and  doing  away  with  these  conun- 
drums that  we  have  had  for  the  last  fifteen  years.  A  man  without  a 
State  certificate  cannot  get  any  school  in  this  State,  or  any  situation  in 
this  State,  until  he  has  passed  an  examination  by  the  State  Board ;  but 
if  he  has  a  State,  or  even  a  county  certificate,  he  can  teach  in  any  county 
in  the  State.  Then  why  the  necessity  of  these  Stat«  certificates?  Why 
this  waste  and  squander  of  money  to  keep  a  few  men  in  positions?  As 
to  the  State  Superintendent,  I  have  never  seen  him  in  my  life,  and  I 
have  been  in  the  State  a  long  time.  I  believe  there  was  one  who  attended 
several  Granger  meetings  J^ut  not  as  school  teacher  or  Su|)erintendent. 
I  have  got  no  axe  to  grind,  and  no  friends  to  reward.  The  people 
demand  this,  and  we  want  all  these  superfluous  offices  thrown  away.  I 
move  that  the  section  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  SCHOMP.     I  second  the  motion. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WICKKS. 

Mr.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman :  In  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  proposes  to  abolish  the  office  of  State  Superintendent  and 
County  Superintendent,  I  do  not  think  it  worth  while  to  reply  to  him. 
I  will  say  that  we  have  a  State  Superintendent,  and  in  point  of  salary 
he  should  rank  as  high  as  any  other  State  officer.  I  believe  that  he 
should  be  a  first  class  school  teacher.  Now,  let  us  see  what  a  first  class 
teacher  is.  When  he  teaches  in  our  city  high  schools  he  must  have  the 
widest  range  of  culture.  He  must  be  a  man  versed  in  the  ancient  and 
modern  classics,  and  must  be  acquainted  with  the  departments  of  the 
higher  mathematics,  with  the  history  of  our  world,  with  the  natural 
sciences,  with  grammar,  etymology,  and  orthography  of  our  language. 
There  are  men  within  our  school  system  to-day  wno,  if  they  had  given 
the  time  to  the  profession  of  law  or  medicine,  instead  of  school  tcacuing, 
they  would  have  been  more  independent  and  more  wealthy  than  they 
are.  As  it  is  now,  those  who  are  tlie  best  never  receive  more  than  three 
thousand  dollars  or  four  thousand  dollars  a  year,  and  there  are  only 
opportunities  for  a  dozen  situations  of  that  kind  in  the  whole  United 
States.     These  gentlemen  who  have  this  wide  range  of  culture 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  You  speak  of  the  great  merits  of  school  teai^hers. 
Is  it  not  also  true  that  there  are  men  in  our  schools  buying  certificates? 

Mr.  WICKES.  I  was  saying,  these  gentlemen  who  have  this  wide 
range  of  culture,  such  as  is  found  in  no  other  profession,  can,  at  the 
most,  receive  three  thousand,  dollars  or  four  thousand  dollars  salary, 
while  a  second  rate  lawyer  or  physician  can  make  his  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars a  year.  Now,  in  regard  to  tlie  corruption  alluded  to  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara,  which  we  have  been  very  late  finding  out,  I 
will  say  that  corruption  has  existed  in  all  the  departments  of  the  gov- 
ernment, but  it  is  found  less  in  the  school  system  than  in  any  other 
department  of  the  government.  With  regard  to  the  assertion  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Kleine,  that  school  teachers  Iook 
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doirn  upon  mechanics,  I  will  say,  for  one  school  teacher,  tliit  I  huv 
never  been  asbamed  to  take  hold  of  the  Bliafls  of  a  wheelbarroiT,  or  ut 
a  pick  und  shovel,  and  i  do  not  look  down  upon  mechanica.  1  wish  t 
educate  my  children  so  that  they  will  not  be  aahamed  of  manual  labo. 
and  yet'  be  able  to  write  e.  aoientifio  treatise ;  but  I  will  neier  educat 
them  to  be  school  teachers. 


Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  wish  to  say  a  word  in  regsH 
Id  the  statement  that  was  loade  that  the  State  Superintendent  hid 
nothing  to  do  but  the  official  duties  of  his  office — the  clerical  work. 
Now,  sir,  we  have  heard  tnm  the  geutleitian  from  Nevada.  Mr.  Cross, 
of  the  Stale  Superintendent  being  in  the  northern  part  of  this  Blate 
attending  to  the  duties  of  school  work.  During  my  residence  in  the 
ven'  southern  portion  of  this  Stale.  1  have  known  the  Superintendent 
□r  Public  lustructioD  and  his  deputy  to  be  there  upon  three  oecasioas, 
and  1  am  informed  by  my  colleague  that  immediately  before  I  came 

Twice  have  these  officers  attended  the  school  work  of  thst'county,  for 
three  days  at  a  time ;  and  the  last  time  tlioy  visited  there  they  were  at 
work  for  five  days,  in  my  own  place,  in  the  school  work.  Sow,  sir,  that 
certaiuly  cannot  be  attended  to  if  we  are  to  provide  a  State  Superinten- 
dent who  ia  to  do  nothing  but  keep  books  and  look  for  statistics.  It  is 
unjust,  it  ia  unfair,  to  put  a  gentleman  in  the  position  of  State  Superin- 
tendant,and  degradehis  position  by  o£fei'      ■-        ■  ■    - 


n  you  pay  ol 


reby  brii 


to  look  upon  it  as  a  kind  of  fifth  wheel  to  a  coach, 
and  undignified.  It  is  unworthy  of  the  position  of 
the  head  of  the  educational  department  of  the  State, 
will  stand  as  it  is  reported  by  the  oommitlee.  If  on 
let  the  others  go  with  it. 


ivrong. 


Mb.  CAPLE3.  Mr.  Chi 
two,  for  the  reason  that  I 
necessary  und  indispcnsabi 


.  opposed  to  striking  out  seetioi 


I  belie- 


npposed 
oA'ered  b 


king  a 


le  to  our  public  schoi  , 
Tied  on  without  a  State  Superintendi 
starving  him;  and  further  than  ll 
ittocrat  of  him.  Whether  the  aa 
Clara  be  the  proper  figi 


?ndm. 


>r  not. 


1  aay  now;  but  I  dt 
a  list  comprising  the  cost  of  tbesvitem  under  the  existing  law:  "Salary 
of  Su|wrintendent,three  thousand  dollars;  salary  of  Deputy,  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  dollars ;  salary  of  Clerk,  one  thousand  five  hundred 
dollars."  Now,  the  first  idea  that  strikes  one  upon  reading  that  is, 
whether  we  could  dispense  with  the  Superintendent  aud  Deputy,  and 
let  the  Clerk  do  the  work.  This  is  the  first  idea  that  occurs  to  one;  but 
I  think  we  can  do  better,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  Chink  we  can  retain  Ibe 
Buperiatendent,  and  dispense  with  the  Deputy  and  Clerk.  The  gentle, 
man  from  San  Diego  tells  us  that  the  Superintendent  does  run  around 
the  country;  and  he  is  correct,  because  I  find  here  in  this  list,  "Travel' 
ing  expenses,  one  thousand  five  hundred  dollars."  But  why  should  he 
travel?  Is  it  any  utility?  Is  there  any  ncoessityT  We  have  County 
Superintendcnls  to  look  afUr  the  schools  in  the  counties,  and  the  proper, 
legitimate  function  of  the  State  Superintendent,  as  I  Mke  it,  is  to  attend 
to  his  office  at  the  State  capital.  I  can  readily  see  where  it  is  necenary 
that  he  should  be  there  and  attend  to  the  businees  of  his  office.  But 
why  should  he  perambulate  the  country  7  Is  it  necessary  that  he  should 
go  to  the  counties  to  give  ourCuunt^  Superintendents  instructions  about 
how  they  are  to  pertorm  their  duties?  The  pi-esumption  is,  that  our 
County  Superintendents  are  about  as  weii  qualified  and  understand  their 
business  about  as  well  as  he  does,  and  they  neeil  no  instri 
ference  from  him.     I  am  opposed  to  his  being  permitted 

Mb.  BL.\CKMER.  I  wish  to  slaie  inai  oa  lae  inree  occa: 
were  there  in  ottendanee  upon  county  institutes,  twice  they 
three  davs,  and  the  other  time,  five  days. 

Mb.  CAPI.es.  I  t>iok  it  fur  gi-anted  that  he  was  correct.  Xo  doubt 
they  were  attending  county  institutes,  but  I  prefer  that  they  should  be 
here  in  their  office  attending  to  their  legitimate  business.  They  have 
no  business  to  be  there  attending  institutes.  It  is  no  place  for  them. 
The  presumption  is  now  that  the  Clerk  is  the  real  Superintendent.  The 
Superintendent  himself  goes  off  around  the  country  and  leaves  the  Clerk 
'  -  1u  the  work.    The  Clerk  attends  to  the  business,  and  we  have  over 


hundred  dollars 


und  above  the  Clerk  tw< 
iiflicers.    I  am  in  favor  of  in_... 
legitimate  offices,  for  the  adni 


inent,  such  a 

making  and  maini 
interest,  Mr.  Chai 
dred  dollorj."  1  i 
hundred  dollars." 
Porter  at  ti 


md  I 


ntaioing  all  necessary  am 
the  affairs  of  the  govern 
tquired,  and  such  as  havi 
uties ;  but  I  am  opposed  b 


IS  of 


inau.  After  a  Clerk  comes,  "contingent  one  hun- 
ini  not  prepared  to  say  what  that  is.  "  Porter,  two 
Well,  that  is  pretty  gooil.  Besides  the  Clerk,  a 
o  hundred  dollars.  That  is  getting  pretty  high  up.  That 
IS  quite  an  aristocratic  establishment;  very  liberal  indeed.  S est  after 
Porter  comes  postage  and  expressage,  how  much  do  you  think  ?  "  Post- 
age and  ex presaage, eight  hundred  dollars"  per  annum.  Now,  itoccun 
to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  that  Clerk  has  something  to  do.  If  he  dis- 
patches mail  matter  reijuiring  eight  hundred  dollars  postage  and  cipres- 


Triveli 


Then 


„  expenses,  one  thousand  five  hundred  dollars."  No«,sir, 
I  Bay  there  is  no  necessity  for  the  Superintendent  to  travel  at  sll.  1I» 
business  to  travel,  because  we  have  County  Superiutendenla, 
a,  and  ought  too,  and  are  capable  of  attending  to  their  duties  in 
nties.  and  the  real  legitimate  duties  of  the  State  Superintendent 
lis  ollice  at  ihc  Slate  Copilnl.     Now,  this  little  bill  of  items  here 


fool«  up  a  ^rand  aggregate  of  eight  thousand  i 
auLiuiii.  Now.  if  eight  thousand  nine  huadrei 
snry  to  run  this  institution,  then  I  think  my 
has  gone  too  far  if  he  proposes  to  cut  it  down  tt 
dred  doUovB.     He  tells  you  that  this  Superin 


„     .   ,        .  .  nd  dollars,  and  if  t 

the  amendment  I  would  propose  to  amend  by  ii 
dollars"  instead  of  "  (wo  thousand  four  hundi 

Mb.  LAINE.     I  accept  the  amendment.     I 


pending. 

Ma.  CAPLE9.  I  shall  move,  at  the  proper 
stituting  "three  thousand  dollars"  for  "two 
dollars." 

Mr.  SCHELL.     I  desire  then  U>  withdraw  t 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  comes 
amended  by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento. 

Mb.  CAPLES.  One  more  word.  If  i  un 
accepts  my  amendment  to  substitute  "three  thi 
thousand  four  hundred  dollars."  Now,  I  sul 
three  thousand  dollars  is  amply  sufficient, 
these  plundering  perquisites,  and  I  want  to  c 
tinetly  understood  what  every  officer  is  to  rec 
this  perpetual  grabbiug  at  the  treasury  for  clerk 
else.  It  iaabad  practice,  Mr.  Chairman, becaug 
to-day,  it  will  be  abused  to.morrow.    1  desire  i 


Ma.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  ia  ■ 
who  have  closely  observed  the  signs  of  the  timi 
there  is  in  this  State  and  throughout  the  Amer 
sealed  design,  composed  of  elements  coming 
cripple  and  injure,  and,  if  possible,  to  destroy  c 
system.  It  comes  from  people,  in  the  first  pli 
public  schools,  because  they  teach  ct-"-'-  ■-■  — 


J  like  it 


e  the 


a  few  e 


:i6ty  ii 


catc 


ty  should  I 


the  balance  of  the  c< 

progress  of  civilitation.  There  was  a  time  whe 
was  for  a  liberal  system  of  public  schools,  and 
education.  But,  sir,  we  hear  it  now  very  freq 
eating  too  much.  Those  who  have  the  deepe 
the  system  openly  or  directly,  nor  through  agsi 
be  known ;  tut,  sir,  they  try  to  get  other  gent 
haps,  opposed  to  (he  system,  to  attack  it  at  cerL 
by  striking  it  down  a.  part  at  a  lime,  they  will  t 
whole  system.  1  know  there  are  gentlemen  or 
constituencies  which  are  opposed  to  public  ec 
men  say  that  there  is  too  much  education  am 
now.  Sir,  1  do  not  believe  a  word  of  it.  Thai 
cdly,  in  the  objection.  There  is  a  little  tempo 
If  boys  have  a  certain  amount  of  education,  thi 
ent  time  to  seek  some  political  position.     I  adj 


system  of  general  e<lucation,  and  I  believe  the 
Itoorest  laborer  in  the  land  will  t>e  an  Cilucated 
late  to  go  back.     It  is  morodangerous  than  to  s 


has  started  on  a  papular 


it  that  id 


She  hi 


burning  plowshare, and  she  must  pass  the  fiery  i 
of  the  very  blows  that  are  aimed  at  the  public  sc 
to  commence  at  the  head,sir.  Why  notabolish 
that  there  shall  be  no  Superintendent?  You  n 
emed  and  regulated  without  any  head.  But, 
that,  then  they  want  to  out  down  the  salarici 
ollice,  so  as  to  make  it  feel  its  indignity;  so  th 
no  man  of  character  in  (be  State  will  take.  I 
let  this  matter  stand  as  the  committee  has  repoi 
Superintendent  shall  he  that  of  the  3eorelary  i 
posed  that  the  Superintendent  shall  not  even  1 
him;  thatbesfaallnothaveevenaclerk.  Wh 
know  how  much  work  he  has  to  do?  Can  tl 
matter  to  those  who  come  aller  us?  Shall  y 
twenty,  thirty,  or  fifty  years,  there  shall  not  b 
any  perquisites  at  all,  no  matter  how  much  the 
matter  though  the  whole  people  may  say  that 
Can  you  not  leave  that  much  to  the  Legislatu 
pause,  and  think  whether  this  is  not  a  part  of  a 
system  of  public  schools;  to  leave  it  demon 
without  any  head,  without  any  system,  withi 
shall  protest  against  it,  [  shall  give  my  vot 
instead  of  divide  the  public  schools  of  this  SUI 


Mr.  Chairman : 
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rily  is  an  enemy  to  that  department  of  government.  I  think  that  I  am 
as  good  a  friend  l^  the  public  schools  as  the  gentleman  who  just  pre- 
ceded me  on  the  floor,  and  I  think  the  mover  of  this  resolution  and  the 
supporters  of  this  resolution  are  just  as  firm  friends  of  the  public 
schools  as  he  is.  Possibly  many  of  them  have  felt  the  onerous  tax  that 
they  are  paying,  and  possibly  they  are  actuated  by  a  feeling  of  that  kind 
to  look  into  the  workings  of  the  public  schools  of  this  State.  The 
expense  of  running  the  public  schools  of  this  State,  under  the  present 
system,  is  getting  to  be  enormous,  and  I  do  not  think  a  man  should  be 
Accused  of  being  an  enemy  to  the  public  schools  because  he  'wishes  to 
look  into  the  matter  a  little.  I  do  not  wish  to  degrade  the  position  of 
Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  at  all;  I  do  not  wish  to  degrade  it, 
and  it  is  not  to  that  end  that  I  speak,  neither  is  it  in  that  view  that 
intelligent  gentlemen  vote.  It  is  a  question  of  cold  fact.  Is  the  service 
that  he  performs  worth  more  than  two  thousand  dollars  or  three  thou- 
sand dollars?  If  not,  he  ought  to  be  paid  just  what  his  service  is 
worth ;  the  dignity  should  not  enter  into  the  question  at  all.  Is  the 
service  worth  that  much,  or  more?  If  it  is  wortJi  more,  pay  him  more. 
Let  me  here  state  it  as  my  opinion,  that  there  is  something  radically 
wrong  in  the  public  school  system  of  this  State,  and  when  saying  that, 
I  do  not  aim  to  be  classed  as  any  enemy  of  public  schools,  but,  as  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  back  there,  has  remarked,  I  do  not 
see  why  school  teachers  should  be  paid  such  high  salaries.  The  tax- 
payers of  the  State  are  paying  it,  and  have  a  right  to  inquire  into  it; 
and  I  say  that  the  school  teachers  of  this  State  are  getting  more  pay  than 
any  other  class  of  professional  gentlemen,  for  the  amount  of  hours  they 
are  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties.  I  find  in  the  report  I  have 
before  me,  that  a  school  teacher,  a  lady,  receives  sixty-eight  dollars  and 
something  per  month.  How  does  she  qualify  herself  to  receive  that 
sixty-eight  dollars  per  month?  It  was  done  at  the  expense  of  the 
public.  Every  single  qualification  that  she  has,  that  fits  her  for  that 
position,  she  received  at  the  expense  of  the  public.  Here  we  are  edu- 
cAiing  them,  qualifying  them  for  this  position,  and  then  they  are  get- 
ting sixty-eight  dollars  a  month  for  teaching  twenty  days  out  of  the 
month,  and  about  five  hours  a  day,  when  the  balance  of  the  State, 
both  men  and  women,  are  working  for  twenty-five  dollars  and  thirty 
dollars  a  month;  I  say  it  is  out  of  proportion.  Some  gentleman  says 
we  ought  not  to  reduce  the  salary  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Instruction,  because  school  teachers  receive  two  hundred  dollars  a 
month.  They  do,  in  some  cases,  receive  two  hundred  dollars  a  month, 
and  it  is  too  much,  and  we  are  paying  it.  First  reduce 4he  head,  and 
then  the  others.  I  say  that  this  school  system  wants,  as  it  were,  recon- 
struction. It  is  the  ruination  of  the  State  to-day.  Here  we  are  paying 
three  millions  of  dollars,  and  gentlemen  say  we  have  no  right  to  look 
after  where  it  goes  to.  They  are  even  required  to  buy  brushes  and 
combs,  soap  and  towels,  and  they  are  bought,  and  we  are  paying  for 
them,  and  they  are  not  taken  care  of.  They  are  entitled  to,  and  do  pay 
as  much  as  twenty  dollars  a  month  for  sweeping  the  floor,  and  yet  the 
tax-ridden  people  have  to  pay  this.  When  I  was  a  school  boy  we  swept 
the  school  house  floors  ourselves,  and  we  carried  in  the  wood;  now,  wo 
pay  for  these  things.  I  say  that  the  public  schools  of  this  State  are 
pauperizing,  as  it  were,  the  children  of  the  land.  Let  them  sweep  out 
the  school  house,  and  act  as  janitors  themselves.  When  the  proper  time 
comes,  I  am  going  to  offer  a  good  common  school  system — not  a  college, 
not  an  academy,  or  anything  of  the  kind,  at  the  expense  of  the  State. 

BBMARKS   OF   tfB.   RETNOLDS. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  the  humblest  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Education,  I  labored  on  that  committee  for  five  or  six 
weeks  as  faithfully  as  I  could  to  perfect  this  report.  I  was  at  one  time 
in  favor  of  that  report  as  it  stands;  in  fact  I  believed  in  the  passage  of 
every  provision  in  it;  but,  sir,  I  have  since  obtained  new  light  from  the 
economists  in  this  Convention.  I  have  obtained  new  light  from  the 
debates  in  this  Convention,  not  alone  upon  this  subject,  but  upon  several 
others.  I  find  myself  now  in  favor  of  striking  out  this  whole  report.  I 
find  myself  in  favor  of  abolishing  the  common  school  system  altogether, 
and  not  only  the  common  school  system,  but  all  other  educational 
systems.  I  propose  to  be  consistent,  Mr.  Chairman.  Your  committee 
has  voted  to  prevent  the  counties,  cities,  and  townships  from  contracting 
debts  to  buila  any  school  houses  at  all,  but  give  them  unlimited  privi- 
leges of  contracting  debts  for  Court  Houses  and  jails.  I  propose  to  be  con- 
sistent ,and  not  have  any  need  for  school  houses.  Abolish  the  institution 
altogether.  Why,  sir,  I  was  astonished  how  fast  I  obtained  light  this 
morning  upon  the  discussion  of  this  question.  I  was  almost  convinced 
when  I  heard  the  debate  here  upon  section  one,  when  gentlemen  wanted 
to  strike  out  the  declaration  that  education  was  a  good  thing  to  have. 
Why,  I  am  converted,  and  I  want  to  be  consistent  and  blot  the  word 
education  out  of  the  Constitution.  You  have  given  the  City  of  San 
Francisco  the  privilege  to  go  in  debt  to  an  unlimited  extent  to  purchase 
the  Spring  Valley  Waterworks  for  twice  what  thev  are  worth,  but  it 
shall  not  build  a  school  building  except  it  collects  the  money  to  pay  for 
it  beforehand.  Let  us  be  consistent,  sir.  You  have  voted  here  this 
morning  to  prohibit  the  counties  and  townships  and  cities  from  putting 
a  stop  to  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  and  no  man  had  the  hardihood 
to  say  that  it  was  not  productive  of  crime  and  expense  to  the  State 
unlimited.  Well,  now,  if  we  are  going  to  have  unlimited  gin,  we  do  not 
want  any  education.  You  have  voteti  to  increase  the  expense  of  the 
judiciary  from  one  to  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  and 
you  are  opposed  to  increasing  the  expenses  for  education.  I  will  admit, 
sir,  that  tnis  is  consistent,  for  if  you  are  not  going  to  have  any  education 
you  will  need  more  judiciary;  you  will  need  more  Court  Houses,  and 
you  will  need  more  jails.  Why,  sir,  we  had  better  go  to  work  and  see 
how  many  more  penitentiaries  the  State  can  afibrd  to  build.  You  will 
want  some  more  penitentiaries.  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  this 
report  altogether,  and  of  placing  in  lieu  thereof  provisions  that  shall 
offer  a  premium  for  a  gin  mill  on  every  corner,  and  put  a  tax  on  all 


school  houses  and  on  all  school  teachers.  I  do  not  know  but  that  we 
had  better  make  it  a  felony  to  teach  school  at  all.  In  San  Francisco  the 
premium  on  gin  mills  would  be  inoperative,  for  there  is  one  on  every 
corner  now ;  but  I  believe  there  are  some  corners  in  this  State,  perhaps 
in  this  city,  where  there  are  none.  These  are  some  of  the  reason  why  I 
am  in  favor  of  striking  out  this  whole  report.  I  want  to  put  a  premium 
^n  gin.  Let  us  have  unlimited  rot-gut,  but  let  us  have  no  more  edu- 
cation ! 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   JOYCE. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  my  opinion,  I  think  the  remarks 
made  by  our  distinguished  friend  from  Sacramento  had  really  no 
foundation.  I  have  attended  the  sittings  of  this  Convention  pretty 
closely,  and  I  have  failed  to  hear  any  member  on  this  floor  oppose  the 
public  school  system.  I  believe  that  if  there  is  any  thing  more  than 
another  that  is  going  to  assist  the  public  school  system,  it  is  to  reduce 
the  expense  of  it.  I  was  waiting  patiently  to  hear  the  gentleman  from 
Sacramento  introduce  some  remark  to  the  effect  that  the  selling  of  school 
questions  would  be  the  wiping  out  of  the  public  school  system  altogether. 
Somehow  or  other  it  escaped  this  gentleman's  memory.  I  believe  that 
there  is  no  man  on  this  floor  can  deny  it,  that  six  yeara  ago  it  was  very 
easy  for  any  house  grainer  to  get  four  dollars  a  day.  To-day  they  can 
get  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents.  Labor  has  been  brought  down  to  the 
very  lowest  point.  Why  not  bring  down  the  labor  of  school  teachers, 
if  there  is  any  labor  attached  to  itf  in  proportion  to  the  reduction  cre- 
ated in  other  branches  of  the  labor  market?  Now,  according  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Schools,  they  have  got  two  thousand  three  hundred 
and  ninety-three  teachers  employed  in  this  State  last  year. 

Mr.  WiCKES.  Have  you  given  up  the  cry  of  "cheap  labor"  in 
San  Francisco? 

Mr.  JOYCE.    We  are  against  cheap  labor. 

Mr.  WICKES.     Be  consistent,  then. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  We  are  not  in  favor  of  having  school  teachers'  salaries 
kept  up,  and  all  other  classes  of  labor  being  brought  down.  We  are  in 
favor  of  having  the  wages  brought  down  to  provide  the  children  with 
school  books  gratis. 

Mr.  WICkES.  Is  it  not  better  to  raise  the  salaries  of  all?  What 
benefit  would  it  be  to  the  laboring  man  to  reduce  the  wages  of  the  poor 
man?    Had  you  not  better  raise  the  wages  of  the  mechanic? 

Mr.  JOYCE.  We  cannot  do  it.  According  to  the  nearest  reports  we 
can  get  of  the  examinations  going  on  in  San  Francisco,  I  see  that  teach- 
ers had  to  pay  two  hundred  dollars  a  head  to  procure  the  questions. 
That  would  be  four  hundred  and  seventy -eight  thousand  six  hundred 
dollars  for  the  teachers  to  procure  the  questions.  Now,  sir,  a  very  small 
amount  of  that  would  supply  the  whole  school  system  of  this  State  with 
free  books.  One  third  or  that  amount  would  furnish  the  State  with 
free  books,  to  say  nothing  at  all  of  the  high  salaries.  I  believe,  sir,  that 
the  same  salary  paid  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  even  two  thousand  five 
hundred  dollars  would  be  a  vei^  mir  compensation  for  the  Suj)eriutend- 
ent  of  Schools.  I  think  to-day  there  are  lawyers  who  cannot  average 
two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  a  year.  He  has  got  to  use  his  brains. 
I  would  not  give  him  any  privilege  to  sell  questions  in  any  shape.  I 
would  declare  it  a  felony.  Now,  sir,  if  there  is  anything,'  in  my  opin- 
ion, that  is  going  to  keep  the  school  system  of  this  State  intact,  it  is 
economy.  As  the  system  is  running  now,  we  come  to  find  out  that  it 
has  got  to  work  consistent  with  the  other  departments.  Economy  being 
the  order  of  the  day,  it  is  almost  impossible  to  keep  up  the  school  system 
as  an  ornament  to  fook  at  by  the  employment  of  the  poor  laborers  of  the 
State,  who  are  severely  taxed  to  keep  it  up.  It  is  almost  a  crime,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  we  should  introduce  anytning  here  that  would  make  it 
cast-iron  upon  the  people  to  sustain  a  system  that  is  so  extravagant. 
The  average  school  attendance  is  only  seven  months  in  the  year.  I  do 
not  see  what  should  keep  it  from  being  ten  months  in  the  year,  if  these 
people  have  to  draw  a  salary  for  twelve  qionths. 

Mr.  LARKIN.    They  are  paid  by  the  month. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  I  think  ten  months*  service  in  the  year  is  little  enough. 
If  the  country  wants  to  pay  that  way  let  them  pay.  I  am  opposed  to 
any  such  extravagance.  I  am  willing  tg, furnish  school  books  free  to  all 
the  children  of  the  State.  • 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   WEST. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment,  and 
also  to  striking  out  the  second  section.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  adoption  of 
the  section  just  as  it  is  reported  by  the  committee.  If  I  suggested,  or 
could  suggest,  an  amendment,  it  would  be  that  of  restricting  the  privi- 
lege of  the  Superintendent  to  employ  deputies  and  clerks  within  a  rea- 
sonable bound.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  on  all  occasions  I  have 
advocated  a  reduction  of  the  enormous  salaries  that  the  people  of  this 
State  have  been  paying  to  public  officers.  The  whole  system  has  been 
inaugurated  upon  the  high  pressure  principle.  But  I  do  not  see  any 
reason  for  reducing  the  pay  of  this  one  officer  below  the  rest,  taking  into 
consideration  the  responsibilities  and  duties  of  his  oflice,  his  far  reaching 
influence  for  the  present  and  future  welfare  of  the  State.  We  have 
already  adopted  a  section  which  says  that:  "A  general  difiusion  of 
knowledge  and  intelligence  being  essential  to  the  preservation  of  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  the  people,  the  Legislature  shall  e^ncourage,  by  all 
suitable  means,  the  promotion  of  intellectual,  scientific,  moral,  and  agri- 
cultural improvement,"  We  have  growing  up  the  future  statesmen, 
legislators,  Judges,  lawyers,  if  you  please,  professional  men,  farmers,  and 
workingmen,  and  their  intelligence  and  usefulness,  and  their  position  in 
society  depends  very  much  upon  the  character  or  influence  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Instruction,  and  the  system  of  education  inaugurated 
by  that  superin tendency.  Now,  let  me  call  attention  to  section  five  of 
this  report: 

•*Src.  6.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  a  system  of  common 
schools  by  which  a  free  school  shall  be  kept  up  and  supported  in  each 
district  at  least  six  months  in  every  year,  after  the  first  year,  in  which  a 
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Bchool  bas  b«eD  eatablished ;  and  any  school  district  neglecting  to  keep 
up  and  support  auch  a  school  shall  i>e  ileprivoii  uf  iU  proportion  of  the 
interest  of  the  puDic  fund  during  such  aSKlect." 

ir  thaC  Is  adopted  it  becomes  necessary  that  we  have  a  central  office. 
We  must  have  a  Superintendent  to  see  that  the  laws  passed  by  the  Leg- 
islature are  executed  uniformly  throughout  the  State.     The  Buperin-^ 
tendent's  office  is  a  distributing  office  gf  information;  ha  corresponds 
with  the  diSerent  Superint«Ddente  about  school  questions,  and  in  regard 
to  their  duties.    He  must  sea  that  this  system  devised  by  the  Legislaf — 
shall  be  carried  out  fully,  properly,  and  honestly;   that  the  pu 
money  is  distributed  boneBt1y>  and  that  it  is  expended  honestly, 
comparison  with  the  clerical  offices  of  the  Slate,  the  Secretary  of  Slate, 
Controller,  and  the  Treasurer,  I  contend  that  the  duties  of  the  Sup< 
tendeut  of  Public  Instruction,  are  as  iinportont  as  either  of  themi 
duties  are  as  onerous  as  either  of  them;  and  I  protest  against  plaoinj, 
salary  of  this  officer  lower  than  tho  salary  of  these  officers  to  which  1 
have  alludeil, 

Mk.  CAPLES.     I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say  that  he  iS  opposed 
to  the  ameudment.\  He  is  opposed  to  putting  the  salary  below  tho'     ' 
other  Slate  officers.    The  amendment  fixes  the  salary  at  the  sam 
the  Secretary  of  State.     Now,  the  question  is  this,  does  che  gentleman 
wish  it  to  be  higlicrT 

Mr.  west.     No,  sir. 

Ma.  CAFLE3.  Another  question  :  Do  you  not  think  that  three  thou- 
sand dollars  ia  enough  to  pay  that  officer  and  let  him  perform  the  duties 
of  his  office  himself,  and  not  make  the  office  a  sinecure? 

Mr.  west.  Inreadingsectiou  two  of  the  report  under  consideration 
I  do  not  find  three  thousand  dollars,  or  any  other  amount,  specified.  I 
liud  that  the  Superintendent  shall  receive  a  salary  equal  to  that  ol  the 
Secretary  of  State.  Now,  cut  down  the  lalary  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
if  vou  wish,  but  let  us  have  uniformity  and  equality, 

Sfa.  CAPLES.  We  have  filled  it  at  three  thousand  dollars  per  annum, 
and  tbe  gentleman  is  mistaken  in  assuming  that  we  propose  to  cut  it 
down,      wa  propose  to  fix  it  suhslantiatly  as  it  is  fixed  by  the  report  of 

the  commlttee,4iut  we  propose  to  make  the  Superintendent  do  his 

work,  and  wa  projiose  to  deny  him  deputies,  clerks,  and  all  that 
the  gentleman  in  favor  of  making  this  office  a  sinecure? 

Mr.  W£ST.    I  am  not  in  favor  of  making  this  office  a  sinecure 
more  than  any  other  Stale  office,     I  am  in  favor  of  putting  it  right 

'  e  Superintendent  the  same  salary 

0  for  it. 

I  am  not  arguing  for  thraa  or  four  or  five  thousand  dollars,  but  [  am 
arguing  in  favor  of  equality,  justice,  and  right.  I  hope  the  Superin- 
tendent will  receive  as  great  a  salary  as  you  pay  to  the  Secretary  of 
Stale  and  Controller. 

Mr.  CAPLES,     I  protest  against  this  aasumptton  that  we  propose 
aut  the  salary  down  below  that  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  when  wa  pr 


and  the  average  attendance ;  the  number  atte 
the  number  not  attending  schools;  the  amo 
apportioneil,  and  sources  from  which  derive 

*-  --■■  '■'■-■-•  • —  from  other  soui 

■xpended  for  sa 


ding 
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and  the  a 

be  labor  most  compre ben 


Mr.  STEDMAN.  Are  not  these  statistics 
iu  peri nte ride nts  and  sent  to  the  State  Superin 
Ma.  WISAN8.    They  arc  measureably  gat 


erks  lo  perfori 


,  superv 


duti 


preserve  it  from  what  other 
bankruptcy  and  ruin.  These  County  Superin 
no  power  but  the  county.  They  have  no  pari 
reference  to  the  State  at  large,  and  it  requires: 
to  bring  all  their  reports  together  and  make  tl 
show  the  character  and  beauty  of  the  system, 
answered.     Now,  sir,  again  : 

''  To  apportion  the  State  school  funds,  and  fi 
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ules,  as  I  understand 
to  address  the  1 


RINti'GOLD.    I  withdraw  my  n 


Ma.  W1NAN3.      Mr,  Chaii 


;  The  debate  upon  this  subject  has 


Lbjact  hi 
We  ba« 
imount  of 


bad  diaousaion  here 
wages  paid, and  other  things  that  were 

mailer.  The  only  inquiries  h^re  that  are  peruJient  u>  luecajv,  are.snaii 
we  extinguish  and  annihilate  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public 
Instruction?  and  if  not,  shall  we  reduce  the  salary  ?  Sir,  I  stated  before 
'that  any  department  without  a  head  was  in  a  lamentable  condition. 
There  must  be  some  one  to  discharge  the  functions  that  devolve  upon  it. 
You  cannot  with  any  justice  to  yourselves  or  the  rights  of  the  people, 
onnibitate  this  office.  It  belongs  lo  the  condition  of  things;  it  belongs 
to  tho  necessities  of  the  cose;  It  belongs  to  the  requirements  of  the  times. 
The  people  want  it,  the  affairs  of  the  Slate  need  it,  and  it  must  remsiu. 
How,  sir,  It  la  said  that  the  office  is  a  sinecure,  and  that  there  is  nothing 
lo  be  done.  Sow,  let  nie  remind  the  gentlemen  what  duties  devolve 
upon  this  institution,  and  they  will  find  thai  lis  duties,  if  properly  dis- 
cnarged,  are  quile  as  ample  as  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  Stale,  If 
the  duties  are  not  properly  dischai^ed,  correct  the  abuses,  but  do  not 
undertake  lo  correct  the  abuses  in  thesystem  by  annihilating  the  system. 
Is  that  wise  legislation!    Is  that  the  act  of  prudent  Judgment  among 

Erudent  men,  men  of  thou^hl,  men  of  character,  and  men  who  are  sent 
ere  by  the  people  of  the  Slate  to  advance  its  highest  and  dearest  inter- 
ests? No,  sir.  Let  whatever  abuses  exist  ia  the  system  be  corrected  in 
the  proper  way,  not  by  the  extinguishmeut  of  tho  system,  but  by  the 
adoption  of  such  legislation  as  will  prevent  abuse  where  it  can  be 
reached.  If  we  cannot  reach  it  hero,  the  Legislature  can,  and  we  have 
not  yet  reached  the  period  of  lime  or  advancement  of  thought  in  which 
we  are  prepared  to  deny  that  the  Legislature  has  some  efficacy,  some 
power,  and  some  right  to  power  in  tho  State,  Now.  sir,  the  Stale'  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Instruction  has  many  duties  to  perform.  I  will 
read  some  of  them: 

"To  report  lo  the  Governor,  on  or  before  the  fifteenth  day  of  Novem- 
ber, of  the  years  on  which  I  he  regular  sessions  of  the  Legislature  are 
held,  astatement  of  the  condition  of  the  State  Normal  School  and  other 
educational   institutions  supporled   by  the  State,  and  of   the  public 

"To  aco 
of  RjhoDl   . 


so  that  they  m 

State;  80  that  every  department  may  know 
working,  and  whether  this  department  is  vt 
whether  it  is  discharging  the  duties  which  tl 

"  To  draw  his  order  on  the  Controller  la  fa 
urer,  for  the  school  moneys  apportioned  to  th 

Now  all  the  school  moneys  have  to  pas* 
entire  fund,  amounting  to  millions  in  the  c 
through  his  balids  in  order  that  there  may  b 

''To  prepare,  have  printed,  and  furnish  tt 
the  administration  of  the  laws  relating  topub! 
such  blank  forms  ami  books  as  may  be  nee 
their  duties," 

Then  this  officer  has  t< 


lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  there  are  about  on 
sand  youth  of  various  ages  now  deriving  iustn 
fountain — drawing  it  in  as  living  waters,  t 

duty  that  requires  an  agent  to  perform  it?  £ 
"  To  have  the  law  relating  M  the  public  sch 
form,  and  annex  tharoto  forms  for  making  rep 
business,  llie  course  of  study,  rules  and  regui 
and  library  books,  and  such  suggestioas  on  sch 

"To  supply  school  officers  and  teachers,  i 
Librarian  with  one  copy  each  of  the  pamphli 

Libraries  all  around  the  State,  in  every  hi 

Suarter  where  the  ray  of  educational  inlell 
arkness  and  find  entrance  for  the  sunlight, 

■■  To  visit  the  schools  in  the  diiferent  count 
condition;  and  the  actual  traveling  expense 
tliev  do  not  exceed  fifteen  hundred  dollars,  i 
and  paid  out  uf  the  General  Vund,  in  the  sam 
are  audited  and  paid; 

"  To  authenticate,  with  his  official  seal, all  di 

"To  have  bound,! 
and  fifty  dollars,  all 
office,  or  hereafter  re 

"  To  deliver  over,  at  the  expiration  of  bis 
to  his  successor,  all  property,  books,  documei 
and  other  papers  belonging  to  his  office,  o 
received  by  bim  for  the  use  of  his  office." 

And  BO  his  duties  branch  out  into  a  wide  d< 
pensed  with,  or  what  is  worse,  be  delegated  to  i 
poorly  paid,  responsible  to  no  one,  and  each  r 
Dor  to  discharge  a  duty  which  should  devolvi 
say  this  office  must  exist.  It  Is  not  in  the  pow 
to  do  justice  and  to  conserve  the  interests  and 
to  extinguish  or  abolish  it.  Well,  then,  sir,  ii 
OS  look  into  the  terms  of  its  compensation.  II 
upon  a  perfect  system  of  reduction  of  expenw 
a  uniform  method  these  economic  schemes  wh 
caled  on  this  floor,  I.  for  one, should  say  not 
made  applicable  lo  ali  alike,  then,  sir,  there  w 
action,  and  approval  of  what  we  do.  But  if  ' 
and  follow  it  up  by  adopting  another  at  varia 
mize  in  small  matters  and  expend  liberally 
economy  and  do  not  practice  it|  if  we  inerelv 
lo  please  the  people,  then  we  art 
what  will  redound  to  our  credit, 
hand.    Now,  si 


ived  by  him,  payable  o 


^rfroi 
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started  in  on  the  line  of  economy  and  a  general  reduction  of  salary,  he 
would  approve  it  here.  Now,  the  question  is  this :  We  started  in  by 
allowing  the  Supreme  Judges  six  thousand  dollars.  I  want  the  gentle- 
man to  say  whether,  in  his  judgment,  three  thousand  dollars  for  a  school 
teacher  is  not  as  liberal  as  six  thousand  dollars  for  a  Supreme  Court 
Judi^e  ? 

Mr.  WINANS.  No,  sir;  for  a  school  teacher  it  is,  but  for  a  State 
Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  it  is  not.  The  State  Superintend- 
ent o^  Public  Instruction  must  combine  most  peculiar  and  diverse  qual- 
ities. He  must  be  an  educated  man ;  a  man  of  study  :  a  man  who  has 
pursued  his  studies  as  long  as  it  takes  to  make  a  Supreme  Judge. 
Besides,  he  must  be  a  man  of  executive  capacity,  or  he  cannot  carry  out 
the  entire  details  of  this  most  expansive  and  ramifying  institution 
which  devolves  upon  him.  I  say  three  thousand  dollars  would  not  be 
an  equivalent  salary  to  such  a  man  as  six  thousand  to  a  Supreme  Judge. 
But,  sir,  I  am  not  objecting  to  three  thousand  dollars.  The  amendment 
of  the  honorable  member  from  Sacramento  proposes  to  give  this  officer 
precisely  what  the  committee  report  proposes  to  give  him.  The  repprt 
proposes  to  give  him  the  same  salary  as  the  Secretary  of  State.  The 
salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  already  fixed  at  three  thou- 
sand dollars.  But  I  come  now  to  the  distinction.  The  gentleman  says 
he  is  to  have  no  supernumeraries,  no  employes,  no  underlings,  no  dep- 
uty, no  clerk,  no  anything. 

Now,  sir,  conceive  of  the  existence  of  an  officer  whose  duties  are  so 
arduous  to  perform,  and  requiring  him  to  do  them  personally.  To  brush 
out  and  clean  the  cobwebs  of  his  office,  to  act  as  his  own  porter,  to  have 
to  shut  up  his  office  and  abandon  it  for  weeks  while  he  is  on  a  distant 
and  necessary  tour;  to  have  no  one  to  do  the  copying  in  the  office,  no 
one  to  attend  to  its  various  su'bordinate  requirements.  Sir,  the  system 
is  entirely  wrong,  and  no  member  of  this  body  having  the  intelligence 
of  the  honorable  member  from  Sacramento  can  fail  to  see  that  it  would 
be  utterly  inoperative.  This  is  eminently  a  subject  which  should  be 
left  to  the  Legislature.  You  need  not  fear  that  the  Legislature  will 
allow  him  more  than  the  requirements  of  the  institution  and  its  indis- 
{tensable  requirements  shall  demand.  We  are  perfectly  safe  in  trusting 
to  the  Legislature,  and  I  am  willing  to  trust  them  a  great  deal  further 
than  seems  to  be  the  sentiment  of  the  people  now  around  me.  I  know 
enough  of  the  duties  of  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  to 
know  that  his  office  is  not  a  sinecure.  I  know  that  it  involves  perpetual 
labor. 

Mr.  CAPLES.  I  did  not  say  that  the  office  was  a  sinecure.  I  said 
that  to  allow  him  a  deputy  and  a  clerk  would  be  making  the  office  a 
sinecure. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  have  spoken  in  response  to  the  gentleman  from 
Sacramento  in  no  invidious  spirit,  in  no  reflective  manner,  and  I  did  not 
USD  the  expression  sneeriuely,  or  with  the  inflection  of  a  sarcasm.  He 
took  the  view  that  unless  tnis  man  was  compelled  to  discharge  all  the 
duties  of  the  office,  he  would  derive  emoluments  which  were  without 
equivalent  on  his  part.  I  say  that  it  will  never  do  to  place  within  the 
Constitution  a  limitation  upon  office  employment.  The  Legislature  can 
do  that,  and  depend  upon  it  that  the  Legislature  will  never  give  to  this 
man  more  aid  than  he  requires.  Have  we  provided  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  shall  have  no  employes?  Have  we  provided  that  the  Controller 
shall  have  no  clerk?  Wny  do  it  now?  Is  this  a  personal  crusade?  I 
have  the  highest  respect  for  the  intelligence  of  this  body,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  is  the  intention  of  members  to  throw  this  whole  system 
into  chaos. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     I  second  the  motion. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment oflered  by  the  gentleman  fn^m  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine,  as  amended 
by  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Caples. 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  33  ayes  to  56 
noes. 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  recurs  on  the  motion  to  strike  out 
section  two. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress^  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Mr.  Murphy  in  the  chair. 

Thk  CHAIR.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  mo  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Education,  have  made  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

ADJOURXyR.VT. 

Mr.  SHOEMAKER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  Convention  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

And  at  four  o'clock  and  fifty-five  minutes  p.  if.  the  Convention  stood 
adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning;  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE     HUNDRED    AND     SIXTEENTH     DAY. 

Sacramento,  Tuesday,  January  2l8t,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 


PRESENT. 


Andrews, 
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Ayers, 


Barbour, 


Barry, 

Barton, 

Beerstecher, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Biggs, 

Blackmer, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Campbell, 

Caples, 

Casserly, 

Chapman, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 

Davis, 

Dean, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dunlap, 

Estey, 

Estee, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Filcher, 

Freeman, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Graves, 

Hale, 

Harrison, 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 

Herold, 

Herri  ngton, 

Hitchcock, 

Holmes, 


Howard, of  Los  Angeles, 
Howard,  of  Mariposa, 
Huestis, 
Hughey, 
Hunter, 
Inman, 
Johnson, 
Jones, 
Joyce, 
Kelley, 
Kenny, 
Keyes, 
Kleine, 
Laine, 
Lampson, 
Larkm, 
Lavigne, 
Lewis, 
Lindow, 
Mansfield, 
Martin,  of  Alameda, 
Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 
McCallum, 
McComas, 
McConnell, 
McFarland, 
McNutt, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Moffat, 
More  land, 
.Morse, 
Murphy, 
Kason, 
Nelson, 
Neunaber, 
Ohleyer, 
O'Sullivan, 
Overton, 
Prouty, 
Pulliam, 
Reed, 


Reynolds, 

Rhodes, 

Ringgold, 

Rolle, 

Schell, 

Shomp, 

Shafter, 

Shoemaker, 

Shurtleff, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Stedman, 

Steele, 

Stevenson, 

Stuart, 

Sweasey, 

Swenson, 

Swing, 

Thompson, 

Tinnin, 

Townsend, 

Tully, 

Turner, 

Tuttle, 

Vacquerel, 

Van  Dyke, 

Van  Voorhies, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Walker,  of.  Tuolumne, 

Waters, 

Webster, 

Weller, 

West, 

Wickes, 

White, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Wilson, of  1st  District, 

Winans, 

Wyatt, 

Mr.  President. 


ABSENT. 


Barnes,  Finney, 

Berry,  Glascock, 

Cowden,  Gregg, 
Dudley,  <3^  San  Joaquin,  Hager, 

Dudley,  of  Solano,  .      Hall, 

Eagon,  Hilbom, 

Edgerton,  Larue, 
Fawcett, 


McCoy, 

Noel, 

O'Donnell, 

Porter, 

Reddy, 

Terry, 

Wollin. 


LEAVE   OF   ABSENCE. 


Leave  of  absence  for  two  days  was  granted  Mr.  Dudley,  of  Solano. 
Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Faw^cett. 

THE   JOURNAL. 

Mr.  ohleyer.     Mr.  President:   I  move  that  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  be  dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
So  ordered. 

COMMITTEE-ROOk    PORTER. 

The  President  presented  the  following  communication  from  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms : 

To  the  Huiwruble  President  and  Members  of  the  Constitutional  €k>nvention : 

GcNTLBMRN  :  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  inform  you,  that  as  the  work  of  the  committees 
is  nearly  finisljed,  and  only  occasionally  a  meeting  held,  the  services  of  Committee- 
rooms  Porter  can  now  be  dispensed  with,  if  you  so  desire. 
BesfKwtfully  submitted.  T.  J.  SHERWOOD, 

Sorgeant-at-.\rm8. 

EDUCATION. 

Mr.  winans.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Education. 

Tne  motion  prevailed. 

IN    COMMITTEE    OF    THE    WHOLE. 
The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  three. 

COUNTY  SCHOOL  SUPERINTENDENTS. 

The  secretary  read : 

Skc.  3.  A  Superintendent  of  Schools  for  each  county  shall  be  elected 
by  the  qualified  voters  thereof  at  the  first  gubernatorial  election,  and 
every  four  years  thereafter;  provided,  that  the  Legislature  may  author- 
ize two  or  more  counties  to  unite  and  elect  one  Superintendent  for  all 
the  counties  so  uniting. 

Mr.  dowling.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read  : 

"  Amend  section  three  so  that  it  will  read  as  follows :  '  Section  three — 
a  Superintendent  of  Schools  for  each  county  shall  be  elected  by  the 
qualified  voters  thereof  at  the  first  gubernatorial  election  after  the  adop- 
tion of  this  Constitution,  and  every  four  years  thereafter;  but  the  Legis- 
lature may  authorize  two  or  more  counties  to  unite  and  elect  one 
Superintendent  for  all,the  counties  so  uniting.' '' 

Mr.  MORELAND.     I  haye  an  amendment  to  offer. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Thb  secretary  read : 

"Amend  soction  three  by  striking  out  the  word  'four,'  in  line  three, 
Bud  inserting  the  word  '  two.'  " 

Mb.  MORELAND.     Mr.  Chairman  :  The  object  of  the  »mendment  is 

Inn.  AncounlyoScera,  I  believe,  arc  eipc4d  fur  two  };ear«.  This  is  a 
county  officer,  and  !  do  not  see  any  reason  for  changing  it  and  allowing 
him  to  hold  for  four  yeara.  I  thiok  it  ought  to  correspond  with  other 
county  officea. 

Mb.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  If  I  heard  the'  reading  of  the  first 
amendment,  I  see  no  difference  between  it  and  the  original  section, 
CKoepl  that  it  ueea  the  word  "but,"  in  place  of  the  words  "provided 
that.^'  In  regai^  to  the  seoond,  I  have  to  sav  that,  for  niyBclf.  I  see  no 
good  reason  for  making  the  term  of  this  ofBrer  longer  than  that  of  the 
other  county  ofBcers.    ParBonally,  therefore,  I  shell  not  oppose  it. 


Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  This  section,  as  proposed  by  the 
cfimmittee,  originated  Willi  the  State  Teachers'  Association  that  met  in 
this  city  a  week  after  the  flnt  day  of  this  Convention.  That  association 
rhose  a  committee  to  prepare  what  in  their  judgment  would  be  advisa- 
ble as  a  proposition  Ui  be  submitted  to  this  Convention  on  educational 
iiiattera,  and  these  were  submitted  to  the  aesoriation,  and  this  matter 
was  quite  thoroughly  discuised,  and  it  was  held  that  a  County  Superin- 
tendent, to  be  as  efficient  as  he  should  be,  ought  to  hold  his  office  for 
more  than  two  years;  that  really  the  best  worS  that  a  County  9uperin- 
lendent  did  was  at  the  last  of  his  term,  and  for  that  reason  they  favored 
a  four  years'  term  inatead  of  two.  For  myself,  I  thiuk  it  is  quite  a  wise 
provision.  It  is  one  of  those  positions  that  grows  with  the  work  that  is 
ronnecled  with  it,  and  the  interest  in  the  kind  of  work  that  is  to  be 
nccompliehed  by  the  County  Superintendent,  is  more  strongly  impressed 
upon  him  the  longer  he  holds  his  position,  Now,  air,  with  a  term  of 
two  years  he  has  just  begun  lo  realize  the  necesaitiea  of  the  work  before 
him.  If  he  has  his  heart  in  the  work,  the  last  two  years  of  his  term 
will  be  of  much  greater  value  to  the  county  than  the  first  two.  and 
for  that  reason  I  hope  that  this  amendment  will  not  be  adopted.  I  see 
no  reason  why  a  person  in  that  position  should  not  hold  it  for  four  years. 
It  certainly,  to  that  extent,  takes  that  position  out  of  the  political  arena, 
nnd  that  is  Tory  desirable,  that  he  should  not  be  dependent  for  his  posi- 
tion upon  everv  recurring  election,  but  that  when  once  there,  be  under- 
stands that  he  ^ai  that  position  for  four  yeara.  I  think  the  interests  of 
llie  schools  would  be  much  better  served  by  retaining  this  as  it  comes 
fi'om  the  committee  than  by  amending  it.  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
will  not  be  adopted. 

TBI  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  on  t 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sonom 

Tba  aniendinent  was  rejected. 

Tbk  CHAIRMAN.     The  question    recur 
amendment  oBered  by  the  gentleman  from  E 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mb.    biggs.      Mr.   Chairman:    Perhaps   I   am   on    very   dangerous 

K>und  now,  but  1  move  to  strike  out  this  section.  [  believe  the  county 
ards  can  do  all  that  work.  I  have  stood  by  the  committee  until  1 
come  to  this  section.  I  believe  it  would  be  wisdom  to  strike  out  this 
section.  The  County  Clerk  can  make  the  apportionment  as  well  as  the 
County  Superintendent. 

Ma.  BLXCKMER.  I  ho[«  that  motion  will  not  prevail— but  1  hare 
no  idea  that  it  will.  We  certainly  would  be  going  back  Rfty  years  to 
ndopt  such  an  amendment  as  that.  There  are  twenty-three  Stales  in 
the  Union  that  have  this  system  of  county  supervision.  Wherever  it 
has  been  wiped  out  they  have  always  admitted  that  they  have  laken  a 
very  serious  step  backward. 

'Thb  chairman.    The  question  is  on  the  motion  lo  strike  out  the 


cOjMr.i 


of   the 


Then 


i,bya 


a  of  3; 


Tas  CHAIRMAN.     The  Socretary  will  read  si 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sue.  4.  The  proceeds  of  all  lands  that  have  been  or  may  be  granted 
by  the  United  States  to  this  Stale  for  the  support  of  common  schools 
which  may  be,  or  may  have  been  sold  or  disposed  of,  and  the  five  hun- 
dred thousand  acres  of  land  granted  to  the  new  States  under  the  Act  of 
Congress  distributing  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  among  Ihe  several 
.''tales  of  the  Union,  approved  A.  D.  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-one,  and  all  estates  of  deceased  persons  who  may  have  died  with- 
out leaving  a  will  or  heir,  and  also  such  percent,  as  may  be  granted,  or 
have  been  granted,  by  Congress  on  the  sale  of  lands  in  this  Stale,  shall 
he  and  remain  a  perpetual  fund,  the  interest  of  which,  together  with  all 
the  rents  of  the  unsold  lands  and  such  other  means  as  the  Legislature 
:uay  provide,  shall  be  inviolably  appropriated  lo  the  support  of  common 
schools  throughout  the  State,  subject  lo  the  provisions  of  section  sii  of 
this  article. 

Mb.  LAINE.     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  an  amendment, 

Tks  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  section  four  of  the  article  on  education  by  striking  out  all 
thereof  after  the  word  '  Stale,'  in  the  twelfth  line." 

Ma.  HOWARD.    I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment 
by  adding:  ''The  Regents  of  the  University  shall  proi 
tion  in  Mie  same  in  agricuitu  '         '  '  '"    " 

applied     ■        " " 


e  and  mechanic 


nineralogy,  and 


}  the 


twelve,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  '  And 

such  fund,  or  any  money  raised  by  taxation  for  tcaool  pu 

ever  be  appropriated  or  divided  between  sectarian  schools.' ' 

Me.  WHITE.     Mr.  Chairman  :  The  reason  I  offer  this  an 

because  they  refer  to  a  section  that  will  come  up  for  disct 
future.  The  other  clause  is  one  which  we  all  wish  to  havi 
le  in  naturally  there,  ani 


inlirases  exactly  tl 


I   offered.     The 


This  fund  ought  to 
here  It  is  made  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  six,  Th 
for  normal  schools,  and  technical  schools.  I  think  this  fun 
the  State  for  the  common  schools,  and  should  not  be  dev 
other  purpose  whalever.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  prev: 

Ma.  WINAN9,  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  last  clause  of  seci 
which  objection  is  now  made,  is  neoessary,  if  section  sii 
adopted.  Section  four  is  presented  here  in  precisely  the  sai 
as  that  of  section  two  ol  the  present  Constitution.  With 
difference,  that  at  tbe  close  it  provides  that  it  is  to  he  subject 
visions  of  this  article.  In  order  therefore  to  properly  dele 
the  propriety  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  honorable  tn 
Santa  Clara,  it  seems  to  t-eccme  necessary  to  discuss  at  this 
subject  the  merits  of  section  six,  1  suppose  that  was  the  < 
mover  of  the  amendment.     Now,  section  six  is  as  follows: 

"  Sue.  6.  The  public  school  syslem  shall  include  primarj 
mar  schools,  and  such  high  schools,  evening  schools,  normal 
technical  schools,  as  may  be  established  by  the  Legislature, ' 

State  School  Fund,  and  the  State  school  tax,  shall  be  applied 
to  the  support  of  primary  and  grammar  schools." 

Now,  the  only  effect  and  objects  of.that  section  are  to  d 
constitutes  Ihe  school  system.  That  section  involves  no  cl 
ever  from  the  existing  syslem.  It  confines  the  public  scl 
receive  the  public  money  of  the  Slate.  [Confusion.]  I  do 
much  in  anger  as  I  do  in  sorrow.     1  hope  It 


of  these  questions  at  least  until  t 
ious  and  annoying,  and  thereby  enable  those  who  wisi 
■o  an  opportunity.    It  is  impossible  for  any  re        ""' 


it  deviai 


and  il 


those  quarters  where  such  institutions  are  desired,  high 
evening  schools,  and  the  normal  school,  and    lechnical  sc 

section  declares  what  shall  constitute  tlie  public  school  sj 
the  old  Constitution  leaves  that  matter  to  be  determined  by 
ture ;  and  the  Legislature  in  this  Stale  has  determined  il  ai 
in  the  form  proposed  by  section  six.  Section  six  has  the  n 
any  merit,  of  creating  a  consistency  in  this  plan,  by  showi 
character  is.  It  will  be  observed  that  it  jealously  guard! 
money.  It  provides  that  none  but  primary  schools  and  gratr 
shall  ever  enjoy  th*  revenue,  or  any  part  of  the  revenue,  d 
the  State  School  Fund  and  State  school  tax.  It  is  more  pi 
rigid  in  that  respect  than  the  existing  Constitution.  It  limi 
adopted,  the  employment  of  all  public  moneys  belonging  lo  t 
that  is,  all  State  moneys  belonging  lo  the  school  departm 
culture.and  development  of  those  in  the  primary  and  grarai 
It  has  been  said,  sir,  as  I  have  heard  from  outside  sources. 


mbers  ai 


■f  what 


that.  The  honorable  member  from  Santa  Clam  well  knoi 
term  means,  and  every  one  who  does  not,  can  ascertain  b 
There  is  no  uncertainty  in  reference  to  lis  meaning.  Thep 
cully  in  construing  what  it  means.  The  public  scliools,  in 
department,  or  in  their  general  State  department,  are  divii 
classes  now.  One  constitutes  the  primary  schools,  and  the  i 
tules  the  grammar  schools,  which  are  the  highest  class  of  scl 
to  the  syslem  as  it  exists  Ihroa^hout  the  length  and  breadth 
These  gmm mar  schools  now  give  the  highest  education  give 
general  system,  except  where  localities,  municipalities,  or  li 
subdivisions  of  the  State  in  any  form,  have  adopted  a  bigt 
education  in  the  shape  of  high  schools,  or  another  course  i 
in  the  shape  of  evening  schools,  and  another  in  the  shape 
schools,  and  a  State  Normal  School,  which  has  its  existi 
Ssnta  Clara  County,  and  which  this  section  six  does  not  see 
or  destroy.  Therefore,  tbe  discussion  of  the  amendment  ofi 
honorable  member  from  Santa  Clare  involves  the  discussion 
of  the  merits  and  propriety  of  section  six.  I  say,  sir,  when 
consider  that  section,  I  believe  that  if  there  is  any  point  u] 
majority  of  this  committee  will  concentrate  in  preference  I 

There  are  objections  made,  sir,  that  we  should  not  have  b 
that  we  should  not  have  normal  schools;  that  we  should  nol 
ing  schools.  Why.  sir,  a  large  portion  of  the  education  of  I 
gleaned  from  evening  schools  by  those  whom  the  necessity  o 
pels  lo  devote  themselves  lo  some  industry  during  the  dav. 
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only  proposes  that  these  institations,  such  as  high  schools  and  evening 
schools  shall  exist  in  those  localities  where  the  people  desire  their  exist- 
ence, and  provide  means  for  their  support.  It  studiously  excepts  them 
from  the  reception  of  the  public  moneys.  It  studiously  excepts  them 
from  any  claim  whatever  upon  the  large  State  fund  that  belongs  to  the 
public  schools,  and  it  only  gives  to  each  locality  a  right  to  have  these 
schools  when  they  want  them.  But,  sir,  the  objectors  to  this  scheme  in 
section  six  wish  to  prohibit  hieh  schools,  to  destroy  evening  schools,  and 
deny  to  every  locality  the  right  to  have  them  when  they  want  them. 
They  would  otifle  education  in  its  higher  reaches  and  more  grand 
developments;  would  prevent  the  people  from  goine  on  in  that  march 
of  progress  which  comes  from  knowledge  and  enlightenment  diffused 
througn  public  80i»rces.  Sir,  could  anything  be  more  ar'bitrary ;  could 
anything  be  more  contrary  to  the  spirit  which  has  actuated  this  commit- 
tee in  delegating  to  all  the  local  quarters,  so  far  as  practicable,  through- 
out the  State  tfie  right  of  self-government,  and  the  right  to  manage  their 
afifairs  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  their  people.  I  do  not  propose 
to  debate  this  section  six  at  the  present  time,  out  only  to  point  out  its 
character,  and  to  show  that  unless  we  intend  to  strike  a  blow  that  will 
destroy  the  hieh  schools,  one  of  which  rises  grand  and  majestic  within 
sight  of  this  liall,  we  must  preserve  this  section;  unless  we  wish  to 
destroy  that  system,  we  must  keep  this  section  still  alive. 

Now,  sir,  in  regaixl  to  the  other  amendment,  it  is  entirely  eorered  by 
section  nine,  which  I  will  read: 

"Sec.  9.  No  public  money  shall  ever  be  appropriated  for  the  support 
of  any  sectarian  or  denominational  school,  or  any  school  not  under  the 
exclusive  control  of  the  officers  of  the  public  schools." 

That  is  the  declaration  of  a  general  principle,  applicable  to  the  entire 
department  in  all  its  branches  and  in  all  its  ramifications,  and  should 
exist  as  an  independent  section.  The  amendment  proposes  to  dovetail 
it  in  with  another  section.     Instead  of  simplification  it  creates  confusion. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Santa  Cruz. 

Mb.  CROSS.  I  would  like  to^ask  the  gentleman  if  section  nine  does 
not  cover  the  same  ground  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  It  covers  the  same  ground,  but  I  think  it  properly 
belongs  to  the  present  section.    I  think  this  is  the  proper  place  for  it  to 


go  in. 


KKMARKS   OF   MR.   JONES. 


Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  that  the  first  part  of  the 
amendment  proposed  bv  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Cruz  is  aesirable,  for 
the  reason  that  section  four  relates  entirely  to  common  schools.  Section 
six  relates  both  to  common  schools  and  to  some  other  schools  included 
in  the  term  public  schools.  Now,  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  anything 
existing  in  section  six  to  which  section  four  should  be  subject  at  all.  If, 
as  undoubtedly  is  the  fact,  it  is  meant  that  the  term  "common  schools," 
in  section  four,  shall  mean  what  is  commonly  understood  by  that  term, 
then  it  can  only  introduce  confusion  to  add  the  words  "subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  six."  I  think  that  so  much  of  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Santa  Cruz  as  strikes  out  the  words  "subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  six  of  this  article,"  is  good,  and  should  be  adopted; 
but  the  remainder,  which  is  incorporating  substantially  the  provision  of 
section  nine,  I  do  not  think  is  good.  I  think  that  matter  is  of  sufficient 
importance  to  be  embodied  distinctly  and  concisely  in  a  separate  section. 
It  refers  to  a  different  matter  from  the  chief  matter  of  section  four,  and 
refers  to  a  principle  of  great  importance,  well  deserving  to  be  embodied 
in  a  distinct  section.  I  hope  the  amendment,  as  offered,  to  the  amend- 
ment, will  not  be  adopted,  and  that  the  amendment,  a^  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine,will  be  adopted,  simply  striking 
out  the  words  "subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  six  of  this  article," 
which,  so  far  as  I  can  perceive,  would  be  only  conducive  of  a  confusion 
of  ideas.  I  understand  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Winans, 
to  point  out  no  particular  service  which  these  words,  in  section  four, 
"subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  six  of  this  article,"  would  accom- 
plish, for  there  seems  to  be  nothing  in  section  four  which  can  be  made 
subject  to  section  six.  They  are  independent.  I  would  ask  the  gentle- 
man if  there  is  any  purpose  which  these  words  can  serve? 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  will  explain  to  the  gentleman  what 
is  the  import  of  these  words.  I  did  not  do  so  before  because  I  thought 
it  was  apparent,  but  I  see  now  that  certain  members  are  not  informed 
as  to  the  relevancy  of  the  language,  therefore  I  will  attempt  to  explain 
it.  Section  four  provides  that  all  the  school  fund  that  exists  or  belongs 
to  the  State  properly,  from  every  quarter,  "  shall  be  inviolably  appro- 
priated to  the  support  of  the  common  schools  throughout  the  State." 
Now,  section  six  defines  the  common  school  sv stem,  and  if  that  last 
clause  were  not  in  section  four,  section  four  would  apply  to  that  whole 
system,  or  might  be  construed  or  claimed  to  apply  to  it;  and,  therefore, 
the  argument  would  be  adduced,  from  the  language  of  section  four,  that 
the  revenues  of  the  school  department  throughout  the  State  should  be 
applied  to  the  public  schools,  namely,  the  primary  and  grammar  schools, 
and  the  other  schools  named  in  section  six.  To  avoid  any  possible  claim 
or  construction  that  the  public  school  money  of  the  State  should  ever 
be  appropriated  to  high  schools,  technical  schools,  or  normal  schools,  or 
the  like,  it  is  expressly  provided,  in  section  six,  that  the  entire  revenue 
derived  from  the  State  school  fund  shall  be  exclusively  applied  to  pri- 
mary and  grammar  schools;  and  then,  by  making  section  four  subject 
to  that,  the  appropriation  of  the  money  spoken  of  in  section  four  is 
limited  to  these  departments. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman:  Now,  I  think  that  the  reason  given  by 
the  gentleman  for  putting  in  those  words  is  a  reason  the  other  way.  I 
think  that  the  very  object  which  he  states  here  is  the  very  object  which 
we  do  not  want  to  serve  at  all.  We  do  not  want,  in  my  judgment — I  do 
not  want  the  common  schools  to  be  mixed  up  and  be  made  what  would 
be  tantamount  to  the  term  "  public  schools,"  and  the  large  definition 
which  may  be  given  to  that  term ;  nor  I  do  not  want  it  to  be  made 
uncertain  as  to  what  is  meant  by  common  schools.    Section  four  pro- 


vides that  the  common  school  fund  "shall  be  inviolably  appropriated  to 
the  support  of  common  schools;"  then  come  in  these  words,  which  I 
think  are  mischievous,  "  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  six."  When 
we  turn  to  section  six,  we  do  not  find  that  that  treats  of  common  schools. 
We  find  that  that  refers  to  public  schools,  high  schools,  technical  schools, 
night  schools,  etc  If  these  words  are  allowed  to  stand  there,  there 
might  arise  an  interpretation  of  the  article  which  would  say  that,  being 
subject  to  section  six,  these  futfds  m^  be  appropriated  to  the  support  of 
all  grades  of  public  schools  embraced  within  the  term  of  public  school 
system,  aa  represented  here.  It  seems  to  me,  that  when  we  provide  a 
section  in  regard  to  common  schools,  we  do  not  want  to  say  then  that  it 
sliall  be  made  subject  to  some  other  section  which  treats  of  other  schools 
than  common  schools — high  schools,  technical  schools,  etc.  It  seems  to 
me  indisputable  that,  to  accomplish  that  which  is  desired  by  section  four, 
we  should  strike  out  these  words,  which  are  worse  than  ambieuous.  For 
one,  I  hope  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa 
Cruz  will  be  rejected,  and  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Santa  Clara  adopted. 

Mr.  HUESTIs.  I  would  ask  if  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Santa  Cruz  is  not  substantially  the  same  as  the  other. 

Mr.  LAINE.  The  amendment  I  offered  only  proposes  to  strike  out 
the  words  "subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  six  of  this  article." 

REMARKS  OF   MB.   BLACKMRR. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  this  amendment  will 
not  prevail.  It  refers  to  section  six,  and  the  only  object  of  section  six 
is  to  define  the  public  school  system  of  this  State.  That  is  the  intention 
of  section  six.  The  last  part  of  it,  which  is  really  a  proviso  to  that  sec- 
tion, was  put  in  there  for  a  special  purpose  to  refer  to  section  four,  or  to 
the  funds  that  are  to  be  raised  by  the  State  for  school  purposes.  Now, 
if  that  is  struck  out  of  section  four,  it  certainly  will  follow  that  we 
must  strike  out  the  proviso  in  section  six,  which  refers  to  the  State 
School  Fund.  If  gentlemen  want  to  open  the  door  and  say  that  the 
State  School  monev  may  be  used  for  any  of  these  purposes  which  are 
referred  to  in  this  definition  of  the  public  school  system,  let  them  strike 
out  that;  but  if  not  let  them  retain  the  two.  After  defining  the  public 
school  system  we  go  on  to  say  in  express  terms  that  the  entire  revenue 
derived  from  the  State  School  Fund,  and  the  State  school  tax,  which  is 
provided  for  in  section  four — and  there  can  be  no  other  fund— must  be 
used  exclusively  for  the  support  of  primary  and  grammar  schools.  Now, 
the  two  want  to  stand  or  fall  together.  If  you  strike  out  of  section  four 
the  reference  to  section  six,  then  you  want  to  strike  out  that  provision  of 
section  six,  which  says  that  the  entire  revenue  derived  from  the  State 
School  Fund  and  the  State  school  tax,  shall  be  applied  exclusively  to  the 
support  of  primary  and  grammar  schools. 

Mr.  L.\RKIN.  Why  does  the  committee  use  the  words  "  common 
schools"  in  section  four,  and  "  public  schools"  in  section  six. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  It  is  more  common  to  use  the  term  "public 
school  system,"  when  speaking  of  the  schools  supported  by  the  State, 
than  it  is  to  say  "ooikmon  school  system;"  perhaps,  section  six  is  for 
the  purpose  of  not  only  defining  what  the  public  school  system  is,  but 
further  to  say  that  whenever  these  schools  are  established  they  shall 
come  under  the  care  of  the  public  school  officers. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    LARKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  We  commence  the  sixth  section 
with  "the  public  school  system,"  and 'not  with  "  the  common  school 
system,"  as  if  it  were  a  different  system.  Now,  confine  it  either  to  the 
common  school  system,  or  the  public  school  system.  I  believe,  from 
what  I  have  learned,  that  it  was  intended  to  devote  a  portion  of  this 
common  school  fund  to  other  than  common  schools.  Unless  it  was 
intended  to  pervert  a  pt  rtion  of  this  money  for  other  than  common 
schools,  I  think  the  same  terms  should  be  used  where  the  same  mean- 
ing is  intended,  and  not  play  upon  words. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  If  the  gentleman  is  opposed  to  using  the  word 
"public,"  let  him  make  it  "common." 

Mr.  LARKIN.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  gentleman  make  the 
suggestion.  Members  of  the  committee  differ  as  to  the  meaning  of  it. 
And  now  I  ask  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  MARTIN,  of  Santa  Cruz.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to 
section  six.  It  is  contrary  in  its  terms,  and  its  matter  may  be  safely  left 
to  the  Legislature.  Technical  schools  may  be  dancing  schools  for  all  I 
know,  or  Woodward's  Gardens  and  all  the  monkeys.  I  will  support  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara. 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairn^n  :  I  believe  the  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  and  insert. 

The  chairman.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  west.    I  would  call,  then,  for  a  division  of  the  question. 

Mr.  chairman.    It  cannot  be  divided. 

Mr.  west.    Then  I  shall  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  winans.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  simply  to  state  that  when 
section  six  comes  up  I  shall  move  to  substitute  the  word  "common"  for 
the  word  "public,"  so  that  it  will  read  "common  school"  instead  of 
"  public  school."  The  language  will  then  be  identical  with  the  language 
of  section  four. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment,  offered  by  the  gentleman  irom  Santa  Cruz,  Mr. 
White. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  72  ayes  to 
29  noes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  five. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Tas  SECRETARY  read : 

Sic.  S.  The  LegUlsture  shall  provide  for  a  aysl 
l>y  whiRh  ■  Tree  school  shall  be  kepi  up  and  BU)ipo 
leut  aix  months  in  every  year,  sfler  the  flnt  year, 
heen  established;  and  any  school  diaLriel  neglectii 
port  lucb  Khool.  ahall  be  deprived  of  its  proportioi 
public  fund  durinssucli  neglect. 


1  in  each  dletricti 


itriking  this  out,  and  it  mi^ht  tend  to  adegreeof  stugj 
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Vill  IK 


Ms.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  wction  is  eubstantially  simil 
to  tectioD  three  of  the  present  Conelitution,  and  I  will  point  out  t 
difference  which  eiisl«.  Section  three  of  the  Constitution  says:  "T 
Legislature  shall  provide  for  a  system  of  coiiimou  schools,  by  which 
school  shall  be  kept  up  and  supported  in  each  district  at  least  thi 
months  in  every  year,  and  any  district  neglecting  to  keep  and  support 
such  a  school  may  be  deprived  of  its  proportion  of  the  interest  of  the 
public  fund  during  such  neglect." 

This»ection  inserts  llie  word  "  free" — "  by  which  a  free  school  shall 
be  kept  up  and  supported."  Again,  section  three  of  the  Constitution 
says,  "  at  least  three  moulhs."  This  section  says,  "at  least  sii  mouths," 
because  it  was  deemed  by  the  committee  that  three  months  tuition  per 
annum  was  not  luliicieut,  nor  what  should  be  properly  demanded  by 
the  people  from  the  si^hools.  This  amendment  aj^in  savs:  "in  every 
year,  after  the  first  year  in  which  a  school  has  been  established."  That 
language  is  not  in  the  present  Constitution,  and  was  inserted  in  order 

.    .L    .       1 1.    ... Ll'-l    .J      !-     .1    .     l-..-,j    pjft    uf    ^||g 


Ma.  KlNE. 
the  old  Constitution,  and  that  we — 
The  chairman.    The  gentlen! 

Ma.  VAN  DYKE.  Mr.  Chairmi 
fact  that  the  old  Constitution  was  thi 
to  six  months  by  this,  which  would 

Mi.  WINAKS.     It  is  six  months 
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„     „  w  presented 

IS  gimtiar,  au  lunv  Hciiuu  live  IS  really  a  presentation  of  section  three  of 
the  present  Constitution,  with  the  changes  I  have  mentioned,  which 
were  merely  for  accommodation,  and  the  substantial  change  of  six 
months  tuition  every  year  instead  of  three. 

Mb.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
word  "established,"  in  line  four.  The  last  clause,  which  I  propose  to 
strike  out,  is  this:  "and  any  school  district  neglecting  to  keep  up  and 
support  such  school,  shall  be  deprived  of  its  proportion  of  the  intereitof 
the  public  fund  during  such  neglect."  There  may  be  cases  where  con- 
tagious diseases,  or  fire,  or  flood,  would  preclude  a  school  being  kept  up, 
and  if  the  school  lost  one  day  they  would  lose  their  appropriation.  I 
think  it  unjust,  as  the  |)eople  of  this  Stale  are  at  liberty  to  have  schools, 
and  unlimll«d  as  to  time.  If  they  succeed  in  getting  one  five  months 
they  ought  to  have  their  share  of  school  money.  There  are  schools  that 
■onietimcB  run  down  to  one  or  two  scholars.  It  is  unresiotiable  and 
unjust.    It  is  unnecessary  there,  and  should  be  stricken  out, 

ka.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  1  second  the  amendment,  and  the  gen- 
tleman haa  certainty  given  very  good  reasons  Tor  it.  There  may  be 
districts  in  which  there  are  but  few  people,  where  B  local  lax  could  not 
nosaibly  b«  raised  sufBcieut  to  keen  up  the  school,  and  yet  under  the 
Constitution  it  would  be  deprived  o(  the  use  of  any  of  the  Slate  money. 
I  would  like  to  see  a  school  for  eight  months,  or  twelve  months,  but  let 
''    ct  of  the  little  school  it  might  have  because  it  can- 


Ma.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman;  As  stated  by  Mr.  Vai 
rhich  we  have  been  working  under,  and  under  w 
schools  have  been  conducted,  has  been  subject  to  th 
Constitution  that  such  sehools  should  be  kept  up  th 
or  if  not  so  kept  should    forfeit   their  right  t 


was  framed  there  are  yet  very  large  portions  of  tl 
to  get  together  fifteen  Or  twenty  children,  you  have  I 
"Ive  miles  square  or  (en  mile*  square.  I  know  many 
choot,  or  district,  where  childrau  ride  oji  horaeback  a 
ight  miles  to  school  in  the  marning,  and  home  at  nig 
three  the  amount  of  money  to  which  the  distrirt  is 
State  and  the  amount  to  which  it  will  be  entitled  froi 
keep  school  for  six  months,  and  if  j 
their  right  to  any  public  ssslslani 
they  may,  out  of  their  own  pockets,  provide  the  mea 
school,  but  the  constitutional  provision,  as  reported 
does  not  oontemplate  that  they  are  to  do  that,  for  si 
that  these  schools  shall  be  free  schools — that  is  to  say, 
supported  by  public  money.  A  free  school  is  a  scho< 
may  attend  without  charge;  but  if  money  has  got  to  (. 

... __  J  .L :ii  __.  1 (.|.jg  school,  and 

rge  portion  of  tl 


it  not  b 


eight  n 


reqmrt 


e  that  01 


else  to 


lonths  i 


e  that 


Ma.  tAlNE.     It  deprives  them  of  the  proportion  of  State  monor.  fc 

Ma.  BARBOUE.     The  language  is:  "sfialf  be  deprived  of  its  proper-    I 
tioD  of  the  interest  of  the  public  fund  during  such  neglect." 

Mr.  LAINE.  This  money  is  in  the  general  school  fund.  It  comes 
from  the  interest  on  the  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections,  and  the  five 
hundred  thousand  acres  graiil«d  by  Congress.    It  is  the  interest  that  we 

Ma.  BARBOrR.  I  itnilprstand  that  they  receive  their  proportion  of 
then— :....-.....:....... I-. 


isent  Constiti 

entirely,  and  leave  the  Legislature,  from"  time  to  tim 
population  of  the  Slate  and  the  wants  of  the  people,  ( 
a  school  shall  be  kept  to  entitle  them  to  public  mone 
months  by  the  Code  now,  I  am  totd.  It  may  be  mad 
Code.  The  Legislature  may,  every  two  years,  modif 
>r  or  longer,  according  to  the  necessities  of  the  i 
tion  cannot  be  adapted  to  the  varying  wants  of  tl 
ty-live  or  fifty  years  together.  Legislative  enacti 
'    nothing  and  we  ri:.k  nothing  by  leaving  it  to  tt 


nly  think  it 


notp, 


Mr.  Chairman:  I 
:  I'thinktheComm 


le  question  is  on  the  amendment  moved  by  the 
gentleman  from  El  Dorado. 

Ma.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  language  propoaed  to  be  stricken 
out  is  precisely  that  of  the  present  Constitution.  For  thirty  yeara  we 
have  lived  under  that  instrument,  and  our  school  houses  and  our  school 
system  have  flourished,  and  I,  for  one,  eannot  see  any  necessity  for 
change  in  that  particular.  There  is  no  defect  pointed  out  in  the  svstem, 
such  OS  has  demoustrated  its  evils  or  mischief  during  that  period  of 
thirty  years,  and  yet  gentlemen  favor  the  i^a  of  con slitutional  changes 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  effecting  a  change.  I  think  that  we  should  stand 
by  the  Cnitstitutton  in  all  particulars  and  instances,  except  where  reform 
is  demanded  by  the  condition  of  the  times. 

Ma.  BROWS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  aware,  sir,  that  theories  fre- 
quently may  be  very  fine,  and  appear  decidedly  reasonable.  I  am  also 
aware  that  frequently  theories  that  appear  to  he  very  fine,  reasonable, 
and  correct  in  practice, do  not  work.  Now,  sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  this 
portion  of  section  five  reads  correctly,  and  it  has  evidently  worked  well. 
I  know  several  instances  in  which  the  utmost  efTort  has' been  made  to 
keep  up  a  school  the  requireil  time,  for  fear  of  losing  the  money  that 
was  coming  to  this  particular  Bchoolordistrict.  It  has  thiseffcct:  when 
jonnected  with  the  matter  under  consideration,  it  frequently 


WILSON,  of  Fi 

ird  "  three  "  for  the  won 

WINANS.    Mr.  Chaim 

will  accept  that  modification, 

language  in  which  it  now  stands  in  the  Conati 

"lis  three  months  is  concerned.    I  have  no  obje 

no  objection  on  the  part  of  any  member  of  thee 

I  the  reportof  the  committee,  the  word  "  thrC' 


>r  gets  a  lax  levy  right.    1  h: 


the  Court  1 


gleet  8< 
lecides.  it 


■oid.     That 


with  regat 


:t  idea 


f  educ 


f  keeping  up  their  schools,  so  as  not  to 
Ibe  next  year.  I  do  not  see  that  there 
ever,  but  decidedly  a  disadvantage,  in 


strike  out  for  (hat  reason.  If  you  require  a  school  to  b 
the  expense  should  be  defrayed  fr^m  the  whole  pro| 
and  the  money  devoted  to  each  district  accordingly, 
as  lai^e  an  appropriation  as  can  be  conveniently  supi 
pie  of  the  Slate  for  this  purpose:  but  I  am  inclined 
ought  not  rigidly  to  require  three  months'  schools. 
Ma.  WILSON,  of  Firet  District.    Mr.  Chairman  ;  1 

"HI  SECRETARY  read: 
Amend  section  five  by  inserting  the  word  'thri 

la.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to  tli 
in  favor  of  a  half  rear's  school.and  that  it  should  t 
the  State:  and  I  desire  to  sUte  now  what  I  proposed 


Ised  by  local  Boards,  and  thev  are  never  ab 
tbe  rich  men  don't  escape,    'fhey  have  doi 
They  have  tried  it.    You  will  Tmd  tl 
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men  who  are  able  to  resist  escape  the  payment  of  the  tax,  and  it  falls 
upon  a  few  poor  men  to  keep  up  the  three  months,  or  six  months 
school ;  but  when  it  is  levied  by  the  State  it  falls  upon  all  alike.  I 
think  these  words  should  come  out  of  the  Constitution,  whether  it  be 
three  months,  or  six  months.  I  desire  to  give  every  child  a  chance  for 
a  half  year's  school,  and  let  the  State  support  it. 

Mk.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  sentleman  from  San  Francisco  will  not  prevail.  I  am  in  favor  of 
extending  these  educational  facilities  so  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so  with 
the  means  we  have,  and  the  very  reason  that  is  given  by  the  gentleman 
from  Los  Angeles,  General  Howard,  ought  to  be  a  reason  why  he  is  in 
favor  of  it.  Now,  it  certainly  cannot  be  complained  that  the  people  of 
San  Francisco  are  making  captious  objections,  because,  as  I  understand 
it,  under  the  present  levy,  San  Francisco  is  paying  fifty  thousand  dollars 
a  year  and  over  to  the  support  of  the  schools  in  the  interior. 

Mr.  £STEE.     Over  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  So  much  the  worse — one  hundred  and  fifty  thou- 
sand dollars.  Now,  it  is  certainly  unfair — proceeding  upon  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  State  has  this  interest  in  the  education  of  the  vouth  of 
the  State,  and  we  are  willing  to  allow  the  system  to  continue  of  paying 
this  by  way  of  tax  upon  property — to  say  that  they  oannot  keep  longer 
than  three  months  schools  in  the  interior.  If  we  are  to  make  this  large 
contribution  we  have  a  right  to  insist  that  there  shall  be  some  efficiency 
in  the  schools,  and  six  months  is  certainly  a  small  enough  time  to 
reouire  them  to  attend  to  their  schools  in  a  school  district  with  the 
assistance  they  have  received  from  us,  and  the  increased  assistance  that 
they  are  entitled  to  receive  when  the  amendments  to  the  tax  law  shall 
increase  the  assessment  so  much  as  we  expect  to  do. 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  pre- 
vail. Section  five  simply  directs  that  the  Legislature  shall  provide  for 
a  system.  We  are  not  supposed  in  this  Constitution  to  provide  for  a 
system.  We  are  simply  directing  that  the  Legislature  shall  provide  for 
these  contingencies,  (^nd  that  the  Legislatui^s  shall  provide  a  system  by 
which  these  schools  will  be  surrounded.  I  have  lived  in  frontier  coun- 
ties, and  I  know  that  the  Legislature  can  provide  a  system  by  which  a 
free  school  can  be  supported  in  every  school  district.  I  hope  this  section 
will  be  left  just  as  it  came  from  the  committee,  and  that  the  Legislature 
will  be  permitted  to  devise  a  plan,  and  that  we  will  not  go  into  the  lit- 
tle details.  But  let  us  say  that  a  school  shall  bo  kept  open  in  each  dis- 
trict for  six  months  in  each  year,  free  to  all  the  chilaren  inhabiting  that 
neighborhood  or  community. 

Mr.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  last 
clause  of  this  section.    I  believe  it  is  entirely  unnecessary. 

INii  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  £1  Dorado,  Mr.  Larkin. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  54  ayes  to 
45  noes. 

Thr  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  be  no  further  amendments  to  section 
five,  the  Secretary  will  read  section  six.  • 

THR    rUBLIO  SCHOOL  SYSTEM. 

Thr  secretary  read : 

Src.  6.  The  public  school  system  shall  include  primary  and  gram- 
mar schools,  ana  such  high  schools,  evening  schools,  normal  schools, 
and  technical  schools,  as  may  be  established  by  the  Legislature,  or  by 
municipal  or  district  authority  ,*  but  the  entire  revenue  derived  from  the 
State  School  Fund,  and  the  State  school  tax, shall  be  applied  exclusively 
to  the  support  of  primary  and  grammar  schools. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  a  substitute  to  sec- 
tion six. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Has  the  committee  the  right  to  substitute  the  word 
"common"  for  the  word  "  public?" 

Thr  chairman.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  substitute  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara. 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Substitute  for  section  six :  The  common  school  system  shall  include 
primary  and  grammar  schools,  the  State  Normal  School,  and  such  even- 
ing schools  and  technical  schools  as  may  be  established  by  any  munioi- 
{)ality  or  school  district  of  the  State;  and  no  other  than  the  English 
anguage  shall  be  taught  therein.  The  revenue  derived  from  the  State 
School  Fund  and  State  school  tax  shall  be  appropriated  exclusively  to 
the  support  of  primary  and  grammar  schools.  No  sectarian  or  denomi- 
national instruction  shall  ever  be  imparted  in  any  of  the  public  schools 
of  this  State." 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    HKRRINQTOX. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  sorry  that  the  time  is  so 
limited  for  the  consideration  of  this  question.  I  would  like  it  exceed- 
ingly if  I  could  obtain  the  attention  of  the  committee  on  this  subject, 
because,  in  this  question  is  contained  the  entire  public  school  system  of 
this  State;  and  upon  this  section  depends  the  future  conduct  of  the 
whole  system.  It  will  be  observed,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this  committee, 
in  their  report,  have  struck  a  blow  at  the  State  Normal  School,  ignored 
its  existence,  and  practically  destroyed  its  efficiency,  so  far  as  the  State 
Normal  School  is  concerned.  It  seeks  to  place  a  portion  of  the  counties 
of  this  State  in  an  attitude  where  they  will  stand  upon  an  unequal  footing 
with  that  portion  which  can  maintain  normal  schools.  It  seeks  to  tear 
down  a  State  institution  that  has  for  its  object  an  efficient  system  for  the 
education  of  public  school  teachers,  by  declaring  that  there  may  be 
established  in  every  county,  in  every  school  district,  and  municipality 
of  this  State,  normal  schools  for  the  education  of  school  teachen.  It  is 
well  known  that  there  are  numerous  portions  of  this  State,  diverse 
school  districts,  that  are  wholly  unable  to  maintain  these  institutions. 
It  is  frittering  away  the  very  purpose  for  which  the  State  Normal  School 


was  established,  namely,  an  efficient  system  for  the  education  of  educa- 
tors; leaving  it  crippled  in  its  efficiency,  and  without  resouroes  to  carry 
it  on;  its  importance  dwindled  into  insignificance,  its  patronage 
destroyed,  and  the  whole  system  scattered  and  abandoned,  with  the 
exception,  perhaps,  of  large  cities  like  San  Francisco  and  Oakland,  while 
the  poorer  districts  are  left  without  any  adequate  protection  in  that 
regard;  and  leaving  the  State  school  system,  so  far  as  the  normal  school 
system  is  concerned,  an  utter  wreck.  I  have  sought,  by  this  amend- 
ment, to  reconvey  into  the  system  the  State  Normal  School,  and  to 
destroy  the  system  that  is  attempted  to  be  established  here,  of  building 
up,  in  every  particular  locality  where  the  people  may  see  fit  to  under- 
take it,  an  inefficient  normal  school. 

The  next  proposition  that  presents  itself,  so  far  as  the  amendment  has 
sought  to  affect  this  system  is  concerned,  is,  that  I  leave  out  of  this  sys- 
tem the  system  that  is  attempted  to  be  engrafted  here  as  a  constitutional 
measure — the  system  of  high  schools,  as  now  established  in  this  State. 
It  is  an  ironclacl  rule,  and  it  is  fixed  in  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chairman. 
There  is  no  uniformity  in  it.  These  particular  localities  that  are  able  to 
teach  every  kind  of  language  that  is  now  on  the  face  of  the  globe,  will 
teach  any  language  they  see  fit,  ancient  or  modern.  No  two  particular 
districts  in  the  State  will  adopt  the  same  language.  The  German  and 
French  will  be  taught  in  one  locality,  and  Spanish  and  the  Italian  in 
another,  and  the  Chinese  and  some  other  language  in  another,  and  so 
on,  ad  infinitum,  all  over  the  State.  It  entails  upon  us  the  most  costly 
class  of  educators,  men  whose  salaries  will  be  the  highest  known  among 
teachers.  It  requires  that  class,  and  that  class  alone,  to  impart  this  sort 
of  education.  But  the  worst  possible  objection,  the  one  which  presents 
itself  with  the  most  persuasive  force  to  the  mind,  is  this :  it  entails  a  local 
tax  upon  communities  for  the  support  of  these  schools — a  heavy  and 
enormous  tax,  beyond  what  is  required  to  support  the  public  school  sys- 
tem as  it  is  attempted  to  be  established  by  this  amendment.  •  It  follows 
that  their  schools  will  be,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  local  in  their  nature. 
Those  who  live  outside  of  these  particular  districts,  and  whose  interests 
and  taxable  property  are  all  outside  of  these  particular  districts  where 
these  high  schools  are  maintained,  will  remove  and  reside  in  those  dis- 
tricts, while  all  their  valuable  property  is  in  some  other  school  district. 
It  cannot  but  be  well  understood  that  nine  tenths  of  the  school  districts 
of  the  State  will  be  unable  to  support  this  high  school  system.  I  say 
that  those  districts  that  do  maintain  high  schools  will  be  depleted  in 
their  resources  by  outside  parties,  whose  property  is  in  other  districts, 
moving  in  and  sending  their  children  to  these  high  schools.  It  is  entirely 
local,  and  affects  particular  localities.  Discrimination  becomes  the  gen- 
eral rule,  instead  of  uniformity  of  operation.  It  affects  the  taxes  in  the 
same  way.  Not  only  so  far  as  the  educational  system  is  concerned  are 
your  people  affected,  but  the  whole  tax  system  is  affected  bv  it,  and  an 
unequal  burden  imposed  upon  those  who  uphold  these  schools,  while 
those  who  do  not  pay  will  receive  the  benefits  of  them.  I  am  not  object- 
ing to  them  on  the  ground  that  poor  persons  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
having  their  children  educated  tnere.  The  objection  is,  that  persons  who  ^ 
re^side  outside  of  the  districts  can  take  advantage  of  the  districts  that  are 
able  to  support  these  schools.  They  will  move  in  there  and  educate  their 
children  there,  while  their  taxable  property  is  outside.  These  objections 
are  insurmountable  as  against  the  system  proposed  by  the  committee, 
and  I  submit  that  it  is  a  system  that  ought  not  to  be  tolerated  or  sup- 
ported by  the  State.  While  we  are  all  in  favor  of  a  good  common  school 
education,  this  system  proposes  to  engraft  upon  us  a  high  school  educa- 
tion, boundless  in  extent,  Ijmitless  in  capacity,  and  all-comprehensive, 
in  the  districts  where  they  are  legalized.  The  amendment,  as  proposed, 
confines  education  exclusively  to  the  English  branches, and  I  do  submit, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  that  ought  to  be  the  rule.  While  I  am  perfectly 
willing  that  the  system  shall  embrace  every  class  of  education  that  [a 
capable  of  being  conferred  in  the  English  language,  between  the  ages  of 
five  and  seventeen,  or  twenty-one  years,  I  am  utterly  opposed  to  loading 
this  system  with  every  language  that  is  known  upon  the  face  of  the 
globe,  besides  the  dead  languages  that  may  have  existed  heretofore. 

There  is  another  feature  in  the  amendment.  Sectarian  and  denom- 
inational instruction  is  not  excluded  by  this  system  proposed  by  the 
committee,  except  so  far  as  the  University  is  concerned.  Tnat  provision 
I  have  added  to  the  amendment,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  committee 
intended  to  exclude  that  in  their  system.  I  wish  to  make  no  particular 
point  upon  that  proposition,  but  I  do  submit  that  the  system  ought  to  be 
confined  to  the  English  language  exclusively,  and  it  ought  to  be  con- 
fined to  the  primary  and  grammar  schools. 

RRMARKS   OF  MR.   BRRRSTECHRR. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  surprised  to  see  my 
friend  Trom  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington,  go  jumping  and  bounding  into 
this  section,  and  introducing  an  amendment  of  the  character  and  kind 
that  he  has  introduced.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  section  six,  as  reported  by 
the  committee,  is  not,  when  properly  considered,  subject  to  the  criticism's 
made  upon  it  by  Mr.  Herrington.  He  says  that  the  section  is  a  blow  at 
the  normal  school  of  this  State,  located  at  Santa  Clara,  where  he  comes 
from. 

Mr.  LAINE.    Son  Jos<5. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Well,  he  practices  law  at  San  Jos^.  Ho  says 
the  section  is  a  blow  at  the  normal  school  at  San  Jos^.  I  deny  it,  Mr 
Chairman.  "  The  public  school  system  shall  include  primary  and  gram- 
mar schools,  and  such  high  schools, evening  schools,  normal  schools,  and 
technical  schools, as  maybe  established  by  the  Legislature."  The  Leg- 
islature has  the  power  and  control  over  the  common  school  system. 
Normal  schools  are  specially  mentioned.  It  is  no  blow  at  the  normal 
school,  nor  is  it  intended  as  a  blow  at  the  normal  school.  That  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  answas. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  will  ask  whether  it  does  not  authorize  the 
establishment  of  a  normal  school  by  any  municipality  or  school  district 
of  the  State? 
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Mb.  BEEEtSTECHER.  It  maj  be  oonstrued  as  permitting  that. 
Mb.  HERRINGTOM.  Doe*  not  that  daetrov  the  nornml  bcIidoIT 
Mk.  BEERSTECHKR.  No,  xir.  The  LegieUture  Uei  full  power  to 
establish  nornial  echools  in  tbis  Slate  lo-dsy.  It  ia  not  changing  that 
thing  at  ali,  and  the  eentletnan's  aineuilmeut  about  to  be  voted  upon  ii 
subject  to  anotber'and  very  grove  objection,  and  tbat  objection  ia  that  it 
limits  the  tuition  in  these  school!  to  teaching  iu  the  English  language. 
It  wipes  out  and  destroys  the  cosmopolitan  schools  of  the  (JHy  of  San 
FranciBco.  That  matter  was  coaimence<l  before  the  Legislatuie  last  in 
aession.  The  matter  was  agitated  throughout  this  State,  in  places  where 
they  were  instituted,  and  more  particularly  in  Sen  Francisco.  Indigna- 
tion meetings  were  lieUl  in  that  city — meetings  attended  by  the  wealth 
and  respectability,  and  the  taxpayera  of  *'■-*  -  ■  -    ' ''—  — '-''  "-- 


a  the 


ifcf,  if  tL  I 


and  the  taxpayera  of  that  city— to  protest  against  the 
ing  at  the  law  permitting  the  teaching  of  other  lan- 
nglish  in  the  schools  of  San  Francisco,    Tbe  section 


Duld  be  a 


guages 

c —  . — ,.■_..  .^■.  .-,jt,jf.  It  allows  the  inhabilanti 
ber  they  desire  to  have  cosniopolii 
le  talpayenof  San  Francisco,  if  the  tai]>ayen  of  Saci 
e  taipiyera  of  San  Josi!,  or  Stockton,  by  a  vole  say  they  desir 
bave  other  languages  than  the  English  language  taught:  if  they 
they  desire  to  have  the  French,  or  German,  or  Latin,  or  Greek,  tau 
in  coainopolitan  schools  ettabliahed  and  kept  up  by  the  revenues  ra 
in  that  particular  locality,  whose  busiuesa  is  it?  What  right  have 
to  put  into  a  Constitution  an  ironclad  clause  to  prevent  theae  people 
from  doing  this? 

I  do  not  believe,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  tbis  committee  will  entertain 
the  pnwoaition  for  a  moment.  It  ongitt  to  be  left  open.  It  ought  to  i>e 
left  to  the  Legislature  to  provide  that  the  people  of  a  particular  locality, 
like  San  Francisco  and  other  cities,  should  have  tbe  right  to  say  M-hethei 
they  deaira  t<>  establish  cosmopolitan  schools  or  not,  and  to  say  whether 
they  desire  that  languages  other  than  the  English  language  shall  be 
taught  in  these  schools.  I  do  not  desire  to  threaten, 
committee  that  Ibis  would  certainly  be  a  blow 

embody  anything  of  this  charai 
strong  sentiment  in  San  Francisco  to-day,  and  the 
among  foreigners  by  any  means;  but  it  is  among  the  inlelli 
that  ctty,  and  the  respectability  of  that  city,  and  people  who 
■  ae«  the  youth  of  this  country  educated,  and  who  are  willing  to  pay  for 
a  broad,  liberal,  and  comprehensive  education.  If  the  gentleman  desires 
to  wipe  out  cosmopolitan  schools,  if  he  desires  to  prevent  the  teaching  of 
other  living  languages  than  the  English  language,  why  not  limit  the 
instruction  in  those  schools  to  reading,  writing,  arithmetic,  and  geogra- 
phy? Why  not  limit  tbe  time  that  tlie  child  could  go  there?  There  is 
no  argument  against  it,  only  solely  and  alone  tbe  argument,  that  the 
men  who  pay  tbe  taxes  do  not  want  to  pay  the  taxes.  Republican 
institutions  are  based  upon  intelligeuce,  and  the  mare  inlelligent  the 
people  are  the  better  for  this  country,  and  I  hope  that  the  amendment 


Ma.  HOWARD,  of  Loa  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman:  1  am  in  faT< 
this  amendment  in  part,  I  think  we  should  have  but  one  no 
school  in  the  State,  and  for  that  we  should  make  ample  provjaioi 
have  been  unable  to  ascertain  fmm  the  reports,  or  from  anv  member  of 
the  Commitlee  on  Education,  what  is  the  annual  expense  of  the  normal 
school,  and  I  regret  that  we  are  in  that  state  of  information  in  relation 
(oit;  but  since  this  rejiort  has  been  under  ednsi deration  I  have  looked 
over  the  statutes  and  the  regulations  in  relation  to  the  normal  school. 
The  statulea  provide  that  twenty-four  or  twenty-.five  thousand  doUani 
•hall  be  annually  appropriated,  for  the  support  of  the  normal  school. 
But  we  should  have  but  one,  and  that  one  should  be  made  efficient,  [ 
observe  a  comment  upon  the  normal  schools  in  the  message  of  the  Gov- 
ernor of  New  York,  Governor  Robinson.    He  says : 

"So  far  as  I  can  learn,  the  normal  schools  established  in  various  parts 
of  the  Sute  are,  with  two  or  three  exceptions,  wholly  useless,  and  fail 
almost  entirely  to  accomplish  tbe  objects  for  which  they  were  established, 
and  for  which  the  State  is  annually  paying  large  amounts  of  money  from 
the  treasury,     1  recommend  an  inquiry  into  the  working  of  these  insti- 

purpose  of  their  establishment." 

Now,  sir,  I  think  that  we  should  not  cripple  the  normal  school  we 
have.  We  should  provide  amply  for  one,  where  teachers  may  be 
instructed,  and  liberally  inslructed,  iu  the  various  branches  of  knowl- 
edge.    Now,  there  is  a  provision  here  also  that  1  think  should  como  out 

the  University  should  he  the  only  technical  school,  and  that  it  should  be 
amply  endowed  for  that  purpose,  and  well  supported  for  that  purpose ; 
but  that  we  should   not  have  a  multiplicity  of   inefficient  technical 

There  is  another  provision  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  which 
I  am  in  favor  of,  and  that  is,  that  nothing  bat  the  English  language  shall 
be  taught  in  the  common  schoids.  If  jiarentswish  their  children  taught 
in  German,  in  French,  and  in  SjHniah,  which  are  very  useful  branches 
of  knowledge,  they  should  be  taught  privately,  and  at  the  expense  of 
the  parents,  and  not  from  money  levied  for  that  purpose  upon  the  people, 
Tbe  Greeks  taught  no  language  but  their  own,  and  it  is  the  moat  perfect 
language  of  which  we  have  any  knowledge.  The  French,  under  their 
achool  sysleni,  teach  no  language  but  French. 

Now,  in  relation  to  this  whole  system  of  education  at  the  public 
expense,  I  desire  to  have  the  Secretary  read  a  paragraph,  in  addition  to 
what  I  read,  from  the  message  of  the  Governor  of  New  York,  which 
strikes  me  as  eminentlv  sound  and  Just,  and  contaisa  enlightened  views. 

Thi  SECRETARY  read; 


ubscquent  observation  has  confirmed  the  opini 
subject.  To  the  extent  of  giving  to  evcrv  child 
moil  school  education,  sufficient  lo  enable  him 
form  the  duties  of  American  citizenship,  and  to  carry  on 
and  successrully  the  ordinary  labors  of  life,  the  common  si 
should  be  objects  of  the  deepest  concern  to  the  whole  cor 
the  few  who  desire  and  are  capable  of  a  still  higher  educa 
have  an  ambition  to  shine  as  professional  men  and  in  the 
ture,  music,  painting,  and  poetry,  the  door  is  wide  open  fo 
distinction  in  those  callings.  But  to  !evv  taxes  upon  t 
auch  purposes  is  a  species  of  legalised  robbery,  and  even 
come  to  know  it.  Their  sense  of  justice  cannot  fail  to  so 
lowers  their  standard  of  morality,  and  helps  to  debauc 
purifying,  public  opinion.  It  also  breeds  discontent  ou  th 
who  are  educated  to  something  above  that  for  which  Ihev 
really  disqualifies  ttiem  for  those  duties  and  labors  to  wiii 
are  by  nature  adapted, so  that  not  only  great  injustice, but  j 

man  to  educate  the  ohililren  of  another  man  for  callinj 
never  fill.  The  argument  sometimes  advanced,  that  th 
benefit  to  the  poor,Ta  an  utter  fallacy.  The  children  of 
gencrnlly  leave  tho  schools  with  a  common  school  educat 
work  for  themselves  or  their  parents.  Yet,  while  the  p& 
dren  are  thus  at  work,  hii  little  home  is  taxed  lo  give  to  t 
others  a  collegiate  education,  Nina  in  ten  of  those  edi 
so-called  high  schools  at  tbe  public  expense  would  Cai  bt 
own  bills  than  to  have  them  paid  by  the  people  of  the 
views  are  so  manifestly  just,  that  I  bave  no  doubt  that  I 
inately  prevail.  Indeed,  there  seems  to  have  been  alrea 
of  etforts  lo  establish  high  schools,  ocademiea,  and  college 

Ma.  'HOWARD.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  term  gra 
which  1  am  in  favor  of  retaining,  includes  everything  n 
taught  in  a  public  school  system.  In  a  system  of  gramn 
can  leach  that  which  is  equivalent  to  a  liberal  education 
language  thoroughly,  and  English  literature  to  a  certain 
rhetoric,  logic,  arithmetic,   algebra,  geometry,  trigi 


listory  of  the  country,  the  genera 

■-■-'•■■■■■ the  country  lo  a 

ri dement  o 
I  all  tbe  gei 


<of  pnliti 


Story  has  made  an  abridgment  of  his  own  work  which  i 
to  the  ordinary  student  all  the  general  principles  of  consl 
In  other  words,  our  common  school  system  should  edud 
and  boy  up  lo  tbe  duties  of  American  citiienship,  and 
school  could  prepare  every  man  for  a  profesaion  if  that 


lai 


rofafreesc 


Idol 


tons  in  the  Episcopal  Church,  to  which  I  am  attached,  ai 

Krt  of   which   I  contribute,  should   have  taken  upon    I 
nounce  the  free  schools  of  this  country  as  Godleea  sch 


they  mistake 


public 


e  public 


lislake 


such  an  office.  They  are  warring  ou  the  inevitable, 
when  the  Fope  exeiimmunicated  him:  "  His  Holiness  ii 
is  a  thousand  years  loo  late,"  These  preachers  who  und< 
attack  the  free  school  system  are  at  least  two  hundred 
For  more  than  two  hundreil  years  that  system  has  prevai 
in  favor  of  retaining  it. 


,  In  one  regard,  t 
his  general  practice  of  consistency  in  adhering  to  local  ( 
in  adhering  lo  the  principle  that  a  local  governmeal 
itself.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  a  ciliun  shoul 
pelled  to  pay  for  any  other  than  the  common  branches 
but,  sir,  I  also  believe  that  if  any  .municipality  desires 
children  in  any  other  than  the  common  branches  of  ei 
right  and  that  power  ought  to  be  coneedcil  to  that  munici 
sir,  is  the  principle  that  General  Howard  has  been  putting 

lay  down  a  certain  course  of  instruction,  and  declare  that 
town,  and  no  city  shall  depart  from  that  system,  in  so^ar 
ordiminishingit  isconcerned,but  Idonot  think  thatlhe 
declare  that  that  municipality  shall  not  increase,  shall  not 
not  add  to  that  system,  . 

Ma,  HOWARD.  I  will  draw  your  attention  to  the  fact 
vision  would  authorize  the  Legislature  to  establish  a  noi 
every  town  in  the  Slate,     1  am  opposed  to  the  Legislatu 


that  iu  children  should  be  taug 

guage,     I  do  not  see  what  objection  there  can 

log  itself  to  teach  its  children  in  any  other  Ian 


Mb.  VACQUEREL.  Mr,  Chairman :  I  am  opposed  lo  th 
oRered  by  Mr.  Herrington,  and  shall  sustain  tbe  repoK  o 
tee.  It  seems  lo  me  that  we  are  trying  to  lower  educat 
bringing  it  up.  It  has  been  asserted  very  often  I  know  th 
were  a  charity.    I  say  it  is  not.     It  is  a  public  duty.    It 
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eyerj  child  possesses,  to  be  educated  freely  by  the  goyernment,  or  by  a 
school  supported  by  the  government.  What  makes  the  American  pub- 
lic school  system  superior  to  anyK>ther  in  the  world,  sir?  It  is  a  system, 
the  principle  of  equality,  and  that  is  the  principal  foundation  of  repub- 
licanism. It  is  that  very  principle  that  you  see  to-day  swaying  every 
nation  of  the  world.  There  is  not  one  that  does  not  try  to  copy  the 
American  system  of  free  schools.  It  is  the  fight  in  Europe  to  day.  They 
want  to  establish  the  system,  while  we  try  in  California  to  put  that  sys- 
tem down.  Why,  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  says  that  in  France 
they  do  not  teach  anything  but  French  in  the  free  schools.  I  deny  the 
assertion.  They  did  not  do  it  as  long  as  the  priesthood  had  the  control 
of  it;  but,  thank  God,  it  is  done  now.  They  teach  the  English  and  Ger- 
man language,  and  all  the  languages  that  the  children  want  to  learn. 
If  you  adopt  the  other  course  you  destroy  the  principle  of  equality. 
Now,  if  we  want  to  restrict  the  teaching  of  foreign  languages,  I  say  that 
the  man  who  can  speak  three  or  four  languages  is  equal  to  three  or  four 
men.  Sir,  I  hold  that  this  principle  would  take  us  back  one  hundred 
years.  The  poor  would  be  denied  the  rights  of  education,  because  they 
would  not  have  the  means  to  be  educated  with.  It  would  destroy  the 
principle  of  equality,  and  then  comes  sectarianism.  I  have  been  edu- 
cated at  a  sectarian  school,  and  it  took  me  twenty  years  to  do  away  with 
the  wrong  opinions  I  had  in  my  mind.  I  hope  there  will  never  be  one 
established  in  this  State;  therefore,  I  shall  support  the  report  of  the  com - 
m4ttee  and  vote  against  the  amendments  to  section  six. 

RKlf  ABKS  OP  MB.  WICKBS. 

Mk.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman:  At  the  proper  time  I  shall  offer  an 
amendment  so  as  to  except  Latin.  I  think  that  the  Latin  language 
ought  to  be  taught  in  our  hieh  schools  and  in  our  normal  schools.  There 
are  many  reasons  why  the  Latin  language  should  be  taught.  As  civili- 
zation advances  language  beoomea  more  complex.  It  should  be  the  aim 
of  our  scholastic  institutions  to  provide  for  that  expansion  of  language 
which  is  demanded  by  advancing  civilization.  Where  should  we  go  to 
get  the  necessary  compounds?  Should  we  go  to  the  roots  of  a  living 
language?  I  have  too  much  pride  in  my  own  tongue  to  approve  of  that. 
I  think  that  we  should  go  to  a  dead  language,  the  Latin,  which  now 
enters  largely  into  our  tongue.  I  say  I  take  a  pride  in  my  own  language, 
and  I  am  opposed  to  any  other  tongue  being  spoken  or  taught  in  our 
institutions  oi  learning. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.   LAVIOMR. 

Mr.  LAVIGNE.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  cosmopolitan 
schools,  and  I  do  not  see  any  reasonable  cause  for  their  abolition.  The 
cosmopolitan  schools  in  San  Francisco  (seven)  cost  for  the  teaching  of 
Frencn  and  German  languages,  three  per  cent,  of  the  total  amount  paid 
for  the  teachers'  salaries.  Now,  sir,  in  order  to  reduce  expenses,  the 
Board  of  Education  last  year,  following  the  system  introduced  by  Mr. 
Bolander,  in  the  Bush  street  primary  school,  favored  the  plan  according 
to  which  all  primary  classes  in  cosmopolitan  schools  must  be  taught  by 
teachers  holding  a  German  and  a  French  certificate,  besides  their  Eng- 
lish one,  and  at  the  present  time  most  all  our  cosmopolitan  schools  are 
taught  by  teachers  thus  duly  qualified.  The  system  has  proven  to  be 
satisfactory,  and  has  reduced  the  expenses  to  nearly  ofte  half.  There- 
fore the  teaching  of  foreign  languages  in  San  Francisco  does  not  exceed 
one  and  one  quarter  per  cent,  of  the  total  amount  of  teachers'  salaries 
(twelve  thousand  dollars).  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  thousands  of  children 
have  had  the  benefit  of  our  cosmo|)olitan  schools,  and  have  been 
instructed  in  French  and  German,  and  it  is  a  mistake,  sir,  to  think  that 
only  the  children  of  German  and  French  origin  have  the  benefit  of  this 
institution.  The  number  of  children  studying  German  and  French  in 
the  public  schools  is  three  thousand  five  hundred  and  five,  distributed 
as  follows:  German,  two  thousand  five  hundred  and  thirty-eight j 
French,  nine  hundred  and  seventy-seven;  American,  one  thousand  one 
hundred  and  twenty-eight.  This  shows  that  thirty-two  per  cent,  of  the 
whole  number  are  Americans,  and  it  is  the  last  report  of  Mr.  Herbst, 
Principal  of  the  South  Cosmopolitan  Grammar  school.  Now,  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  teaching  of  modern  languages,  because 
the  education  of  the  people  is  of  the  highest  importance  to  a  State  like 
the  State  of  California.  The  State  of  California  is  cosmopolitan,  and 
very  often  in  the  course  of  life  it  is  necessary  for  a  man  to  be  acquainted 
with  several  languages.  By  abolishing  the  cosmopolitan  schools  you 
create  more  difficulties  to  the  working  classes  at  the  profit  of  the 
rich,  because  the  system  of  public  schools  enables  the  poor  to  acquire 
enough  instruction  to  become,  if  he  is  intelligent,  the  equal  of  the  rich. 
If  you  abolish  cosmopolitan  schools,  the  rich  will  send  their  children  to 
private  or  sectarian  schools,  thus  creating  two  distinct  classes  of  people, 
and  we  will  soon  have  the  regret  to  see  our  public  schools,  which  were 
one  of  the  greatest  creations  of  this  State,  supplanted  by  sectarian 
schools.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  cannot  give  a  too  liberal  instruction  to  our 
children,  and  wo  must  not,  through  a  false  idea  of  economy,  pull  down 
one  of  the  main  pillars  of  our  grand  free  school  system.  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  the  amendment  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  'system,' 
in  the  first  line,  down  to  the  word  '  but/  in  the  fourth  line,  and  insert 
the  following :  '  of  this  State  shall  include  primary  and  grammar  schools, 
the  State  Normal  School,  and  the  University  of  California.'  " 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    LAINR. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman:  As  it  is,  the  amendment  has  reference 
to  municipalities.  I  think  that  here  we  should  provide  a  system  for  the 
State,  and  let  municipalities  alone.  Much  objection  has  been  raised  on 
the  ground  that  the  municipalities,  especially  in  San  Francisco,  desire 
to  maintain  certain  high  scnools.  I  have  no  objection  to  it;  but  we 
ihould  deal  here  with  a  State  system  and  nothing  else.     Now  this  sec- 


tion, as  it  is  worded,  is  most  pernicious.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is 
proper  for  us  to  give  the  Legislature  the  power  to  organize  in  this  State 
nigti  schools,  because  if  it  is  a  State  matter  they  are  State  high  schools, 
and  ought  to  be  State  high  schools.  Nor  do  I  propose  to  give  them  the 
power  to  organize  more  normal  schools.  We  have  enough  of  them.  I 
aoubt  very  much  the  value  of  any  normal  school,  and  were  it  an  original 
proposition  I  should  oppose  it;  but  we  have  one  and  that  is  enough. 
The  Legislature  has  the  )>ower  under  this  section  to  establish,  under 
State  authority,  more  State  normal  schools,  because  it  reads:  "  The  public 
school  system  shall  include  primary  and  grammar  schools,  and  such 
high  schools,  evening  schools,  normal  schools,  and  technical  schools,  as 
may  be  established  by  the  Legislature."  Not  by  municipalities,  but  by 
the  Legislature,  or  municipalities.  I  do  not  believe  in  giving  to  the 
Legislature  any  such  power.  We  have  enough.  And  this  matter  of 
technical  schools  is  another.  I  think  that  the  State  should  support  the 
normal  school  we  have.  I  think  the  State  should  support  the  State 
University.  I  think  the  State  should  support  the  common  schools,  and 
there  ttie  State  should  %top.  When  it  comes  to  the  organization  of 
municipal  schools,  matters  of  that  kind,  within  local  jurisdiction,  let 
them  do  as  they  please.  But  when  they  say  the  public  school  system 
what  do  they  mean?  Do  they  mean  the  public  school  s^'stem  of  the 
State  or  of  the  municipalities  of  the  State?  I  think  it  should  begin  and 
end  with  the  State,  and,  in  my  judgment,  the  primary  school,  the  gram- 
mar school,  the  State  Normal  School,  and  the  State  University  is 
enough.  When  you  come  to  municipalities  that  is  another  matter. 
That  is  the  reason  I  oppose  the  amendment  of  the  member  from  Santa 
Clara;  it  embraces  too  much.  I  do  not  care  to  have  technical  schools. 
I  do  not  know  what  may  be  included  in  the  term  technical  schools.  I 
believe  it  means  a  school  of  art,  and  it  may  mean  dancing  and  fiddling 
for  all  I  know. 
Mr.  martin,  of  Santa  Cruz.    I  move  to  strike  out  section  six.  ^ 

REMARKS    OF    MB.   CROSS. 

Mr.  cross.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  each  of  the  amend- 
ments, and  much  of  the  discussion  which  has  arisen  here,  is  the  result 
of  misapprehension  as  to  the  effect  of  this  provision  if  it  were  adopted. 
Now  in  our  State  treasury  we  have  different  funds.  One  is  the  school 
fund.  Now  this  provision  is,  that  the  entire  revenue  derived  from  the 
State  School  Fund  and  the  State  school  tax,  shall  bo  applied  exclusively 
to  the  support  of  primary  and  grammar  schools.  That  is,  when  the  tax 
has  been  levied  for  school  purposes,  the  amount  of  that  tax  can  be  appro- 
priated only  to  what  was  designated  here  yesterday  as  common  schools — 
primary  schools  and  grammar  schools — in  which  tno  rudiments  of  educa- 
tion are  taught,  such  as  are  supposed  to  be  absolutely  necessary  to  every 
man  and  woman  in  order  to  make  them  good  citizens.  Now  that  is  the 
whole  principle  of  the  section.  The  former  part  of  the  section  provides 
this,  that 'Hhe  public  school  system  shall  include  primary  and  gram- 
mar schools,  and  such  high  schools,  evening  schools,  normal  scnools, 
and  technical  schools,  as  may  be  established  by  the  Legislature,  or  by 
municipal  or  district  authority."  Then  if  any  of  these  higher  grades 
derive  any  support  whatever  from  the  State,  it  shall  not  be  done  out  of 
the  State  School  Fund,  but  shall  be  drawn  from  the  General  Fund.  For 
instance,  if  the  State  Normal  School  needs  support  from  the  State,  it 
shall  not  be  taken  from  the  common  school  fund  which  has  been  raised 
for  primary  and  grammar  schools,  but  an  appropriation  by  special  Ac', 
of  the  Legislature,  for  the  express  purpose  of  supporting  the  Normal 
School.  Allow  me  to  suggest  tnat  this  is  the  manner  in  which  the  State 
Normal  School  is  supported  to-day.  If  the  State  University  needs  sup- 
port, that  support  must  be  drawn  from  a  special  appropriation  by  the 
Legislature,  made  from  another  fund;  generally,  I  believe,  from  the 
General  Fund. 

Now,  sir,  objection  is  made  to  the  State  doing  anything  for  the  sup- 
port of  technical  schools.  The  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  says  thoy 
are  schools  of  art.  I  submit  to  tne  eentleman  that  agriculture  is' an  art, 
that  mining  is  an  art,  that  the  difierent  departments  of  mechanics  arc 
arts,  and  that  our  State  is  now  doing  something  for  the  support  of  art 
schools.  I  have  no  fear  that  this  State  will  ever  reach  a  stage  where  the 
Legislature  will  make  an  appropriation  for  an  art  school  of  music  and 
dancing.  But  even  if  we  had  more  music  in  our  State,  and  less  growl- 
ing, I  am  not  sure  that  it  would  be  a  bad  thing.  Perhaps  the  little 
vocal  music  which  has  been  so  much  spoken  against  is  not  a  bad  thing, 
and  the  man  who  can  sing  a  little  at  home  with  his  wife  and  his  chil- 
dren, is  not  so  bad  as  the  man  who  wastes  his  money  in  the  saloons  and 
gambling  houses.  I  am  not  sure  that  these  little  refinements  introduced 
m  the  public  schools  are  such  a  bad  thing.  I  am  satisfied  that  they  reach 
a  good  purpose,  having  been  a  teacher  myself.  I  have  come  to'  under- 
stand tnat  a  little  muf^ic  in  school  makes  the  tasks  of  the  scholars  more 
pleasant,  as  a  little  music  in  the  household  makes  home  more  pleasant, 
and  perhaps  does  as  much  to  prevent  hoodlumism  and  crime  as  do 
reform  schools  and  penitentianies. 

Now,  sir,  about  evening  schools.  This  provides  that  there  may  be  in 
the  State  evening  schools:  and  certainly  if  there  is  any  class  of  schools 
that  all  the  world  over  the  poor  people  patronizd  it  is  the  evening  schools. 
These  evening  schools  offer  opportunities  to  boys  and  girls  who  have  to 
work  daytimes,  to  acquire  such  knowledge  as  shall  make  them  useful 
citizens  and  enable  them  to  perform  useful  parts  in  life.  To  strike  out 
this  provision  would  be  a  most  unfortunate  change. 

Now,  sir,  as  to  the  high  school.  This  provision  is,  that  the  Legislature, 
or  any  municipality,  ma^  provide  for  high  schools.  That  results  in 
this:  First,  that  the  Legislature  may  provide  for  a  uniform  system  of 
high  schools,  and  if  they  are  established  under  such  a  law,  the  Legisla- 
ture has  control  of  them.  For  instance,  say  one  high  school  was  estab- 
lished at  Stockton,  at  San  Jos^,  at  Marysville,  at  Sacramento,  etc.  They 
would  be  a  department,  and  fill  up  the  space  between  the  grammar 
school  and  the  State  University;  so  thata  ooy  who  came  through  the 
primary  and  grammar  schools  would  find  a  school  which  covers  the  space 
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is  pBiiavd,Btill  a  municipal  it;  ma;  eetabliah  such  ■  school.  For  inBtaiie?, 
San  FraDciscD  mu;  bave  a  nigbt  gehool  if  it  wants  it,  even  though  the 
State  would  not  provide  fnr  iL  San  Jose  could  have  a  night  school  or 
a  high  aohool  if  it  degirad,  and  tho  normal  school  would  not  be  cut  ufT 
from  BUpport  by  this  provision ;  but  the  support,  instead  of  being  taken 
from  the  Common  Scliool  Fund,  would  come  from  the  General  Fund  of 

Now,  as  to  the  normal  school,  I  will  insure  the  gentleman  from  Santa 
Clsrn  a  monopoly.  They  have  a  handsome  normal  school  building 
there.  Perhaps  in  the  growth  of  this  8Ut«,  fifteen,  twenty,  or  fifty  years 
from  now,  we  may  need  another  normal  school  ^  and  perhaps  if  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles  should  be  living  then,  he  might  Want  it  in 
Los  Angeles.  The  growing  wants  of  the  Stale  might  require  it.  We 
ought  not  to  put  a  gate  in  the  way  of  anything  like  ialellectual  progress; 
we  ought  not  to  put  anything  in  the  way  of  increoting  the  capacities 
of  the  great  public  school  system,  but.  we  shouM  leave  the  door  of  pro- 
greaa  open,  to  that  in  the  future  of  this  State,  without  constitutional 
amendments,  we  mav  make  intellectual  progress  at  the  public  expense. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  desire  to  ask  the  gentleman  one  question.  1 
understood  him  to  say  that  he  was  in  favor  of  music.  Now,  I  want  U 
know  whether  the  gentleman  is  willing  to  go  on  the  record  oi  willing 
to  expend  money  for  teaching  the  girls  music! 

Ma.  CROSS.  Yes,  sir.  Fut  the  record  on  your  desk  there,  and  I  wilt 
'    ■      ■       ■'     (Laughter.] 


The  first  part  reads:  "The  public  school  system  shall  include 
primary  and  grammar  schools,  and  such  high  schools,  evening  schools, 
normal  schools,  and  technical  schools,  as  may  be  established  by  the  Leg- 
islature, or  by  municipal  or  district  antbarity."  Then  it  goes  oa;  "But 
the  entire  revenue  derived  from  the  State  School  Fund  and  the  State 
school  tfiz,  shall  be  applied,  exclusively,  to  the  support  of  the 
and  grammar  schools."  I  think  we  can  v 
have  the  opportunity  of  establishing  these 
sities  of  the  occasion  require  it.    " 


to  the  support  of  the  primary 
very  safely  let  the  Legislature 
!  schools,  providing  the  neces- 
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school  n 


«,  but  tl 


have  a  great  many  evening  sonools  now — and  itthe  amendment  should 
be  adopted  we  would  neceuarily  have  none— in  very  many  of  the 
ties  of  this  State,  and  I  understand  that  Santa  Clara  is  not  an  exa 

that  county  are  one  of  its  chief  attractions.  If  its  repreeentatives  desire 
to  go  backwards,  I  really  hope  this  Convention  will  not.  It  is  perfectly 
safe,  I  think,  to  leave  this  question  in  the  bonds  of  the  Legislature. 

But  ther^  is  a  still  more  faUl  objection  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine,  and  that  is,  he  proposes 
that  under  the  common  school  system  of  the  State  shall  be  ranged  thi 
Slate  University.     1  object  to  that. 

Ma.  LAINE.     The  public  school  system,  not  the  common  school  sys. 

Ma.  ESTEE.  I  object  to  that.  Every  Legislature  will  commend 
handling  the  University.  I  hope  to  have  that  great  institution  kept 
outside  of  politics.  Uur  Insane  Asylums  are  oulaide  of  politics,  and  oi 
State  Prisons  will  be  outside  of  politics^  but  the  gentleman  from  Sani 
Clara  proposes  to  put  the  chief  educational  institution  of  the  coast  back 
into  the  hands  of  the  Legislature,  to  tamper  with  it  at  every  session.  I 
hope  that  that  will  not  be  done.  I  hope  that  the  section  presented  by 
■'"- -mmittee  "■' '      '  '         "'    ■ - 

'e  can  aflect 
the  geni  _ 

step  backward,  the  people  of  Ibis  State  will  not  sanction  it.     We  should 
risk  everything  we  nave  to  promote  the  fullest edi 
on  the  part  of  every  chiU  born  in  this  State,  and 
here  to  be  educated,  so  far  as  he  can  be.     For  i 


this  committee  will  bo  adopted.     I  hope  that  the  commi 

the  Univenity  will  be  placed  upon  such  a  plane  that  no  future  Legisla- 

n  from  Los  Angi 


fulness.     I  indor 


iiost  heartily  the  rgmi 


argue 


willing  t. 
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Bute.    I  think  it  is  not  wise  f>  teach  French,  Latin,  or  Gei 

schools,  but  1  Ibink  it  safe  to  loave  these  great  questions  to  the  Legi 

tures,  or  to  the  people  who  may  come  after  us.     If  they  desire  to  teach 

their  children  any  of  these  languages  and  pay  for  it,  let  them  do  it.     I 

would  be  very  glad  if  every  child  tn  the  State  were  educated. 

Now,  sir,  for  these  reasons,  among  others,  I  am  opposed  to  these 

more  potent  reasons  are  given  for  changing  it  than  have  yet  been 
advanced.  I  think  that  the  section  as  it  stands  is  an  excellent  one. 
Why,  sir,  in  San  Francisco  then  are  several  thousand  children  that 
would  have  no  education  at  all  if  it  were  not  for  the  evening  schools. 
And  the  idea  of  placing  upon  record  here,  in  the  organic  law  of  the  State, 
that  no  part  of  the  public  money  shall  be  given  to  teach  these  children 
in  the  night  time,  seems  to  me  lo  be  wrong. 


Mb.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  there  is  one  evil  in  the  school 
department,  so  far  as  San  Francisco  is  concerned,  that  isgreater  than 
another.  It  is  the  cramming  process  that  is  in  use  now.  When  my  son 
was  in  the  fourth  grade,  we  bad  a  teacher  who  undertook  to  (each  t)ie 
Ijoys  lo  speak  French,  but  when  the  examination  day  came  round  the 
boys  who  had  confined  themselves  to  the  English  branches  carried  otT 


Mb.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman ;  1  take  the  ss 
Estee  in  respect  to  this  section.  I  think  these  ame 
voted  down.  I  think  that  all  that  the  needs  of  I 
simply  an  eiclusion  of  any  other  language  than  I) 
common  school  svstem.  That  is  about  all,  and  thai 
orated  by  General  Howard.  In  that  p«rii<>n  of  his 
agree  with  him.     With  that  simple  amendment  ad 


j«of  tl 


I  "publi, 
T  the  (CI 


system,"  1 

duce  that  language.  It  will  then  read;  "The  cor 
shall  include  primary  and  grammar  schools,"  ctc.,g 
or  municipalities  power  lo  establish  these  high  scbi 

see  no  objection  to  it.  I  do  not  see  that  it  would  be  i 
are  interested  in  these  matters  are  the  best  judges, 
to  relegate  all  these  matters  of  a  local  character  to 

munities;  so  I  see  no  objection.     But  when  it  con._., ,  . 

not  care  from  what  source  you  derive  the  tai ;  you  *ay  that  the  people 
of  this  Stale  shall  not  be  taxed  lo  enable  cbildren  to  acquire  any  other 
language  than  the  English  language  in  our  common  school  system. 
Then  is  a  boundary  which  divides,  or  should  divide,  the  common 
school  system  from  the  private  school,  and  from  the  Stale  University. 
If  you  introduce  the  Latin  language,  or  tolerate  it,  in  our  common  school 
system,  as  suggested  hv  my  friend  from  Nevada,  you  make  all  these  boys 
simply  smatterers.  The  curriculum  is  not  lengthy  enough  lo  enable 
them  lo  acquire  any  knowledge  of  the  Latin  language.  They  cannot  go, 
outside  of  this  Stale,  to  any  institution  and  enter  a  Freshman's  class. 
It  is  dilTerent  in  other  States.  In  Massachusetts  they  have  Iheir  gram- 
mar schools,  but  they  are  entirely  different  from  our  granimar"schi>ols 
here.  There  the  pupils  go  through  a  regular  term  in  Latin  grammar 
and  Greek  grnmmor,  and  graduate  regularly.  Here  the  pupils  are  taken 
through  the  hie,  heac,  hoe,  and  left  there.  They  know  nothing  of  the 
Latin  language.  They  know  nothingof  the  construction  of  the  English 
language.  These  mellifluous  compound  words  are  derived  mostly  from 
the  Greek,  but  they  can  never  obtain  any  knowledge  either  of  Latin  or 
Creek  in  our  common  system  such  as  we  have  here  in  California.  The 
divisional  line  between  our  common  school  system,  the  private  schools, 
and  the  University,  is  this;  in  the  latter,  let  the  patrons  patronite  the 
languages;  in  the  former,  none  but  the  English.  1  am  wilhdg  lo  eilend 
a  liberal  education  to  nil,  but  I  am  not  in  favor  of  giving  pupils  a  few 
month's  instruction  in  French,  Latin,  or  Greek,  under  inefficient 
teachers,  and  then  sending  them  out  as  educated.  I  think  this  age  it 
utilitarian.  It  is  different  from  the  ancient  age.  That  was  the  age  of 
beauty,  of  sculpture,  and  of  painting;  of  slaluary,  of  arohilecture:  of 
grand  masterpieces  in  Ihe  arts.  But  it  is  science  now  which  claims  the 
vantage  ground.  This  is  the  age  of  utility,  and  anything  like  a  tech- 
nical school  I  think  should  be  sustained.  Anything  that  will  add  one 
increment  to  the  amount  of  knowledge  which  we  have  of  ulilitanan 
subjects  ahould  be  encouraged, 

I  am  therefore  in  favor  of  section  six  as  it  stands,  but  I  do  think,  and 
I  am  indebted  to  General  Howard  for  the  suggestion,  that  we  should 
add  to  it  something  of  this  kind  :  "  and  no  language  except  the  English 
shall  be  taught  in  any  department  of  our  common  school  system."' 

Ma.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  believe  that  it  is  the  best  indi- 
cation that  a  law  should  be  passed,  or  a  fundamental  principle  laid 
down,  that  it  has  grown  out  of  some  necessity.    Now.  sir,  the  section 

sity  for  it  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  and  1  stale  this  upon  the  authoritv 
of  ei-StateSuperintendenl  of  Public  Instnjction,  Swett.  When  he  first 
made  an  effort  to  establish  the  evening  schools  in  San  Francisco,  he  was 
met  time  and  again  with  this  objection  :  "  You  cannot  raise  the  money 
for  this  purpose,  because  it  is  not  recogniied  in  any  part  of  the  school 
system  at  all.  If  established  it  will  Tje  entirely  outside  of  it."  Of 
counie,  that  objection  was  used  by  those  who  objected  to  the  school 
entirely.  This  necessity  of  a  recognition  in  some  part  of  the  fundamen- 
tal law,  or  in  the  definition  of  the  school  system,  of  these  evening 
schools,  was  the  very  starling  point  of  this  section.  This  was  considered 
by  the  State  Teachers'  Association,  and  I  think  the  section  itself,  in  it« 

a  Ibing  has  grown  out  of  a  necessity  for  it.  It  should  be  recognii«l. 
Following  the  line  we  have  already  established  in  the  reportof  the  Com- 
mittee on  City.  County,  and  Township  Organisation,  it  is  giving  to 
these  localities  the  right  of  local  self-government  in  education  as  in 
other  things.  Why  should  we  say  that  no  municipality,  no  county,  no 
town,  shall  of  its  own  motion  establish  anything  but  a  primary  and 
grammar  school  T  Why  should  we  say  that  they  shall  not  have  a  right 
to  establish  any  school  that  they  see  fit  to  establisli^  and  (o  pay  for  it  out 
of  their  own  money.  Sir,  it  is  going  far  beyond  the  province  of  the  Con- 
stitution to  do  any  such  thing.  They  should  have  the  right  to  estabiisb 
any  school  thai  they  see  fit  to  establish,  and  when  they  have  done  that,  it 
is  the  right  of  this  Constitution  to  sav  that  being  established,  that  school 
shall  be  a  part  of  the  public  school  system  of  this  State,  and  shall  be 
under  the  control  of  the  public  school  officers.  That  is  all  that  this  sec- 
tion does.    It  gives  them  the  right  lo  establish  these  schools  when  the 
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by  the  money  raised  by  taxation  voted  by  these  municipalities,  and 
therefore  should  be  under  the  control  of  the  public  school  officers. 

Then  all  there  is  of  the  rest  of  the  section  is  that  no  part  of  the  State 
School  Fund,  or  the  State  school  tax,  shall  ever  be  used  for  the  support  of 
anything  but  the  primary  and  grammar  schools.  I  cannot  see  where 
the  objection  can  come  to  this  section.  I  think  it  is  eminently  just,  emi- 
nently right;  and  if  we  fail  to  put  it  in  here  we  shall  fail  in  a  part  of  our 
duty,  in  my  judgment. 

RKlf  AKKS  OF  MB.   JOMRS. 

Mb.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  understand,  myself,  sir,  that 
the  section,  as  it  is  reported  by  the  committee,  pledges  the  State  to  the 
support  of  the  schools  establisned  by  the  Ijegislature,  or  by  municipal  or 
district  authority;  neither  do  I  understand  that  the  amendment  would 
prevent  municipalities  or  districts  from  establishing  such  schools  as  the^ 
might  choose.  I  have  no  objection  myself,  however,  to  the  section  as  it 
stands,  with  one  modification,  which  I  hope  to  see  inserted  whether  the 
amendments  prevail  or  whether  they  are  not  adopted  and  the  section  is 
adopted  instead.  It  will  rid  this  section  of  one  objection  in  the  minds  of 
members  who  have  spoken  here.  That  is,  to  strike  out  the  words  ''  pri- 
mary and  grammar,'^  where  they  occur  in  the  first  and  sixth  lines,  and 
insert  instead  the  word  "common,"  so  that  we  should  speak  of  this  insti- 
tution as  common  schools.  The  word  "grammar''  is  not  known  to  the 
present  Constitution.  It  has  no  legal  definition  in  this  State.  It  only  comes 
into  use  through  the  word  adopted  by  the  State  Board  of  Education,  in 
which  they  say  that,  for  the  purpose  of  designating  the  grades  of  schools 
more  correctly,  schools  for  beginners  shall  be  called  primary  schools; 
those  for  the  more  advanced  shall  be  called  intermediate  schools;  and 
others,  for  those  still  further  advanced,  shall  be  called  grammar  schools. 
Tbat  is  all  the  foundation  there  is  for  the  adoption  of  the  phrase  "gram- 
mar school,"  as  a  phrase  having  a  distinct  signification  agreeable  to  the 
wishes  and  purposes  of  this  Convention.  In  point  of  fact,  the  term 
"grammar  school"  does  imply  more  than  this  Convention  has  contem- 

flated,  and  more  than  the  committee  designed  to  include  in  this  section, 
t  implies  a  school  in  which  languages  are  taught,  and  especially  the 
Latin  and  Greek.  That  is  the  meaning  of  the  term  as  defined  by  lexi- 
cographers. A  grammar  school  is  a  school  that  teaches  the  science  of 
language.  Webster  says:  "A  school  in  which  grammar,  or  the  science 
of  language,  is  taught;  especially,  a  school  in  which  Latin  and  Greek 
arc  tausht."  And  it  is  true  that  under  the  name  of  grammar  schools  in 
some  of  the  United  States  now  Latin  and  Greek  are  taught,  and  any 
other  language  may  be  taught;  and  some  other  languages  are  taught — 
modem  languages — in  grammar  schools.  Xow  that,  I  do  not  think,  is 
what  this  Convention  desires  to  embody  in  this  section.  That  difficulty 
can  be  obviated  by  dropping  a  useless  form  of  words  and  using  a  term 
about  which  there  has  been  no  doubt  for  a  hundred  years,  and  can  be 
none  in  this  State — the  term  "common  schools." 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  That  term  is  so  well  defined  in  our  own  State 
that  there  can  be  no  question  about  it. 

Mr.  JONES.  It  is  defined  in  this  State  only  by  the  work  of  the 
Board  of  Education.  The  Constitution  does  not  use  the  term.  The 
Board  of  Education  adopted  that  designation  for  the  purpose  of  facili- 
tating their  work.  If  we  mean  common  schools,  why  not  say  so,  then 
the  State  Board  may  call  it  what  they  please— third  grade  school,  or 
first  grade  school.  But  let  us  not  adopt  a  phrase  here  that  has  a  well 
defined  meaning,  the  world  over,  as  a  school  for  teaching  the  science  of 
languages — not  merely  the  English  language,  but  languages  in  general, 
and  particularly  Latin  and  Greek.  There  can  be  no  harm  in  it.  If  we 
mean  to  be  definite;  if  we  do  not  want  to  have  any  uncertainty  about 
the  Constitution,  let  us  use  the  term  "common  school,"  which  I  never 
knew  a  person  to  be  in  doubt  about.  We  understand  a  common  school 
to  be  a  school  devoted  to  instruction  in  the  primary  branches  of  an 
English  education;  to  giving  good,  sound  elementary  instruction,  and, 
so  far  as  practicable,  a  perfect  and  complete  instruction  in  reading,  writ- 
ing, and  speaking  the  English  language;  in  arithmetic,  geography,  and 
the  grammar  of  the  English  language.  There  may  be  added  to  that,  as 
there  has  been  added  in  this  State,  under  the  Constitution  we  have,  such 
elementary  instruction  as  may  be  deemed  wise,  in  natural  philosophy, 
botany,  physiology,  and  one  or  two  other  matters.  This  will  accomplish 
all  that  our  common  school  system  contemplates.  I  desire  greatly  to  see 
this  adopted,  and  I  shall  ask  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  if  he  will 
not  accept  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  he  has  proposed,  to  insert 
the  wora  "common,"  instead  of  the  words  "primary  and  grammar?" 

Mb.  LAINE.    I  have  no  objection.    I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mb.  JONES.  If  that  be  considered  as  inserted  in  that  amendment, 
it  will  be  one  of  the  considerations  in  favor  of  the  amendment;  and  if 
it  be  not,  I  shall  hope  to  have  an  opportunity  to  offer  it  hereafter. 

Mb.  waters.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Freeman,  Murphy,  Hunter,  and  Larkin. 

Mb.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee is  entitled  to  address  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  main  question  is  demanded.    Gentlemen, 
the  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now  put? 
*  The  main  question  was  orderea. 

Thk  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offeired  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herrington. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  send  up  an  amendment  to  go  in 
at  the  end  of  the  section. 

Thi  secretary  read : 

"In  the  primary  and  grammar  schools,  no  language  but  the  English 
language  shall  be  taught." 

M.R.  HARRISON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 
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Thb  secretary  read : 

"Amendment  to  section  six :  add  the  following  after  the  word '  schools,' 
in  line  six :  'The  course  of  instruction  in  the  public  schools  shall,  when 
practicable,  include  lectures  by  the  teachers  thereof  upon  the  subjects  of 
labor  and  agriculture.' " 

Thb  chairman.    The  amendment  is  not  in  order  at  present. 

Mb.  HtJESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  amendment. 

Thb  secretary  read : 

" Substitute  for  section  six :  'The  public  school  system  shall  include 
common  schools,  and  such  high  schools  and  evening  schools  as  may  be 
established  by  municipal  or  district  authority;  but  the  entire  revenue 
derived  from  the  State  School  Fund,  and  the  State  school  tax,  shall  be 
applied  exclusively  to  the  support  of  common  schools.' " 

The  chairman.    It  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

RBMARKS   of   MB.    WINANS. 

Mb.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  know  of  no  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  honorable  delegate  from  Los  Angeles.  It  is  a 
declaration  of  the  system  as  it  now  exists.  If  it  be  objectionable  at  all, 
it  is  simply  so  because  it  is  putting  a  provision  in  for  all  future  time, 
which  may  become  inoperative  and  objectionable  hereafter;  but  it  is  the 
present  system  exactly  as  it  now  exists;  therefore  I  do  not  think  the 
committee  are  strenuous  upon  the  subject.  But  as  we  have  that  system 
already,  and  there  is  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  any  citizen  of  the 
State,  at  the  present  time,  to  change  it,  for  the  time  being  I  do  not  see 
any  necessity  for  its  coming  in  at  the  present  time. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  the  foreign  languages  are 
not  now  taught  in  San  Francisco? 

Mb.  WINANS.     No,  sir;  they  are  in  the  cosmopolitan  schools. 

Mr.  HOWARD.     I  know  that  they  are  in  Los  Angeles. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Is  not  that  a  primary  school  alone? 

Mb*.  WINANS.    No,  sir. 

Mb.  McCaLLUM.  I  am  told  that  before  they  learn  the  alphabet 
children  are  taught  foreign  languages  in  the  cosmopolitan  schools. 

Mb.  JOYCE.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Education,  have  made  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m . 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 
Roll  called,  and  quorum  present. 

EDUCATION. 

Mb.  WINANS.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  to 
further  consider  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Education. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

Mr.  herrington.  When  it  is  in  order,  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  section. 

SPEECH   OF  MB.   HOWABD. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  say  one 
word  as  to  the  objections  raised  to  the  use  of  the  word  "grammar"  as 
applied  to  schools.  The  word  "grammar"  is  defined  by  the  lexicog- 
raphers as  the  elementary  principle  of  any  science  or  branch  of  knowl- 
edge. I  understand  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  to  say  that  they  are 
not  opposed  to  that. 

Mb.  WINANS.  I  understand  there  is  a  great  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  whether  that  will  cut  off  the  cosmopolitan  schools  in  San  Franciseo. 
If  it  would,  then  we  are  opposed  to  it,  because  .we  want  to  leave  the 
localities  to  administer  their  own  affairs. 

Mb.  HOWARD. «  It  would  cut  them  off  from  teaching  Latin  and 
Greek  in  the  grammar  schools.  It  would  not  prevent  any  municipality 
that  chose  to  establish  high  schools,  from  teaching  anything  they  pleased. 
Therefore  it  does  not  trench  upon  the  principle  of  local  government. 
But  it  will  prevent  State  taxation  for  any  locality  to  teach  Greek,  or 
German,  or  French,  or  Spanish,  in  the  primary  or  grammar  schools. 
That  is  the  object  of  the  amendment.  I  see  no  propriety  in  teaching  any- 
thing,^ as  far  as  languages  are  concerned,  but  tne  English  language.  If 
a  man  wants  his  child  taught  the  languages,  let  him  pay  for  it.  If  the 
municipalities  want  to  teach  the  languages,  let  them  vote  to  establish 
such  schools,  and  pay  for  them.  Now,  the  section  also  says  that  the 
Legislature  may  establish  any  number  of  technical  schools.  The  word 
"  technical,"  according  to  the  dictionary,  embraces  any  particular  science 
or  business,  and  under  that  provision  the  Legislature  might  establish  law 
schools,  medical  schools,  theological  schools,  and  tax  the  people  of  this 
State  to  pay  for  them.  Now,  I  imagine  that  is  not  the  sentiment  of  the 
people  of  this  State.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  people  of  this  State,  if  a 
vote  was  to  be  taken  on  it,  would  vote  to  teach  Latin  and  Greek,  or  to 
educate  lawyers  or  doctors,  or  that  they  would  vote  to  organize  medical 
schools,  or  law  schools,  or  theological  schools.  Therefore  I  am  opposed 
to  this  thing.  I  see  no  propriety  in  it,  no  justice  in  it.  The  widow 
woman  may  be  assessed  ana  taxed  on  her  bed  and  sewing  machine,  to 
support  sucn  schools,  and  under  the  law  as  it  now  stands,  the  Tax  Col- 
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lector  c«n  uiie  and  sell  them  far  taxes.  Uiiiler  thia  syatem  or  ti 
1  Ka  DO  proprieU'  in  (axing  tbe  people  to  teacli  Lalto  *iid  Orei 
other  language*,  Hebrew,  and  sperial  profcsaioDS.  It  seenii  to  n 
nentlT  proper,  that  rb  Tar  at  the  priinar;  and  grammar  echooU  a 
ceroedi  they  should  be  conlia<'d  to  the  English  tiinguage.  Ahr 
the  iliffercntdpnoniinatioQB  have  colleges,  in  whir"-  "- '•  " 


t  dfgrei 


ot  the  languages  be  left  to  privat 

ie  country,  and  thnt  the  people  shall  n 
ancient  or  inodern  languages  id  the  comi 


Mr.  MoCALLUM.     Mr.  ChairniBn:  If  this  amendment  should   be 

derived  Irom  the  State  Snlinol  Fund  and  State  (axes,  shall  be  appli 
cxidusivelj  to  Che  support  of  primary  and  grammar  ichuols;  and  tl 
in  the  primary  and  grammar  Bchoola,  no  language   but  the   English 
laQgUBge  shall  bo  taugliL 

Mb.  HOWARD.  This  section  will  not  prevent  thamestablishinj 
amount  of  schools,  but  it  provides  thai  they  shall  not  be  paid  for  b' 
State. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  This  then,  nillsimply  provide  that  these  primary 
and  grammar  achouls,  which  are  sujpjwrted  out  of  the  State  Bchool 
Fund,  shall  (each  no  other  (hen  the  English  language.  That  is  right, 
I  think.  I  ask  the  Chairman  of  the  rammittee.  t?  it  is  not  true  that,  in 
these  cosmopolitan  schools,  they  teach  the  foreign  languages!  I  think 
i(  is  the  case.  It  is  true  <n  Oakland,  moreover,  tliat  the  infant  classes 
are  taught  the  foreign  languages,  and  the  children  are  taught  the  French 
alpLubet  at  the  same  lime  that  thej  are  taught  (he  Euglish  alphabet. 
This  system  is  simply  ridiculous.  The  only  argument  I  ever  heard 
iras  that  children  can  learn  the  foreign  accent  better  at  that  age.  This 
is  the  very  worst  sj'stem  of  cramming.  It  is  diffitult  enough  to  learn 
English,  without  being  taught  the  foreign  languages  at  the  same  lime. 
My  own  judgment  would  be,  that,  in  all  public  schools,  the  (eaching 
should  be  in  English.  I  am  willing  (o  waive  my  personal  Judgment, 
and  support  the  other  feature  of  this  report,  that  these  schools  may  be 
established  in  local  districts,  and  paid  for  by  the  districts.  If  they  want 
to  (eaoli  the  foreign  languages,  let  them  da  It,  and  pay  tor  it^  but,  so  Tar 
OS  the  Slate  fund  ts  concerned,  it  seems  a  contradiction  of  terms  to  say 
thi^t  the  funds  provided  by  the  State,  cunlributed,  in  a  great  part,  by  the 
National  Government,  for  the  common  schools,  shall  be  diverted  to  that 
sort  of  teaching  that  is  not  common  teaching,  but  is  of  a  higher  grade, 
and  not  properly  classed  with  it.  I  tru^t  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  lijs  Angeles  will  be  adopted.  I  should  prefer  it  to  read  in 
this  way ;  To  leave  out  the  words  "  primary  and  grammar,"  and 
insert  "common,"  soastoread,  "common  schools."  I  will  move  to 
strike  out  and  amend  as  I  have  indicated. 


Ma.  WELLER.  Mr.  Cha 
speaks  very  learnedly  of  our  < 
.....  ,.  .^  [y  ^^ 


munity  support  these  schools,  and  they 
what  they  should  teach,  irrespective  of  what  they 
"    ■    - '         '      '  ocfiers.h   '  " 


;    The  gentleman   from   Ah 
n  schools.     According  to  his 

n  schools  are  Uught  separately.     But  in  Ihi 
ion  school  system.     The  ta: 
paying  portion  a""  ■■  -        '      '- 

pay.    They  can  poy  tli 

to  be  allowed  to  t«ach 

restricted  in  what  they  teach,  but  they  ha< 

tendency  will    be   to    lower   the   grade,  and    lower  the   occu[iation  of 

teachers,  who  only  arrii  e  at  a  certain  jnint  that  they  may  be  able  to 

teach  common  schools.     It  is  an  old  saying  that  a  teacher  cannot  know 

l»o  much.     Even  at  the  wages  we  are  paying  at  the  present  time,  we 

cannot  employ  Srst  class  teni-'bers  for  our  graded  schools.    If  we  want 

thu  benefit  of  first  class  instruction   for  our  country  children,  we  arc 

obliged  to  send  them  into  town.     There  are  certain  ages  when  children 

ter  devuCeil  to  those  things;  when  they  are  too  young  to  send  from 
home,  and  then  is  when  they  must  have  a  stone  placed  on  their  heads; 
whou  these  realrictiona  come,  when  we  are  not  permitted,  even  thous;h 
we  pay  for  it,  to  have  (he  same  things  taught  that  we  are  taught  in  tlie 
cities  and  towns.  It  is  an  outrage  to  put  a  restriction  of  that  kind  in 
the  Constitution  of  this  8lal«.  If  you  want  to  put  Ibis  kind  of  a  pro- 
viaiou  in,  put  in  a  restriction  as  tu  taxes,  but  don't  compel  us  to  pa;  jusi 
the  same,  and  then  restrict  us.  We  have  to  pay  our  teachersso  much 
nnv  way,  and  they  are  often  capable  of  doing  a  great  deal  more  work 
y  are  required  (o  do,  and  there  is  no  reason  whv  they  should 

'         If  this  restriction  is  placed  in  the  Constitution 

„  a  certain  course  of  study ;  that  the  children  shall  only  go 
sj  far,iliBcertainly  going  to  have  a  discouraging effeot.and  will  destroy 
the  real  beneHC  and  object  of  education  that  this  very  money  is  Bppr~ 
prialeil  for.  It  ts  not  right  to  restrict  them  and  say  how  far  they  shi 
tgo.    Give  iR. 


than  (hey  are  required  (o  do,  a 
not  be  allowed  (o  do  it.     If  this 


r  shall  n 
possi  bly  ei 


•r  the  II 


them  and  say  how  far  they 
n  opportunity  of  getting  all 


1.1  see  that  provision  put  in,  saying  that  they  shall  be  hampered  and 
allowed  to  go  only  so  far.  It  is  placing  a  stone  upon  their  heads  which 
wilt  allow  them  lo  rise  only  so  far.  I  say  it  is  wrong.  The  evil  is,  il 
an  evil  exists,  that  we  are  not  doing  enough,  nut  that  we  are  doing  ton 
much.  I  want  perfect  liberty  in  thia  matter,  and  the  Legislature  is 
fully  competent  lo  redress  all  the  evils  that  may  arise.  They  have  fuil 
authority  to  do  so  under  the  Constitution.  And  a  provision  in  tbe  Con- 
stitution would  be  no  slronger  than  a  statutory  provision  to  the  same 
c.Tcct,  provided  the  people  want  such  s  law. 


Mb.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  fa> 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles.  I  think 
than  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  .\lameda. 
the  Legislature  shall  provide  a  system  of  public srhoo 
says  the  public  school  system  shall  include  prima 
schoiils,  and  such  high  schools  as  may  be  provided 
desire  to  prohibit  the  teaching  of  foreign  languages  li 
grammar  schools,  say  so.  Don't  say  "  common  school 
to  all  the  schools  in  the  svslem.  Therefore,  I  think  il 
allow  the  word  to  sland.'if  the  committee  is  in  favor  < 
certainly  favor  it.  I  have  bad  somelblng  to  do  with 
(ion  during  the  past  few  years,  being  connected  wit 
seems  to  tne  the  great  problem  is,  how  lo  train  and  ei 
how  (o  foster  the  intellectual  growth  without  inlei 
physical  growth.  I  would  not  give  a  cent  for  a  ma 
cultured  and  finished  scholar  in  the  land,  if  he  has  c 
tuCion.  Our  system  now  includesas  much  as  any  boy 
without  impniVing  the  physicol  growth. 

Ma.  WBI.LEB,  That  may  apply  to  the  children  o; 
But  give  them  plenty  of  exercise,  and  there  is  no  dan 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  1  think  something  is  due  lo  < 
It  ig  claimed  that  the  county  children  are  not  cduca 
that  (here  Is  (oo  much  cramming.  Children  should  h 
play  and  exercise,  and  I  believe  they  have  all  the  stui 
any  foreign  languages,  that  they  can  master.  I  thinl 
time,  (o  say  nothing  of  money,  (o  allow  them  to  stui 
the  English  language.  They  get  nothing  but  a  smatti 
and  what  they  do  learn  of  it  is  forgotten  in  after  life  in 
out  of  one  hundred.  Where  it  is  necessary  to  give  tht 
education,  let  it  be  done  at  the  high  schools,  or  at  p 
believe  the  American  nation  should  teach  nothing  att 
but  the  American  language.  I  believe  the  great  dilf 
(he  next  generation  to  nationalise  this  country.  I  bt 
the  firet  things  nocessary  to  accomplish  that  result  is  I 
language,  and  to  give  to  all  those  who  come  here  frotr 
(0  understand  that  this  is  an  Euglish  speaking  cou 
the  public  expense  no  language  shall  be  taught  save  tl 


the  amend  meni 

lum,  would  deatr<ly  the  chari 

vert  this  plan.    The  section  provides  that  the  public  si 

include  primary  and  grammar  s^'hools,  and  such  high 

designated.     The  proposed  amendment  reads  that  I 

derived  from  the  State  School  Fund,  and  Stale  school  t 

delusively  to  the  support  of  common  schools.     No 

"  public  schools."  and  "common  schools,"  mean  the 

this  connection  the  word  "  public,"  and  the  word  "  o 


Ma.  JONES.    Mr.  Chaii 
lo  suppose  that  there  is  i 


:  In  regard  to  that  m 


id  ■■  public  schools."  The  committee  prol 
ht  common  schools  shall  receive  money  I 
chool  Fund,  and  subsequently  they  say  (he  public  sci 
onsist  of  primary  and  grammar  schools,  high  schools 
i  composed  of  parts  having  some  relation  ^>  each  othi 
:linol  ig  one  of  these  parts  by  their  own  atfinission,  ' 
nother  of  these  parts  |  the  technical  school  anoth 
'hen  what  is  the  use  of  telling  us  that  when  you  n 
arl«  it  includes  all  the  others.  The  system  of  instni 
he  educational  institutions  supported  ai^d  authoriied 
lOthing  else.  But  one  of  these  institutions  may  be  a1 
Now,  sir.  I  move  lo  restore  the  words  which  the  gen 
leda  had  moved  lo  insert  and  then  withdrew.  In 
his  in  view,  which  I  will  submit  U>  the  Qmvention 
re  shall  say  in  this  Constitution  just  what  we  mean,  t 
hat  we  shall  not  juggle  with  words;  that  we  shall  m 
uuble  sense;  that  we  shall  select  words  that  will  coav 
.ear  as  may  be.  Now, if  we  mean  primary  or  grammar 
" I  schools.  Jet  us  say  so 


lany  w 


The  simple  truth  is 


ndicale  that  there  Is  any  set 
State.  It  docs  not  allude  to  con'mnn  schools,  wherea: 
section,  it  has  been  provided  that  a  common  school  syst 
li8hed,and  that  those  common  schools  shall  receive  certi 
revenues  of  the  State.  In  the  section  now  under  con; 
can  discover  that  there  is  any  such  thing  as  a  comm 

schools  or  technical  schools.  Therefore  I  feel 'like  u 
mean  primary  and  grammar  schools,  we  say  so;  and  i 
let  us  know  it  so  we  can  act  accordingly. 
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beyond  common  bounds,  beyond  certain  reasonable  limits,  it  becomes 
worthless;  and  the  muddled  child  will  come  out  of  school,  having  gone 
through  everything,  and  knowing  nothing  well.  Our  Constitution, 
which  we  are  now  endeavoring  to  amend,  provides  for  a  common  school 
system.  It  says  nothing  about  primary  and  grammar  schools.  If  it 
prescribed  that  the  common  school  system  should  consist  of  grammar 
and  primary  schools,  it  would  have  defined  it.  But  this  was  not  done. 
The  Constitution  said  nothing  about  grammar  schools  or  primary  schools, 
and  for  that  reason  the  term  common  schools,  a  term  having  an  Ameri- 
can common  law  signification,  as  distinct  as  any  other  term  in  the 
English  language.  But  the  term  grammar  school  has  no  well  under- 
stoorl  significance.  The  State  Board  of  Education,  as  a  matter  of  con- 
venience, uses  it  for  the  advanced  grade.  It  is  a  designation  of  a  certain 
grade  in  the  common  schools.  They  designate  the  course  of  study. 
When  the  scholars  are  bo  far  advanced,  they  belong  in  the  grammar 
school,  and  have  a  certain  course  of  study. 

Now,  my  theory  is  that  there  is  too  much  cramming.  Still,  that  is  a 
matter  that  may  well  be  left  to  the  Legislature,  and  to  the  educational 
Boards  in  future.  Sir,  I  cannot  help  recalling  the  words  of  Edward 
Everett,  when  speaking  of  common  school  education  and  its  value.  He 
says  it  is  a  system  in  which  the  elementary  branches  are  taught;  reading, 
writing,  and  speaking  the  English  language;  in  which  arithmetic,  in 
which  physical  geography,  constituted  a  good  education.  Now,  when  to 
that  is  added  a  knowledge  of  physiology,  history,  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  and  of  the  State  in  whicK  the  child  resides,  he  has  got  an 
excellent  education.  I  do  not  object  to  education  to  the  utmost  limit. 
AH  I  claim  is  that  the  'languages,  when  taught,  should  be  separated 
from  the  common  school  system  to  prevent  its  being  gorged.  Those  of 
our  foreign  born  citizens  who  have  children  in  the  public  schools  ought 
to  stand  by  me  in  this  view.  They  come  here  from  foreign  lands  for  the 
purpose  of  becoming  good  and  useful  American  citizens,  to  participate 
m  the  affairs  of  this  Government,  and  they  know  that  the  business  affairs 
of  this  nation  will  be  carried  on  in  the  English  language.  So  tiiere  can 
be  no  line  drawn  here  between  native  and  foreign  born  citizens,  for  there 
is  no  such  issue. 

SPEECH  OF   UR.  WINAKS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  It  appears  to  me  that  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  Judge  Jones  creates  the  very  confusion  which  he  says 
he  wants  to  avoid.  I  was  about  sayinor  that  the  word  "public,"  and 
the  word  "common,"  were  convertible  terms,  when  the  honorable 
member  from  Alameda  saw  the  force  of  the  objection,  and  withdrew  the 
amendment.  Now,  section  six  is  entirely  clear.  It  provides  that  the 
public  school  system,  which  is  the  same  thing  as  the  common  school 
system,  (public  schools  is  the  term  used  in  New  York  and  elsewhere; 
common  schools  is  the  term  used  in  the  books,  and  they  mean  the  same 
thing)  shall  embrace  primary  and  grammar  schools,  and  such  high 
schools,  evening  schools,  and  technical  schools,  etc.,  as  maybe  estab- 
lished by  the  Legislature,  or  by  municipal  or  district  authority;  but  the 
entire  revenue  derived  from  the  State  School  Fund,  and  the  State  school 
t&x,  shall  be  applied  exclusively  to  the  support  of  primary  and  gram- 
mar schools.  By  the  direct  force  of  language,  most  clear  and  exjdicit,  it 
provides  that  high  schools,  evening  schools,  and  technical  schools,  are 
not  to  be  sustained  by  the  public  moneys  of  the  State — not  to  be  sup- 
ported out  of  anv  fund.  It  is  to  be  applied  exclusively  to  primary  and 
and  grammar  schools. 

Mr.  JONES.  What  is  there  in  the  section  that  says  these  primary 
and  grammar  schools  are  more  than  common  schools. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  am  talking  about  the  preceding  section.  Had  the 
gentleman  not  pressed  the  amendment  to  section  four,  which  was  car- 
ried through,  there  would  have  been  no  difficulty.  He  was  paving  the 
way  then,  for  the  very  difficulty  which  he  urges  now.  But  the  lan- 
guage of  section  six,  as  far  as  it  controls  the  section,  is  plain  and  dis- 
tinct, and  it  controls  the  language  of  section  four,  because  section  four 
declares  the  general  principle.  Now,  the  question  is,  what  is  the  mean- 
ing of  primary  and  grammar  schools?  From  the  very  organization  of 
the  State  Government,  primary  and  grammar  schools  have  been  in 
existence  in  one  continuous,  unvarying  form.  They  exist  now  as  thcv 
existed  five  and  twenty  years  ago.  Their  character  is  distinctly  defined, 
and  their  distinction  thoroughly  known,  and  the  status  of  this  system 
is  just  as  complete  and  manifest  to  the  people  as  that  of  the  State  Uni- 
versity. When  you  say  that  the  public  moneys  shall  be  applied  exclu- 
sively to  the  support  of  the  primary  and  grammar  schools,  it  there  is  any 
force  in  language,  it  means  that  it  shall  not  be  appropriated  to  other 
schools. 

THE   PREVIOUS    QUfiSTIOX. 

Mr.  DAVIS.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Barbour,  Steele,  Webster  and  Evey. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be 
now  put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment, proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Mariposa. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  amendment  was  lost  by  a  vote  of  62 
ayes  to  54  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of 
72  ayes  to  37  noes. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Insert,  after  the  word  '  school/  first  occurring  in  line  two,  the  words 
'  State  Normal  School.'  " 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  That  question  was  before  the  Convention  in 
(mother  amendment,  but  it  was  so  connected  that  it  could  not  be  well 


separated.     I  think  the  State  Normal  School  ought  to  be  included  in  the 
system,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  ignored ;  it  ought  not  to  be  left  out. 

Mr.  WINANS.  That  would  make  bad  wording.  The  words  "  Nor- 
mal School "  would  occur  twice  in  the  same  line.  It  would  advance  the 
Normal  School  beyond  the  position  which  it  now  occupies.  It  would 
alter  the  meaning  of  the  section  entirely,  because  it  does  not  occupy  its 
present  existence  under  the  Constitution.  The  term  ''such  normal 
schools,"  is  quite  sufficient  to  include  the  State  Normal  School.  The 
State  Normal  School  is  not  sustained  out  of  the  common  school  fund, 
but  by  a  separate  appropriation. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  Chairman:  Is  my  amendment  in  order  now? 

Thr  chairman.  The  question  is  upon  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Herri ngton. 

Lost. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  offer  my  amendment  now. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"The  course  of  instruction  in  such  schools  shall,  when  practical, 
include  lectures  by  the  teachers  thereof  upon  the  subjects  of  labor  and 
agriculture,  in  order  to  inculcate  their  necessity  and  importance  in  the 
promotion  of  human  happiness  and  civilization." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  This  may  be  stated  in  a  few  words.  It  is  a  noto- 
rious fact  that  a  vast  proportion  of  the  youth  of  the  present  age  is  grow- 
ing, especially  here  in  California,  are  growing  up  with  notions  averse  to 
labor,  and  with  a  desire  to  live  without  doing  any  work  or  follow  any 
useful  occupation.  This  is  a  deplorable  state  of  affairs,  and  it  is  our  duty 
to  devise  some  means  to  correct  these  erroneous  ideas.  I  believe  one  of 
the  best  means  of  correcting  this  wide-spread  evil  is  to  inculcate,  by 
lectures  in  our  schools,  the  great  necessity  of  labor — that  every  human 
being  should  be  a  worker,  and  not  a  drone.  The  amendment  provides 
for  this  very  necessary  instruction.  I  hope  many  of  the  lawyers  won't 
vote  against  the  amendment.  I  am  sure  the  farmers  and  mechanics 
will  not.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  who 
would  like  to  see  his  sons  grow  up  in  idleness,  and  become  worthless 
hoodlums,  and  prey  upon  other  people  for  a  living,  instead  of  living 
upon  their  own  honesty  and  industry. 

Mr.  WINANS.  If  this  amendment  should  be  adopted  it  would  be 
the  first  attempt  at  introducing  a  course  of  study  into  the  Constitution. 

SPEECH   OP   MR.    LINDOW. 

Mr.  LINDOW.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  can't  see  why  the  gentleman 
opposes  so  mueli  the  foreign  language.  I  am  a  foreigner  myself.  I  have 
got  five  children,  and  I  don't  educate  them  in  my  own  language.  Now, 
sir,  it  is  a  true  fact  that  the  American  people  want  to  have  education, 
more  so  than  anybody  else.  When  I  come  in  my  own  house  I  talk  to 
my  children  in  German,  and  I  have  given  them  private  lessons  in 
French.  I  would  not  give  a  cent  for  all  the  French  or  German  the 
children  learn  of  some  of  the  teachers.  It  is  not  worth  a  cent.  But  it 
ought  to  be  taught  well,  so  it  would  be  some  account.  Now,  I  shall  not 
vote  for  the  section  as  it  stands.  Now,  if  the  gentlemen  who  have  seats 
on  this  floor  want  to  have  this  section  adopted,  and  this  Constitution 
adopted,  they  must  not  go  to  work  and  strike  out  the  foreign  languages. 

Mr.  MORELAND.  I  move  to  amend  Mr.  Harrison's  amendment  by 
adding:  "  Provided,  that  such  lecture  shall  not  exceed  ten  minutes  in 
length,  and  shall  not  be  delivered  in  broken  English."     [Laughter.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  upon  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  seven. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

Sec.  7.  A  State  Board  of  Educ4ition,  consisting  of  two  members  from 
each  Congressional  District,  shall  be  elected  by  the  qualified  voters  of 
the  district,  at  the  first  gubernatorial  election  after  the  adoption  of  this 
Constitution,  who  shall  hold  their  office  for  the  term  of  four  years,  and 
enter  upon  the  duties  thereof  on  the  first  Monday  of  January  next  alter 
their  election;  provided,  that  such  members  first  so  elected  shall  be 
divided  into  two  equal  classes,  each  class  consisting  of  one  member  from 
each  district,  and  that  the  first  cla.S8  shall  go  out  of  oflice  at  the  expira- 
tion of  two  years  from  the  commencement  of  their  term  of  office;  and 
at  each  general  biennial  election,  after  such  gubernatorial  election,  one 
member  of  such  Board  shall  be  elected  from  each  Congressional  district, 
so  that  one  half  thereof  shall  be  elected  biennially.  The  Superintendent 
of  Public  Instruction  shall  be  ex  officio  a  member  of  such  Board,  and 
President  thereof. 

Mr.  CAPLES.    I  move  to  strike  out  section  seven. 

Carried. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  eight. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  8.  The  State  Board  of  Education  shall  recommend  a  series  of 
text-books  for  adoption  by  the  local  Boards  of  Education,  or  by  the 
Boards  of  Supervisors  and  County  Superintendents  of  the  several  coun- 
ties where  such  local  Boards  do  not  exist,  but  such  recommendation  shall 
not  be  compulsory.  After  the  adoption  of  a  series  of  text-books  by  said 
Boards,  or  any  of  them,  such  books  must  be  continued  in  use  for  not  less 
than  four  years.  The  State  Board  of  Education  shall  also  have  control 
of  the  examination  of  teachers  and  the  granting  of  certificates.  They 
shall  possess  such  further  powers  and  perform  such  further  duties  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  law. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"The  Legislature  shall  have  power  to  provide  for  a  State  Board  of 
Education,  and  prescribe  its  duties." 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.     I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  section. 

The  chairman.    There  is  already  one  substitute  pending. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.  KSTEE. 

Mr.  ESTEE.     Mr.  Chairman:  For  one  I  am  opposed  to  both  sections 
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seven  and  eieht  in  the  report.  I  did  not  think,  nor  do  I  now,  that  it  is 
necessary  to  have  an  elective  Board,  if  any.  But  at  the  suggestion  of 
'  some  members,  instead  of  striking  out  section  eight,  it  was  thought  best 
by  some  to  leave  the  Constitution  elastic,  so  that  the  Legislature  at  some 
future  time,  if  they  should  want  a  Board  of  Education,  might  provide 
for  it,  and  prescribe  its  duties,  and  therefore  I  have  proposed  this  amend- 
ment. Sir,  section  eight,  without  some  such  amendment,  would  be 
meaningless.  We  would  have  to  strike  it  out.  But  instead  of  that  I 
propose  a  substitute  for  it. 

REHARKS  OF  MR.   BLACKMKR. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  If  this  school  book  question  is  not  provided  for  in 
section  eight,  there  will  be  nothing  done  about  it,  and  it  will  remain  as 
it  is  at  present. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  wish  this  Conven- 
tion to  do  anything  about  the  school  book  question.  I  speak  my  own 
sentiments. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  If  there  is  any  one  question,  it  seems  to  me,  that 
ought  to  be  taken  away  from  the  Legislature  and  put  somewhere,  in 
order  to  rid  that  body  of  the  influence  of  a  powerful  lobby,  it  is  this.  It 
is  a  well  known  fact  that  the  Legislature  now  has  power  to  say  who  shall 
determine  what  the  text-books  shall  be.  It  is  provided  that  the  State 
Board  shall  require  uniformity. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Has  not  the  Legislature  full  power  now,  without  any 
constitutional  provision,  to  prescnoe  the  rules  and  regulations  relative  to 
text-book?? 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Yes,  sir;  and  the  Legislature  has  never  done 
anything,  except  to  make  the  text-books  uniform  throughout  the  State, 
and  so  have  left  this  matter  where  it  stands  to-day.  In  my  judgment  it 
is  an  evil  that  ought  to  be  corrected.  This  section  makes  it  the  duty  of 
the  State  Board  to  recommend  a  series  of  text-books  which,  in  their 
judgment,  are  the  best  that  can  be  procured.  It  is  then  left  optional 
with  the  local  Boards  of  Education,  or  in  places  where  local  Boards  do 
not  exist,  the  Supervisors  of  the  county  are  to  adopt,  if  they  see  fit,  one 
of  the  series;  or  they  may  adopt  some  other.  It  provides  for  county 
uniformitv,  which  is  certainly  a  very  desirable  thmg;  but  it  obviat^ 
State  unimrmity,  from  the  fact,  that  while  the  recommendation  of  the 
State  Board  will  naturally  carry  great  weight  with  it,  there  is  nothine 
obligatory  about  it.  These  are  certainly  very  desirable  things.  It  would 
be  certainly  a  very  undesirable  thing  to  allow  each  district  in  the  county 
to  decide  for  itself,  because  it  might  result  in  havine  two  or  three  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  books  in  the  same  countv.  A  child  going  out  of  one 
district  into  another,  would  be  obliged  in  that  cjise  to  procure  new 
books.  For  this  reason  we  should  insist  on  county  uniformity.  I 
hope  something  of  this  kind  will  be  adopted  in  this  Constitution,  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  this  vexed  question  from  the  Legislature,  where  it 
has  been  a  curse;  for  the  purpose  of  securing  county  uniformity,  and, 
in  a  measure,  State  uniformitv.  I  think  it  is  an  improvement  on  the 
old  system,  and  I  know  that  those  who  have  watched  the  course  of  this 
text-book  question  for  the  last  eight  or  ten  years  will  be  satisfied  with 
this  provision. 

RRlfARKS  OF   HR.   LAINS. 

Mr.  LA.IKE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  I  was  desirous  of  striking  out  section 
seven,  and  I  would  certainly  desire  to  place  something  in  its  stead  that 
would  prevent  the  Legislature  from  imposing  upon  us  a  State  Board.  I 
desire  to  leave  this  matter  to  the  counties,  and  I  will  read  to  the  com- 
mittee an  amendment  which  I  shall  offer,  if  the  pending  amendment  is 
voted  down.  "The  local  Boards  of  Education,  or  the  £ards  of  Super- 
visors and  County  Superintendents  of  the  several  counties  which  may 
not  .have  County  Boards  of  Education,  shall  adopt  a  series  of  text-books 
for  the  use  of  the  common  schools  for  their  respective  counties.  The 
text-books  so  adopted  shall  continue  in  use  for  not  less  than  four  years. 
They  shall  also  have  control  of  the  examination  of  teachers,  and  grant 
teachers'  certificates  within  their  respective  jurisdictions."  This  carries 
it  home  to  the  control  of  the  people,  and  gets  rid  of  the  infamous  lobby 
around  the  Legislature.  Let  us  have  it  among  ourselves,  so  as  to  control 
the  text-book  matter  and  the  examination  of  teachers. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  Is  it  in  order  for  the  member  from 
Santa  Clara  to  offer  an  amendment  now? 

Thk  chairman.    He  can  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

RRMARKS  of  MR.   WINANS. 

*  Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  second  that  amendment. 
This  amendment  will  lodge  the  power  in  the  local  Boards,  where  it 
should  reside.  This  matter  of  State  uniformity  has  done  great  evil  to 
the  State  and  mischief  to  the  people.  Wherever  it  has  been  tried  the 
same  thing  has  almost  invariably  resulted.  It  induces  these  men  who 
publish  books  in  other  States  to  come  here  and  purchase  their  entrance 
into  our  schools  by  the  use  of  bribes.  We  are  ashamed  to  contemplate 
it,  and  yet  every  man  knows  it  is  true.  You  destroy  the  method,  and 
entirely  overwhelm  the  possibility  of  its  further  existence,  when  you 
adopt  this  system  of  allowing  every  locality  to  determine  its  own  course 
of  education,  and  you  realize  the  highest  interests  of  the  people.  As 'we 
have  adopted  the  general  principle  of  local  legislation,  we  should  cer- 
tainly adopt  the  same  course  here.  I  think  the  gentleman  has  reached 
a  most  complete  method  of  getting  rid  of  this  evil.  I  certainly  not  only 
second  the  amendment  he  offers,  but  shall  support  it,  and  I  hope  to  see 
it  adopted  by  this  Convention.  When  this  matter  shall  have  been  taken 
away  from  the  Legislature,  the  community  will  be  at  peace. 

remarks   of   MR.    HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  hope  the  amend- 
ment will  be  adopted.  I  am  opposed  to  a  State  Board  entirely;  and  we 
certainlv  want  to  take  this  matter  out  of  the  hands  of  the  lobbv  and 


the  Legislature.  I  am  opposed  to  the  State  Board,  because  there  is  almost 
always  frauds  practiced  m  regard  to  the  examination  questions.  It  is 
not  as  honest  as  a  local  Board,  and  is  not,  and  never  will  be,  as  compe- 
tent as  a  local  Board. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  offer  a  substitute. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read: 

"  The  Legislature,  at  the  first  session  after  the  adoption  of  this  Consti- 
tution, shall  provide  by  law  for  the  compilation  and  printing  of  a  com- 
plete series  of  school  text-books,  all  the  necessary  mechanical  work 
connected  therewith  to  be  done  in  the  State  Printing  Office.  The  text- 
books thus  compiled  and  printed,  shall  be  the  only  text-books  used  in 
the  public  schools  of  this  State  after  the  first  day  of  January,  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty-one^and  shall  be  furnished  to  all  scholars  in  said 
schools,  free  of  cost." 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   O'SULUVAM. 

MR.t)'SULLIVAN.  That  will  do  away  altogether  with  this  lobby. 
In  presenting  this  substitute  to  section  eight,  I  have  no  other  motive 
than  the  strongest  desire  to  subserve  the  interests  of  the  people  of  this 
State,  firmly  believing  that  the  section  which  I  propose,  will,  if  adopted, 
work  in  that  direction,  and  to  the  public  satisfaction.  We  are  all  aware 
that  this  question  regarding  the  adoption  of  text-books  to  be  used  in 
the  public  schools,  has  been  a  source  of  never  ending  wrangling  for  the 
past  twenty  years,  between  rival  book  houses,  who  had  been  seeking 
to  secure  the  selection  of  their  particular  books  by  the  authorities  in 
this  State;  and  these  miserable,  competing,  rival  book  houses  have 
stopped  at  nothing  to  accomplish  their  ends.  They  have  corrupted 
the  Sehool  Department,  and  at  every  session  of  the  Legislature,  when- 
ever any  proposition  in  regard  to  school  books  came  before  the  IiegisLa- 
ture,  one  of  the  most  corrupt  lobbies  that  has  ever  gathered  in  this 
building  has  besieged  these  halls.  These  are  notorious  facts,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, and  these  things  will  be  done  away  with  if  you  adopt  my  proposi- 
tion. At  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  bills  were  introduced,  one 
by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Los  Angeles,  and  one  by  Senator  Johnson,  of  Sacra- 
mento, both  proposing  to  take  this  vexed  question  away  from  the  Legis- 
lature, and  away  forever  from  the  corrupt  lobby  influence,  by  having 
the  State  compile  and  print  school  text-hooks.  But  Bancroft'  had  his 
agents,  attorneys,  and  lobbyists  upon  the  floors  of  your  halls,  and  the  hilla 
never  became  laws.  McGuffey  and  Bancroft  are  powerful  in  this  building. 
I  understand  that  both  firms  have  their  legions  hovering  around  this 
Convention.  Some  of  our  teachers  are  simply  agents  and  lobbyists  for 
Bancroft  A:  Co.  Some  of  them  receive  a  rovalty  upon  hooks  sold.  Now, 
the  State  can  do  this  work,  and  furnish  these  hooks  cheaper  that  anv 
private  publishing  house  can  do  it.  We  have  one  of  the  finest  and 
most  complete  prinCing  offices  in  the  world,  lying  idle  more  than  half 
the  year,  and  with  the  addition  of  a  book-bindery,  costing  three  or  four 
thousand  dollars,  all  the  work  can  be  done  here  as  well  as  in  the  east,  or 
anywhere  else.  The  compilation  of  the  books  may  cost  five  or  ten  thou- 
sand dollars.  You  would  save  an  immense  amount  of  money.  You 
have  every  guarantee  of  economy  in  getting  out  these  books.  It  would 
be  a  vast  benefit  to  the  people  of  this  State,  and  destroy  the  occupation 
of  one  of  the  most  infamous  lobbies  in  the  country.  It  would  save  to 
the  State  a  half  a  million  dollars  every  two  or  four  years,  which  the 
people  lose  by  reason  of  the  frequent  chan^^es  in  text-books.  Finally,  if 
the  State  prints  these  text-books,  and  distributes  them  free  to  all  afike, 
no  one  can  object,  and  the  feelings  of  parents,  poor  parents,  will  not  be 
hurt. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  will  withdraw  the  amendment  I 
offered.  The  amendment  presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara 
is  in  accordance  with  my  views;  I  am  in  favor  of  home  rule. 

Thb  chairman.  There  being  no  objection,  the  gentleman  has 
leave. 

Mr.  LAINE.    Then  I  will  offer  my  amendment. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Strike  out  all  after  the  words  *  section  eight,'  and  insert  the  following 
as  a  substitute :  '  The  local  Boards  of  Education,  or  the  Boards  of  Super- 
visors and  County  Superintendents  of  the  several  counties  which  may 
not  have  County  Boards  of  Education,  shall  adopt  a  series  of  text-books 
for  the  use  of  the  common  schools  for  their  respective  counties.  The 
text-books  so  adopted  shall  continue  in  use  for  not  less  than  four  years. 
They  shall  also  have  control  of  the  examination  of  teachers,  and  grant 
teachers'  certificates  within  their  respective  jurisdictions.'  " 

RKMARKS   OF   MR.  ATKRS. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  proposition  of  thci 
member  from  San  Francisco,  that  a  series  of  school  books,  to  be  deter- 
mined upon  by  the  proper  authorities  of  the  State,  shall  be  printed  at 
the  State  Printing  Office.  I  think  that  would  entirely  do  away  with  this 
lext-book  lobby,  m  favor  of  this  series  or  that  series.  I  have  before  me 
some  estimates  as  to  the  cost  of  text-books  printed  at  the  State  Printing 
Office.  For  the  first  thousand,  complete  in  every  respect,  and  equal  to 
the  Pacific  Coast  Readers,  the  total  cost  would  be  five  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  thirty-six  dollars  and  twenty-six  cents.  That  is  for  the 
first  thousand,  and  for  each  additional  thousand  the  cost  would  be  one 
thousand  one  hundred  and  sixty-eight  dollars  and  forty-cents.  There 
are  five  books  in  the  series,  and  that  would  bring  each  book  to  a  cost  of 
about  twenty-five  cents.  I  don't  know  what  price  is^ieing  paid  to  these 
agents  from  the  east  for  the  readers,  but  I  believe  it  is  in  the  vicinity  of 
seventy-five  cents  per  volume.  There  would  be  a  saving  to  the  people 
of  fifty  cents  on  each  volume.  Now  it  is  a  fact  that  this  State  has,  at 
large  expense,  established,  within  a  few  rods  of^the  Capitol,  one  of  the 
finest  printing  offices  in  the  United  States.  There  is  hardly  any  species 
of  printing  wnich  cannot  be  done  there  as  well  and  as  cheaply  as  it  can 
be  done  in  any  State  in  the  Union,  and  it  would  be  proper,  it  seems  to 
me,  for  the  State  to  utilize  the  office  in  this  way. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.     Mr.  Ohairmac  :  I  would  like  to  ask 
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mj  coUeaffue  if  the  books  are  to  be  selected  by  the  local  Boards,  in  the 
counties,  now  can  the  printing  be  done  at  the  State  Printing  Office, 
because  each  county  might  select  a  different  set  of  books?  They  raust 
therefore  be  the  same.  If  that  course  is  taken  there  would  have  to  be 
some  central  authority  to  select  the  books. 

Mr.  AYERS.  I  am  speaking  on  the  question  on  the  supposition  that 
we  may  establish  some  central  authority  which  would  authorize  the 
compilation  of  these  books.  I  don't  think  it  would  be  a  very  great  disad- 
vantage to  the  children  of  the  State  to  have  a  uniform  series  of  readers 
throughout  the  State.  The  great  objection  >now  is  lack  of  uniformity ;  it 
has  led  to  speculation  and  corruption.  I  don't  think  there  would  be 
any  serious  objection  to  uniformity,  and  the  State  can  lay  down  a  rule 
by  which  a  series  of  readers  can  be  compiled  by  the  State,  the  State 
owning  the  copyright  and  printing  the  books,  and  then  all  this  corrup- 
tion about  text-books  will  be  done  away  with.  I  believe  it  would  be  of 
great  benefit  to  this  State,  and  ibelieve  we  have  plenty  of  writers  capa- 
ble of  compiling  a  series  of  text-books. 

BBMARKS   OF   MS.   BROWN. 

Mb.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  opposed  to  centralization,  as 
much  so  on  matters  pertaining  to  education  as  I  am  on  political  matters, 
and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  the  principles  vmbraced  in  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  are  correct,  and 
I  hope  they  will  meet  the  approval  of  this  committee.  It  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  principles  which  this  body  has  already  adopted.  It  gives 
to  certain  parts  of  the  country  certain  rights  and  the  control  of  their 
own  affairs,  an^  it  avoids  thereby  the  vicious  influence  of  the  lobby  upon 
the  Legislature  of  this  State,  by  granting  to  the  local  Boards  of  these 
counties  the  right  to  choose  the  kind  of  books  which  they  may,  in  their 
judgment,  think  best.  It  is  a  sort  of  freedom  that  will  tend  to  keep  the 
people  of  the  counties  awake,  because  they  will  feel  a  personal  liability 
and  responsibility  resting  upon  them  in  matters  of  education,  and  in 
this  way  they  will  be  made  to  feel  that  the  interests  and  the  success  of 
the  rising  generation  depend  upon  them,  and  they  will  therefore  be 
alive  to  the  importance  of  the  trust  reposed  in  them.  And  having  the 
teachers  to  examine,  either  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  other  local 
authority,  as  a  matter  of  course  there  will  be  a  degree  of  interest  through- 
out, and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  this  will  be  a  solution  of  the 
whole  difficulty.  I  hope  the  members  will  consider  this  proposition  in. 
its  true  light,  in  a<!i(X)rdance  with  its  importance,  for  it  is  a  matter  of  no 
small  consequence.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  when  we  look  at  it 
well  we  will  consider  this  amendment  to  be  right. 

BBMARKS   OF   MB.   OVBRTON. 

Mb.  OVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  Mr.  Laine,  and  opposed  to  the  other  amendment  pending.  I 
don't  think  this  State  wants  to  go  into  the  business  of  printing  and  pub- 
lishing books  for  the  children  of  this  State.  The  way  it  is  now,  nearly 
all  the  taxes  of  this  State  are  used  up  for  the  common  schools.  It  costs 
more  than  as  much  again  as  all  the  balance  of  the  departments  of  gov- 
ernment. Now,  in  addition  to  that,  they  propose  that  this  St^ite  shall  go 
to  work  and  print  free  text-books.  Why  don't  they  ask  for  the  rest,  and 
require  the  taxpayers  to  clothe  the  children,  and  furnish  them  with  shoes 
as  weHas  books?  I  think  the  cases  are  parallel.  You  might  just  as  well 
ask  the  taxpayers  to  furnish  clothes  as  to  furnish  books.  Nor  can  I  see 
how  it  will  tend  to  prevent  jobs  and  corruption,  because  if  the  State 
enters  into  the  business  of  publishing  school  books,  there  will  be  just  as 
many  jobs  as  ever,  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  interested  in  furnishing 
materials  and  supplies,  and  the  people  will  have  to  pay  for  it.  I  believe 
the  children  should  buy  their  own  books;  then  the  parents  will  take  some 
interest  in  the  way  the  children  take  care  of  them. 

Mb.  LINDOW.  Let  me  ask  a  question.  If  the  State  furnishes  the 
books,  they  would  be  only  entitled  to  one  book  to  one  child.  Wouldn't 
they  be  taken  care  of?  'if  the  child  he  took  and  tore  it  up^  he  would 
not  bo  allowed  in  that  school  until  the  parents  got  another  one.  I  know 
cases  in  Q^rmany  where  you  had  to  go  with  a  broken  book.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Have  you  got  through  with  vour  question?  I 
don't  think  the  children  would  take  as  g(X}d  care  of  them  as  they  do 
now.  The  parents  would  not  take  so  much  interest  in  them.  Inde- 
pendent of  that,  we  have  no  right  to  use  these  books  unless  the  State 
buys  the  copyright;  and  if  we  do  that,  there  will  be  the  same  chance 
for  jobs  that  there  is  now. 

THB   PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  HITCHCOCK.     Mr.  Chairman :   I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Winans,  Estee,  Biggs,  and  Tinnin. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put. 

Carried — Ayes,  60 ;  noes,  27. 

The  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  O'Sullivan. 

Division  being  called,  the  amendment  was  lost,  by  a  rote  of  41  ayes  to 
63  noes. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  upon  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine. 

Adopted. 

The  chairman.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  nine. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  9.  No  public  money  shall  ever  be  appropriated  for  the  support 
of  any  sectarian  or  denominational  school,  or  any  school  not  under  the 
exclusive  control  of  the  officers  of  the  public  schools. 

Mr.  RINGGOLD.     Mr.  Chairman  :  An  amendment  to  section  nine. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Add  to  the  section:  'Nor  shall  any  sectarian  or  denominational  doc- 
trines be  taught  or  instructions  therein  be  permitted,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, in  any  of  the  common  schools  of  this  State.' " 


Mr.  I^ERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  No  sectarian  or  denominational  books  shall  be  used,  and  no  sectarian 
or  denominational  instruction  imparted  in  the  public  schools  of  this 
State." 

BEMABKS  OF   MB.   BINGOOLD. 

Mb.  RINGGOLD.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  don't  see  that  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment  is  any  better  than  the  amendment. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  •  It  adds  to  it. 

Mb.  RINGGOLD.  There  is  more  in  that  amendment  than  you  may 
suppose.  I  could  mention  the  name  of  a  lady  teacher  in  San  Francisco, 
who  makes  a  business  of  knowing  the  particular  faith  of  the  parents  or 
guardians  of  the  children  in  her  class,  and  I  assure  you  that  some  of  the 
children  are  more  favored  than  others.  The  thing  is  done  often,  and  I 
want  to  guard  against  any  such  influence  in  our  public  schools. 

BEMABKS   OP   MB.   WILSON. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  It  is  a 
very  proper  addition  to  section  nine.  .The  section  prohibits  the  appro- 
priation of  public  moneys  to  the  support  of  sectarian  schools,  but  it  docs 
not  go  far  enough  and  prevent  the  teaching  of  sectarian  doctrines  in  the 
common  schools.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  proper  amend- 
ment to  adopt.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  is 
on  the  same  subject,  but  in  my  judgment  is  not  so  comprehensive  as  the 
other.  One  excludes  such  books,  while  the  other  goes  farther,  and  say.'«, 
that  no  such  instruction  shall  be  given,  directly  or  indirectly.  It  iu  t 
only  includes  the  exclusion  of  books  of  that  character,  but  forbids  any 
instruction  of  that  kind,  in  anv  way  whatever.  Therefore  I  think  ft 
covers  all  that  is  intended  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  and  is 
more  compact  in  its  phraseology. 

Mr.  winans.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  see  no  objection  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco.  I  believe  I  am  not 
allowed  to  accept  amendments  for  the  committee.  I  would  accept  it  if 
I  could.     I  am  satisfied  the  committee  have  no  objection  to  it. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  no  great  stickler  for  this 
amendment.  If  the  gentlemen  of  this  Convention  don't  see  fit  to  exclude 
sectarian  books  from  the  public  schools,  and  yet  exclude  sectarian  doc- 
trines from  being  taught,  I  have  no  objections.  My  own  opinion  is, 
however,  that  sectarian  books  as  well  as  sectarian  doctrines,  ought  to  Le 
excluded. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Uerrington. 

Lost. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Ringgold. 

Adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  ten. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  10.  The  University  of  California  shall  constitute  a  public  trust, 
and  its  organization  and  government  shall  be  perpetually  continued  in 
their  existing  form  and  character,  subject  only  to  such  legislative  con- 
trol as  may  be  necessary  to  insure  compliance  with  the  terms  of  its 
endowments,  and  of  the  several  Acts  of  the  Legislature  of  this  State, 
and  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  donating  lands  or  money  for 
its  support.  It  shall  be  entirely  independent  from  all  political  or  secta- 
rian mfluences,  and  kept  free  therefrom  in  the  appointment  of  its 
Regents,  and  in  the  administration  of  its  affairs. 

Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  add  to  the  section. 

The  secretary  read: 

'*The  Regents  and  Managers  of  the  University  shall  provide  for 
instruction  in  agriculture,  mechanfc  arts,  mineralogy,  and  the  applied 


sciences. 


BEMABKS   OF   MB.   HOWABD. 


Mb.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  an  agricultural  department  in  the  University.  I  am  some- 
what surprised  that  this  provision  in  relation  to  agriculture  has  been 
neglected.  The  State  University  is  endowed  with  two  hundred  sec- 
tions of  land,  and  with  that  they  can  have  a  department  for  miner- 
alogy and  agriculture  without  any  material  increase  in  the  expenses. 
The  mechanic  arts  ought  also  to  be  taught,  and  the  applied  sciences 
ought  also  to  be  taught.  With  such  an  endowment  this  ought  to  become 
a  great  and  useful  institution.  It  was  endowed  as  an  agricultural  college 
in  part,  and  these  sciences  ought  not  to  be  neglected.  And  I  think  the 
agricultural  interest  in  particular,  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  and  all 
that  pertains  to  it,  ought  to  be  taught.  The  mechanic  arts  ought  to  be 
taught;  the  applied  sciences  ought  to  be  taught.  We  are  fitting  out  too 
many  men  for  the  professions;  we  are  overstocking  the  professional  field, 
and  we  are  not  educating  children  sufficiently  in  the  practical  duties  of 
life.  We  are  not  educating  them  or  preparing  them  for  the  great  pro- 
ductive employments.  I  believe  the  University  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
teach  all  these  things,  and  thus  the  students  can  select  their  own  course 
of  study,  and  study  whatever  branches  may  be  necessary  to  fit  them 
for  the  occupation  or  calling  which  they  may  desire  to  pursue.  They 
ought  to  be  allowed  here  to  select  their  course  of  study,  as  thev  are  in 
many  of  the  universities  in  Europe,  so  that  they  may  be  fitted  for  the 
occupations  which  they  are  to  follow  in  life. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  The  University  of  California  shall  constitute  a  public  trust,  subject  to 
such  legislative  control  as  may  be  necessary  to  insure  compliance  with 
the  terms  of  its 'endowment.  It  shall  be  entirely  independent  of  all 
political  or  sectarian  influences,  and  kept  free  therefrom  in  the  appoint- 
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inent  of  its  Regents  and  in  the  administration  of  its  affairs.  The  Legis- 
lature shall  provide  for  the  proper  investment  and  security  of  the  several 
funds  of  the  University;  provided,  that  all  the  proceeds  of  the  public 
lands  donated  to  this  State  by  Act  of  Congress,  approved  July  second, 
eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -two,  and  the  Acts  amendatory  thereof,  for 
the  support  of  a  Collesje  of  Agriculture  and  Mechanic  Arts,  shall  be 
invested  in  a  separate  fund,  and  the  interest  thereon  to  be  appropriated 
exclusively  for  the  benefit  and  support  of  said  Agricultural  and  Mechanic 
Arts  College,  as  specified  in  said  grant,  and  the  Legislature  shall  pro- 
vide"  

Thb  chairman.    The  amendment  is  not  in  order  at  present. 

SPEECH    OF   MR.    FREUD. 

Mr.  FREUD.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  rise  to  speak  in  defense  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  California.  As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Education,  I 
desire  to  express  my  approval  of  section  ten  of  the  report,  perpetuating 
our  St^te  University  in  its  existing  form  and  character.  As  a  graduate 
of  the  University,  1  feel  that  I  owe  it  as  a  duty  to  the  people  of  this 
State  to  speak  frankly  and  fairly  of  their  highest  institution  of  learning. 
It  has  fallen  to  my  lot  to  be  the  only  alumnus  of  the  University  in  this 
Constitutional  Convention.  I,  therefore,  feel  compelled  to  ask  your 
kind  attention  and  earnest  consideration  of  the  few  facts  and  thoughts 
which  I  shall  here  endeavor  to  present.  Should  I  overleap  the  allotted 
time,  I  hope  the  coranwtt^e  will  indulge  me  a  few  moments  longer. 

It  is  needless  for  me  on  this  occasion  to  rehearse  to  you  the  inestimable 
value  and  im[>ortance  of  a  good  system  for  the  higher  education  of  the 
youth  of  our  country.  You  who  have  shared  it^  blessings  know  full 
well  their  worth.  Those  of  you  whom  fortune  has  not  favored  with  so 
precious  a  privilege  are,  nevertheless,  ready  to  admit  its  magnificence, 
and  ever  zealous  to  bestow  it  upon  your  children.  In  every  pureuit  of 
life,  be  it  ever  so  high  or  so  humble,  it  is,  after  all,  grit,  and  brains,  and 
intelligence  that  in  the  end  will  carry  the  day.  A  free  and  pure  public 
school  system  is  the  imj)erishable  corner-stone  of  the  American  Repub- 
lic. The  lonely  school  house  on  the  distant  mountain  slope,  beside  some 
trickling  stream,  is  its  basis  of  ])ower,  and  the  majestic  university  in  the 
vanguard  of  civilization  and  progress  is  its  tower  of  strength.  Enlarge, 
perfect,  complete  that  splendid  structure,  and  upon  it  will  be  erected  a 
republic,  whose  foundation  shall  rest  in  the  eternal  rocks  of  truth  and 
wisdom,  and  whose  career  shall  brighten  with  age  and  prosper  with 
time. 

Many  favorable  circimistances  have  combined  to  give  to  California  a 
Univei-dity  of  which  she  may  well  be  proud.     Numerous  and  valuable 

f rants  and  gifts  from  the  College  of  California,  from  Congress,  from  the 
tate,  and  from  private  individuals,  united  to  create  and  foster  it  in  its 
infancv,  and  now  maintain  it  in  its  growing  maturity.  Its  course  has 
been  directed  and  guided  by  many  wise  and  faithful  men.  But  ten 
years  old,  it  has  risen  from  a  mere  infant, an  obs  wire  college,  to  the  rank 
of  one  of  the  best  and  most  famous  universities  in  the  land.  In  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty-nine  it  started  with  but  forty  students.  To-day  it  has 
over  three  hundred,  and  including  the  professional  colleges,  a  grand  total 
of  over  five  hundred.  It  has  to  day,  in  active  operation,  eight  complete 
colleges — Agriculture  (three),  Engineering  (two).  Chemistry',  Law.  Let- 
ters, Mechanics,  Medicine,  Mining,  with  all  their  subordinate  branches, 
are  fairly  and  fully  represented.  The  University  library  numbers  over 
fifteen  thousand  volumes.  The  museums,  cabinets,  and  laboratories  are 
among  the  most  complete  of  any  this  side  of  the  Atlantic.  The  rapid 
progress  and  prosperity  of  the  University  of  California  is  a  most  mar- 
velous event.  It  stiinds  without  a  parallel  in  the  recorded  history  of 
either  ancient  or  modern  learning. 

The  University  of  California  has  been  established  by  the  Legislature 
in  accordance  with  the  Constitution,  and  intrusted  to  the  care  oi  a  Board 
of  Regents,  consisting  of  the  Governor,  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  the 
Speaker  of  the  Assembly,  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction, 
the  President  of  the  State  Agricultural  Society,  the  President  of  the 
Mechanics  Institute  of  San  Francisco,  the  President  of  the  University, 
and  sixteen  appointed  Regents.  The  office  of  Regent  is  wholly  hon- 
orary. There  is  no  pay  attached  to  the  position.  The  instruction  and 
government  of  the  students  at  Berkeley  are  intrusted  to  the  Academic 
Senate,  consisting  of  some  thirty-six  professors  and  instructors.  They 
have  been  selected  for  their  special  qualifications  for  the  lines  of  inquiry 
and  work  assigned  to  them.  They  are  recognized  authorities  in  tlicir 
respective  departments,  and  many  of  them  are  men  renowned,  not  only 
in  this  country  but  also  in  Europe.  The  benefits  of  the  presence  of  a 
body  of  men  so  able  and  learned  cannot  be  overestimated.  Under  this 
system  of  administration,  in  scarcely  a  decade,  the  University  has  grown 
and  prospered  with  so  much  satisftiction  and  such  marked  success.  I 
take  this  opportunity  to  publicly  express  my  unqualified  admiration  for 
the  general  policy  of  the  Board  of  Regents,  and  the  zeal  and  nobility  of 
the  Faculty  of  the  University.  Say  what  you  will  of  their  failings,  and 
charge  what  you  may  to  their  mistakes,  there  nevertheless  stands  in 
dauntless  majesty  a  masterpiece  of  intellect  and  skill  that  has  redounded 
to  the  honor  and  credit  of  California,  and  shall  keep  the  memory  of 
their  services  forever  green  in  the  minds  and  hearts  of  a  generous 
posterity. 

I  cannot  believe  that  this  committee,  or  the  people  of  the  State,  is  pre- 
pared to  change  and  sacrifice  a  system  of  administration  that  has  proved 
80  efficient  and  faithful.  Objection  has  been  raised  to  the  appointment 
of  a  portion  of  the  Board  of  Regents.  It  is  urged  that  tney  should 
be  elected  directly  by  the  people.  No  person  more  sincerely  objects 
to  appointment  of  public  officers  than  I,  whenever  it  can  be  avoided 
with  policy  and  wisdom,  but,  sir,  experience  has  invariably  shown  that 
the  election  of  Regents  involves  the  destruction  and  ruin  of  the  Uni- 
versity. Political  prejudices  and  conspiraces  creep  into  the  institution  and 
poison  its  best  blood,  and  vitiate  its  highest  energies.  It  sets  the  Uni- 
versity adrift  upon  the  boisterous  sea  of  politics,  sure  to  wreck  to  pieces 
on  the  rocks  t»f  puriisan  strife  and  party  contention.     A  careful  research 


into  this  matter  has  thoroughly  convinced  me  that  no  surer  and  quicker 
way  could  be  devised  to  strangle  our  young  University  than  thus  to  hurl 
it  into  the  cesspool  and  whirl|)ool  of  politics. 

Now,  a  wora  or  two  as  to  the  agricultural  department.  Many  rumors, 
nearly  all  utterly  unfounded,  prevail  as  regards  the  nature  and  man- 
agement of  the  agricultural  department  of  the  University.  JThese 
rumors  have  sought  to  bring  that  department  into  some  disrepute.  For 
example,  I  have  heard  it  said  that  there  was  but  one  student  enrolled 
in  that  college.  The  fact  of  the  matter,  however,  is  that  there  are 
at  present  some  twenty  students  regularly  attentling  the  college  of 
agriculture.  The  work  in  this  department  includes  both  practice  and 
theory,  experiment  and  observation.  To  be  sure,  the  students  are  not 
exercised  m  plowing,  and  hoeing,  and  reaping,  and  threshing,  for  these 
are  mere  mechanical  operations  of  agriculture,  and  are  best  acquired  on 
the  farm  at  home;  but  thev  are  taught  why  to  plow,  when  to  plow,  and 
how  deep.  They  are  taugfit  what  crops  to  sow  in  certain  soil,  and  what 
rotation  of  crops  will  best  maintain  tne  fertility  of  the  soil;  in  a  word, 
they  are  taught  all  the  several  principles  which  govern  the  devel- 
opment of  plants  under  all  variations  of  circumstances  and  conditions, 
and  that,  after  all,  is  the  rational,  scientific,  and  only  true  agriculture. 
This  department  has  already  begun  an  agricultural  survey  of  the  State, 
and  Berkeley  is  now  an  experiment  station  to  investigate  the  varied  soils 
of  California.  I  need  not  ailate  upon  the  immense  value  of  such  a  work 
to  the  farmers  throughout  the  land.  It  will  furnish  the  basis  for  an 
intelligent  and  comprehensive  conception  of  the  marvelous  agricultural 
resources  of  the  Pacific  Slope. 

^gain,  sir,  it  has  been  urged  that  the  Agricultural  College  should  be 
detached  and  separated  from  the  rest  of  the  University,  so  that  it  may  be 
more  efficient  under  the  direct  control  of  ihe  farmer.  I  hope,  sir,  that  a 
proposition  so  monstrous  will  not  be  entertained  by  this  honorable  body, 
and  least  of  all,  by  any  farmer  upon  this  floor.  What  farmer  would  con- 
sent to  withdraw  agricultural  education  from  contact  with  higher  culture 
in  other  branches?  Where  is  the  farmer  who  would  make  his  sons  the 
mere  hewers  of  wood  and  drawere  of  water?  That,  sir,  is  not  the  ambi- 
tion of  the  farming  people  of  California.  If  you  would  have  the  young 
farmer  look  with  pride  to  his  profession, and  deem  it  as  it  should  be,  the 
peer  of  any  other  on  earth,  then,  sir,  never,  never,  I  say,  for  one  momenL 
permit  the  institution  where  its  principles  are  taught,  to  be  divorced 
from  your  State  University,  where  are  reared  all  other  educateii  men  in 
the  State.  But,  sir,  this  system  of  separate  organization  for  agricultural 
colleges  has  been  tried  in  this  country  and  in  Europe,  and  has  always 
proved  a  backward  step,  and  in  many  cases  a  disastrous  failure.  In 
course  of  time  the  labor  colleges  have  either  developed  into  universitieF, 
or  dwindled  into  second-class  and  low  grade  boaraing  schools.  Divide 
the  University  of  California,  and  you  inevitably  wound  its  efficiency 
and  destroy  its  utility. 

I  admit  that  I  love  the  University  as  the  student  loves  his  alma  mater. 
I  have  spent  the  four  happiest  and  proudest  years  of  ray  life  amidst  its 
sacred  groves  and  within  its  solemn  halls.  I  have  seen  it  rise  from  the 
tiny  acorn  to  the  stately  oak.  While  I  know  and  cherish  all  its  virtues, 
yet  I  am  not  blind  to  its  failings.  As  human  nature  is  far  from  perfect, 
so  human  work  lacks  perfection.  But,  sir,  take  it  all  in  all,  and  I  irankly 
pronounce  the  University  of  California  the  best  and  grandest  investment 
of  the  people  of  this  State,  That  institution,  sir,  is  paying  a  dividend  to 
the  State  of  California  that  shall  increase  and  multiply  with  years.  It 
is  a  noble  monument  to  the  enlightenment  and  munificence  of  the  people 
of  this  commonwealth. 

The  section,  as  reported  by  the  committee,  perpetuates  this  great  and 
sublime  work.  With  no  other  interest  than  tne  welfare  and  prosperity 
of  California;  with  no  other  feeling  than  a  love  for  an  institution  that 
radiates  knowledge  and  ennobles  labor;  I  appeal  to  you,  gentlemen,  to 
sanction  it  with  your  approval.  Especially  do  I  call  upon  the  working- 
men  and  grangers  to  cheer  it  on  with  your  encouragement,  and  push  it 
forward  with  your  support.  The  University  of  California  should  be  the 
favorite  child  of  the  laboring  classes  throughout  the  land.  Its  doors  are 
free  and  open  to  all  residents  of  California,  without  regard  tojex.  The 
son  of  the  poorest  peasant,  no  matter  how  lowly,  wherever  his  birth,  or 
whatever  his  creed,  may  find  at  Berkeley  an  institution  to  carry  him  to 
the  furthest  realms  of  knowledge,  and  fit  him  for  the  highest  functions 
of  citizenship.  Three  fourths  of  the  students  at  the  University  are  the 
sons  of  poor  men,  hailing  from  every  portion  gf  the  State.  And,  sir,  if 
there  be  a  spot  on  earth  where  poverty  and  wealth  are  measured  by  the 
sole  standard  of  manhood  and  worth,  it  is  the  University  of  California. 
That  institution,  sir,  is  the  very  essence  and  epitome  of  democracy.  The 
rich  man  can  send  his  son  to  the  East  or  to  Europe  for  a  college  educa- 
tion. The  son  of  the  poor  man  must  find  at  home  the  food  to  nourish 
his  ambition,  or  forever  grope  in  darkness  and  despair. 

The  University  is  still  struggling  in  its  infancy,  but  its  future  is 
resplendent  with  promise  already.  Generous  men  are  showering  upon 
it  endowments  of  wealth.  It  is  now  very  nearly  self-supporting.  In  a 
few  years  more  it  will  no  longer  require  State  aid.  In  a  few  years  more 
it  will  live  and  thrive  upon  its  own  resources.  "We  only  ask  that  it  may 
be  kept  aloof  from  the  avarice  and  turmoil  of  political  parties.  We  only 
ask  that  it  may  be  left  to  prosper  in  the  future  as  it  has  in  the  past,  and 
many  of  you  will  live  to  see  the  University  of  California  the  first  and 
foremost  educational  institution  on  the  American  continent.    [Applause.] 

SPEECH    OF   MR.    WINANS. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  amendment  of  the  honorable 
member  from  Los  Angeles  is  unnecessary,  because  the  objects  which  it 
seeks  to  attain  have  already  been  reached.  I  will  refer  you  to  the  report 
of  President  Gilman  in  reference  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
from  which  I  read  as  follows : 

**  The  most  noteworthy  changes  in  the  College  of  Agriculture  are  the 
appointment  of  a  new  professor  in  that  department,  the  commencement 
of  field  and  garden  work,  and  the  enlistment  of  special  lecturers  to  sup- 
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plement  the  regular  instructions  of  the  professor.  The  outdoor  work  is 
subordinate  aud  auxiliary  to  the  class-room  iustructions  of  the  Professor 
of  Agriculture,  but  its  general  direction  is  intrusted  by  law  to  the  Sec- 
retary. Under  him  an  accomplished  and  experienced  gardener  has  been 
employed. 

"On  the  first  of  February,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-five,  Secre- 
tary Stearns  made  the  following  report  of  the  work  which  he  had  com- 
menced. A.  more  extended  statement  may  be  expected  before  the  session 
of  the  Legislature : 

On  the  first  day  of  June,  eigliteen  hundred  and  aerenty-four,  work  Jn  thin  depart- 
ment waA  cunimonced,and  has  been  pnnued  with  energy.  A  poition  of  the  grounds 
dedicated  tu  practical  agricnlture  has  been  thoroughly  plowed,  graded,  and  other- 
wise prcpAre<l  by  deep  trenching  and  working  over,  fur  nursery  purposes 

Two  propagating  houses  bare  been  constrncted  and  were  ready  for  u^e  in  the  lat- 
ter part  of  August,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-four,  and  a  commodious  and  con- 
venient building  for  workrooms,  with  suitable  benches  fur  potting  and  handlii  g 
plants  constructed,  with  storage  arrangements  f.>r  preparc<Pson,  puts,  tools,  etc.,  and 
a  suitable  office  for  gardener,  and  sleeping-mom  for  w^atchman.  The  propagating 
houses  are  of  the  dimensions,  respectively,  of  thirty  by  twenty  feet,  and  fixty-four 
by  fifteen  feet,  and  In  the  rear  of  (he  latter  is  a  laboratory  perttiining  to  said  houses, 
sixty-four  feet  In  length  by  twelve  feet  in  width.  These  buildings  are  arranged  so 
as  to  facilitate  the  work,  and  so  conveniently  placed  that  the  whole  is  easily  super 
vised  by  the  gardener.  The  propagation  of  plants  of  economic  value,  as  well  as 
such  species  as  are  more  patiicularly  required  for  the  purpose  of  illuHtrating  general 
botany,  and  ornamenting  the  grounds,  in  pursuance  of  the  general  plan  di-vised  by 
Mr.  W.  H.  Hall,  w^as  at  once  commenced,  and  such  vegetable  forms  as  are  valuable 
to  the  poniologist,  and  necessary  to  illustrate  floriculture  aad  arboriculture,  have 
already  tieen  produced  in  large  numbers.  The  entire  domain  belonging  to  the  Uni- 
versity includes  two  hundred  acres,  sloping  to  the  west,  a  parallelogram  in  genenvl 
shape,  and  presenting  quite  a  diversified  topography;  its  lower  pv^rtion  bein^bouT 
two  hnndred  feet  above  the  level  of  San  Francisco  Bay,  and  rising  toward  tWeast 
Into  bills,  the  summits  of  wliich  are  attout  nine  hundred  feet  altove  the  sea-level. 
Some  forty  acres  are  reserved  for  agricultural  purposes  and  ex(>erini^nts,  and  the 
remainder  to  illustrate  the  principles  and  methods  of  landscape  ornamentation,  for- 
estry, botany,  and  allied  studies. 

A*  well  designed  and  convenient  barn,  thirty-six  by  forty-four  feet,  and  a  story  and 
a  half  in  height,  has  been  built,  and  the  principal  road  which  traverses  the  farming 
grounds  has  been  marked  out  and  partly  graded,  to  fa-ilitate  the  farm  work. 

The  propagating  houses  were  ready  for  use  on  the  twenty-S(>corid  day  of  August, 
since  which  date  ten  thousand  plants  of  twenty  spcci<.>s  of  eucalyptus,  five  thousand 
acacias  of  twenty-five  specien,  two  hundre<l  species  of  native  and  foreign  coniferse. 
also  numerous  rare  forms  peculiar  to  .Australasia,  South  and  Central  America,  and 
elsewhere,  and  many  species  of  textile,  medicinal,  and  other  economic  plants,  have 
been  produced.  We  may  mention  one  hundred  and  twelve  varieties  of  roses,  thir- 
teen of  azeleas,  twelve  of  camelias,  and  six  of  magnoIfaA,  for  ornamental  purposes 
The  planting  of  a  standard  (»rchard,  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  tlie  nomenclature 
of  the  fruits  already  in  cultivation,  and  for  furnisliing  hereafter  scions  and  plants 
for  <  istribution  through  the  State,  as  well  as  for  the  introduction  of  new  varieties 
to  be  distributed  as  above,  has  received  proper  coutdderation.  , 

Now,  if  gentlemen  will  give  me  their  attention,  I  will  endeavor 
to  show  them  how  the  University  stands,  tjnd  I  do  hope  they  will  pay 
such  attention  as  the  importance  of  the  subject  demai^ds.  Sir,  the  Act 
of  Congress  provided  for  a  land  grant  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
acres,  and  that  the  moneys  realized  from  the  sale  of  such  land  shall  be 
invested,  and  shall  constitute  a  fund,  a  perpetual  fund,  which  shnll 
remain  forever  undiminished,  the  interest  of  which  is  to  constitute  an 
endowment  fund,  for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  at  least  one  college 
where  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts  are  to  be  taugitt,  but  not  to  the 
exclusion  of  other  studies.  Now,  it  is  an  entire  mistaicc  to  assume  that 
this  University  was  to  be  entirely  an  Agricultural  College.  Even  the 
Agricultural  College,  so  far  as  the  Congressional  enactment  and  donation 
extend,  was  not  limited  to  agriculture.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  provided 
that  there  is  to  be  not  less  than  one — there  may  be  more  than  one — not 
less  than  one  college,  where  the  leading  object  is  to  be,  without  excluding 
other  studies,  the  promotion  of  such  branches  of  learning  as  relate  to 
"agriculture"  and  the  "mechanic  arts;"  and  both  those  terms  are  quali- 
fied, because  the  Act  declares  that  the  studies  are  t^  be  such  as  are  related 
to  the  subjects  of  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts. 

This  includes,  in  a  measure,  the  entire  scientific  course,  because  all  the 
departments  of  the  scientific  course  are  related  to  agriculture  and  the 
mechanic  arts.  Then  there  is  also  military  instruction,  which  is  made 
essentially  a  portion  of  the  requirements  of  the  Act.  Then  there  are 
still  other  studies,  classical  aud  scientific,  which  the  Act  says  must  not 
be  excluded.  Furthermore,  the  Congressional  grant  provides  that  the 
modes  of  instruction  shall  be  conducted  in  such  manner  as  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  shall  prescribe,  in  order  to  promote  the  liberal  and 
practical  education  of  toe  industrial  classes  in  the  several  pursuits  and 

frofessions  in  life.  What  is  meant  by  the  term  "liberal  education?" 
t  is  such  as  shall  constitute  a  liberal,  practical  education,  in  the  several 
?ur6uit8  and  professions  of  life.  That  is  what  the  Act  itself  declares, 
t  does  not  contemplate  teaching  agriculture  alone;  it  is  to  teach,  not  to 
the  exclusion  of  other  scientific  ann  classical  studies,  such  studies  as 
relate  to  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts,  in  order  to  promote  the  lib- 
eral education  of  the  industrial  classes,  and  in  order  to  promote  the 
higher  education  of  the  people  in  all  the  departments  of  learning,  in 
all  the  departments  of  industry,  in  all  the  departments  of  intellectual 
advancement.  This  is  the  very  thing  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
been  doing,  and  designing  to  do  ever  since  it  had  public  lands  to  dispose 
of  for  the  purposes  of  education,  and  devoted  them  to  that  object. 
.  Now,  sir,  the  Act  of  the  Legislature  establishing  the  University  was 
in  exact  accordance  with  the  Act  of  Congress  donating  these  lands.  I 
will  read  again  from  President  Gilman's  statement: 

"The  State  of  California,  like  most  of  the  newer  States  of  the  Union, 
received  from  the  General  Government  a  certain  portion  of  the  public 
lands  for  the  use  of  a  seminary  of  learning;  and  the  Constitution 
of  the  State  provided  for  the  bestowal  of  these  and  other  funds  upon 
a  State  University.  This  was  the  nucleus  of  the  University  of  Cali- 
fornia. 

"Independent  of  State  action,  a  private  corporation,  established  in 
Oakland,  maintained  for  several  years  an  institution  of  learning  under 
the  name  of  the  Colle.<!;o  of  California.  It  acquired  lands,  funds,  and 
good-will.    When  the  University  was  organized  it  relinquished  the  field 


and  gave  up  its  property  to  the  State,  on  condition  of  the  perpetual 
maintenance  of  a  College  of  Letters. 

"In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two,  the  National  Government 
bestowed  on  the  various  States  of  the  Union  a  certain  amount  of  scrip  in 
the  public  lands,  for  the  maint§nance  in  each  State  of '  at  least  one  col- 
lege where  the  leading  object  shall  be,  without  excluding  other  scientific 
and  classical  studies,  and  including  militarv  tiictics,  to  teach  such 
branches  of  learning  as  are  related  to  agriculture  and  the  mechanical 
arts,  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislatures  of  the  States  may  respectively 
prescribe,  in  order  to  promote  the  liberal  aud  practical  education  of  the 
industrial  classes  in  the  several  pursuits  and  profes&ions  in  life.' 
•  "  The  scope  of  this  national  enaowment  has  oeen  well  defined  by  many 
writers,  but  by  none  more  clearly  than  in  the  following  paragraph, 
which  was  written  by  Professor  Atherton,  once  of  the  Illinois  Industrial 
University,  and  now  of  the  Rutgers  Scientific  School  in  New  Brunswick, 
New  Jersey.  After  referring  to  the  terms  of  the  grant  as  proscribed  by 
Congress,  he  says: 

This  languat^e  certainly  does  not  contemplate  the  teaching  of  "  agricnlture  '*  alone, 
but  of  all  the  natural  sciences  which  underiie  its  laws  and  processes,  all  the  mathe- 
matical and  physical  sciences  which  are  the  basis  of  the  mechanic  arts,  and  whatever 
else  is  adapted  to  promote  "  the  liberal  and  practical  education  of  the  industrial 
classes,"  not  even  excluding  classical  studies.  It  is,  in  short,  the  statement  of  a 
romprehensivo  scheme  for  promoting  the  higher  education  of  the  people — a  thing 
which  the  government  has  been  dt  ing  ever  since  it  first  had  public  lands  to  dispose 
of.  The  institutions  thus  founded  have  come  to  be  generally  spoknn  of  as  "agricul- 
tural colleges,*' simply  for  want  of  a  more  convenient  designation,  and  pntbably, 
also,  because  "  agriculture  *'  happens  to  be  the  first  important  word  in  that  part  of 
the  law  Just  quoted. 

"After  prolonged  discussion  among  the  friends  of  higher  education, 
the  Legislature  organized  the  University  of  California,  by  an  Act, 
approved  March  twenty-three,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-eight,  which 
was  somewhat  modified*  by  the  passage  of  the  Political  Code,  and  has 
since  received  some  additional  amendments.  The 'Organic  Act,' thus 
modified,  still  governs  the  University.  It  is  printed  witn  the  last  legis- 
lative revisions  in  the  University  Registers  for  eighteen  hundred  and 
seventy-four  .and  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-five.  The  Board  of 
Regents,  on  whom  these  laws  devolved  the  administration  of  the  Uni- 
versity, was  originally  constituted  as  follows,  in  four  distinct  classes : 

a.  The  Qovernor  Lieutenant  Governor,  and  State  Superintendent  of  Schools,  all 
elected  by  popular  vote,  and  holding  office  for  four  years,  and  the  Speaker  of  the 
.\«wembly' holding  office  for  two  years,  and  elected  by  meuibei^>f  the  Assembly, 
were  the  official  representatives  of  the  State. 

6.  The  President  of  the  State  Agricultural  Society  and  the  President  of  tlio 
Mechanics*  Institute  in  San  Frarcisco,  elected  annually  by  these  societies,  were  the 
representatives  of  the  agricultural  and  mechanical  interests  of  the  State. 

c.  Eight  members  of  the  Board,  holding  office  for  sixteen  years,  were  appointed 
by  the  Governor,  with  the  approval  of  the  Senate. 

d.  Eight  members  of  the  Board,  holding  office  for  sixteen  years,  were  elected 
as  honorary  Kegentf,  and  were  chosen  "  from  the  body  of  the  State  by  the  official 
and  appointed  membera." 

"  The  law  expressly  declared  that  no  member  of  the  Board  should  be 
deemed  a  public  officer  by  virtue  of  such  membership,  but  he  should  be 
deemed  as  discharging  exclusively  a  private  trust.  The  Regents  were 
furthermore  required  to  become  incorporated  under  the  general  laws  of 
the  State.  These  provisions  were  intended  to  secure  stability  in  the 
Board,  and  the  removal  of  the  University  from  political  interference; 
while  at  the  same  time  the  official  representatives  of  the  State  had 
power  to  prevent  and  correct  abuses.  Care  was  also  taken,  by  providing 
six  different  modes  of  membership,  and  tenures  of  office  which  vary  in 
length  from  one  to  sixteen  years,  that  the  Board  should  not  be  the  rep- 
reseutative  of  any  class  or  faction.  Sectarian  and  ecclesiastical  influ- 
ences were  precluded  by  a  requirement  that  a  maiority  of  the  Board 
should  not  be  *  of  any  one  religious  sect,  or  of  no  religious  sect.' 

"  It  would  be  well  for  the  S&te  if  these  historic  statements  in  respect 
to  the  origin  of  the  University  of  California  were  more  generally 
remembered.  It  is  frequently  asserted  that  the  University  was  founded 
as  an  agricultural  college,  and  that  the  College  of  Letters  should  4iave 
no  place  in  the  organization ;  whereas  the  truth  is,  that  the  State,  in  its 
Constitution,  provided  for  the  establishment  of  a  University,  and  all 
subsequent  legislation  has  tended  toward  a  liberal  and  comprehensive 
institution,  in  which  all  higher  studies  should  be  taught." 

Sir,  I  desire  that  the  committee  should  understand  that  the  University 
exists  in  exaet  accordance  with  the  organic  Act  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  which  Act  is  in  entire  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
the  Congressional  grant.  We  have  kept  it  up  and  maintained  it  for  ten 
years  uiK)n  precisely  the  same  terms  and  conditions  as  those  which  were 
originally  prescribed  bv  Congress.  In  the  first  place,  before  it  was 
organized,  the  College  of  California,  a  private  institution  of  large  wealth 
and  influence,  came" forward  and  donated  its  entire  property  to  the  State, 
on  condition -that  a  College  of  Letters  should  be  perpetually  maintained 
and  constitute  a  portion  of  the  State  University.  The  State  accepted 
that  donation,  which  was  entirely  independent  of  the  Congressional  grant. 
Thereupon  the  University  of  California  was  created,  in  accoixiancc  with 
both  the  donation  and  the  terras  of  the  Congressional  grant. 

Let  us  inquire  what  property  the  University  now  holds  outside  of 
what  the  grant  conferred.  It  has  property  that  amounts  now  to  nearly 
three  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  besides  what  has  been 
derived,  and  is  to  be  derived  in  future,  from  the  Congressional  grant, 
which  amounts  to  about  seven  million  dollars  more.  That  includes  all 
which  has  been  received, and  is  to  be  received  hereafter,  from  the  grant. 
Thus,  while  the  grant  will  realize  more  than  seven  million  dollars,  the 
University  has  property  of  its  own,  derived  from  other  sources  and  situ- 
ated in  Oakland,  amounting  t(j  three  millions  and  a  half.  And  it  has  no 
present  debts.  Although  it  has  been  said  on  this  floor  thnt  the  institu- 
tion is  in  debt,  that  assertion  is  untrue.  And  the  whole  of  its  prof)erty, 
both  real  and  personal,  is  entirely  unincumbered.  Now,  the  President 
of  the  University  explains  its  financial  condition,  and  thai  of  its  dififer- 
ent  funds,  and  shows  the  extent  of  its  properties,  as  follows : 
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"  What  haie  the  Regents  of  tha  Univenity  lo  «how  for  tbeir  expand- 

"  1.  Tbey  have  Becuroi!  a  corps  of  profeMOra  and  instructara  of  ability 
and  ropiiCatlon,  nod  establislied  ■  cuiriculuni  of  atudiei  wbicb,  for  its 
range  and  voriety,  bears  comparisou  witb  Iba  oldest  and  best  eodowed 
inslitutiona  iu  the  Eosteni  States. 

"  3.  They  have,  in  the  course  of  nine  yean,  succeeded  in  eatablisbint! 
an  instiCutioa  of  high  grade,  which  already  assumes  an  acknowledged 
ranli  among  the  ifiiiveraiCies  of  our  country— in  which  instruction  is 
imparled  iu  all  branches  of  culture  and  useful  knowledge,  free  to  all 
residents  of  California,  both  male  and  female.  No  money  consideration 
can  represent  the  lulue  of  such  an  institution  to  the  State. 

"3.  The  amount  en pended  for  instruction  in  ite  various  forms,  for  free 
■eholanhips,  and  for  support  (during  a  abort  period)  of  a  Preparatory 
Department,  has  of  course,  gpne  beyond  recall.  For  this  they  have 
nothing  tangible  to  show.  It  is  repreietited  by  the  knowledge  impartsd 
to  hundreds  of  the  youth  of  our  Stale,  it  will  assuredly  bear  its  fruits 
in  time,  in  the  form  of  wise  statesmen  and  legislators,  accomplished 
■cholars,  original  thinkers  and  iuvestigators.  able  Jurists,  public  bene- 
factors, and  virtuous  citizens.     Dollars  and  cents  cannot  represent  the 

"i.  But,  aside  from  the  intangible  blessings  conferred  by  the  Univer- 
sity, the  Regents  baia  properties  of  great  value  to  sbow  for  the  money 
expended.    The  Stale  now  owns: 
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And  these  funds  are  invested  in  the  best  securities  tha 
which  securities  are  deposited  in  the  office  of  the  Treai 
There  is  do  danger,  inerefore,  of  any  pecuniary  loss 
bereaft«r;  indeed,  no  possibility  of  its  occurrence. 

That  is  the  condition  of  the  UHiversity  of  Califora 

strong  from  the  large  donations  derived  from  privati 
which  exceed  in  the  aggregate  a  total  of  ten  millions. 

This  institution  eiisla  in  a  conglomerated  form, 
seies.     It  is  intended  for  all  classes.     It  is  subservieu 
It  is  designed  lo  give  the  student  the  advantages  of  oi 

all  men  stand  there  alike,  upon  a  common  platform- 
Permit  me  to  read  further  from  what  President  Giln 
the  advantages  which   the   poor  enjoy  in  c( 


affluent: 
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IB  of  equality,  free  from  artificial 
nen  of  ditferent  pecuniary  conditi 
ledy  grow  up  side  by  side,  and  the  I 
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igs  together,  on  terms  of  complete  scboloslio  equi 
material  circumstances  differ  lo  widely.  Almost  eve 
country  has  found  it  expedient,  in  tome  way  or  other,  t 
encouragement  to  young  persona  while  pursuing  their 
During  four  years  of  the  history  of  the  Cniveraity  ol 
were  five  scholarship  the  incumbents  of  which  receivt 
of  three  hundred  dollars  per  year,  from  the  beginning  I 
-  .L. .■...: —  scholars  Be 

iffected  by  the  Political  Code' abolished  these  acholara 
given. 

tborities  of  the  Cniversity,  however,  have 
brow  into  the  hands  of  tbote  who  wished  i 
Y  in  various  ways.  Some  students  haTe  give 
,er  students  who  needed  assistance  in  tbe. 
empli^ed  on  holidays  and  i: 


d  else' 
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dings,  a 


been  employment  in  the  printingi 
ing  office  was  commenced  soon  after  the  Univereity 
Berkeley,  by  tha  purchase  of  type  and  a  press  at  a  ««( 
three  hundred  and  tifty  dollars,  which  was  given  to  1 
one  of  the  Regents  Subsequently,  the  Regenta  appr 
of  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  for  tbe  purpose  c 
office.  It  has  been  found  an  exceedingly  convenient  j 
atus  at  Berkeley,  and  lias  been  tbe  means  also  of  inips 
the  students  a  knowledge  of  a  useful  art.  and  of  euabl 
ing  persons  lo  add  considerably  to  their  income.  So  fs 
desired  work  in  connection  with  the  farm  and  garden 
allowed  the  opportunity,  and  in   this,  as  in  all  other 

■e  forgotten  that  the  scholastic  duties  of  tbe  various  c 

e  powers  of  the  you 

heir  capacity  for  ma 
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study  varies  very  much  with  ic 

deal  in  this  way  without  impairing  their  standing  as 

a  general  rule,  it  is  obvious  that  ibe  chief  business 

should  be  the  mastery  of  his  lessons. 

"A  Students'  Loan  Association  has  been  organized 
liberal  gentlemen,  tliougb  as  yet  no  funds  have  been 
association  we  may  look  with  confidence  for  aid  in  the 
ing  students." 

Sir.o 


ished  by  th( 
citizen,  and  guarded  n 
stand  by  it  and  refuse 
of  those  who  seek  to  d 
Ma.  MORELAND. 


}  obey  tbe  behests,  or  be  1 
stroy  it. 
I  move  that  the  commiti 

IN    CONVENTION. 


Tax  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of 
instructed  mc  to  report  that  they  have  bad  under  coueiil 
of  the  Committee  on  Education,  have  made  progress,  a 
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ONE  HUNDRED  AND  SEVENTEENTH  DAY. 

Saceaubkto,  Wednesday,  January  22d,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  min- 
utes A.  M.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 

PBESSNT. 

Andrews,  Holmes,  Reynolds, 

Ayers,  Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Rhodes, 

Barbour,  Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Ringgold, 

Barry,  Huestis,  Rolfe, 

Barton,  Hughey,  Schell, 

Beerstecher,  Hunter,  Schomp, 

Belcher,  Inman,  Shafter, 

Bell,  Johnson,  Shoemaker, 

Biggs,  Jones,  ShUrtleff, 

Blackmer,  Joyce,  Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Boggs,  Kelley,  Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Boucher,  Kenny,  Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Brown,  Keyes,  Soule, 

Burt,  Kleine,  Stedman, 

Campbell,  Laine,  Steele, 

Caples,  Lampson,  Stevenson, 

Casserly,  Larkm,  Stuart, 

Chapman,  Lavigne,  Sweasey, 

Charles,  Lewis,  Swenson, 

Condon,  Lindow,  Swing, 

Cross,  Mansfield,  Thompson, 

Davis,  Martin,  of  Alameda,      Tinnin, 

Dean,  Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Townsend, 

Dowling,  McCallum,  Tully, 

Dunlap,  McComas,  Turner, 

Bstee,  McConnell,  Tuttle, 

Evey,  McCoy,  Vacquerel, 

Farrell,  McFarland,  Van  Dyke, 

Filcher,  McNutt,  Van  Voorhies, 

Freud,  Miller,  Walker,  of  Marin, 

Garvey,  Mills,  Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Glascock,  Moffat.  .  Waters, 

Gorman,  Moreland,  Webster, 

Grace,  Morse,  Weller, 

Graves,  Murphy,  Wellin, 

Hager,  Nason,  West, 

Hale,  Nelson,  Wickes, 

Harrison,  Neunaber,  White, 

Harvey,  Ohleyer,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Heiskell,  O'Sullivan,  Wilson,  of  Ist  District, 

Herold,  Prouty,  Winans, 

Herrington,  Pulliam,  Wyatt, 

Hitchcock,  Reed,  Mr.  President. 

Barnes, 

Berry, 

Cowden, 

Crouch, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  San  Joaquin,  Gre^g, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Eagon,  Hilborn, 

LBAVE  OF   AB8KNCR. 

Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Edgerton. 

THE   JOUftKAL. 

Mr.  lindow.    Mr.  Chairman :    I  move  that  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  be  dispensed  with  and  approved. 
So  ordered. 

PKTITIONS. 

Mr.  van  dyke  presented  the  following  petition,  signed  by  a  large 
number  of  citizens  of  Alameda  County,  asking  the  exemption  of  certam 
property  from  taxation : 

To  the  nonontble  J.  P.  Hoge,  President,  and  to  the  meinbera  of  the  Constitutional 
Conyention : 
Orntlkmkn:  Your  petitioners,  citiMns  of  the  State  of  California,  and  residents 
of  Mission  San  Jos6,  Alameda  County,  California,  most  respectfully  request  your 
honorable  body  to  nxenipt  from  taxation  all  property  used  exchisiTely  for  charitable, 
educational,  and  church  purposes. 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  the  article  on  revenue  and 
taxation. 

Messrs.  Graves,  White,  Burt,  and  Nason  presented  similar  petitions. 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  witn  the  article  on  revenue  and 
taxation. 

Messrs.  Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  and  Van  Voorhies  presented  similar 
petitions. 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Revenue  and  Taxation. 

NEW   PROPOSITIOM. 

Mr.  CASSERLY.     Mr.  President :  I  desire  to  present  a  proposition, 
and  ask  that  it  be  ordered  printed  and  referred  to  the  proper  committee. 
Following  is  the  proposition : 

Article  — . 

state  indebtedness. 

Section  1.  The  Legislature  shall  not,  in  any  manner,  create  any 
debt  or  debts,  liability  or  liabilities,  which  shall,  singly  or  in  the  aggre- 
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gate  with  any  previous  debts  or  liabilities,  exceed  the  sum  of  three  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  except  in  case  of  war  to  repel  invasion  or  sup- 
press insurrection,  unless  the  same  shall  be  authorized  by  some  law  lor 
some  single  object  or  work  to  be  distinctly  specified  therein,  which  law 
shall  provide  ways  and  means,  exclusive  of  loans,  for  the  payment  of  the 
interest  of  such  debt  or  liability  as  it  falls  due,  and  also  to  pay  and  dis- 
charge the  principal  of  such  debt  or  liability  within  twenty  years  of  the 
time  of  the  contracting  thereof,  and  shall  be  irrepealable  until  the  prin- 
cipal and  interest  thereon  shall  be  paid  and  discharged;  but  no  such 
law  shall  take  effect  until,  at  a  general  election,  it  shall  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  people  and  shall  have  received  a  majority  of  all  the  votes 
cast'for  and  against  it  at  such  election;  and  all  moneys  raised  by  author- 
ity of  such  law  shall  be  applied  only  to  the  specific  object  therein  stated, 
or  to  the  payment  of  the  debt  thereby  created;  and  such  law  shall  bo 
published  in  at  least  one  newspaper  in  each  judicial  district,  if  one  bo 
published  therein,  throughout  the  State  for  three  months  next  preceding 
the  election  at  which  it  is  submitted  to  the  people. 

The  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be  no  objection  it  will  be  ordered  printed 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  State  and  Municipal  Indebtedness. 

EDUCATION. 

Mr.  winans.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  tho 
purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Education. 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Section  ten  and  pending  amendments  are  before 
the  committee.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard,  to  add  to  the  section:  "The 
Regents  and  managers  of  the  University  shall  provide  for  instruction  in 
agriculture,  mechanic  arts,  mineralogy,  and  the  applied  sciences." 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman:  If  there  is  no  objection,  I  will 
change  the  word  "mineralogy,"  to  the  word  "metallurgy,"  as  that  is 
the  word  used  in  the  Act  of  Congress. 

No  objection  was  made. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  regard  to  the  amendment  of  tho 
honorable  member  from  Los  Angeles,  although  it  is  not  permissible  for 
the  committee  to  accept  it,  I  want  to  say  that  the  committee  do  not 
object  to  it.  It  is  in  effect  now,  and  they  are  perfectly  willing  that  it 
should  be  madca  constitutional  enactment. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   MORELAND. 

Mr.  MORELAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  was  not  my  intention,  sir,  to  say 
anything  upon  this  subject,  but  section  ten  of  this  article,  as  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Education,  contains  such  extraordinary  propositions 
that  I  cannot  suffer  it  to  pass  unchallenged.  Now,  sir,  in  the'first  place, 
we  are  called  upon,  in  section  ten,  to  continue  the  University  of  the  State 
of  California  in  its  organization  and  government,  perpetually  in  its 
present  and  existing  form  and  character.  Now,  sir,  I  do  not  know  that 
that  institution,  at  this  time,  has  any  particular  fqrm,  or  has  yet  made 
a  character.  That  institution  is  yet  in  embryo  iu  this  State.  That 
institution  has  only  been  in  existence  some  eight  or  nine  years.  It  has 
assumed  no  particular  form,  and  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  in  us  to  say 
that  that  institution  should  be  continued  in  its  existing  fonn.  It  has 
always  been  my  opinion,  sir,  that  it  required  time,  that  it  required 
decades  and  centuries  for  institutions  to  make  a  form  and  character  that 
ought  to  be  perpetuated.  We  are  not  only  asked  to  continue  this  insti- 
tution in  its  present  form,  but  in  its  present  character,  whatever  that 
character  may  be.  I  do  not  know  what  it  is.  It  may  be  good,  it  may 
be  indifferent.  This  institution  asks  us  to  ^ive  it  a  certificate  of  charac- 
ter, and  it  not  only  asks  us  to  do  that,  but  it  asks  us  to  give  it  a  certifi- 
cate which  we  cannot  possibly  revoke,  no  matter  what  naughty  things 
it  may  do  hereafter.  That  is  one  proposition  that  we  are  called  upon  to 
indorse;  another  is,  that  we  are  called  upon  to  indoree,  in  this  section, 
tlie  several  Acts  of  the  Legislature  of  this  Slate,  in  reference  to  that  sec- 
tion. Now,  sir,  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two,  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  passed  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  donating  public  lands  to 
the  several  States  and  Territories  which  may  provide  colleges  for  the 
benefit  of  agriculture  and  mechanic  arts."  I  wish,  gentlemen,  to  notice 
the  title  of  the  Act.  In  section  four  of  that  Act  we  find  the  follow- 
ing language : 

"  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  all  moneys  derived  from  the  sale  of  the 
lands  aforesaid,  by  the  Slates  to  which  the  lands  are  appropriated,  and 
from  the  sale  of  the  land  scrip  hereinbefore  provided  lor,  shall  be 
invested  in  stocks  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the  States,  or  some  other  safe 
stocks,  yielding  not  less  than  five  per  centum  upon  the  par  value  of  said 
stocks;  and  that  the  moneys  so  invested  shall  continue  a  perpetual  fund, 
the  capital  of  which  shall  remain  forever  undiminished  (except  so  far 
as  may  be  provided  in  section  filth  of  this  Act),  and  the  interest  of  which 
shall  be  inviolably  appropriated,  by  each  State  which  may  take  and 
claim  the  benefit  of  this  Act,  to  the  endowment,  support,  and  main- 
tenance of  at  least  one  college  where  the  leading  objects  shall  be, 
without  excluding  other  scientific  and  classical  studies,  and  including 
military  tactics,  to  teach  such  branches  of  learning  as  are  related  to 
agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts,  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature 
of  the  States  may  respectively  prescribe." 

What  I  particularly  want  to  call  attention  to  in  this  section  is,  that 
the  interest  of  this  fund  shall  be  inviolably  appropriated  to  the  objects 
of  this  Act.  Now,  sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  that  language  is  plain.  It 
seems  to  me  that  under  that  language  the  Legislature  of  this  State  could 
not  divert  that  fund.  It  seems  to  me  that  they  could  not  consolidate 
that  fund  with  another;  but,  sir,  they  have  done  that  thing,  or  they 
have  attempted  to  do  that  thing,  and  we  are  called  upon  to  ratify  these 
acts  of  the  Legislature.  I  say  that  we  are  treading  upon  dangerous 
ground.  In  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-eight — last  year — 
the  ninteenth  day  of  March,  an  Act  was  passed  consolidating  the  funds 
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which  the  State  had  control  of,  the  funds  of  the  University  and  this 
agricultural  fund,  and  placing  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Regents 
of  that  institution.  The  funds  which  have  been  given  for  the  support 
of  this  University,  consist,  in  the  first  place,  of  the  old  original  College 
of  California  and  its  property,  which  was  turned  over  to  this  University; 
the  ten  sections  of  land  which  were  given  to  this  State  for  public  build- 
ings; the  seventy-two  sections  which  were  donated  to  the  State  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  the  Univewity;  and  the  sale  of  the  tide  lands,  which  I 
believe  at  the  present  time  amounts  to  a  little  over  eight  hundred  thou- 
eand  dollars.  That  is  what  is  called  the  University  fund.  It  is  a  separate 
and  distinct  fuiKl,  calculated  for  the  purposes  of  the  University.  But 
the  Agricultural  College  fund  is  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  one 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  acres  of  land  donated  to  this  State,  under 
the  Act  of  Congress  of  Julv  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -two. 
That  is  another  fund.  It  is  a  separate  fund,  and  has  no  connection 
whatever  with  the  University  fund.  But  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy-eight  the  Legislature  of  this  State  cons<>lidated  this  agricul- 
tural fund  with  the  others,  and  said  that  the  money  so  invested  shall  con- 
stitute a  perpetual  fund,  to  be  known  and  designated  as  the  "Consolidated 
Perpetual  Endowment"  Fund  of  the  University  of  California."  They 
con.iolidated  this  fund  with  the  others,  and  they  say  that  they  shall  con- 
stitute a  Consolidated  Perpetual  Eudowinent  Fund  of  the  University  of 
tlie  State  of  California,  in  direct  contradiction  of  the  terms  of  the  grant 
of  Congress,  it  seems  to  me.    The  second  section  says: 

••  That  all  interest,  profits,  or  revenue,  arising  from  or  growing  out  of 
said  'Consolidated  Permanent  Endowment  Fund  of  the  University  of 
California,'  shall  be  placed  in  the  general  fund  of  the  University,  and 
subject  to  disbursement  to  meet  the  current  expenses  of  the  University 
of  California." 

But  they  have  gone  farther  than  that.  They  have  placed  this  Uni- 
versity in  the  charge  of  the  Board  of  Rcijents,  and  they  have  giVen 
charge  of  all  these  funds  to  that  Board.  They  have  further  said  this 
BoaiS  of  RegenU  are  not  officers  of  the  State,  but  it  is  a  private 
trust.  In  another  Act  they  place  these  funds  under  the  control  of  this 
Board  of  Regents. 

Now,  sir,  we  see  here  that  the  Legislature  of  the  Slate,  in  direct  con- 
tradiction of  the  terms  granting  this  land  to  the  State,  have  consolidated 
this  fund  with  the  other  funds  of  the  University,  and  have  placed  it  in 
the  hands  of  this  Board  of  Regents,  to  disburse  in  whatever  manner 
they  see  fit,  whether  it  be  for  the  benefit  of  a  College  of  Agriculture  or 
whether  it  be  for  the  benefit  of  other  branches  of  that  institution.  Now, 
sir,  the  fame  of  this  section  ten  of  this  report  of  the  committee,  I  see  by 
the  morning  papers,  has  reached  the  State  of  Kansas.  On  the  last  page 
of  the  Record-Union  of  this  morning,  fourth  column,  will  be  found  the 
following  from  the  Western  Homestead,  published  at  Leavenworth, 
Kansas: 

"  If  Congress  should  appropriate  half  a  milion  of  dollars  to  each  StAte 
for  the  maintenance  of  a  plow  factory,  and  the  Legislatures  should  use 
the  money  for  the  manufacture  of  astronomical  telescopes  or  gilt-edged 
Hebrew  dictionaries,  people  generally  would  indulge  a  faint  suspicion 
that  the  Congressional  appropriation  had  been  grossly  perverted;  and, 
in  due  time,  there  would  be  an  able-bodied  row  about  it.  That  illus- 
tration is  not  a  bit  too  strong  when  one  seeks  to  set  forth  the  difference 
between  industrial  colleges  for  the  education  of  the  working  classes,  and 
universities  for  the  education  of  the  professional  classes.  Yet  Kansas 
is  the  only  State  in  the  Union  which  has  fully  recognized  this  difference 
and  squarely  shaped  its  course  accordingly.  In  a  few  other  States  the 
Agricultural  college  is  a  distinct  institution  ;  but  in  a  great  majority  of 
cases  it  is  only  a  *  department  *  of  some  more  or  less  high  toned  *uni- 
vereity.'  And,  too,  in  the  few  States  whete  the  agricultural  college  is  a 
distinct  institution,  the  course  of  study  is  precisely  that  of  the  profes- 
sional colleges  with  '  lectures  on  agriculture*  added. 

"  From  the  inevitable  logic  of  things,  such  colleges  must  grind  out 
j)rocisely  the  same  graduates  as  do  the  professional  colleges;  and,  there- 
fore, such  colleges  must  and  inevitably  will  be  failures,  in  the  matter  of 
giving  a  practical  imlustriul  education  as  distinguished  from  gilt-edged 
professional  education.  Nobody  claims  that  the  daily  work  of  the  law- 
yer is  in  any  respect  like  that  of  the  farmer  or  mechanic.  Nobody 
claims  that  the  same  knowledge,  plant  growth  for  example,  has  the 
same  practical  value  to  the  lawyer  that  it  has  to  the  gardener.  And  how 
anybody,  who  hasn't  an  axe  to  grind,  can  claim  that  the  best  education 
f'jr  the  lawyer  is  the  best  education  for  the  future  farmer,  is  one  of  those 
dark  and  bloody  mysteries  which  defy  all  logic  as  well  as  all  common 
tense. 

"  And  yet,  with  a  few  rare  exceptions,  the  Congressional  endowment 
for  industrial  education  has  been  boldly  and  bodily  gobbled  up  by  the 
jirofessional  Universities  in  the  several  States;  and^  after  consummating 
the  fraud,  the  several  Boards  of  Trustees  of  these  Universities  have 
} tatted  themselves  on  the  back  for  their  arduous  labor  in  the  cause  of 
'  education,'  and  have  thanked  a  justice-loving  God  for  enabling  them 
to  hook  for  their  particular  University  so  fat  an  endowment  I  Never- 
theless, these  same  gentlemen  would  be  the  first  to  denounce  the  fraud 
of  an  executor  who  should  use  money  beaueathed  for  the  building  of 
^vagon8  for  the  very  different  purpose  of  making  astronomical  telescopes. 
Perhaps  not  more  glaring  tnan  many  other  instances,  but  certainly 
more  recent,  is  that  of  the  University  of  California,  which  prides  itself 
rn  having  all  the  latest  agonies  in  the  shape  of  twelve-buttoned 
'  classics,'  and  kid-slipper  *  fossils.*  Its  Board  of  Management  is  a  close 
corporation,  filling  all  vacancies.  The  institution  has  a  fine  endowment 
in  its  own  right.  And  it  now  seeks,  by  a  clause  in  the  new  Constitution 
of  that  8tat«,  to  forever  secure  to  itself  the  million  or  more  granted  by 
Congress  to  an  'Agricultural  College,'  and  which  million  or  more  it 
gobbled  several  years  since,  despite  the  protest  of  the  farmers  and 
mechanics  of  that  State." 


SPBKCH   07   MR.    WICKES. 

Me.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  must  say  that  I  am  heartily'  in 
favor  of  the  section  as  reported  with  the  amendment  proposed.  It  13 
difficult  for  me  to  estimate  or  weigh  the  temper  of  this  Convention.  I 
trust  that  it  will  sustain  *thi9  section  and  sustain  the  University.  We 
should  build  our  educational  structure  upon  a  broad  basis,  and  then  we 
can  elevate  it  higher  as  we  proceed.  I  make  an  appeal  to  you  for  the 
State  University.  I  am  for  it,  first,  because  it  represents  a  higher  and 
progressive  education.  It  takes  the  High  School  graduate  by  the  hand 
and  leads  him  to  the  highest  education  this  State  can  give.  As  my 
young  friend,  Mr.  Freud,  eloquently  said  yesterday,  the  workingnien 
by  all  means  should  sustain  the  University.  It  is  open  alike  to  the  rich 
and  the  poor,  to  the  male  and  the  female.  It  is  true  there  are  some 
rumors  floating  about  in  the  popular  mind  that  the  funds  have  been 
mismanaged;  that  funds  set  apart  for  special  purposes  have  been  mis- 
applied; that  undue  prominence  has  been  given  to  some  studies  to  the 
exclusion  of  others;' that  the  useful  has  been  sacrificed  to  the  orna- 
mental :  that  the  standard  of  morals  in  the  University  is  low  ;  that  the 
discipline  is  loose;  that  the  teachers  are  inefficient,  and  that  the  institu- 
tion is  worthless.  Now,  I  say  these  are  floating  rumors.  Some  of  them 
originate  in  the  minds  of  those  who  are  interested  in  doing  away  with 
the  institution.  Others  in  the  minds  of  some  who  are  hypercritical 
and  faultfinding.  I  see  nothing  tangible  in  these  rumors,  but  I  do  say 
if  there  are  any  reforms  needed  in  that  institution,  we  here  in  this  sec- 
tion deputize  the  Legislature  to  attend  to  them.  The  Legislature  should 
direct  the  conduct  of  that  institution,  the  principle  upon  which  it  is  to 
be  conducted,  both  as  to  the  study  and  the  discipline,  without  going  into 
the  minutia.  The  Legislature  should  sharply  define  the  responsibilities 
of  the  Regents  and  hold  them  to  a  strict  accountability  for  its  manage- 
ment. They  should  inauire  into  its  management,  from  time  to  time, 
and  see  that  strict  discipline  be  enforced;  that  due  prominence  be  given 
to  the  studies  of  agriculture,  mining,  and  the  mechanic  arts;  that  its 
course  embraces  the  cumulated  knowledge  of  the  age.  Let  it  borrow 
luster  from  the  British  Universities,  and  go  ahead  of  them  by  identify- 
ing itself  more  fully  with  the  spirit  of  the  times.  Again,  let  it  teach  a 
pure  morality.  Let  it  foster  the  spirit  of  religion  tor  the  end  of  all 
knowledge  is  to  recognize  in  the  forces  of  nature  that  will  power  and 
intelligence  which  pervades  the  universe;  for  the«end  of  all  knowledge 
is  to  have  glowing  conceptions  of  the  wisdom,  power,  and  glory  of  God, 
and  be  brought  into  harmony  with  his  laws.  Let  the  teachers  of  that 
institution  be  God  fearing-men,  for  I  tell  vou  that  moral  and  mental 
aptitudes  are  hereditarily  transmissible,  ancf  are  modified  by  the  laws 
of  society.  Let  the  University  be  guided  and  directed  by  the  spirit  of 
Anglo-Saxon  civilization  so  auspiciously  inaugurated  by  Albert  the 
Great,  and  it  will  be  a  monument  to  perpetuate  our  greatness  as  a  State, 
and  the  memory  of  that  good  man  and  eminent  scholar  after  whom  it 
is  so  signally  named. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  Do  I  understand  that  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Los  Angeles,  is  withdrawn  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    No,  sir.    It  is  not. 

SPRKCH   OF   MB.   WTATT. 

Mb.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  do  not  like  section  ten,  as  reported  by 
the  committee.  I  am  inclined  to  Ihink,  sir,  that  it  would  be  going  it 
too  much  blind,  to  use  a  homely  phrase,  for  the  Constitutional  Conven- 
tion to  adopt  the  University  of  the  State  of  California,  with  all  of  its 
officers,  flesh,  blood,  and  bones,  together  with  all  that  it  has  done,  good, 
bad,  or  indififerent,  with  all  that  it  proposes  to  do  in  all  future  time,  and 
canonize  it  as  being  the  perfection  of  wisdom  and  goodness,  and  crystal- 
lize it  into  a  monument  that  never  could  be  changed  by  any  future  age 
or  people.  I  am  therefore  opposed  to  the  section,  and  am  opposed  to  the 
amenament  of  General  Howard,  uuon  the  principle  that  it  would  do  no 
good  as  attached  to  section  ten,  ana  is  not  sufficiently  comprehensive  as 
a  substitute  for  section  ten. 

f^ow,  sir,  in  the  Chronicle  of  yesterday,  among  the  telegraphic  dis- 
patches from  Washington,  is  a  statement  that  Mr.  Davis,  the  Congress- 
man from  the  San  Francisco  district,  has  introduced  a  bill  in  Congress, 
at  the  request  of  the  Regents  of  the  State  University,  asking  that  Con- 
gress pass  a  law  to  confirm  to  the  University  forty- five  thousand  acres  of 
land,  I  believe  located  in  excess  of  the  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
acres  granted  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  in  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two.  The  dispatch  states  that  Mr. 
Davis  said,  that  while  he  introduced  it  at  the  reouest  of  the  Regents  of 
the  University,  he  withheld  his  approval  of  the  bill  until  he  knew  what 
the  merits  of  the  bill  were. 

The  Act  of  Congress  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two,  granting 
land  to  States  for  agricultural  colleges,  granted  to  the  State  of  California 
one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  acres.  It  seems  that  in  taking  up  this 
one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  acres  there  has  been  taken  forty-five 
thousand  acres  in  excess  of  what  was  granted  by  the  Act  of  Congress, 
and  as  it  has  been  sold  to  private  parties,  and  as  it  is  not  probable  that 
title  can  be  perfected  from  the  United  States,  unless  by  the  passage  of  an 
Act  of  this  kind,  it  would  leave  the  State  of  California  with  a  large  law 
suit,  and  she  might  be  compelled  to  confirm  title  to  forty-five  thousand 
acres  of  land.  I  am  opposed  to  the  State  of  California  being  invited  to 
that  law  suit,  and  possibly  to  that  fraud.  I  am  opposed,  again,  to  section 
ten,  as  reported  by  the  committee,  because  the  Act  of  the  last  Legisla- 
ture, as  I  understand  it,  consolidated  the  funds  which  belong  to  the  Uni- 
versity of  the  State  of  California  and  the  funds  which  have  been  derived 
by  the  State  of  California  under  the  Agricultural  College  grant  of 
eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two.  There  has  been  realized  from  that,  I 
think,  about  four  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  the  probabilities  are 
that  there  will  be  realized  from  seven  to  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
If  it  should  turn  out  in  the  future  that  the  Act  consolidating  the  Agri- 
cultural College  fund  with  the  University  fund  should  forfeit  the  Agri- 
cultural College  fund,  then  it  would  be  that  the  University  of  California 
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would  have  the  entire  donation  of  the  five  hundred  thousand  acres,  or 
the  one  hundrc<l  and  fifty  thousand  acres  of  land — whatever  amount 
of  money  was  received  from  that — and  the  Agricultural  College  would 
be  without  a  cent.  Then  it  would  be  for  the  State  of  California  to  make 
good  the  trust  that  she  is  here  taking,  and  to  appropriate  seven  or  eight 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  or  a  million  or  five  million,  as  it  may  accumu- 
late in  interest  upon  that  amount,  to  make  good  the  Agricultural  College. 
I  am,  therefore,  opposed  to  it  for  that  reason — that  it  is  calculated  to  steal 
for  the  University,  possibly,  in  the  future,  the  entire  fund,  and  make 
California  put  up  another  fund  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  that  which 
has  been  taken  by  the  consolidation  Act.  I  am  opposed  to  it,  then,  for 
that  reason.    ■ 

I  am  opposed  to  it  for  the  further  and  third  reason  that,  by  the  legis- 
lation of  tiie  State  of  California  the  conduct  of  this  University  is  made 
a  close  corporation  and  above  the  law,  and  it  is  intended  to  crystallize  it 
here  above  the  law.  The  trouble  now  is  to  find  out  what  it  has  done, 
what  it  is  doing,  or  what  it  proposes  to  do.  It  only  reports  to  the  Legis- 
lature annually  that  it* wants  more  money,  and  it  is  usually  granted  by 
the  Legislature.  Now,  it  has  a  fund,  by  the  showing  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  committee,  of  about  three  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars 
of  money  and  property.  That  is  an  immense  fund  for  an  educational 
institution  of  that  character,  and  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  run  it  for  a 
vast  number  of  years  without  calling  upon  the  Legislature  for  any  help. 
But  it  is  too  much  money  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  men  without  any 
responsibility  except  simply  to  say  that  they  are  gentlemen,  and  that 
they  will  do  no  harm,  and  that  they  will  do  right,  and  that  they  are 
doing  right.  That  is  not  the  theory  upon  which  we  conduct  business, 
upon  which  we  conduct  law,  upon  which  vast  funds  are  held  in  trust  for 
specific  purposes.  But  I  want  it  so  that  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
California  can  do  away  with  the  present  regency  if  they  see  proper  to 
do  it;  that  they  can  put  them  all  under  bonds  if  they  deem  it  necessary; 
that  they  can  turn  them  all  out  and  substitute  new  men  if  corruption 
has  found  its  way  within  the  precincts  of  the  administration  of  that 
University.  I  am  utterly  and  unalterably  opposed  to  putting  up  these 
men  as  masters — like  kings,  who  can  do  no  harm.  I  therefore  hope  that 
section  ten  will  not  be  adopted,  nor  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles  will  be  added  to  it;  but  that  it  will  be  supplied 
by  a  new  section  which  will  place  the  whole  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
Legislature  to  be  dealt  with  as  occasion  shall  require  that  it  shall  be 
dealt  with.     I  want  it  further,  so  that 

The  CHAIRM.\N.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  have  expired. 

[Cries  of  "Leave  I"  and  "Object  I"] 

Mr.  WYATT.     I  do  not  want  leave. 

8PXBCH   OF   MR.   MARTIN. 

Mr.  martin,  of  Alameda.  Mr.  Chairman :  There  seems  to  be  some 
misapprehension  in  this  Convention  as  to  the  proper  administration  of 
the  lands  granted  by  Congress  to  this  State  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
University.  Congress  made  this  grant  to  this  State,  and  the  State  of 
California  passed  a  special  law  transferring  these  lands  to  the  Board  of 
Regents  for  their  administration.  The  Board  of  Regents  have  had  the 
absolute  control  of  this  grant,  and  for  the  purpose  of  its  proper  adminis- 
tration they  established  a  land  office,  the  same  as  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  All  parties  who  .were  desirous  of  being  the  beneficiaries 
of  this  grant  had  the  opportunity  to  come  into  the  office  of  the  Univer- 
sity and  to  make  their  application  in  due  form,  just  as  if  they  were  making 
their  application  before  the  Land  Office  of  the  United  States.  When, 
this  application  was  made  in  that  form,  it  was  certified  by  the  Land 
Agentof  the  University  to  the  Land  Office  of  the  United  States,  where 
contests  often  rose  between  the  University  and  individuals  making 
application  in  the  Land  Office  itself.  That  was  the  only  way  in  which 
the  Regents  or  the  public  could  arrive  at  a  proper  understanding  as  to 
the  position  of  applicants  in  the  Land  Office  and  in  the  University.  All 
of  these  questions  were  adjudicated  by  the  United  States  Land  Office, 
and  when  there  was  no  further  objection  in  the  Land  Office  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  Washington  it  was  then  certified  back  that  the  land  was 
open  to  those  applicants.  Then  it  was,  and  for  the  first  time,  that  the 
certificate  of  purchase  was  issued  to  the  applicant  to  the  University.  In 
all  cases  the  University  demanded  that  a  certain  percentage  should  be 
paid  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  University  in  order  tnat  the  party  should 
oe  compelled  to  carry  out  his  contract  with  the  University  in  good  faith ; 
therefore,  he  deposited  twenty  per  cent,  of  the  principal.  All  of  the 
sales  by  the  University  of  this  Congressional  grant  were  made  for 
the  period  of  five  years.  Twenty  per  cent,  was  paid,  which  went  to  the 
Federal  Government.  The  Government  was  to  receive  one  dollar  and 
twenty -five  cents  an  acre  for  all  the  lands  sold  by  the  University.  The 
University  in  its  contracts  agreed,  to  sell  their  lauds  for  six  dollars  and 
twenty-five  cents  an  acre;  therefore,  realizing  to  the  University  five 
dollars  clear  profit  for  evQry  acre  of  land  that  was  sold. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  merely  wish  to  say  this,  that  so  far  as  that 
grant  is  concerned,  it  has  been  properly,  honestly,  and  intelligently 
administered.  Every  dollar  that  has  been  received  on  that  grant  is  in 
the  treasury  of  this  State,  in  this  building,  and  it  is  proposed  to  put 
every  dollar  of  it  there,  and  keep  it  out  of  the  hands  of  tnose  who  are 
to  succeed  the  Regents  that  now  have  the  administration  of  that  trust. 

I  have  before  me  a  report  from  the  Land  Agent,  who  states  that  up  to 
this  time  certificates  of  purchase  have  been  issued  for  one  hundred  and 
thirty-two  thousand  one  hundred  aud  thirty -one  acres.  Lands  yet 
undetermined  in  the  Land  Office  of  the  United  States,  and  before  the 
General  Commissioner  at  Washington,  amount  to  seventeen  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  sixty-nine  acres,  which,  taken  with  the  land  sold, 
makes  up  the  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  acres  of  land.  The 
amount  of  principal  received  for  the  sales  of  this  one  hundred  and 
thirty-two  thousand  one  hundred  and  tliirty-one  acres  of  land  up  to  this 
time,  and  deposited  in  the  State  treasury,  invested  in  bonds  of  this  State, 
and  of  cities  and  counties  of  this  State,  is  three  hundred  and  sixty  thou- 


sand four  hundred  and  fifty -seven  dollars  and  twenty-nine  cents.  The 
amount  of  principal  yet  to  accrue  on  these  sales  is  three  hundred  thou- 
sand two  hundred  and  two  dollars  and  twenty-six  cents,  making  a  total 
amount  of  six  hundred  and  sixty  thousand  six  hundred  and  fifty-nine 
dollars  and  fifty-five  cents.  This  three  hundred  and  sixty  thousand 
four  hundred  and  fifty-seven  dollars  and  twenty-nine  cents  is  now  on 
deposit,  and  the  interest  is  paid  annually.  Of  this  three  hundred  and 
sixty  thousand  four  hundred  and  fifty-seven  dollars  and  twenty-nine 
cents,  two  hundred  and  eighty -six  thousand  six  hundred  and  forty  dol- 
lars and  thirty-one  cents  is  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  ten  per  cent, 
per  annum,  and  thirteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-one  dollars 
and  ninety-five  cents  is  beariag  interest  at  the  rate  of  eight'per  cent,  per 
annum.  It  is  by  these  amounts,  sir,  taking  the  amount  that  is  deposited 
in  the  treasury  of  the  State,  and  all  the  amounts  drawing  interest,  that 
the  Regents  have  been  able  to  carry  on  the  University  at  all.  It  has 
been  by  their  management  that  this  sum  has  been  raised  up  to  one  hun- 
dred and  four  thousand  dollars  a  year.  Every  dollar  that  is  paid  upon 
this  Federal  land  grant, and  is  now  drawing  ten  percent,  interest,  wlien 
invested  in  the  bonds  of  this  State  simply  brings  in  six  per  cent,  interest. 
Therefore,  we  have  not  been  in  a  hurry  to  realize  this  money,  as  long  as 
we  believed  that  it  was  properly  and  safely  placed.  There  is  in  the 
treasury  of  this  State  to  the  credit  of  the  University  one  million  two 
hundred  and  eight  thousand  dollars,  which  represents  the  tide  land 
grant  of  eight  hundred  and  eleven  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,  and 
this  three  nundred  and  sixty  thousand  four  hundred  and  fifty-seven 
dollars  and  twenty-nine  cents  that  has  been  deposited  by  the  State 
Board  of  Regents. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  these  gentlemen  have  spoken  about  the  consoli- 
dation bill  of  the  last  Legislature.  I  say  this,  sir,  that  the  consolidation 
bill  passed  by  the  Legislature  was  for  the  purpose  of  incorporating  funds 
that  had  no  existence  in  any  of  the  endowments  of  the  University,  but 
which  were  property  belonging  to  its  endowments.  Here  is  eighty-six 
thousand  dollars  that  the  Regents  received  from  the  sale  of  real  estate 
in  Oakland,  which  had  no  place  in  the  funds  of  the  University,  and 
could  have  been  used  by  the  Board  of  Regents  in  the  payment  of  its 
current  expenses.  It  properly  belonged  to  its  endowments,  and  in  order 
to  place  these  funds  in  the  treasury  of  the  State,  and  in  order  to  consol- 
idate these  funds  that  had  no  existence,  this  seminary  fund,  the  land 
grant  fund,  and  various  other  funds  of  that  kind,  the  Regents  thought 
It  best  that  a  consolidation  bill  should  pass,  for  the  purpose  oC  placing 
these  funds  all  together  in  the  treasury  of  this  State,  where  they  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  getting  the  interest.  Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
Convention  cannot  for  a  moment  believe  that  an  Act  of  this  Legislature 
could  vitiate  the  Act  of  Congress.  There  was  no  intention  of  the  kind. 
There  never  has  been  any  intention  of  the  Board  of  Regents  to  step  out- 
side of  the  Congressional  Act,  nor  of  the  organic  Act  of  the  University. 
I  say  before  this  Convention,  and  I  stake  my  reputation  upon  it,  that 
the  Regents,  in  every  respect,  have  administered  this  University  in  a 
proper  manner,  and  that  there  is  not  one  dollar  that  has  not  beeq  prop- 
erly appropriated  or  that  cannot  be  accounted  for. 

Mr.  Van  dyke.  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Martin  a  question.  Did 
the  Regents  request  the  passage  of  this  bill  just  introduced  in  Congress? 

Mr.  martin.     I  have  never  heard  of  it  at  all. 

Mr.  WYATT.     Did  you  read  yesterday's  Chronicle? 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  have  never  heard  of  it  at  all. 

Mr.  WYATT.  It  is  a  bill  asking  for  forty-five  thousand  acres  in 
excess  of  the  one  hundred  and  fifly  thousand  acres  granted. 

Mr.  martin.  Well,  if  it  is  asking  for  an  additional  grant  I  hope 
they  will  grant  it.  I  forgot  to  state  one  thing  in  reference  to  the  lands 
sold  by  the  Regents.  The  Regents  have  sold  in  excess  of  this  grant,  I 
think,  because  these  lands  are  in  contest  in  the  Land  Department,  and 
when  the  application  of  the  Regents  fails  somebody  else  gets  the  land. 
That  has  always  been  the  case  with  the  Board  of  Regents.  We  do  not 
give  titles.  We  do  not  sell  anything  until  we  have  a  perfect  understand- 
ing with  the  parties  that  make  the  application.  It  is  only  in  the  event 
that  the  land  becomes  the  pro()erty  of  the  University  that  it  will  be  con- 
veyed to  them.  There  is  no  contract  at  any  time  that  binds  the  Uni- 
versity in  any  respect,  but  it  is  the  express  understanding  with  these 
parties  that  they  only  get  the  land  if  the  University  gets  it. 

Mr.  miller.  Do  you  mean  that  the  Board  has  located  more  land 
than  it  has  sold? 

Mr.  MARTIN.    We  receive  applications.    That  is  all. 

Mr.  WYATT.    What  do  you  receive  on  lands? 

Mr.  martin.    Twenty  per  cent. 

Mr.  WYATT.     On  all  applications? 

Mr.  martin.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  WYATT.  You  have  located  forty-five  thousand  acres  more  than 
was  granted. 

Mr.  martin.  We  receive  all  applications.  If  we  do  not  get  the 
lands  they  receive  back  their  twenty  per  cent.  It  is  a  perfect  under- 
standing. 

SPEECH   OP   MR.   SSTEB. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  say  a  word  on  this  report 
For  one,  I  heartily  indorse  the  section  as  reported  by  the  committee.  I 
believe  it  is  right,  I  believe  it  ought  to  be  adopted.  I  believe  that  this 
fund  is  a  public  trust,  and  I  believe  that  it  ought  to  be  declared  so  by  this 
Convention.  As  to  the  Act  under  which  this  grant  was  made,  it  has  been 
read,  and  I  desire  to  comment  upon  it.  W^e  find  in  section  four,  that 
"the  interest  shall  be  inviolably  appropriated  by  each  State  which  may 
take  and  claim  the  benefit  of  this  Act,  to  the  endowment,  support,  and 
maintenance  of  a  least  one  college,  where  the  leading  object  shall  be,  with- 
out excluding  other  scientific  and  classical  theories, and  including  military 
tactics,  to  teach  such  branches  of  learning  as  are  related  to  agriculture 
and  the  mechanic  arts."  The  leading  object  must  be  the  teaching  of 
such  branches  of  learning  as  are  related  to  agriculture  and  the  mechanic 
arts.    They  must  not  exclude  other  scientific  and  classical  studies,  aud 
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ihej  must  ihclude  militaiy  tactics.  My  friends  here  who  object  to  what 
they  call  fuss  and  feathers,  will  have  to  decline  this  donation  unlets  we 
have  a  little  military.  Now,  the  law  says  they  must  teach  such  branches 
of  learning  as  are  related  to  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts.  Now, 
what  are  these  branches  of  learning?  I  wish  to  turn  over  to  the  seven 
colleges  that  have  been  instituted  under  the  statute.  There  are  seven 
colleges — now  eight — two  of  which  have  been  endowed  by  private 
individuals— one,  I  believe,  the  law,  and  the  other  medicine.  Is  that 
so,  Mr.  Martin? 

Mr.  martin.    Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  £STEE.  One  of  law,  that  is  supported  by  the  munificent  dona- 
tion of  Judge  Hastings. 

Mb.  biggs.  It  is  not  supported  entirely  by  private  donations.  Did 
not  the  State  make  an  appropriation  for  the  Law  College? 

Mb.  ESTEE.  There  was  a  private  donation  of  one  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars,  made  by  Judge  Hastings,  for  the  maintenance  of  that  col- 
lege, and  the  State  pays  the  interest  on  that  sum.  There  is  just  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars  invested,  and  one  of  your  citizens  gave  the 
money,  and  the  mechanics,  and  the  farmers,  and  lawyers  did  not  give  a 
dollar  of  it.  Now,  there  is  the  seventh  and  eighth  colleges  that  are 
supported  entirely  by  private  donations.  The  first  six  are  supported  by 
the  funds,  and  they  are  as  follows :  First,  the  College  of  Letters,  l 
claim  that  they  cannot  exclude  other  scientific  and  classical  studies 
under  the  donation.  That  is  my  point.  And  so  the  College  of  Letters 
was  endowed.  But  they  were  entitled  outside  of  this  to  establish  it. 
Look  at  the  donations  received  elsewhere,  outside  of  the  donations 
made  by  the  General  Government.  That  has  been  explained  by  some 
of  the  Regents. 

The  next  college  was  the  College  of  Agriculture.  Some  of  ray  friends — 
my  friend  from  Butte,  who  takes  a  lively  interest  in  almost  everything, 
and  especially  taxation,  and  some  in  education — say  that  there  are  not 
many  farmers  there.  I  tell  you,  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the 
Convention,  the  fault  is  with  the  farmers.  The  professors  are  there,  and 
the  opportunity  is  there.  The  farmers  do  not  send  their  sons  there  to 
learn  agriculture.  They  want  to  make  lawyers,  and  doctors,  and  preach- 
ers, and  mechanical  engineers  of  them.  In  other  words,  they  want  to 
occupy  a  sphere  different  from  that  which  they  have  been  filling.  That 
is  the  reason.  Produce  the  boys,  and  the  university  will  furnish  the 
education.  Next  comes  the  College  of  Mechanics  ,*  next,  the  College  of 
Mining ;« next,  the  College  of  Engineering;  and  lastly,  the  College  of 
Chemistry.  Every  one  but  the  first  relates  directly  or  indirectly  to 
either  the  mechanic  arts  or  agriculture.  Now,  that  is  the  way  it  is 
established,  and  it  is  a  popular  fallacy  to  say  that  any  particular  branch, 
or  any  particular  interest  is  favored  in  that  University.  It  was  my 
privilege  to  be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Regents  for  two  years,  ex  officio, 
as  Speaker  of  the  Assembly,  and  I  sav  it  with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure, 
that  I  never  saw  a  more  painstakfng,  earnest,  faithful,  and  honest 
admmistration  of  any  public  trust  in  my  life.  Time  out  of  mind  these 
Regents  met  there,  and  were  all  day  engaged  in  the  public  interest, 
without  money  and  without  price,  men  who  had  busmess  at  home. 
The  leading  men  of  this  State  devoted  their  best  time  and  the  best 
moments  of  the  day  to  the  interests  of  this  University  without  pay. 

Mr.  HALE.    How  many  of  these  Regents  are  practical  farmers? 

Mr.  ESTEE.  One  is,  I  know.  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture ought  to  be.  If  he  is  not  then  the  farmers  better  elect  the  right 
man. 

Mb.  FREUD.  The  last  gentleman  who  was  appointed  on  the  Board 
was  a  graduate  of  the  University,  and  he  is  one  of  the  leading  agricul- 
tural gentleman  of  this  State. 

Mr.  ESTEE.  I  do  not  know  what  their  business  is.  I  do  know  that 
these  men  were  faithfully  devoted  to  the  interests  of  the  University  and 
all  of  its  departments.  I  do  know  that  a  more  honest,  upright  set  of 
men  could  not  be  selected  anywhere  within  the  range  of  my  knowledge 
in  this  State.  There  was  the  Governor  and  Lieutenant  Governor,  the 
Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction,  the  President  of  your  State  Board 
of  Agricultufe,  the  President  of  the  Mechanics  Institute  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, and  sixteen  othera,  appointed  from  the  leading  walks  of  life  in 
this  State;  and  there  was  always  a  ouorum,  and  they  always  attended 
to  the  business  before  them.  I  confess,  sir,  that  I  am  somewhat  sur- 
prised to  hear  gentlemen  get  up  here  and  deliberately  charge  that  some- 
thing is  wrong;  that  money  has  been  misappropriated;  that  there  has 
been  some  stealing,  without  pointing  out  wherein  it  has  been  done.  I 
tell  you  it  is  too  common  a  thing  for  us  all  to  charge  against  others  what 
we  would  not  permit  others  to  charge  against  us;  to  say  that  this  thing 
has  been  done  in  a  surreptitious  or  wrongful  manner,  without  pointing 
out  wherein  it  has  been  so  done.  I  wish  to  say  here,  that  if  you  know 
anything  against  the  integrity  of  these  Regents,  or  anything  against  the 
faithful  administration  of  the  affairs  of  that  University,  let  these  state- 
ments be  made  now  and  here.  Let  us  know  the  facts.  Let  us  know 
wherein  it  has  been  unfaithfully  and  improperly  administered,  so  that 
the  friends  of  that  great  institution  can  have  an  opportunity  to  defend 
it,  if  defense  be  necessary. 

SPEECH   OF   MB.   WEST. 

• 

Mr.  west.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  protest,  on  the  part  of  the  farmers 
of  this  Convention,  against  the  charge  that  that  element  of  this  Conven- 
tion is  making  any  war  upon  the  University  whatever.  I  protest 
against  the  insinuation  that  the  agricultural  gentlemen  charge  that  the 
Board  of  Regents  are  not  a  high,  honorable  set  of  gentlemen,  and  that 
their  motives  are  not  pure  and  patriotic.  I  protest  that  the  farmers  are 
not  opposed  to  the  higner  class  of  education.  I  realize  the  necessity  of 
it,  and  I  believe  that  agriculture  is  benefited  by  a  proper  maintenance 
of  a  higher  grade  of  university  learning  in  the  State.  But  what  the 
farmers  do  protest  against  is,  under  the  name  of  Agricultural  College,  to 
fo  overshadow  and  so  swallow  up  the  agricultural  department,  that  it 
''mounts  to  nothing,  so  far  as  its  benefits  to  agriculture  are  concerned. 


Now,  it  is  well  known  that  our  agricultural  schoUr  that  roes  to  the 
Agricultural  College,  where  he  is  brought  into  contact  with  the  atudenu 
pursuing  studies  in  the  other  departments  of  the  college,  wiH  naturally 
be  attracted,  and  they  take  these  students,  one  by  one,  fronoi  the  Agri- 
cultural Department  to  the  other  departments.    Now,  what  we  cotzi- 
plain  of  is  tnis,  that  the  greater  will  swallow  up  the  lesser;   that  Che 
College  of  Letters  will  'swallow  up  the  agricultural  department ;  that 
they  will  make  the  whole  thing  a  mere  shadow,  without  the  substance. 
What  the  farmers  want  is,  that  this  fund  that  was  made  for  the  Agri- 
cultural College  shall  be  appropriated  to  the  legitimate  pnrDosee  for 
which  it  was  given,  and  to  no  other;  and  that  it  shall  be  plaeea  upon  a 
basis  where  it  cannot  be  subverted  by  the  present  Board  of  Repots,  or 
by  their  successors  in  ofllice,  to  subserve  the  interests  of  the  UnivenntT. 
and  not  especially  the  interests  of  the  agricultural  department.     The 
youth  of  our  country  are  ambitious — properly  so — and  it  is  just  as  natural 
as  life,  when  a  young  man  enters  college,  to  be  led  away  by  the  popular 
drift  in  that  college.    Now,  sir,  every  professor  and  every  teacher  in  the 
college  will  induce  every  student  there  to  take  the  grades  of  the  higher 
branch,  to  study  Latin  and  Greek  and  the  languages, and  little  by  liui€, 
the  students  are  led  away  from  the  strictly  agricultural  department  into 
the  College  of  Letters.    Ninety-nine  out  of  a  hundred  will  go  into  the 
study  of  profeasions,  and  agriculture  is  not  benefited,  only  in  the  ratio 
that  it  is  oenefited  by  the  maintenance  of  a  higher  grade  of  edacation. 

Mb.  WINANS.    By  whom  are  they  led  off?    What  tempts  them  ? 

Mb.  west.  By  the  necessities  of  the  circumstances.  You  throw  the 
two  institutions  together. 

Mb.  WINANS.    Not  at  alL 

Mb.  west.  They  get  up  a  rivalry  of  caste  between  the  students  of 
the  two  departments  of  the  college,  and  the  students  of  the  agricultural 
department  will  inevitably  fall  in  line. 

Mb.  WINANS.  They  are  entirely  separate,  and  each  student  has  a 
right  to  pursue  a  separate  course. 

Mb.  west.  We  do  not  deny  that  they  have  the  right.  What  the 
farmers  want  is  an  experimental  farm  in  connection  with  the  Agricul- 
tural College,  where  practical  instruction  can  be  given  in  the  culture  of 
the  soil.  Experimenta  can  be  made  there  under  the  eye  and  under 
the  instruction  and  teaching  of  experienced  teachers.  We  fear  very 
much  that  this  kind  of  a  practical  education  for  farmer's  sons  cannot 
be  acquired  in  this  institution;  but,  of  necessity,  it  will  lead  them  right 
off  the  farms,  into  the  learned  professions,  and  agriculture  will  receive 
only  nominal  benefits. 

SPEECH  OF  MB.   BEEBSTECHEB. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  issue  that  has  been  her^ 
raised  in  the  matter  of  argument  upon  the  tenth  section  this -morning, 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  false  issue.  Now,  the  'opponents  of  the  tenth  section 
do  not  in  any  degree  desire  to  oppose  the  University  as  it  is  constituted. 
This  is  not,  as  has  been  maintained  upon  this  floor,  a  battle  against  edu- 
cation. It  is  not  a  battle  against  intelligence.  It  is  not  a  battle  against 
the  University  of  California  as  an  institution  of  learning.  The  trouble 
here  is  that  it  has  been  charged  upon  this  floor  that  each  opponent  of  the 
present  management,  and  the  present  system  of  management,  is  an 
opponent  of  education,  and  is  trying  to  limit  and  restrict  the  educational 
facilities  of  the  people  of  California  and  the  Pacific  coast.  That  is  not 
the  true  issue,  Mr.  Chairman.  The  objection  that  we  have  to  the  tenth 
section — and  I  am  free  to  say  that  I  object  to  the  tenth  section,  aud  shall 
not  vote  for  it — the  objection  that  is  raised  to  the  section  is  this:  the  sec- 
tion says:  ''The  University  of  California  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a  per- 
petual institution  of  this  State,  organized  to  administer  a  great  public 
trust" 

Mb.  ESTEE.    Is  it  not  a  public  trust? 

Mb.  BEERSTECHER.  I  will  explain  in  the  course  of  the  argument. 
Th£tt  is  not  the  main  objection.  The  main  objection  that  we  have  to  the 
section  is  that  it  attempts  to  legalize  every  act  of  the  Board  of  Regents 
since  the  University  was  instituted  and  established.  Now,  gentlemen, 
if  the  Board  of  Regents  have  acted  honestly,  if  they  have  acted  purely, 
if  they  have  acted  legally,  then  they  do  not  need  any  white-washing 
from  this  Convention.  What  is  legal,  is  legal  now.  What  is  unlawful 
in  their  actions,  is  unlawful  now — if  there  be  any  such  thing — and  I  do 
not  charge  it. 

It  is  said  here :  "  The  University  of  California  Shall  constitute  a  public 
trust,  and  its  organization  and  government  shall  be  perpetually  continued 
in  their  existing  form  and  character,  subject  only  to  such  legislative  con- 
trol as  may  be  necessary  to  insure  compliance  with  the  terms  of  its 
endowments,  and  of  the  several  Acts  of  the  Legislature  of  this  State,  and 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  donating  lands  or  money  for  its 
support."  It  must  be  perpetually  continued  m  its  existing  form  and 
character.  Now,  what  is  the  object  of  putting  that  in?  Why  should 
there  not  be  a  power  to  ahange  its  form,  and  to  change  its  character,  if 
the  people  see  that  it  is  necessary  to  bring  about  a  change  for  the  good 
of  the  people  themselves  and  in  the  interest  of  education?  Every  man 
having  a  seat  upon  this  floor,  and  having  observed  the  tendency  of  edu- 
cation during  the  last  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  years,  knows  that  the  sys- 
tems have  changed;  that  universities  have  undergone  a  radical  change. 
This  will  raise  great  and  ^rave  questions,  aud  it  is  unnecessary.  It  is 
truly  asserted  that  the  University  is  a  State  institution,  or,  if  you  please, 
a  State  trust.  That  is  sufficient.  It  is  an  institution  of  learning,  and  it 
shall  be  perpetual.  We  desire  to  make  it  perpetual.  We  desire  to 
bequeath  it  to  posterity  as  the  best  University  in  this  Union;  but  we  do 
not  desire  to  hedge  it  about, or  to  build  a  granite  wall  around  it,and  say 
that  its  management  shall  continue  Just  exactly  the  way  it  is  to-day,  ancl 
to  build  up  bulwarks  around  this  matter,  so  that  no  one  can  go  up  and 
scrutinize  what  has  been  done.  We  claim  the  right  to  examine  into  the 
workings  of  that  institution,  and  if  the  Board  has  done  wrong,  we  do  not 
desire,  by  a  constitutional  amendment,  to  protect  them  from  punishment 
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Now,  let  me  give  an  instance  in  regard  to  the  difference  between  gen- 
eral management  here  and  general  management  in  other  States.  Why, 
thisdonation  in  many  of  the  other  States  was  frittered  away  in  thecour*9e 
of  a  few  months,  and  much  to  our  injury.  The  college  scrip  of  some  of 
the  States  was  thrown  in  the  market  and  sold  at  forty  cents,  to  land 
monopolists,  who  entered  upon  it  and  monopolizeii  a  large  amount  of 
the  public  lands  of  the  State  of  ('alifornia.  We  know  that  Pennsylvania 
college  scrip  was  bought  up  at  forty  cents  on  the  dollar,  brought  to  Cali- 
fornia, and  placed  upon  the  land  here.  Has  any  such  thing"  been  done 
here  by  our  Regents?  On  the  contrary,  they  have  administered  ihe 
trust,  in  ail  its  important  and  leading  features,  in  a  manner  to  challenge 
the  admiration  of  the  people.  I  hope  that  this  section  will  pass. 
^I  am  perfectly  willing  to  see  General  Howard's  amendment  to  it.  It 
is  a  very  good  and  ac(:of>table  amendment.  I  do  say  this,  that  as  it  is 
administered  now,  the  Regents  are  doing  everything  in  their  power  to 
carry  out  the  trust  according  to  its  original  intention.  We  nnd  here 
established  all  these  colleges,  and  so  far  as  the  Agricultural  College  is 
concerned,  if  those  who  are  particularly  devoted  to  it  are  not  as  numerous 
as  those  who  are  devoted  tx>  other  branches,  it  is  simply  because  of  cir- 
cumstances, or  because  the  parents  or  guardians  of  the  students  have 
designed  that  they  should  follow  anotl^^tfkb  in  life.  It  is  open  to 
them.  There  is  the  college,  and  there  aH^^B^^rofessors.  You  cannot 
expect,  gentlemen,  that  within  the  short^rWirof  ton  years  everything 
can  be  accomplished  which  will  be  done  in^»*g»eater  space  of  time.  Gen 
tlemen  who  do  not  find  everything  exactly  according  to  their  wishes, 
who  do  not  find  flourishing  farms  with  students  over  them,  engaged  in 
the  practical  as  well  as  the  theoretical  study  of  agriculture,  will  find 
that  the  time  has  been  too  short  to  make  all  the  improvements  which  it 
is  contemplated  to  make  in  the  course  of  time.  But  if  they  preserve  this 
organization  as  it  is  now,  they  will  find  donations  flowing  in,  in  large 
quantities,  from  every  quarter,  which  will  enable  the  Regents  to  realize 
that  idea  more  fully  of  t^jaching  the  science  of  agriculture  in  a  practical 
manner.  The  institution  is  in  its  infancy,  and  we  do  not  exjwct  that 
the  infant  will  do  what  the  full-grown  man  will  be  able  to  accomplish. 
I  know  that  if  this  section  is  adopted,  and  if  this  Constitution  isadopted, 
that  there  will  flow  into  the  treasury  of  this  instrtution  large  sums  of 
money  which  I  am  certain  will  be  kept  out  if  you  leave  it  as  a  matter  to 
be  changed  from  time  to  time,  as  the  will  of  the  Legislature  may  sug- 
gest. I  hope  that  the  section  will  be  preserved  intact,  and  will  be  car- 
ried into  effect  by  the  Convention. 

SPRRCH    OF   MB.    HAORR. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Board 
of  Regents,  and  am  somewhat  conversant  with  the  management  of  the 
University.  Having  been  a  member  of  the  Legislature,  I  am  somewhat 
familiar  with  its  history,  but  I  must  admit  that  I  have  heard  more  with 
regard  to  the  misdeeds  of  that  institution  this  morning.  Clian  I  have  dur- 
ing the  twelve  years  that  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Regents. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  answer  all  the  objections  that  have  been  made 
against  the  administration  in  the  course  of  ten  minutes,  but  I  would 
like  to  satisfy  this  Convention,  if  I  could,  that  the  letter  of  the  Act  of 
Congress  has  been  complied  with,  and  that  the  Act  of  the  Legislature, 
organizing  this  institution,  has  been  complied  with.  It  has  been  stated 
here,  or  some  one  says,  that  this  Board  of  Regents  is  a  luxurious  set 
of  persons;  that  they  indulge  in  champs^ne  and  things  of  that  kind 
This  is  all  new  to  me  ,*  I  have  never  seen  any  champagne  flowing  at  the 
meetings  of  that  Board.  We  meet  in  the  fourth  story  of  a  building  in 
San  Francisco.  It  is  a  very  onerous  duty.  It  is  not  a  pleasure.  I  am 
willing  to  give  up^ny  position  on  that  Board  of  Regents  to  any  of  you 

fjentlemen  who  feci  competent  to  administer  it  and  to  take  it  off  my 
lands.  I  do  not  want  it.  I  do  it  bectiuse  I  take  an  interest  in  the 
University.  I  do  not  do  it  for  profit,  and  no  other  Regent  does.  In  the 
course  of  time  that  I  have  been  there  I  have  spent  money  out  of  my 
own^x)cket  to  the  extent  of  perhaps  three  or  five  hundred  dollars  a  year, 
and  I  have  yet  to  see  the  first  dollar  that  ever  come  into  my  pocket  by 
way  of  salary,  or  into  the  pocket  of  any  other  Regent.  I  know  that  the 
opposition  to  this  Board  has  arisen  among  men  who  want  to  control  the 
funds  of  that  institution,  not  in  the  interest  of  the  public,  but  for  their 
own  private  gain  and  advantage.  I  know  the  intrigues  that  have  been 
going  on  thraughout  this  State,  and  I  know  where  they  originated;  but 
I  care  not  here  to  allude  to  private  matters,  but  if  any  one  wishes  infor- 
mation, I  will  give  it  to  him  in  private  if  he  desires.  Now,  as  to  the 
complaints  that  have  been  made  here  by  five  thousand  people.  Five 
thousand  men  may  constitute  a  rumor,  or  five  hundred  men  may,  or 
five  men.  Out  of  his  five  thousand  let  him  name  five  men  that  will 
come  up  and  make  the  charges  against  the  Board  of  Regents  of  the  Uni- 
versity. That  is  little  enough  to  ask.  I  would  like  to  hear  them  and 
know  them.  If  there  has  been  any  stealing  there  I  know  nothing 
about  it. 

Mr.  HEISKELL.  Did  not  an  investigating  committee  of  the  Legisla- 
ture find  that  there  had  been  gross  mismanagement,  if  nothing  else? 

Mr.  HAGER.  I  do  not  know  that  they  did.  I  was  sworn  as  a  wit- 
ness, and  I  stated  there,  under  oath,  what  I  state  here,  that  if  there  had 
been  any  stealing,  I  did  not  know  anything  about  it.  It  is  not  an  easy 
matter  to  get  up  here  and  explain  in  detail,  matters  that  cover  fifty  or 
one  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  BARTON.  Will  you  allow  me  to  name  five  men?  I  refer  you 
to  the  committee  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  during  the 
session  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-lhree-seventy-four,  to  investi- 
gate the  condition  of  affairs  at  the  University.  They  found  thousands 
of  dollars  for  which  the  Regents  could  not  pro^luce  vouchers. 

Mr.  HAGER.     I  do  not  think  they  found  thousands  of  dollars 

Mr.  BARTON.     I  make  the  charge. 

Mr.  HAGER.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  Regent  of  the  University  has 
ever  misappropriated  one  dollar  of  its  funds.  There  have  been  a  great 
many  honorable  men  upon  that  Board.    Governor  Haight  was  a  Regent 


most  of  the  time.  He  was  oui; attorney  after  he  ceased  to  be  a  Regent, 
and  the  Board  did  not  take  any  action  except  it  was  concurred  in  or  rec- 
ommended by  him,  for  years  past.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Legislative 
committee  referred  to  did,  I  was  absent  at  that  time,  but  I  do  say  this, 
that  I  do  not  believe  they  ever  traced  one  dollar  of  the  funds  of  the 
University  to  the  pockets  of  any  Regent,  or  that  any  Regent  ever  made 
a  dollar  out  of  the  trust,  and  I  defy  all  proofs  to  the  contrary. 

Now,  then,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  have  stated  I  would  like  to  explain 
how  this  institution  originated,  how  it  was  formed  in  connection  with 
tlie  Act  of  Congress  and  the  Act  of  this  State.  Now,  there  is  one  mis- 
take here,  that  has  been  made  in  all  the  arguments,  that  we  have  vio- 
lated the  Act  of  Congress.  How  have  we  violated  ?  That  we  Jiave 
departed  from  the  very  Act  of  Congress  which  was  to  establish  an 
agricultural  college  and  mechanical  art  college.  Is  that  true?  What 
says  the  Act?  "  The  interest  of  which  shall  be  inviolably  appropriated, 
by  each  State,  which  may  take  and  claim  the  benefit  of  this  Act  t^s  the 
endowment,  support,  and  maintenance  of  at  least  one  college  where  the 
leading  object  shall  be,  without  excluding  other  scientific  and  cla^ical 
studies,  and  including  military  tactics,  to  teach  such  branches  of  learning 
as  are  related  to  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts."  How  ?  **  In  such 
manner  as  the  Legislatures  of  the  States  may  respectively  prescribe." 
Why  ?  "  In  order  to  promote  the  liberal  and  practical  education  of  the 
industrial  classes  in  the  several  pursuits  and  professions  in  life."  The 
State  Legislature,  gentlemen,  has  the  control  of  this  matter  under  the 
Act  of  Congress,  and  if  its  administration  has  been  conducted  according 
to  the  direction  of  its  laws,  who  has  violated  the  Act  of  Congress? 
Suppose  the  State  Legislature  has  directed  and  authorized  every  Act 
that  the  Regents  have  done,  would  that  bring  any  violation  of  the  Act 
of  Congress  if  the  Regents  followed  the  direction  of  the  Acts  of  the 
Legislature.  I  say  that  this  trust  has  been  administered  under  this  Act 
in  this  State  better  than  in  any  other  State  in  the  Union.  Congresy 
made  a  special  law  by  which  we  could  locate  on  unreserved  lands,  by 
means  of  which  we  got  five  dollars  an  acre  instead  of  one  dollar  and 
twenty-five  cents.  That  is  the  bill  that  was  passed  while  Mr.  Sasserly 
was  in  the  United  States  Senate.  In  order  to  benefit  this  fund,  the 
Regents  went  to  Congress  and  asked  them  to  pass  a  special  Act,  not  that 
they  should  squander  what  they  were  allowed  to  spend,  but  that  they 
might  increase  that  fund,  by  locating  their  lands  on  unreserved  lands. 
Yet  wfe  are  told  here  that  we  have  stolen  the  money  and  squandered  the 
fund,  and  there  it  is  in  the  treasury  of  the  State  of  California,  locked  np 
in  its  vaults  in  bonds  preserved  to  the  State  of  California  for  the  educa- 
tion of  its  youth  as  it  was  intended  and  designed.  How  many  of  you 
learned  men  could  better  administer  that  trust  than  it  has  been  admin- 
istered ?  Who  of  you  would  have  stolen  less  of  these  funds  than  hare 
been  stolen?  Look  at  the  administration  of  public  affaire  in  the  State, 
city,  county,  and  municipal  governments.  See  how  they  have  been 
administered,  and  compare  it  with  the  administration  of  this  fund 
belonging  to  the  University  of  the  State  of  California.  Now  then  what 
does  the  Act  say  ? 

Mr.  WYATT.    Will  the  Judge  allow  me  one  question.    You  do  not 


pretend  to  defend  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Regents  upon  the  principle 
of  comparative  steal  between  that  and  any  other  steal,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  HAGER.  I  only  intend  to  defendi.  them  against  the  charges 
which  have  been  made  that  they  have  stolen  these  funds,  or  improperly 
applied  them.  Had  the  charges  not  been  made  I  would  have  never  g»»t 
ofl^  upon  that  subject. 

Thr  chairman.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  have  expired. 

[Cries  of  '*  Leave  "  and  "  Object."] 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Chairman:  1  wish  to  give  the  time  allowed  to  me 
to  Judge  Hager. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  has  the  right  to  give  him  the 
time  if  he  desires  it. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.     I  object. 

Mr.  HAGER.  I  do  not  speak  upon  these  matters  because  I  desire  to 
speak,  but  because  I  think  tnis  Convention  is  under  a  misapprehension, 
and  I  want  t6  set  them  right  if  I  can;  and  I  want  to  show  that  the 
Regents  have  complied  with  the  law.  The  University  was  organised 
under  an  Act  of  the  Legislature,  passed  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
eight.  What  does  that  Act  authorize  to  be  done?  That  Act  is  in  con- 
formity with  the  Act  of  Congress,  and  provides  the  manner  in  which 
this  fund  should  be  made  use  of.  I  cannot  of  course  read  the  Act,  but 
I  refer  to  it  so  far  as  I  think  it  is  necessary  to  bring  the  attention  of  the 
Convention  to  it.  The  first  section  says:  "The  University  shall  have, 
for  its  design  to  provide  instruction  and  complete  education  in  all  the 
departments  of  science,  literature,  art,  industrial  and  professional  pur- 
suits and  general  education,  and  also  special  courses  of  instruction  for 
the  professions  of  agriculture,  the  mechanic  arts,  mining,  military 
science,  civil  engineering,  law,  medicine,  and  commerce,  and  shall  con- 
sist of  various  colleges,  namely :  *'  First,  Colleges  of  Arts;  second,  a 
College  of  Letters;  third,  such  professional  and  other  colleges  as  may  be 
added  thereto  or  connected  therewith." 

Section  three  says  that  "  the  said  Board  of  Regents  shall  endeavor  so 
to  arrange  the  courses  of  instruction,  that  the  students  of  the  different 
colleges  and  the  students  at  large  may  be  largely  brought  into  social 
contact  with  each  other,  by  attending  the  same  lectures  and  branches  of 
instruction." 

Section  four  provides  for  the  establishment  of  a  college  of  agriculture, 
and  section  five  for  the  establishment  of  a  college  of  mechanic  arts. 
Now,  section  seven  says:  "But  provisions  herein,  and  hereinbefore 
contained,  regarding  the  order  in  which  the  said  colleges  shall  be 
organized  shall  not  be  constructe^i  as  directing  or  permitting  the  organi- 
zation of  any  of  the  specified  colleges  to  be  unnecessarily  delayed,  but 
only  as  indicating  the  order  in  which  said  colleges  shall  be  organized, 
beginning  with  the  College  of  Agriculture,  and  adding  in  succession  to 
the  body  of  instructions  in  that  and  the  other  colleges  successively  in 
the  order  above  indicated.     Only  the  first  year's  course  of  instruction 
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shall  be  provided  for  in  each  college  at  first,  the  other  successive  years' 
courses  being  in  each  year  as  the  students  advance  to  the  same,  until  the 
full  course  in  each  college  is  established;  providedf  however,  that  the 
Board  of  Regents  may  organize  at  once  the  full  course  of  the  College  of 
Letters,  if,  in  their  judgment,  it  is  expedient  so  to  do,  in  order  to  allow 
the  College  of  California  to  immediately  convey  the  residue  of  its  prop- 
erty to  the  State  for  the  benefit  of  the  University,  and  to  become  disin- 
corporate and  go  out  of  existence,  pursuant  to  its  proposition  to  that 
effect." 

There  is  the  authority  to  organize  the  CoUege  of  Letters  first,  in  order 
to  obtain  the  grant  from  the  College  of  California,  which  was  disin- 
corporated. Were  they  not  authorized  to  institute  this  College  of  Let- 
ters? Now,  perhaps  it  is  not  generally  known  that  the  College  of 
California  had  a  property.  Its  property  was  donated  to  the  State  of 
California  for  the  benefit  of  the  University.  This  institution  was  the 
successor  of  the  College  of  California.  The  College  of  Letters  has, 
therefore,  been  established  in  accordance  with  the  directions  of  this  Act, 
and  the  College  of  Agriculture,  and  the  College  of  Mechanic  Arts,  and 
all  these  colleges,  have  been  organized  in  accordance  with  the  directions 
of  this  Act,  by  the  authority  ot  the  Act  of  Congress,  and  not,  as  I  said 
before,  in  violation  of  its  provisions.  We  have  organized  a  College  of 
Mechanics,  and  for  civil  engineering  and  chemistry;  and  we  have  a 
medical  college,  which  has  i^en  donateil  to  the  College  of  California; 
and  we  have  a  college  in  farming,  that  has  been  established;  and  we 
have  a  College  of  Letters,  and  the  College  of  Law,  which  Las  been 
referred  to,  and  which  was  a  donation.  Now,  take  the  College  of  Agri- 
culture. Its  Faculty  are  the  most  enlightened  and  most  intelligent  men 
on  that  subject  in  the  State  of  California.  I  put  Professor  Hilgard  as 
the  first  man  in  agriculture  and  agricultural  teaching  in  the  State  of 
California,  and  he  is  the  leading  Professor  in  that  institution. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  How  may  graduates  have  been  turned  out  from  the 
department  of  agriculture? 

Mr.  HAGER.  Now,  if  we  have  a  College  of  Agriculture  and  students 
will  not  go  there  to  be  taught  agriculture,  what  will  you  do?  The  fact  is 
you  cannot  teach  agriculture  in  a  college  of  this  kind.  I  know  something 
about  this  matter.  I  do  not  care  to  talk  about  my  private  life,  but  I 
was  brought  up  on  a  farm,  was  raised  on  a  farm,  have  worked  on  a  farm. 
I  know  what  it  is  to  be  a  farmer,  and  if  I  had  five  hundred  sous  that  I 
wanted  to  make  farmers, practical  farmers,  I  would  not  send  them  tu  the 
University  of  California,  or  to  any  agricultural  college.,  Every  farmer 
knows  that  you  cannot  learn  practical  farming  at  an  agricultural  college. 
It  is  not  the  place.  There  is  something  that  you  may  learn  in  connec- 
tion with  agricultural  chemistry  and  the  admixture  of  soil,  that  is  to  be 
obtained  in  the  books;  and  in  horticulture  you  may  learn  a  great  deal 
from  books.  But  men  do  not  go  to  agricultural  colleges  to  become  that 
kind  of  farmers  that  go  out  to  work  practicallv  on  the  plains  of  Califor- 
.nia.  My  friend  Mr.  Biggs  never  would  go  to  tlie  University  of  California 
to  know'  how  to  carry  out  practical  farming.  He  might  go  there  for 
various  matters  connected  with  science  and  chemistry,  and  he  might  be 
enlightened.  These  students  ail  have  the  opportunity.  It  is  not  a 
college.  It  is  a  university,  and  any  man  may  go  there  and  attend  a 
lecture,  whether  it  comes  from  the  Professors  of  the  College  of  Letters, 
of  Mines,  of  Medicine,  or  any  other  department.  There  is  no  such 
thing  as  going  into  a  school  room  to  study  over  your  book,  with  a  teacher 
there  to  stand  by  and  see  that  you  are  performing  your  duty.  You  eo 
there  and  hear  the  Professors  lecture  on  any  subject  that  you  see  fit 
You  bear  an  examination  to  see  whether  you  have  attended  to  your 
duties,  and  you  get  a  diploma  or  certificate  as  to  what  you  know.  Any 
one  can  go  there  and  connect  himself  with  any  of  the  departments. 

Now,  the  first  college  built  there  was  a  brick  building,  and  it  cost  a 
great  deal  more  than  it  would  have  cost,  by  the  State  saying  that  it 
should  be  done  by  the  day,  and  that  eight  hours  should  constitute  a 
day's  work.  I  do  not  object  to  eight  hours  being  a  day's  work,  but  when 
a  mechanic  goes  and  works  eight  hours  for  so  much  a  day,  then  he 
concludes  that  he  can  work  two  or  four  hours  longer  and  get  credit  for 
another  day.  Some  men  worked  ten  hours  a  day,  and  in  that  way  we 
paid  a  very  high  price  for  that  institution.  We  have  put  up,  recently,  a 
Mechanic  Arts  College,  and  it  cost  us  but  thirty-five  thousand  dollar?. 
It  is  the  most  extensive  building  on  the  ground,  and  well  adapted  to 
the  use  for  which  it  was  constructed. 

SPEECH   OK   UR.   LABKIN. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  surprised  at  the  line  of  discus- 
sion that  this  question  has  brought  forth  here.  It  is  not  new.  When 
anything  afiecting  the  State  University,  or  the  management  of  it,  or  the 
conduct  of  it  since  its  organization,  comes  up,  members  of  the  Board  of 
Regents  have  considerea  themselves  bound  to  at  once  rise  to  a  question 
i)f  privilege.  Yesterday  we  were  informed,  in  the  elaborate  argument 
of  a  learned  and  distinguished  member  of  that  Board,  that  there  were  a 
number  of  very  wealthy  people  who  would  probably  die  soon  and  leave 
the  University  a  large  amount  of  property.  Of  course,  we  should  be 
glad  to  have  them,  when  they  die,  leave  the  property  to  that  institu- 
tion. The  opposition  to  this  tenth  section  is  not  opposition  to  the  gentle- 
men who  compose  that  Boanl  of  Regents.  It  is  not  because  the  members 
of  this  Convention  desire  in  any  way  to  cripple  that  institution,  or  desire 
in  any  way  to  retard  its  progress,  or  in  any  way  to  hinder  the  objects 
for  which  it  is  created.  It  is  the  language  of  the  section,  and  its  effect. 
Under  our  form  of  government  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
may  be  changed,  as  it  has  bi'en  from  time  to  time  since  the  organization 
of  the  Government.  In  our  State,  provision  is  made  for  a  change  of  the 
Constitution,  but  this  remarkable  section  provides  that  this  institution, 
created  by  law,  shall  not  be  changed.  Now,  it  may  be  perfect,  but  some 
future  generation  might  determine  that  they  could  make  an  improve- 
ment upon  it.  I,  for  one,  believe  that  all  knowledge  will  not  cease  with 
this  Convention.  I  believe  that  there  will  be  men  come  after  us  that 
ought  to  have  a  right  to  change  the  management  of  that  institution.     I 


believe  the  University  of  California  should  constitute  a  public  trust. 
There  is  no  question  in  my  mind,  but  what  t^e  funds  derived  from  the  one 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  acres  of  land  are  a  public  trust,  and  should 
be  received  as  such ;  but  that  particular  fund  that  was  donated  for  an 
Agricultural  and  Mechanic  Art  College,  is  not  all  the  State  University. 
I  believe  that  that  section  should  be  so  amended  that  the  fund  of  the 
University  of  the  State  of  California  should  be  considered  a  public  trust. 

Mr.  WINANS.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  explain?  Hereto- 
fore the  Constitution  of  this  State  has  provided  that  the  term  of  certain 
officers  should  not  exceed  four  years.  There  will  probably  be  a  similar 
proviso  in  the  document  we  are  framing.  It  was  held  by  some  that  the 
Regents,  whose  term  was  fixed  at  sixteen  years,  could  not  hold  their 
offices  for  that  length  of  time,  because  they  were  limited  by  the  Consti- 
tution ;  but  the  Supreme  Court  finally  held  that  it  constituted  a  public 
trust,  and  that  therefore  they  were  not  officers,  under  the  Constitution, 
and  therefore  could  hold  sixteen  vears.  I  state  distinctly,  and  in  all 
good  faith,  that  these  words  are  used  exclusively  to  meet  that  objection, 
and  to  answer  that  end,  and  for  nothing  else.  There  is  nothing  con- 
cealed or  clandestine  about  it. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  The  gentleman  explained  the  same  yesterday.  The 
opposition  to  the  section  J^jfaLJnainly  against  this  language:  "and  its 
organization  and  governnMRfthall  bo  perpetually  continued  in  their 
existing  form  and  character^  Now,  so  far  as  the  matter  of  this  discus- 
sion is  concerned,  each  member  of  that  Board  of  Regents  upon  this  floor, 
excepting  the  gentleman  fronj  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Casserly,  has  made  it 
a  point  to  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege.  I  do  not  think  that  he  has 
done  it.  They  have  placed  themselves  in  a  false  position  before  the 
world,  and  before  the  people  of  this  State,  by  making  a  personal  matter 
of  it,  the  moment  you  allude  to  them.  Now,  if  their  conduct  is  good 
and  correct — which  I  have  notquestioned — there  is  no  necessity  for  their 
jumping  to  their  feet  here  when  it  is  asked  to  put  it  in  the  power  of  the 
Legislature  to  examine  into  their  affairs:  and  if,  at  some  time  the  people 
desire  to  change  this  matter,  it  is  well  to  have  that  power.  We  have 
never  been  able  to  inquire  into  the  workings  of  that  institution ;  to 
inquire  into  the  financial  relations  of  it.  There  may  be  no  necessity  of 
it  now,  but  there  may  be  a  time,  when  these  honoiiible  gentlemen  have  • 

{)assod  away,  that  it  would  be  necessary,  and  the  Legislaturi>  should 
ittve  the  power  to  inquire  into  the  management,  and  to  change  tho  f«)rm 
of  the  management.  These  are  some  of  the  resisons  why  w^c  desire  this 
change.  We  believe  that  the  money  derived  from  the  sale  of  this  one 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  acres  of  land  should  be  set  apart  as  a  sepa- 
rate fund;  should  be  secure,  for  the  purposes  of  the  grant, and  should  be 
carried  out  in  good  faith,  and  not  devoted  to  any  other  purpose.  Is  that 
wrong?  I  desire  to  carry  out  the  Act  in  ^ood  faith ;  and  we  hold  that 
that  tenth  section  does  not  carry  it  out  in  ^ood  faith.  We  desire  to 
amend  the  section  so  that  it  shall  carry  it  out  m  good  faith ;  so  that  the 
Legislature  shall  have  the  power  to  inquire  into  the  working  of  that 
institution,  and,  if  necessary  in  onler  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  that 
;^rant,  shall  have  the  right  to  change  the  management  of  that  institution. 
Is  there  anything  wrong  in  that?  Is  there  any  necessity  for  each  and 
every  gentlf:man  to  denounce  us  as  opposed  to  that  institution,  because 
we  desire  to  have  the  right  to  correct  abuses  that  may  grow  up  after 
these  honorable  gentlemen  may  have  passed  away?  Th&<)e  are  the 
changes  that  we  have  sought  to  make  in  this  amendment.  I  have  not 
heard  one  of  the  opponents  of  this  section  intimate  in  a  syllable  that  he 
was  opposed  to  that  institution.  All  we  desire  is  to  act  for  the  welfare  of 
the  people  and  the  prosperity  of  that  institution.  I  hope  that  the  gen- 
tlemen will  stop  their  allusions  to  each  other,  and  let  us  proceed  to  the 
discussion  of  the  merits  of  the  question. 

SPERCH   OP   MR.   BROWK. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  concur  with  the  gentleman  who  has 
been  last  on  the  floor  with  regard  to  the  propriety  of  considering  section 
ten.  It  may  be  that  there  are  other  subjects  in  connection  with  thi»4 
matter  that  are  of  consequence  to  this  body  and  cast  light  upon  it,  but 
section  ten  is  the  section  which  is  before  us  for  investigation,  and  for 
action  or  nonaction  upon  it.  I  am  convinced  that  there  is  not  a  gentle- 
man in  this  lionorable  body  who  is  opjjosed  to  education.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  there  is  not  one  who  is  opposed  to  the  University,  but  all 
are  anxious  that  institution  should  flourish,  and  that  it  should  be  handed 
down  to  future  generations  intact  and  in  a  degree  of  grandeur  greater 
than  it  now  jiossesses — owing  to  the  progress  of  time  and  to  other  cir- 
cumstances. But  it  is  a  matter  of  some  consequence  that  the  proper 
means  should  be  taken  in  order  to  accomplish  this  grand  consummation. 
Now,  we  hear  it  stated  before  this  body  that  Congress  gave  to  the  Legis- 
lature of  this  State  the  right  to  control  that  institution.  We  are  aware 
of  all  of  this,  but  the  idea  is,  shall  this  State  still  retain  that  control? 
Shatl  we  put  an  en.ictment  here  in  this  organic  law  which  shall  declare 
that  it  shall  not  have  that  control?  Shall  this  body,  by  an  organic  act 
in  the  Constitution  of  this  State,  declare  a  restrictive  principle  that  will 
prevent  the  Legislature  of  this  State  from  examining  into  the  business 
affairs  of  that  institution?  If  we  were  in  favor  of  that,  in  my  opinion, 
we  could  not  strike  a  more  fatal  blow  against  the  University  of  this  State, 
but  if  we  manage  in  such  a  way  as  to  have  it  at  all  times  open  to  inves- 
tigation, to  see  tnat  everything  is  goin^  on  right,  then  we  hand  it  down 
to  posterity,  and  have  it  now,  even  as  it  was  intended. 
Now,  it  is  only  necessary  to  examine  this  section  ten  : 

"  The  University  of  California  shall  constitute  a  public  trust" 

I  shall  not  dwell  upon  the  public  trust,  as  that  nas  been  sufficiently 
treated  of. 

— "and  its  organization  and  government  shall  be  perpetually  con- 
tinued in  their  existing  form  and  character" 

Gentlemen  have  saiu  that  it  may  be  necessary  hereafter  to  change  that 
form  and  character;  that  human  institutions  and  human  progress  make 
it  necessary  to  have  changes;  that  to  change  is  mortal,  and  that  we  do 
not  know  that  we  have  reached  perfection  in  these  respecta.    Then  it 
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^tea  on  further  with  re({»rd  to  a  subject  which  I  contend  special  atten- 
tioD  should  be  directed  to. 
— "subject  only  to  such  legislative  control  ne  may  be  necessary  to 

Now,  I  am  fully  oon-rinoed  thai  this  is  wrong.  There  is  to  be  no  leg- 
islative control  in  this  matter ;  none  except  what  is  necessary  lo  insure 
compliance  with  the  terms  of  its  eudowmetits,  and  of  the  several  Acts  of 
the  Legislature  of  this  State.  These  AcU  have  alreody  been  paned,  and 
now  hare  there  is  a  restriction  placed  upon  the  Legislature  thai  it  ahall 
have  no  further  control  except  to  confirm  these  Acts;  nothing  else; 
excluded  from  all  further  investigation  of  the  afiaire  of  this  institution. 
Now,  it  is  a  matter  of  the  most  serious  consequence  that  we  should  take 
intoconsideratioa  whetlier  we  shall  have  this  institution  on  such  a  basis. 
Although  the  present  officers  may  be  just,  and  (rue,  sod  good,  we  do  not 
know  that  it  will  always  have  such,  and  if  there  is  not  a  word  to  say 
against  it  at  this  time,  we  do  not  know  but  at  some  future  time  it  may 
bo  highly  important  lo  iavestlgate  the  afikirs  of  that  bodj-.  Now,  to 
aive  up  control  in  these  respects,  and  say  that  the  Regents  have  con- 
ducted it  all  right,  and  for  the  future  it  will  be  the  same,  I  am  under 
the  impression  that  it  would  be  unjust  to  the  people  of  this  Stale.  Wc 
should  not  restrict  the  Legislature  in  this  respect.  I  might  go  on  with 
arguments  to  show  that  this  clause  forbids  legislation,  except  so  far  as  to 
confirm  the  endowmenis  and  the  Acts  of  the  Legislature  which  have 
been  passed.  Do  vre  wish  to  have  the  Li^giBlnlure  forbidden  to  take  any 
action  with  reganl  to  this  body  in  tlie  line  of  investigation  of  its  con- 
duct? I  am  sure  that  a  majority  of  the  members  here  do  not  wish  it, 
and  I  am  opposed  to  the  section- 
Ma.  SHAPTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  most 
extraordinary  controversy.  In  the  first  place  insinuations  are  made 
against  thcea  Regents,  as  to  how  they  have  managed  the  trust  which  has 
been  placed  in  their  hands,  and  when  they  get  up  here  and  expli 
manner  in  which  that  trust  has  been  managed,  gentlemen  say  that  they 
are  nervous;  and  instead  of  defending  the  policy  "  " 
undertaking  to  defend  themselves.  They  are  req 
they  arc  charged  with  mismanagement.  Why  do  not  these  gentlemen 
specify  in  what  they  have  been  dishonest?  If  they  have  stolen  any. 
thing,  why  do  not  these  persons  indicate  where  and  when  !  There  hai 
been  but  one  specific  charge,  and  that  was  by  Mr.  Barton,  who  speak; 
of  a  report  of  a  committee  of  the  Legislature,  i  do  not  recolkct  the 
terms  of  that  report  exactly,  but  at  the  lime  I  read  it  over  and  mode  up 
my  miud  that  it  was  all  bosh.  It  was  because  the  contractor  putting 
up  the  building  did  not  put  in  the  right  siied  timber.  He  did  not  con 
plete  all  the  provisions  of  bis  cuntrocl.  Ko  fault  of  the  Regents  wi 
demonstrated  by  that  report,  according  to  my  recollection.  The  amenc 
ment  which  is  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  as  the  geutli 
man  from  Los  Angeles  has  correctly  stated,  would  give  Congress 
chance  to  nullify  the  grant.  This  grant  must  be  used  lor  the  purposes 
for  which  it  was  donated,  and  the  action  of  the  Legisloture  and  of  the 
Re^nts  has  not  been  in  viulation  of  the  Act  making  the  donation. 
This  trust  must  be  adniinistereil  according  to  the  terms  of  the  erant 
itself.  The  Act  of  Congress  hss  beeu  rcid  here  repeatedly.  While 
agriculture,  very  likely,  is  put  forivard  as  one  of  the  more  important 
elements,  it  is  just  as  distinctly  specified  that  the  others  shall  not  ht 
excluded.  Tho  amendment  ofiervil  by  Mr.  Webster  is  to  exclude  tht 
others,  and  is  therefore  in  direct  conflict  with  the  terms  with  the  grani 
of  CoagresB. 

Sow,  the  gentleman  from  Tulare  seems  to  think  that  this  sectiot 
deprives  the  Legislature  of  all  power  of  control  over  this  Bosrd  o 
Regents.  I  understand  this  first  clause  of  the  section  simply  to  perpet- 
uate the  form  and  continue  the  Regents  as  a  body  in  force  and  in  power 
Now  I  wish  lo  know  what  gentlemen  wish  to  point  out.  Are  you  going 
to  have  the  Legislature  appoint  a  committee  to  regulate  itT  What  are 
they  but  Regents  under  a  dilTerent  name!  If  it  is  ■  specific  body 
appointed  a  specific  authority,  what  is  better  than  the  RegeutsT  Why 
the  gentlemen  are  entirely  silent  upon  that  question.  They  do  not  point 
U.'  anybody  else.  Is  it  not  apparent  on  the  face  of  it  that  there  has  got 
1^1  be  somebody?  Then  what  is  the  difference  whether  you  call  them 
Directors,  Trustees,  Committee,  or  Regents?  1  cannot  see.  "That 
which  we  call  a  rose,  by  any  other  name  would  smell  as  sweet."  They 
wish  even  to  change  the  appointing  power.  What  is  the  reason  why 
wo  should  lake  it  from  the  GoveniorT  I  cannot  see  any  proprietv  in  it. 
Now,  as  to  the  subject  of  legislative  control.    The  section  says  that  it 

compliance  with  the  terms  of  its  endowments.  What  does  control 
mean — advice?  1  understand  the  word  control  to  be  mandatory.  It  is 
the  right  to  direct.  The  Legislature,  then,  has  the  right  to  control  and 
direct  this  institution  so  as  to  insure  compliance  with  the  terms  of  its 
endowments,  and  lo  insure  compliance  with  the  several  Acts  of  the 
Legislature  of  this  State,  and  with  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
Does  not  this  section  allow  the  Legislature  lo  judge  what  shall  be  neces- 
sary to  insure  complisnce  with  the  terms  of  the  endonmenls7  They 
huve  the  right  to  enforce  it.  If  the  RegenU  undertook  (o  take  this  land 
and  misappropriate  it,  the  Legislature  has  the  right  lo  prevent  their 
doing  it.  I  cannot  see  the  slightest  objectiim  to  it.  The  language  is  as 
pood  as  it  possibly  can  be.  1  hope  this  will  be  mainlaioeJ  as  it  is.  '^-  - 
trouble  is  that  the  farmers  do  not  want  to  educate  their  sons  (o  their  < 

when  they  ought  to  he  ashamed  of  their  own  false  pride.    It  is  irue 
vou  cannot  make  farmers  simply  upon  theoretical 
Itutyou  can  l«ach  many  things  tliat  would  be  useful 


IN  CONVENTION. 
Thi  president.    Gentlemen;  The  Committee 
tport  of  the  Committee  on  Education,  have  mad 
The  Convention  then  took  the  usual  recess  until  t 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 
The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  r,  u,. 
the  chair. 
Roll  called  and  quorum  pretenC, 


Ma,  WYATT  presenled  tbe  following  petition,  sigi 
berof  eitiiens  ol  Monterey,  asking  the  exemption 


ilKvn 


cbulublc,  tducmi 

I«id  on  the  table,  lo  be  considered  with  the  article  on  revenue  anil 
Messn,  Campbell,  Tulty,  Wickes,  and  Jones  presented  simitar  pcli- 
Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  the  arlide  on  revenue  and 

Ml.  W1NAN3.    Mr.  Fresideat:  I  wish  to  send  up  a  report  from  the 
lommittee  on  Education. 
Thi  secretary  read; 


Ms.  WINANS,  Mr.  President:  I 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
tber  consider  the  article  on  educatioi 

Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Tbe  chairman.    Section  (en  and  amendments  thereto  are  before 

Mb.  8T0ART.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  sorry  to  see  the  opposition  thai 
is  made  to  this  tenth  section,  and  against  the  Universitv,  by  the  farmer* 
on  this  floor— by  many  of  them,  at  least,  I  approve  of  tbe  report  of  the 
committee  generally,  and  will  stand  by  it,  and  I  hope  the  Convection 
will  carry  it  out.  A.  few  words  first,  in  regard  to  the  education  of  our 
children.  The  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  Mr.  West,  1  believe,  said 
that  the  studies  had  been  placed  on  a  higher  plane  than  they  had 
intended  to  go.  1  think  he  is  mislaken,  because  it  is  well  known  that 
four  or  live  yean  ago— about  the  time  the  University  moved  into  iu 
present  quarters — there  were  but  four  or  five  students  during  tiie  whole 
term  iu  tTie  Agricultural  College.  I  know,  for  among  them  was  my  son. 
1  also  had  him  placed  in  the  Mechanic  Arts  College,  besides  other 
branches  of  learning.  It  was  tkanl  to  find  enough  acliolara  to  form  a 
class  in  the  Agricultural  College,  for  the  reason,  I  suppose,  that  the 
farmers  are  just  as  apt  to  want  to  educate  their  sons  in  the  profes- 
sional walks  ss  any  other  class.  Whatever  studies  they  choose  they 
can  take.  I  have  been  greaLly  surprised  at  the  position  taken  here  bj 
the  Workingmeu  and  farmers  upon  this  subject.  This  la  an  educational 
institution,  where  all  farmers'  sous,  all  poor  men's  sous,  are  taught  with- 
out cost  or  charge;  an  institution  that  anv  man  may  attend  bv  simply 
having  enough  lo  bear  his  personal  expenaeiduring  the  time.  1 
and  financial  standing  of  the  Inatitution  has  already  I 


itaading  of  the  Inatitution  has  alreoSy  been  explained  by 
who  know  more  about  it  than  t  do,  I  could  name  a  number  of 
eminent  men  who  have  sent  their  sons  lo  this  institution,  end  they 
have  come  forth  endowed  with  a  brilliant  education,  and  thoroughly 
fitted  to  buffet  with  Llie  world.  The  youngest  member  of  this  body  is  a 
graduate  of  that  institution,  and  stands  to-day  an  btmor  to  his  precep- 
tors, aud  one  of  the  brightest  intellects  on  this^oor.  I  have  no  doubt 
in  saying  that.  These  graduates  are  scattered  all  over  the  State.  Tfaev 
do  not  come  from  the  cities  altogether,  nor'are  they  confined  to  rich 
men's  sons.  They  are  workers,  engaged  in  the  various  pursuits  of  life. 
They  receive  practical  instruction,  which  is  of  use  to  them  in  making  a 
living,  1  believe  that  is  all  I  have  lo  say,  or  need  to  say.  There  ore 
other  and  more  ablegenllemen  who  desire  to  make  remarks  on  this  sub- 
Ma.  WINANS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  ask  that  the  amendment  reporied 
by  the  committee  be  accepted  as  a  part  of  the  report. 

The  chairman.     It  can  only  be  accepted  ai  a  recommendation. 

Mh.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman  :  There  are  many  things  to  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  section  ten  aud  the  proposed  amendments. 
We  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the  University  of  California  has  been 
of  slow  growth,  and  that  it  has  been  owing  to  the  fostering  inQnenoeB 
and  donations  which  it  has  received  from  this  State  and  from  the  Gea- 
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eral  Government,  that  it  has  risen  to  its  present  proud  position.  We 
have  many  older  institutions  of  learning  in  this  country,  they  too  have 
attained  their  status  and  reputation  by  reason  of  munificent  donations 
from  the  patrons  of  education.  There  is  Dartmouth  College,  for  instance. 
That  institution  stood  by  its  rights,  those  rights  which  it  had  acquired 
from  and  under  its  colonial  charter.  It  was  compelled  to  resort  to  litiga- 
tion to  maintain  those  rights,  and  when  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  passed  upon  the  question,  they  said  the  attempt  to  interfere  w^ith 
the  institution  in  that  way  was  a  violation  of  the  Constitution,  in  that  it 
was  impairing  the  obligation  of  a  contract.  The  then  little  institution, 
by  dint  of  perseverance  and  the  aid  of  friends  of  education,  was  thus 
enabled  finally  to  place  herself  upon  a  secure  and  imperishable  founda- 
tion. So  other  institutions  have  grown  up  by  eleemosynary  aid,  until 
they  became  strong  in  development,  and  were  recognized  and  inspired 
confidence  as  established  and  permanent  institutions.  Men  when  dying, 
when  leaving  their  last  legacies  and  bequests,  have  often  coupled  with 
them  a  legacy  for  some  institution  of  learning:  but,  sir,  this,  as  prudent 
men,  they  would  never  have  done  had  they  believed  that  the  institution 
was  on  an  insecure  foundation,  and  the  means  which  they  had  acquired 
with  so  much  toil  and  unrest  would,  after  their  death,  be  scattered  to 
the  four  winds.  Believing  that  the  institution  was  firmly  established 
they  were  willing  to  place  it  on  a  still  more  solid  foundation;  and  I  tell 
you,  sir,  that  if  you  cripple  the  University  of  California,  in  the  way  now 
proposed,  it  will  have  a  powerful  effect  upon  this  class  who  have  a  dis- 
position to  endow  the  institution  with  a  portion  of  their  abundant  wealth. 
If  they  believe  that  the  University  will  be  permanently  changed,  that 
the  funds  will  be  squandered  and  segregated,  that  the  institution  will 
stand  upon  a  questionable  foundation,  they  will  not  endow  it  and  then 
contemplate  the  dissipation  of  their  own  fortunes  in  a  vain  endeavor. 
Nothing  that  we  could  do  would  be  so  hurtful  to  the  growth  and  progress 
of  the  University,  nothing  so  suicidal  as  to  lessen  the  public  confidence 
in  the  stability  and  permanence  of  the  institution.  These  donations, 
these  endowments  for  specific  purposes,  are  in  the  nature  of  a  contract 
which  cannot  be  violated  without  going  contrary  to  the  decisions  of  the 
highest  Court  in  the  land,  and  that  is  precisely  what  the  amendment 
ofirered  by  Mr.  Webster  does. 

Again,  it  has  no  merit  whatever,  over  and  above  the  section  reported 
by  the  committee.  In  the  first  place,  the  Webster  amendment  proposes 
the  segregation  of  the  University  funds,  the  Agricultural  fund  irom  the 
other  funds.  Is  there  anything  in  the  Act  of  Congress  to  warrant  that 
segregation  ?  I  challenge  it  as  antagonistic  to  the  Act  of  Congress.  There 
is  placed  in  this  amendment  a  clause  segregating  these  funds,  when 
there  is  no  such  segregation  authorized  by  the  Act  of  Congress,  either 
directly  or  by  implication. 

I  now  read  from  section  four,  article  nine,  of  the  present  Constitution  : 
"The  Legislature  shall  take  measures  for  the  protection,  improvement, 
or  other  disposition  of  such  lands  as  have  been  or  may  hereafter  be 
reserved  or  granted  by  the  United  States,  or  any  person  or  persons,  to 
this  State,  for  the  use  of  a  University  ;  and  the  funas  accruing  from  the 
rents  or  sale  of  such  lands,  or  from  any  other  source,  for  the  purpose 
aforesaid,  shall  be  and  remain  a  permanent  fund,  the  interest  on  which 
shall  be  applied  to  the  support  of  said  University,  with  such  branches  as 
the  public  convenience  may  demand,  for  the  promotion  of  literature,  the 
arts  and  sciences,  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  terms  of  such  grant.  And 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature,  as  soon  as-may  be,  to  provide 
effectual  means  for  the  improvement  and  permanent  security  of  the 
funds  of  said  University." 

Sir,  the  framers  of  this  Constitution,  whose  seats  we  now  occupy, 
when  they  inaorporated  that  provision  into  the  Constitution,  had  the 
idea  of  a  fJniversity,  with  a  permanent,  indestructible  fund.  That  was 
the  obiect  of  this  provision  m  the  Constitution.  This  provision  ante- 
dates the  congressional  legislation  in  respect  to  this  fund.  The  congres- 
sional Act  was  passed  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two,  but  as  early 
as  the  adoption  of  our  present  Constitution  and  its  ratification  by  the 
people,  it  is  apparent  that  the  framers  of  it  and  the  people  who  voted  for 
it,  thought  there  ought  to  be  a  permanent  University,  with  a  permanent 
fund. 

Now,  sir,  I  have  referred  to  only  one  of  the  cardmal  principles  of 
departure  contained  in  the  Webster  amendment,  the  segregation  of  the 
funds.  I  will  now  cite  another,  which  is  equally  alarming,  which  is  the 
superseding  of  the  broad,  general  culture  contemplated  by, the  Act  of 
Congress,  by  an  agricultural  school.  I  will  read  only  so  much  of  the 
Act  of  Congress  as  relates  to  this  particular  subject  which  I  am  now  con- 
sidering. *'  The  leading  subject  shall  be,  without  excluding  other  scien- 
tific and  classical  studies,"  and  if  you  do  not  exclude  them,  you  must 
include  them;  if  you  have  no  power  to  exclude,  you  must  necessarily 
include,  "the  teaching  of  such  branches  as  are  related  to  agriculture," 
not  simply  agriculture,  but  such  branches  as  are  related  to  agriculture, 
**  in  sucn  manner  as  the  Legislatures  of  the  States  may  respectively  pre- 
scribe, in  order  to  promote  the  liberal  and  practical  education  of  the 
industrial  classes  in  the  several  pursuits  and  professions  of  life." 

This  education  is  not  to  be  in  one  pursuit  or  profession  of  life,  but  in 
the  several  pursuits  and  professions  of  life.  It  is  to  be  both  liberal  and 
practical..  Now,  in  looking  over  the  provisions  of  this  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  I  do  not  see  that  he  has  pro- 
vided for  this  liberal  education.  I  think  he  has  signally  failed  to  include 
those  other  scientific  and  classical  studies  contemplated  by  the  Act  of 
Congress.  I  think  he  has  ignored  the  several  pursuits  and  professions 
of  life,  and  confined  his  attention  exclusively  to  one  department — the 
department  of  agriculture. 

[At  this  point  in  the  speaker's  remarks  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Santa  Clara.     I  will  give  the  gentleman  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  then  proceed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  for  his 
courtesy.  I  have  but  a  few  words  more  to  say.  The  gentleman  from 
Alameda  has  eliminated  from  his  amendment  the  cardinal  principle  of 
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the  congressional  legislation,  which  says  in  efifect  that  the  education 
provided  for  shall  be  in  the  several  pursuits  and  professions  of  life. 
Therefore,  sir,  I  say  that  it  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  Act  of  Congress. 
I  say,  also,  that  it  is  in  violation  of  the  obligation  of  contracts;  that  it 
stands  upon  the  same  plane  as  the  Dartmouth  College  case,  and  that  if 
passed,  it  will  encounter  the  same  opposition  and  the  same  decision. 

I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Alamecta,  why  should  we  seek  to  apply  the 
iconaclastic  hand  to  such  an  institution  as  the  University  of  California? 
It  has  grown  up  under  the  benign  influence  of  the  donations  from  the 
people  of  this  State  and  from  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  together 
with  the  liberal  funds  given  to  it  by  the  College  of  California. 

Look  across  the  bay  at  her  sisters.  There  she  sits,  the  bride  of  the 
Pacific,  her  foot  touching  the  waters,  and  her  head  resting  upon  the 
foothills  of  the  Contra  Costa  range.  Her  outlook  is  over  the  islands  and 
the  Golden  Gate  of  commerce  for  the  Pacific  Coast.  With  such  sur- 
roundings, to  which  may  be  added  a  most  salubrious  climate  and  in^t- 
ing  shade,  we  are  forcibly  reminded  of  Milton's  description  of  the 
gardens  of  Pluto,  where  "the  attic  bird  trills  her  thick-warbled  notes 
the  Summer  long." 

In  spite  of  all  this,  shall  we  do  away  with  this  thrice-fostered  institu- 
tion and  dismantle  her  walls?  Shall  we  compel  our  farmers  to  pay 
tribute  to  other  colleges  outside  of  this  State,  and  send  thence  their 
children  to  acquire  a  liberal  education,  which,  but  for  our  hostile  acts, 
might  as  well  nave  been  acquired  at  home?  The  effect  of  it  will  be  to 
take  a  large  amount  of  means  from  this  State  and  send  it  to  other  Spates, 
and  change  a  now  liberal  and  satisfactory  curriculum  of  study  into  an 
agricultural  specialty. 

Aside  from  the  law  of  the  case,  I  appeal  to  the  State  pride  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alameda,  aye,  more,  to  his  home  pride;  for  the  institution 
whose  claims  I  am  now  advocating  is  located  in  his  own  county. 

It  appears  to  me  to  be  unwise  to  antagonize  Congressional  legislation 
on  this  subject.  The  Legislature  would  have  to  interpret  the  provision 
which  we  may  adopt.  Would  they  pass  laws  to  carry  out  if  they  knew 
it  was  unconstitutional?  that  it  was  in  conflict  with  Congressional  legis- 
lation? Thev  have  repeatedly  refused  to  go  contrary  to  the  laws  of 
Congress,  and  they  are  entitled  to  a  great  deal  of  credit  for  so  doing. 
Shall  we  ask  the  ^legislature  to  undo  what  they  have  already  done  in 
giving  unity  of  design,  and  providing  for  a  liberal  course  of  study  in 
the  University  of  California?  Shall  we  annul,  or  try  to  annul,  the 
Congi'essioual  Act?  and,  lastly,  shall  we  do  violence  to  those  men 
who  have  made  iheir  bequests,  and  died  in  the  hope  that  this  insti- 
tution Was  to  remain  an  established  entity,  and  intact  in  this  State? 
Now,  sir,  I  have  no  fight  to  make  with  agriculture  in  this  State,  nor 
have  I  any  fight  to  make  with  labor  in  this  State.  I  think,  generally, 
my  sympathies  have  run  in  the  direction  of  both ;  but,  sir,  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  experimental  legislation,  or  an  experim<»ntal  constitutional 
provision,  which  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  Act  of  Congress,  the  gen- 
eral sentiment  of  our  people,  and  seeks  to  build  up  foreign  institutious 
of  learning  at  the  expense  of  our  cherished  University. 

So  far  as  the  Regents  are  concerned,  there  is  some  idle  clamor  against 
them.  Some  of  these  men  have  records  in  this  State.  Those  who  have 
been  associated  with  that  Regency  will  bear  witness  to  what  I  say,  that 
these  aspersions  are  a  gross  injustice  to  the  memory  of  the  dead,  and  as 
for  those  who  are  living,  it  is  not  for  me  to  defeud'them  when  they  are 
so  amply  able  to  represent  themselves.  But  I  will  simply  say  that  this 
cry  against  them  is  mere  idle  clamor,  which  cannot  be  substantiated  by 
the  facts.  Sir,  I  admit  that  iconoclasm  is  sometimes  right,  when  some 
mouldy  moss-grown  wrong  is  to  be  removed  out  of  the  pathway  of  pro- 
gress. This  is  something  else.  It  is  an  institution  built  up  by  domestic 
and  national  generosity,  which  has  diffused  and  is  still  diffusing  abroad 
and  general  culture  throughout  the  State.  Aside  from  what  nature  has 
so  liberally  given  us,  it  is  nearly  all  that  we  have  to  be  proud  of  as  Cal- 
ifomians. 

Pass  the  Webster  amendment,  and  after  the  great  wrong  shall  have 
been  done,  it  will  bo  too  late  to  try  to  remedy  the  evil.  After  the  funds 
shall  have  been  segregated,  and  the  present  colleges  shall  have  merged 
into  a  college  of  agriculture,  the  public  confidence  will  be  gone  and  will 
never  crystallize  again  around  any  institution  of  learning  m  this  State. 
This  cannot  be  done  with  my  vote.  Amid  the  ruins  I  should  feel  as 
guilty  as  the  man  who  fired  the  temple  at  Ephesus.  I  do  not  attack 
the  motives  of  the  opposition,  and  only  hope  to  succeed  in  showing  them 
that  their  position  is  ill-advised.    - 

Why,  sir,  the  Act  of  Congress  gives  no  possible  excuse  for  such  a  pro- 
vision as  the  Webster  amendment.  It  says  there  shall  be  at  least  one 
college,  and  that  the  leading  object  shall  be  those  studies  which  relate 
to  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts.  You  may  have  more  than  one 
college  then,  may  you  not?  If  you  have  several  colleges  the  Act  does 
not  say  that  the  leading  object  shall  be  the  same  in  all  of  them.  I 
therefore  humbly  submit  that  the  section,  with  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  is  all  that  is  required,  and  nothing  else 
should  be  adopted.  I  want  no  son  of  mine  to  have  the  bitter  reflection 
that  it  was  his  father  who  attempted  to  destroy  this  great  institution. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   ANDREWS. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  cannot  indorse  the  report  of  the 
committee,  neither  does  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Alameda  entirely  meet  my  views.  I  believe  the  question  is  in  such  a 
position  at  this  time  that  no  amendment  can  be  accepted.  I  have  drawn 
a  section  which  comes  nearer  meeting  my  views  in  relation  to  what  the 
Constitution  should  contain,  than  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alameda.     I  will  read  it  for  information: 

"Sec.  10.  The  Legislature  shall  take  measures  to  preserve  the  funds 
which  have  accrued  or  may  accrue  from  the  disposition  of  such  lands  as 
have  been  or  may  hereafter  be  reserved  or  granted  by  the  United  States 
for  a  college  for  'the  benefit  of  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts;'  and 
the  funds  accrued  or  accruing  from  the  rents  or  sale  of  such  lands,  for 
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i  reina.lii  a  pertiinneiit  fund,tho  inter 
rict  oonrornilty  with  the  terms  of  Bait 
grant;  end  said  college  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture  and  the  mechanii 
aria  may  ba  combined  with  other  colleges  of  the  University  of  the  State 
but  not  BO  as  to  impair  the  C«rni3  of  th«  aroresaid  grant.  It  Bhail  be  th> 
duty  of  the  Legislature,  na  Boon  aa  may  be,  In  provide  effectual  nieaua 
for  the  investment  and  permanent  security  of  the  funds  of  the  Univer- 
sity of  the  SUte." 

The  objectionable  part  ia  left  out — "the  University  of  California  shall 
coiietitute  n  public  Crust."  Now,  air,  there  is  a  trust  which 
regard  to  the  donations  mode  by  Ckingressional  grant.  That 
which  it  is  incumbent  upon  us  (o  preserve.  Now,  the  queetioD  is:  Have 
these  truatA  been  observed,  or  have  they  boon  violated?  Hoa  this  par- 
ticular tmat  b«en  ignored!  Now,  sir,  I  say  it  is  not  for  us  to  say  that  all 
ii^x  trusts  have  been  carried  out.  It  is  not  for  us  to  show  affirmatively 
that  these  trusts  have  not  been  carried  out.  It  is  for  the  o''  " 
show  that  they  have  been.  It  ia  for  those  who  advocate  thi 
show  that  no  part  of  the  trust  has  been  ignoj-ed,  and  that 
observed,  and  kept,  end  fulfilled.  I  have  no  war  to  make  upon  Ihe 
University.  I  believe  the  people  whom  I  represent  desire  lo  ""  "~ 
institution  upon  this  coast  that  will  confer  aa  good  an  education 
institution  iu  the  Uoiteii  States.  I  believe  that  is  the  desire  of  1 
Btiluency  that  I  represent.  I  believe  that  is  the  desire  of  the  people 
of  Calilortiia.  I  believe  that  California  wants  to  be  able  to  say  that 
she  haa  an  Athens  upon  the  Pacific  Coast.  Why  engraft  thia  in  the 
CoDstitution?  Why  is  it  necessary?  Now,  they  any,  in  relation  lo  the 
proposition  offered  by  Mr.  Webster. lliat  it  segregateil  the  funds.  I  have 
not  had  a  chance  to  examine  the  proposition  cnlically,  but,  if  1  under- 
Bland  it,  it  simply  proposea  to  engraft  into  the  Conf 


segregation  of  the  fi 
Act  of  Congress. 
Mb.  CHAPMAN.    Mr.  Chairman:    . 


a  segregatli 
offer  an  omendmen 


If 


a  by  tht 
to   the 


2,  'but  reporta  ahall  be 
"  ""'■" -itaecnerat 


Thk  secretary  read : 

"Amend  by  adding  after  'olTairi'  in  the 
made  annually  lo  the  Governor  of  the  State,  with  reference 
management  and   the   custody,  receipts,  and   diabui 

Mr!  WISANS.    Mr.  Chairman:  The  coraraittee  have  no  objections 
to  requiring  such  reports  to  be  made. 

Ma.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  Chairman :  That  clause  of  the  amendment 
segregating  this  fund  frorn  the  other  fund,  is  of  no  consequence  what- 
ever. By  consent  of  a  number  of  gentlemea  it  haa  been  stricken  out. 
It  is  not  formally  before  the  Convention  yet,  and  we  have  stricken  that 
out.  But  since  the  interest  derived  from  this  source  must  be  applied 
epcclally  for  that  purpose,  as  set  forth  in  this  Act,  the  presumption  ia 
it  must  be  a  separate  fund.  But  itia  not  necessary  at  all.  If  the  interest 
ia  annually  applied  as  provided  for,  that  ia  all  that  ia  necessary.  It  is 
uot  necessary  that  that  clause  should  be  there  at  ail- 
Now,  sir,  the  criticisms  that  have  been  made  here  in  regard  to  the 
management  of  the  University,  ie  not,  in  my  opinion,  any  part  of  this 


of  the  Univ 


goven 


debate.    It  is  simply  a  matter  of  fundamental  law  for  thi 
University.     If  there  is  anything  wrong  in  its  man!  __ 
.ter  for  the  Legislature,  b«it  it  ought  not  to  be  brought 


t,  that 


offered  in  good  faith,  and  with  the  exception  of 

part  in  relation  to  aeparato  funds,  it  is  absolutely  and  in  fact  the 
if  Congress,  with  the  exception  of  the  words  not  included  there, 
"     ind  claaaical  atudiea."    That,  there  is  no  objection  to  adding. 


t,  the  g 


L  of  it 


short  form.  That  is  all  there 
the  history  of  this  Congressional  Act  dates  back  to  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-eight-niue.  I  believe  the  first  iucejrtion  of  it  was,  in  some  of  the 
eastern  stales,  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legialatore,  calling  upon 
Congress  lo  make  an  appropriation  of  land  to  the  several  Stales, Tor  the 
purpose  of  endowing  a  College  of  Agriculture  and  a  College  of  Mechanic 
Arts.  Now,  air,  that  bill  was  before  Congress  for  a  number  of  yeara.  In 
eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-nine  the  hill  passed  both  houses  of  Congress, 
but  was  vetoed  by  the  President,  for  some  reason.  For  a  while  the  old  ml- 
logcs  of  this  country  foughtlhese  agricultural  donations  upon  the  ground, 
that  it  was  to  set  up  an  independent  set  of  colleges.  In  eighteen  hundreil 
and  sixty -two  this  bill  came  upagain,atattme  when  there  was  great  feel- 
ing  in  regartl  lo  military  todies,  and  it  was  pii*sed.  So  after  the  bill 
hi^  passed,  the  several  great  colleges  of  this  country,  and  some  other 
ones,  applied  lo  their  several  States  lo  take  these'  douationa,  and  agree 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Congress.  They  succeeded  in 
many  of  the  Slalei  in  doing  this  very  thing.  Now  the  only  object  I  had 
in  offering  thia  amendment,  was,  that  it  might  be  maintained  and  con- 
ducted in  the  spirit,  and  for  the  purposes,  aa  act  forth  in  the  Act.  In 
my  opinion,  aection  leu,  as  reporUd  by  the  committee,  ia  in  conflict  with 
the  Congressional  Act  itself,  and  for  this  reason  ;  It  says  here,  "  subject 
to  auch  legislative  control  only,  as  may  be  necessary  for  a  compliance 
with  the  ilemanda  of  its  endowment,  and  of  the  several  Acla  of  the  I«g- 
ialature  of  the  State." 

Now,  sir,  in  passing  this  aection  you  confirm  and  establish,  not  only 
the  Act  of  Congress,  as  a  duty  enjoined  upon  the  Legislature,  but  the 
Acts  of  the  Legislature  which  have  been  passed.  Now  which  ought  lo 
take  preccdenceT  They  are  both  in  Ihe  same  section.  Shall  the  Acts  of 
Congress  he  complied  with  or  the  Acts  of  the  Legislature?  Now,  sir,  I 
hold  that  the  consolidation  Act  of  the  last  Legislature  is  incompatible 
with  the  Act  of  Congreaa,  for  that  reason.  It  provides  that  the  Slate 
Treasurer  shall  pay  over  from  time  to  time  the  profits  and  revenue  aris- 
ing from  such  stocks  and  bonds,  upon  the  demand  of  the  Treasurer  of 
the  University,  to  he  disburacd  by  him  to  meet  the  current  annual! 


Bxpenses  of  the  University  of  Califomin.  The  questior 
ahall  take  precedence,  the  consolidation  Act  or  the  i 

Now  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Judge  Ha( 
practicable  lo  leach  practical  education  in  agriculture 
Now,  sir,  I  want  to  call  his  attention  to  the  organic  Act 
University,  and  ace  what  the  Legislature  thought  of  it  i 
what  the  Board  of  Regents  sub^quenlly  thought  of  it. 
the  Congressional  Act  says,  "  in  order  to  promote  the  lil 
cal  education,"  etc.  What  doea  thai  word  "practical" 
what  the  organic  Act  aays: 

"  Sec  4.     The  College  of  Agrici 


selecting  the  professors  and  in 
ture,  the  Regents  shall,  so  far  as  in  I 
such  acquirements  in  their  several ' 
charge  the  duties  of  Professor  in  Ih 
of  hfines  and  of  Civil  Engineering 
be  hereafter  established.  As  soon 
maausl  labor  ahall  be  established 
College,  and 
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3  for  the  u 


e  first  ec 
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r, select  p 


lefraying 


ical  education  in  agriculture,  landscape  gardeni 
lenta,  and  to  afford  them  an  opportunity  by  t 


tages  ahall  be  open 


■Row,  s 


nof  tl 


irst  instance  to  students 

illed  lo  a  preference  in  thi 

[Here  the  gavel  fell,  objection  being  made  lo  the  spes 

Mb.  lewis.     I  give  him  my  time,  though  I  ahall 

amendment. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.     Now,  sir,  here  is  the  organic  Ad 

Slated  two  colleges,  one  for  agriculture  and  the  other  tt 
ow,  sir,  here  is  aection  oue  thousand  four  hundred 
Political  Code,  which  reads  as  follows: 

■'3kc.  140i.    A  svslem  of  moderate  manual  tabor  m« 
in  connection  with  the  Agricultural  College,  upon  its 
ornamental  grounds,  for  practical  education  iu  agricu 
scape  gardening." 
-.  .._   .:_  the  Regents  themselves,     '"    '"         •     ■   ■ 


lainly  had  an  idea  then  tilt 


ithattim< 


agriculture.  ,  .. 

lo  put  anything  in  this  amendment  that  will  be  superfli 
provide  that  these  legacies  and  endowments  ahall  be  ap 
posea  for  which  they  were  intended,  and  stop  right  thei 
sidered  sufficient,  because  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  I 
it  anyway ;  but  there  is  hardly  a  Constitution  in  exiatei 
have  more  than  this;  they  generally  have,  in  a  concise 
points  of  the  Congressional  Act.  This  is  not  an  impro 
to  do  here,  because  there  is  not  ten  per  cent,  of  thia  b 
who  have  read  that  Congressional  Act,  and  if  you  put  i. . 


I  of  that  A 


n  queation  be  now 


Mb.  waters,    I  move  the  previous  question. 

Socindcd  by  Hcsst^  Murjihy,  Schell,  Kenny,  and  Smith. 

Ths  CIIAIHMA5.     The  question  is:  Shall  the  main  queatii 
put? 

Carried— ayes,  Bl ;  noes,  51. 

Thx  CHAIRMAN.  The  first  question  is  upon  the  amendment  lo  tho 
amendment  offered  by  Mr,  Chapman. 

Adopted. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  upon  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Loa  Angeles,  Mr.  Howard,  as  amended. 

Adopted. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment  of  tho  gentleman  from  Alanjed* 
will  now  be  iu  order. 

Lost — ayea,  37. 

Mb.  URACE.  .  I  move  to  amend. 

Thr  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  ten  by  adding  fhereto  the  fbllowing :  '  Provided  that 
women  over  twenty-one  yeara  of  age,  and  eitiicos  of  thia  State,  mav 
be  appointed  Regents  of  such  University,  and  one  or  more  of  such 
women  shall  always  be  members  by  appointment. to  the  Board  of 
Regenls.' " 

Mit.GBACE.  Mr.Chairman;  I  hnvealways  been  infavorof  the  Uni- 
versity of  Caiifomia,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  it  to-day,  and  I  am  in  favor  of 
doing  anything  and  everything  that  will  promote  the  education  of  tho 
youth  of  this  laud,  and  I  believe  that  the  membera  of  thia  Convention  arc 
in  favor  of  doing  what  thev  believe  to  be  right,  I  hold  that  women 
should  have  sa  much  right  there  as  men.  If  it  ia  a  place  built  for  farmer's 
sons,  it  ought  lo  be  a  place  for  farmer's  daughters.  I  believe  that  women 
should  be  represented  in  every  department  of  this  Government,  and  I 
tell  you,  sir.  if  women  had  a  voice  in  the  management  of  ojir  educM- 
tional  inalitutions  they  would  be  better  managed.     [Applause,]      I 


that  women  are  entitled  to  live,  move,  and  have 
they  are  the  weaker  aex,  all  the  m 
fostering  arm  of  the  law  should  be  thrown  around  t 
the  Constitution,  and  you  need  have  no  fear  but  what  the  people  will 
indorse  your  action.  We  will  do  justice  to  ourselves,  justice  to  the 
women,  and  we  will  have  a  government  in  truth  ond  in  fact,  of  the 
people,  by  the  people,  aud  for  the  people.    [Applause.] 

THE    FBItVlOVS    qUlSTION. 

Ma.  MURPHY.     I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Mesai-s.  Tully,  Becrstcchor,  Shoemaker,  and  Biggs. 
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Tbe  chairman.  The  question  is :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Grace. 

Lost. 

Mr.  WINANS.  I  mov^ithat  the  committee  now  rise/report  back  the 
article  to  the  Convention,  and  recommend  its  adoption  as  amended. 

Lost — aves,  47. 

Mr.  AY£RS.    Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read : 

"  Sec  10.  The  University  of  California  shall  constitute  a  public  trusty 
and  its  organization  and  government  shall  be  subject  to  sucn  legislative 
control  as  may  be  necessary  to  insure  compliance  with  the  terras  of  its 
endowments,  and  of  the  several  Acta  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  donating  lands  or  money  for  its  support.  It  shall  be  entirely 
independent  of  all  political  or  sectarian  inmiences,  and  kept  free  there- 
from in  the  appointment  of  its  Regents,  and  in  the  administration  of  its 
affairs." 

REMARKS  OF    MR.   ATBRS.. 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman :  It  will  be  seen  that  I  have  eliminated 
most  of  the  objectionable  features  from  the  section  as  reported  b^  the 
committee,  and  I  offer  this  as  a  compromise  measure.  I  nave  stricken 
out  the  part  which  perpetuates  the  character  and  form  of  the  present 
organization,  and  the  Board  of  Regents,  by  implication,  conforming  to 
the  legislation  on  this  subject  heretofore  passed.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the 
beginning  of  this  discussion  I  must  confess  that  I  was  imbued  to  some 
extent  with  the  prevalent  preiudice  against  the  management,  or  rather 
the  manner  in  which  the  University  was  carried  out  by  the  Board  of 
Hegents,  as  a  trust.  But  with  the  discussion  upon  this  floor,  with  the 
remarks  of  gentlemen  who  are  connected  with  that  institution,  and  who 
know  all  of  its  inside  workings,  I  am  satisfied  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
clamor  and  prejudice  existing  is  unfounded.  But  at  the  same  time  this 
debate  has  brought  me  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  well  for 
this  State  to  set  up  the  University  as  a  close  corporation,  one  which 
would  not  be  sufficiently  controlled  bv  the  authority  of  tbe  State,  and 
my  amendment,  if  it  should  be  acceptable  to  the  committee,  I  think  will 
strike  out  those  portions  which  have  raised  so  much  opposition,  and 
leave  that  institution  entirely  controllable  and  amenable  to  the  authority 
of  the  State.  I  think  if  gentlemen  will  consider  my  amendment  they 
will  see  that  it  is  just  what  is  needed. 

SPEECH  OP  MR.   LAINS. 

Mr.  LAINE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  take  it  for  granted  that  it  is  unnec- 
essary for  any  one  to  speak  in  regard  to  the  aa  vantages  that  flow  from 
education.  We  are  all  convinced  in  regard  to  that  matter.  I  am  satis- 
fied there  is  no  gentleman  upon  this  floor  who  desires  to  antagonize  the 
University  of  California.  M!ost  of  the  members  of  this  Convention  are 
old  Californians.  They  are  proud  of  her  name  and  proud  of  her  his- 
tory, and  the  name  of  this  university  alone  would  endear  her  to  all  of 
us  who  have  grown  up  here,  and  we  all  desire  to  make  this  institution 
an  ornament  to  this  State.  But  we  must  ever  remember  that  no  insti- 
tution can  flourish  unless  it  be  fostered.  We  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to 
the  proposition  that  popular  sovereignty  has  the  control  of  this  meas- 
ure. Make  the  University  of  California  popular,  and  from  one  end  of 
this  State  to  the  other  let  a  finger  be  raised  against  her  prosperity,  and 
that  individual  will  be  at  once  denounced.  Now,  we  are  all  desirous,  I 
have  no  doubt,  of  making  a  ^ood  institution.  We  desire  to  see  her  rise 
from  her  recumbent  position  mto  proud  and  lofty  station.  We  want  to 
see  her  take  her  feet  from  the  waves  of  the  bay,  and  her  head  from  the 
hills,  and  stand  erect,  the  proud  and  glorious  institution  of  this  glorious 
State.  We  desire  to  see  her  pouring  iorth  an  unbroken  stream  of  youth 
on  this  land,  armed  with  an  education  that  they  dare  advance  to  the 
battle  of  life,  as  with  an  armor  of  iron  and  steel.  We  all  know  that  in 
the  battle  of  life  an  education  is  better  than  sword  or  shield.  Now,  we 
know  that  there  will  always  be  attempts  made  to  traduce  the  parties 
who  manage  public  institutions,  in  any  land  and  in  any  country,  and 
there  will  be  a  feeling  among  people  that  something  is  wrong,  even 
though  they  can  give  no  reasons  to  justify  it.  And  I  am  satisfi^  there 
has  ^en  a  feeling  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  State  that 
something  was  wrone  aoout  this  institution,  and  none  can  tell  why. 
And  the  legislation  which  we  are  attempting  to  enact,  and  the  conditions 
placed  here,  will  have  a  tendency  to  Keep  up  that  feeling  of  dislike 
towards  the  institution.  Now,  we  should  in  all  things  so  frame  this 
Act  that  justice  will  be  done,  and  that  this  suspicion  would  not  thereby 
be  strengthened.  It  is  not  necessary  to  stir  up  embittered  feeling. 
These  men  are  oflSoers  of  the  State,  and  they  are  liable  at  any  day  to  l^ 
called  on  to  give  an  account  of  their  stewardship.  These  men  are 
but  human,  and  are  liable  to  make  blunders  like  the  rest  of  us.  But 
in  all  things,  as  far  as  my  observation  has  gone,  I  believe  they  have 
labored  for  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of  this  State.  Why,  do  you 
think  there  is  no  pride  in  the  human  heart  that  it  should  want  to  be 
connected  with  a  failure  ?  The  members  of  this  Convention  would  not 
want  it  to  go  forth  to  the  world  that  we  had  failed  in  our  efforts  here. 
Now,  it  beoDme  my  duty,  as  a  njember  of  the  Legislature,  to  investigate 
this  matter — in  the  Legislature  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three 
-four.  The  report  of  our  proceedings  can  be  found  in  the  Journal  of 
the  Senate  and  Assembly  or  that  session.  It  was  a  joint  committee,  and 
we  went  to  the  University.  We  brought  before  us  those  who  were 
clamoring  against  the  administration,  and  we  made  just  as  thorough  an 
investigation  as  our  time  would  allow,  and  the  conclusion  which  the 
committee  arrived  at  was  that  the  Regents  had  done  well,  considering 
all  things;  that  they  deserved  the  sympathy  and  support  of  the  people 
at  large  for  their  management  of  the  University.  That  was  our  judg- 
ment after  deliberate  examination.  Something  has  been  said  in  the 
argument  here  about  charges  made  against  the  Regents  by  Professifr 


Carr.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  sworn  testimonv  of  that  gentleman 
on  page  thirty-four  of  the  report,  wherein  he  refutes  that  statement. 
Again,  on  another  page,  in  answer  to  a  question  as  to  whether  he  had 
found  the  yeomanry  friendly  to  the  University  .or  not,  he  answered  that 
he  had  never  found  anything  to  the  contrary.  Hence  I  am  satisfied 
that  much  of  this  clamor  has  arisen  from  -a  misconception  of  the  fiacts. 
Now,  I  am  opposed  to  section  ten.  Now,  it  is  the  privilege  and  the 
duty  of  members  to  offer  suggestions  and  amendments,  but  amendments 
should  not  be  offered  or  dung  to  unless  they  are  intended  to  accomplish 
some  good  purpose.  There  should  be  no  pride  of  opinion.  Now,  it  is 
not  that  my  amendment  or  your  amendment,  my  course  or  your  course, 
should  be  adopted,  but  what  is  best  for  this  institution,  what  is  best  for 
the  whole  State?  That  is  the  question  that  is  before  us  now.  Now,  it 
has  been  said  by  one  member  here,  that  they  feared  the  cutting  off  of 
these  bequests,  and  that  if  this  section  was  not  passed  the  Legislature 
would  have  power  in  some  way  to  divert  or  misapply  these  donations. 
Hence,  they  desire  to  place  the  institution  upon  a  firm  foundation,  so 
that  some  mere  passing,  temporary  excitement  will  not  remove  or  destroy 
it,  together  with  the  monuments  of  those  who  have  gone  from  eartn 
and  left  the  labor  of  years  to  endow  this  institution.    This,  of  course,  is 

E roper,  because  no  man  desires  to  leave  a  legacy  to  an  institution  unless 
e  can  be  ajBsured  that  it  will  stand  amid  changing  times,  long  after  his 
own  bones  are  crumbling  into  dust.  I  do  not  believe  the  section,  as 
reported,  will  accomplish  the  result  aimed  at,  because  it  seems  to  me 
you  place  it  in  bands  of  iron,  so  that  it  can  never  ^row  or  expand :  so 
that  she  can  never  become  greater ;  so  that  an  additional  college  could 
never  be  added.  Hence,  I  nave  drafted  a  substitute  and  I  will  trouble 
the  Convention  by  reading  it: 

*'  The  University  of  California  is  herebjr  declared  to  be  a  perpetual 
institution  of  this  State,  organized  to  administer  a  great  public  trust,  and 
the  Legislature  shall  have  no  power io  impair  or  divert  any  gift,  grant, 
or  donation  made  to  it,  from  tne  purposes  or  obiccts  of  those  making 
such  gift,  ^rant,  or  donation  ;  its  officers  shall  hold  office  for  such  time 
as  the  Legislature  may  prescribe.  Instructions  shall  be  therein  given, 
in  addition  to  other  matters,  in  agriculture,  metallurgy,  the  mechanic 
arts  and  applied  science,*  it  shall  be  entirely  independent  of  all  political 
and  sectarian  influences." 

They  have  a  number  of  oolleees  now.  By  the  tenth  section  they  can 
never  have  any  more,  because  tnere  never  can  be  any  change.  In  order 
to  meet  the  difficulties  which  I  can  ^ee  will  arise  if  the  tenth  section  is 
adopted,  I  offer  this  as  a  substitute. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   BARTON. 

Mr.  barton.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  refuting,  if 
possible,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the  char^  that  the  farmers  of  this 
State,  especially  the  farmers  in  this  Convention  are  opposed  to  the  edu- 
cational interest  in  this  State,  and  especially  that  of  the  University  of 
Californidr  As  for  me,  having  lived  in  this  State  over  a  quarter  of  a 
century,  coming  here  as  I  did  when  we  had  but  a  few  sparse  mission 
schools,  there  is  no  man  in  the  State  of  California  who  has  watched  the 
practical  progress  of  education  more  than  I  myself,  and  therefore  I  deny 
that  the  cliarge  has  any  foundation.  The  country  elements  in  this  State 
to-day  are  the  very  ones,  more  than  any  other,  that  arc  desirous  of 
seeing  the  onward  march  of  progress  and  education.  It  is  not  my  desire 
to  make  a  rehash  of  anything  that  has  been  said,  but  inasmuch  as  I  am 
charged  with  having  broach^  the  subject,  I  cannot,  and  will  not,  with 
the  permission  of  the  Convention,  sit  still  and  see  the  matter  white- 
washed, without  rising  to  refute  it.  In  regard  to  the  tenth  section  now 
being  considered  by  this  body,  I  desire  to  say  that  it  does  not  meet  with 
the  approval  of  the  farming  element  here,  for  the  reason  that  it  takes 
the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of  the  people,  the  proper  and  correct  persons 
to  whom  these  Regents  should  be  res{x>nsible.  That  is  my  objection  to 
the  tenth  section.  In  regaixl  to  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Santa  Clara,  in  regard  to  the  investigation  made  by  the  Joint 
Commission  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three-four,  I  would  inform 
this  Convention  that  the  committee  was  so  surprised,  and  believed  that 
they  had  been  appointed  and  created  for  the  purpose  of  forestalling  the 
actfon  of  the  committee  of  the  lower  branch  of  the  Legislature,  which 
was  investigating  the  Board  of  Resents,  in  which  business  it  had  been 
engaged  for  a  number  of  days,  perhaps  two  weeks,  before  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  joint  committee.  When  we  had  been  at  work  some  days, 
we  were  informed  by  the  papers  that  there  was  a  joint  committee 
appointed,  and  that  it  would  be  in  San  Francisco  the  following  day.  It 
came  there.  The  first  intimation  we  had  of  it  officially  was  a  note 
received  from  the  Chairman  of  the  committee,  asking  us  to  join  them  in 
a  joint  investigation  of  the  Board  of  Regents  and  the  affairs  of  the  Uni- 
versity, after  we  had  been  investigating  some  days,  perhaps  two  weeks, 
ourselves.  Our  reply  was  that  inasmuch  as  we  had  been  investigating 
already,  it  would  be  impossible  for  us  then  to  retrace  our  steps  and  enter 
into  a  general  investigation  with  them.  And  I  know  what  I  say  when 
I  assert  that  the  joint  committee  had  not  time  to  make  an  investigation 
of  the  books,  records,  and  documents  of  the  Board  of  Regents,  because 
during  the  four  or  five  weeks  of  our  investigation  there  was  no  possible 
show  for  these  books  to  have  passed  out  of  our  hands,  because  they  were 
actually  in  our  possession. 

Mr.  reed.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  if  the  two  committees  were 
not  upon  different  subjects — one  upon  public  buildings^  and  the  other 
upon  the  management  of  the  University? 

Mr.  barton.  Yes,  sir;  perhaps  that  is  correct.  However,  I  want 
it  distinctly  understood  that  I  am  not  desirous  of  waging  any  war  against 
the  public  educational  institutions  of  this  State.  All  I  want  is  that  these 
men  shall  be  held  responsible  to  the  people.  They  have  the  right  to 
always  control  it,  and  I  do  not  want  to  pa^  a  section  that  will  place  it 
beyond  their  control. 

8PEE0H   OF  MR.   VAN  DYKE. 

Mr.  van  dyke.    Mr.  Chairman:    I  am  glad   to  see  good  feeling 
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to  the  Acts  of  the  Legislature  in  carrying  out  the  Act  of  Congress.  Now, 
sir,  1  think  the  Legislatjjre  of  this  State  hut,  not  only  in  spirit,  but  id 
letter,  carried  out  the  Act  of  Congress  in  regard  to  th«se  '  '  - 
.1  think,  further,  that  the  Regents  of  the  Univarsity,  in  acUnj 


the  thanks 
ler  in  which  thej-have,  t 
lilt  I  remark  here,  fnrthei 
of  tlie  State  Legislature 
in  tliat  Congress  recently  )>assed 


long  as  i 
in  the 


«ialatui 
of  the  people  of  this  State  for  the  u 
Enanageil  the  donations  of  Congress. 
Cougress  iteolf  )ias  indorsed  the  ad 
manner  of  treating  this  fund,  for  thei 
an  Act  allowing  the  Regents  o(  the  State  Uoi 
embraced  in  the  grant,  upon  unsurveyed  lands, 
exceeding  five  dollars  an  acre.  What  is  the  resuiti  ii.  ai  once  mi 
them  preferred  lands,  and  the  Regents  of  the  University  have  reali; 
from  tliat  grant  about  five  dollars  an  acre  on  the  average,  whereas, 
the  other  Stales  they  only  realized  about  one  dollar  per  aere  in  curren  , 
whereas  our  Board  realized  tlvedollars  peracre  in  gold  coin.  And  I  sny 
that  Congress,  by  that  Act.  virtually  recogniied  and  approved  the  Acts 
of  the  Stale  of  California  to  carrying  out  that  grant.  I  say,  therefore, 
that  the  Regents  have  done  well,  and  are  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  tbi 
people  of  California. 

Mow,  air,  I  am  opposed  to  any  project  that  seeks  to  divide  or  impair 
this  fund,  because  it^that  is  done  it  will  have  the  same  effect  as  dividing 
and  impairing  the  common  school  fund,  and  it  would  weaken  nai 
destroy  the  Stale  University.  It  will  destroy  confidence  In  it,  and  thit 
is  an  institution  that  cannot  esist  without  the  confidence  of  the  com- 
tnn'hitj,  because  thsee  great  institutions  of  learning  must  depend  foi 
support  upon  endowments,  in  a  great  measure,  I  was  reading  some 
time  ago  an  account  of  the  great  Univei^ities  of  the  oountry,  and  the 
amount  of  property  Ihey  own.  Tlw  Harvard  University  stands  first  in 
rank  as  to  wealth,  having  over  six  million  dollars.  Of  all  that  vasf 
fund  belonging  to  that  college,  only  about  two  hundred  and  sixteen 
thousand  dollars  came  from  tbe  State  of  MaesaohUBetta,  and  the  rest  ol 
me  from  private  endowraenla.     Now,  that  will  bf 

"fereoce  to  the  University  of  California  if  it  is  allowed  to  be 
a  firm  fonnd'ation.     These  bequests  will  not  be  made  so 

lubject  tochange  by  the  Legislature.  Fix  it  permanently 
Clonic  law,  and  there  will  be  campleto  confidence,  such  as  the 
older  institutions  of  the  country  enjoy,  and  it  will  he  the  recipient  ol 
frequent  and  generous  endowments.  It  is  known  that  the  late  Michael 
Reese  in  his  first  will,  had  proposed  to  give  to  the  University  two  hun- 
dred and  fifty  thousand  dollars.  Why  did  he  change  that  will  T  Why, 
Ijeoause  the  Legislature  atlemptod  to  make  a  raid  upon  the  University, 
and  the  very  fact  that  this  assault  war  made,  weakened  his  coulideucc 
ia  the  permanency  of  the  institution,  and  he  modified  his  will.  We  do 
not  wish  to  place  it  beyond  legislative  control.  No  one  d«||res  that 
We  are  willing  that  it  shall  be  under  legislative  control,  the  same  a) 
Harvard  and  other  Universities  are,  but  we  do  not  want  the  Legisla- 
ture to  have  power  to  destroy  it  or  impair  lis  usefulness.  It  must  b( 
made  permanent  in  order  to  enjoy  the  public  confidence. 

THE    FKKVIOUS    qUEBTIOH. 

Me.  TINNIN.    I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Wvatt,  Lindow,  Van  Voorhies,  and  Wfiito. 

Thu  chairman.    The  question  ia  :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 

Tm  CHAIEMAN.  The  first  question  ia  upon  the  amendment  of  tht 
gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine. 

Division  being  called  for,  the  amendment  waa  adopted,  by  a  voto  oi 
88  ayes  to  i9  noes. 

Mb.  MORELAND  (aye),  paired  with  Mr.  Campbell  (no). 

Thi  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  upon  the  amendment  aaamended. 

Adopted. 

Mr.  murphy.  Mr.  Chairman;  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  back  the  article  to  the  Convention,  and  recommend  its  adoption 
as  amended- 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

The  PRESIDENT.    Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
Instructed  mo  to  report,  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on   Education,  have  adopted  sundry  amend- 
ado]ition  as  amended, 
e  report  be  ordered  printod. 


Ma.  WIXANS. 

Mb.  SHOEMAKER.    I  ir 

Lost. 

Mh,  INSfAN,    I  move  tl 


itself  li 


'6  that  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn. 
,  we  take  up  the  bill  of  rights  in  Conven 


emption. 


3  piiriJos 


report  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Hoi 
Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 
Thk  SECRETARY  read  the  section  reported  by  the  committee: 
Sbc.  — .  Hereafter  llie  homestead,  consisting  of  the  familv  Swflling- 
housa,  outbuildings,  iniprorements,  and  lands  appurtenant' thereto,  of 
each  head  of  a  family  resident  in  this  Slate,  of  the  value  not  exceeding 
five  thousand  dollars,  shall  not  be  alienated  or  iaciimhered,  except  by 
the  consent,  in  manner  to  be  prescribed  hy  law,  of  both  husband  anci 

.from  seizure  or  sale  for  the  payment  of  any  debt  or  liability,  except  for 
the  purohflse- money  and  the  payment  of  taxes,  laborers'  and  mechanics' 


head  of  familv, 
istentwitji  tills 


liens,  and  ohligatioDS  for  tlie  impruvemeut  of  sue 
debts  incurred  before  the  adoption  of  this  Constiti 
the  death  of  the  husband  and  wife,  the  surviving 
if  the  family,  if  any,  shall  succeed  to  the  title  a 

Legislature  ahall,  by  ge 
ffectually  secure  t^e  be 
stead  exemption. 

Ma.  ROLFE.     Mr.  Chairman:  I  offer  a  aubstitu 

Tuit  SECRETARY  read; 

"  The  Legislature  shall  protect  by  law  from  fort 
tion  of  the  homestead  and  other  property  of  all  hei 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  Dislriot,  I  move  to  add 
vided,  that  nothing  herein  contoined  shall  impair 
existing  at  the  lime  of  the  adoption  of  this  Constiti 

Ma.  ROLFE,     Mr.  Chairman:    I  call  attention 
substitute  which  I  offer  is  word  for  word  the  sam 
tion.     It  is  section  fifteen  of  article  eleven.     Now, 
I  do  not  know  of  any  injustice  or  wrong  that  has  ever  been  done,     Tl 
Legislature,  at  one  time  or  another,  has  always  provided  cxemptioi 
from  forced  sale  for  the  homestead  and  certoin   other  property.      " 
have  always  had  very  good  homestead  laws  in  the  Constitution .'  aJii 
the  Codes.     The  Constitution  says  what  we  ahall  have,  and  the  Legi 
ture  carries  out  the  details.     Now,  when  it  has  stood  the  test  for  Cwec 
nine  years,  I  see  no  reason  for  changing  it. 

Mr.  laine.  Mr.  Chairman :  As  this  is  a  matter  of  considen 
impnrtonce,  I  move  that  the  oommittee  rise,  report  progress,  and 
leave  to  sit  again. 

IN   CONVENTION. 
TBI  PRESIDENT.    Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  hi 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead  Exemption,  hare  m 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 


Mr.McFARLAND.    I  move  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn. 

And  at  four  o'clock  r.  u.  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  to-m 
ow  morning  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE   HUNDRED  AND   EIGHTEENTH    DA 

SicRiMENTO,  Thursday,  January  23d,  1879 
st  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirtv  m 


The  roll  was  called 

aud  members  found  In 

ttendanceas.followa: 

Andrews, 

Howard,4>f  Mariposa 

Reynolds, 

Ayera, 

Iluestis, 

Rh^es, 

Barbour, 

Hughey, 

Ringgold, 

Barry, 

Hunter, 

Rolte, 

Barton, 

Scheil, 

Johnson, 

Shomp, 

Belcher, 

Jones, 

Shafier, 

Bell, 

Joyce, 

Berry, 

Kelley, 

Shurtieff, 

Biggs. 

Smith,  of  Santa  Cl&r 

Blackmer, 

Smith,  of  4lhDislric 

Boggs, 

Kleine, 

6mith,of  San  Francis 

Boucher, 

Laine, 

Soule, 

Brown, 

SF 

Burt, 

Steele, 

Caplea, 

Casserly, 

I^™|ie. 

Stuart, 

Chapman, 

Lewis, 

Sweasey, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Swing, 

Davis, 

Thompson, 

De,n, 

Martin,  of  SanU  Cruz 

TinniST 

Dowling, 

McCallum, 

Townsend, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

McComas. 

Tully, 

Dunlap, 

McConnell, 

Turner, 

Estee, 

McCoy, 

Tuttle, 

Evey, 

McFarland, 

Vacquerel, 

Farrell, 

McNutt, 

Van  Dvke, 

Fileher, 

Miller, 

Van  Vborhies, 

Freud, 

Mills, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Garvey, 

Mofiat, 

Walker,  of  Tuolumn 

Glascock, 

MoreUnd, 

Waters, 

Morse, 

Webster, 

Grace, 

Murphy, 

Weller, 

llager, 

Nason, 

Wellin, 

HaVe. 

Nelson. 

West, 

Harrison, 

Keunaber, 

Wickes, 

Hnrvey, 

Ohlever, 

White, 

Heiskell, 

O'SuUivan, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Herold, 

Overton, 

WilBon,of  1st  Distrioi 

Herrington, 

Prouty, 

Winans, 

Hitehoock, 

Pulliam. 

Wyatt, 

Holmes, 

Reddy, 

Mr.  President. 

IIowanl,of  Los  Angel 

»,Recd, 

Jan.  23, 1879. 
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Barnes, 

Campbell, 

Cowden, 

Cross, 

Crouch, 

Doyle, 


Gregg* 
Hall, 

Hilborn, 

Noel, 

O'Donnell, 

Porter, 

Terry. 


ABSRNT. 

Eagon, 
Edgerton, 
Estey, 
Pawcett, 
Finney, 
Freeman, 
Dudley,of  San  Joaquin,  Graves, 

LEAVR   OF   ABSENCE. 

Leave  of  abaenoe,  for  two  days,  was  granted  to  Mr.  Cross. 
.     Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  Mr.  Estey. 

THE   JOURNAL. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.    Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  reading  of 
the  Journal  be  dispensed  with  and  the  same  approved. 
So  ordered. 

PETITIONS. 

Mb.  smith,  of  Santa  Clara,  presented  the  following  petition  signed 
by  a  large  number  of  citizens  of  Santa  Clara  County,  asking  the  exemp- 
tion of  certain  property  from  taxation : 

To  the  Honorable  J.  P.  Hoge,  Pre8idout,and  to  momberB  of  tho  Constitutional  Con- 

▼entlon : 

Gentlemen  :  Your  petitfoneni,  citizens  of  tho  State  of  California,  and  residonts  of 
Mil pitas^  Santa  Clara  County,  California,  moat  rospectfuliy  roquest-your  honorable 
body  to  exempt  from  taxation  all  property  used  oxclusively  for  charitable,  educa- 
tional, and  church  purposes. 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  the  article  on  revenue  and 
taxation.  ' 

Messrs.  Brown  and  Morse  presented  similar  petitions. 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  the  article  on  revenue  and 
taxation. 

NOTICE. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  give  notice,  that  after 
the  consideration  of  this  report  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Home- 
stead Exemption,  I  shall  call  for  the  consideration  of  the  general  file 
in  Convention,  for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  some  of  tho  articles  and 
disposing  of  them,  so  that  they  can  go  to  tue  Committee  on  Revision 
ana  Adjustment. 

LAND   AND   HOMESTEAD   EXEMPTION. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Santa  Clara.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Con- 
vention resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in 
the  chair,  for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Land  and  Homestead  Exemption. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

The  chairman.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  section  suid  amend- 
ments. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  — .  Hereafter  the  homestead,  consisting  of  the  family  dwelling- 
house,  outbuildings,  improvements,  and  lauds  appurtenant  thereto,  of 
each  head  of  a  family  resident  in  this  State,  of  the  value  not  exceeding 
five  thousand  dollars,  shall  not  be  alienated  or  incumbered,  except  by 
the  consent,  in  manner  to  bo  prescribed  by  law,  of  both  husbana  and 
wife,  where  that  relation  exists;  and  such  homestead  shall  be  exempt 
from  seizure  or  sale  for  the  payment  of  any  debt  or  liabilitv,  except  for 
the  purchase-money  and  the  payment  of  taxes,  laborers'  and  mechanics' 
liens,  and  obligations  for  the  improvement  of  such  homesteadi  and  for 
debts  incurred  oefore  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution.  And  in  case  of 
the  death  of  the  husband  and  wife,  the  surviving  member  or  members  of 
the  family,  if  any,  shall  succeed  to  the  title  and  possession  of  such  home- 
stead, with  the  like  exemption  herein  prescribed  in  favor  of  such  head 
of  the  family.  And  the  Legislature  snail,  by  general  law,  not  incon- 
sistent with  this  section,  effectually  secure  the  benefits  of  such  home- 
stead exemption. 

Substitute  offered  by  Mr.  Rolfe : 

"Amend  by  substituting:  'The  Legislature  shall  protect,  by  law,  from 
forced  sale,  a  certain  portion  of  the  homestead  and  other  property  of  all 
heads  of  families.' " 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Wilson,  of  First  District : 

"  Amend  by  adding  to  the  section :  '  Provided^  that  nothing  herein 
contained  shall  impair  any  homestead  right  existing  at  the  time  of  the 
adoption  of  this  Constitution.'" 

The  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  desire  to  know  if  that  is  not  to  be  added  to  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino? 

The  chairman.     It  is  to  be  a<l&ed  to  the  section  as  reported  by  the 
committee.    The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amenament  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson. 
'The  amendment  was  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino,  Mr.  Rolfe. 

Mr.  BWENSON.     I  have  a  substitute  for  section  one. 

"The  Legislature  shall  protect,  by  law,  from  forced  sale" 

The  chairman.    There  is  already  a  substitute  pending. 

Mr.  HAGER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  believe  this  is  the  same  provision 
that  is  in  the  existing  Constitution.  The  law  has  been  well  settled  in 
this  State,  in  regard  to  homesteads,  under  that  provision  in  the  Consti- 
tution. It  is  settled  and  determined,  at  this  time,  with  exact  certainty, 
by  the  decisions  of  the  Courts,  what  constitutes  a  homestead,  and  I 
think  that,  as  it  is  settled,  we  had  better  adhere  to  the  old  Constitution. 
We  had  better  leave  things  alone,  unless  there  is  an  absolute  necessity 
for  change,  and  a  certainty  of  effecting  some  useful  improvement. 


Mr.  van  DYKE.  Mr.  Chairman:  For  the  reasons  assigned  by  tho 
gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  adoption 
of  the  substitute  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Son  Bernardino.  It  is 
the  section  in  the  present  Constitution ;  it  has  worked  well,  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  we  should  depart  from  it  for  some  new  and  untried  scheme. 

BEMARKS   of   MR.   BCHELL. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  rise,  sir,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  speech  on  this  subject,  but  merely  to  state  that  I  hope  tnat  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino  will  be  adopted. 
I  believe  that  our  Legislature  has  made  the  most  ample  provision  for  the 
protection  of  the  homestead,  and  there  is  no  complaint  on  that  head.  I 
would  rather  leave  it  where  it  is.  I  have  heard  some  complaints,  how- 
ever, from  some  quarters,  that  it  is  too  high,  that  the  amount  exempted 
is  too  great.  If  the  people  of  this  State  should,  in  the  future,  determine 
that  it  was  too  great,  that  it  was  exempting  too  much,  why,  then  the 
Legislature,  if  vou  leave  it  as  it  is  now,  may  alter  it,  but  if  this  amend- 
ment reported  hy  the  committee  should  be  adopted,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  change  the  amount  at  all;  I  think  a  close  examination  of  the 
report  will  reveal  the  fact  that  it  is  decidedly  inconsistent  with  the 
existing  statutes  upon  that  subject,  and,  as  has  been  remarked  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Judge  Hager,  the  law  is  well  settled 
upon  that  point.  I  think  we  had  better  leave  well  enough  alone.  I 
hope  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino  will 
be  adopted. 

REMARKS   OF    MR.   WEST. 

• 

Mr.  WEST.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  be 
adopted.  I  do  not  concede  that  there  are  any  well  established  principles 
that  should  be  adhered  to  in  this  particular.  I  deny  that  the  present 
law  does  sustain,  in  fact,  the  idea  of  a  liomestead,  and  if  there  is  any 
one  point  more  than  another  that  the  people  of  this  State  should  be 
entitled  to,  it  is  the  protection  of  a  home  to  every  family.  Now,  how 
does  the  law  and  the  present  system  work?  The  husband  gets  a  piece 
of  property  with  the  earnings  of  his  wife  and  himself,  and  pays  for  it. 
The  deed  is  given  in  his  own  name.  That  is  the  universal  custom. 
That  is  the  settled  principle  which  California  has  adopted — the  deed  is 
mode  to  the  husband.  Perhaps  his  health  is  impaired  and  he  incurs 
indebtedness  J  or  he  embarks  m  foolish  speculations  without  the  knowl- 
edge or  consent  of  his  wife.  His  wife,  trusting  in  her  husband,  and  sup- 
posing that  everything  is  passing  off  properly  and  right,  finds  at  last, 
that  her  home  is  gone. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  husband  cannot  alienate 
or  impair  the  homestead  property  under  the  existing  laws  without  the 
consent  of  his  wife. 

Mr.  west.  I  do  know  that,  providing  the  wife  has  gone  and  made 
a  homestead  of  the  property;  but  she  cannot  prevent  it  unless  she  has 
had  her  homestead  recorded  under  tho  existing  law.  It  requires  a  spe- 
cial act  upon  the  part  of  the  husband  or  wife,  either  of  them ;  and  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten,  the  wife,  confiding  in  her  husband,  does  not  avail 
herself  of  her  rights.  The  point  I  wish  to  make  is,  that  the  first  deed 
shall  be  a  homestead,  and  if  the  parties  wish  to  alienate — if  the  hus- 
band wishes  to  borrow  money  on  a  mortgage,  he  can  do  so  by  the  consent 
of  the  wife  joining  with  him  in  the  mortgage.  I  deny  the  right  and  the 
justice  of  a  nusband  to  alienate  the  home  or  dwelling  place  of  his  wife  > 
and  children  without  their  knowledge  or  consent.  But  in  order  to  make 
it  a  homestead  it  must  be  so  recorded,  which  is  not  the  uniform  practice 
in  this  State.  The  uniform  practice  is  that  the  husband  buys  and  sells 
as  he  pleases. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  I  will  state  to  you,  sir,  that  it  has  been  well  settled 
here,  by  the  decisions  of  our  Supreme  Court,  that  no  alienation,  no  sale 
of  property,  can  be  made  without  the  wife  joining  in  the  deed. 

Mr.  west.  But  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  one  hundred  that  declar- 
ation of  a  homestead  is  never  made. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  The  husband  or  wife  may  either  onefile  the  declara* 
tion  of  homesteads. 

Mr.  west.  I  claim  that  every  family  is  entitled  to  a  home,  and  that 
the  laws  should  secure  the  family  a  homestead,  and  if  it  is  to  be  alien- 
ated it  should  be  by  a  certain  act  of  the  wife  joining  with  the  husband. 
Now,  I  am  certain  that  this  proposition  is  advocated  only  by  the  lawyers 
upon  this  floor.    They  have  got  well  settled  rules  of  procedure 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  how  the  head  of 
a  family  would  acquire  a  homestead  under  tnis  section? 

Mr.  west.  If  I  understand  the  section — I  would  say  that  this  sec- 
tion is  not  as  binding  as  I  would  like  it.  I  would  make  a  homestead 
entirely  inalienable  for  any  purpose  whatever.  • 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Wouldn't  it  be  necessary  to.file  a  declaration 
under  this  section,  before  the  benefits  could  be  secured? 

Mr.  west.  According  to  the  section,  as  I  understand  it,  a  (lusband 
buying  a  little  homestead  and  moving  his  family  there,  it  becomes  a 
homestead,  and  cannot  be  alienated  without  the  consent  of  the  wife. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  I  think  it  would  be  necessary  to  file  a  decla- 
ration.    I  think  there  is  no  question  about  that. 

Mr.  WEST.  In  the  Western  States  it  does  not  require  the  separate 
act  of  either  husband  or  wife,  to  go  and  declare  their  homestead.  If  the 
family  resides  there,  it  is  a  homestead,  and  should  be  so  declared  in  our 
law. 

remarks   of   MR.   WATERS.  ^ 

Mr.  waters.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  am  in  favor  of  this  amendment, 
and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Los 
Angeles  falls  of  its  own  weight.  If  he  wishes  to  settle  the  question,  this 
is  no  safe  course  to  pursue.  Now  it  may  be  a  fact  that  lawyers  have  got 
settled  principles  to  go  by,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  those  very  principles 
protect  the  citizens,  if  you  view  it  in  the  right  light.  Now  how  would 
this  rule  of  his  work,  would  it  not  allow  parties  to  claim  three  or  four 
homesteads,  if  they  eould  make  a  homestead  simply  by  residing  there  a 
month?    How  many  homesteads  can  the  parties  have?    Tell  me  where 
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the  limit  is.  Tell  me  whetlier  they  could  not  change  from  one  to 
anotber.    It  seems  to  me  that  the  preeent  system  has  alTurded  ample 

¥rotection.  It  eeema  to  me  that  we  should  leave  well  enough  alone. 
beae  lawa  are  for  the  protection  of  the  eitiieu,  and  they  are  based  upon 
good  anil  souod  reason,  every  time.  I  hope  the  aniendment  win  he 
adopted. 

Mr.  WICKES.  Mr.  Chairman:  !  ohject  to  the  section  as  reported, 
and  also  to  the  substitute,  principally  heoause  of  the  amount  covered- 
five  thousand  dollars.  Now  I  do  sincerely  wish,  with  the  gentleman 
from  Los  Angeles,  that  every  family  had  a  home;  but  fhere  le  tipt  one 
in  one  hundred  that  will  atfjuire  a  home  of  this  value— five  thoiinand 
dollars.    So  far  as  my  experience  gees,  tliosc  who  have  taken  advantage 


Mb.  McCALLDM.     Mr.  Chai: 
to  the  Bubstituto.     It  is  the  same 
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mtaiaed  shall  impair  any  homestead  right,  existing  at  the  ti 
adoption  of  this  Constitution.'" 

Mr.  van  dyke.  The  schedule  provides  that  no  existing  contract 
or  law  shall  be  impaired,  but  that  they  shall  continue  to  be  as  valid  as 
if  this  Constitution  had  not  been  adopted. 

■  Mb,  McCALLUM.  If  there  is  any  such  general  provision  as  that  in 
thesohedulethat  may  be  unnecessary.  I  desire  to  saj",  with  reference  to 
this  report  ot  the  Committee  on  Homesteads,  that  if  there  is  any  one 
:.,_..  , r..^..:....: u:...  .  .■.^-,.  „j„|d  ^  ^„„  particularly 


ir  Constitution  which  I  thin 


atiout  ten  years,  I  thi: 
conlemplat*.  fori  hoi 
teen  years,  I  think,  w 


if  the  Supreme  Court.    For 


le  Slate  of  Ci 

who  di>es  not  know  what  the  law  requires.  They  know  that  a  record  is 
required.  As  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Bernardino,  unless  a 
record  is  required,  in  many  cases  it  would  be  impossible  to  tell  what  is  a 
homestead.  Parties  have  residences  in  different  places,  and  it  waa  for 
that  reason  mainly  that  the  law  waH  changed  so  that  it  would  be  known 
distinctly  what  the  homestead  claimed  by  the  parties  was.  This  propo- 
sition is,  according  to  my  recollection,  substantially  the  statute.  It  is 
legislation  which  it  is  proposed  to  put  into  the  Constitution,  and  to  be 
consistent,  it  should  not  slop  with  the  first  section  of  the  legislation  upon 
the  subject,  but  should  contain  all  of  the  statute,  with  all  i\a  proTisions. 
There  is  no  necessity  for  change.  A  remark  was  made  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Los  Angeles  that  the  purchase  is  usually  mode  in  the  name  of 
the  husband;  so  it  is.  There  cannot  be  a  homestead  unless  the  partieEs 
reside  upon  the  premises.  The  wife  can  file  a  homestead,  and  it  is  just 
as  Ei>cure.a  homestead  as  if  it  was  filed  by  the  husband. 

Mr,  west,  I  am  aware  of  that  condition  of  affairs.  The  point  I 
make  is  this,  that  the  confiding,  trusting  wives  consider  it  an  impcach- 
nient  of  the  husband  to  go  and  file  a  dei^laration  of  homestead,  anil 
therefore,  to  my  certain  knowledge,  it  is  neglected,  and  the  result  is  the 
family  is  oftentimes  swept  out  of  their  home. 

Ma.  McCALLUM.  In  about  a  quarter  of  a  century's  practice  in  this 
State,  I  have  ftever  known  a  wife  who  desired  to  file  a  homestead  who 
did  not  do  so.  In  many  cases  since  they  are  required  to  re™rd  it  they 
deem  it  better  that  they  should  not  file  it,  because  where  the  homestead 
is  filed  the  property  is  thereby  made  exempt  from 
to  destroy  the  pecuniary  credit  of  the  husband.    That 


1  very  frequently  the 
option  whether  it  is  filed  oi 
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hundred  and  siity-one,  requiring  the  recording  ol  a  homestead. 

Mr.WEST.  The  proposition  I  wish  to  arrive  at  is  this:  that  by  virtue 
of  purchasing  and  paying  for  the  same,  and  the  family  occupying  it  as  a 
homestead,  that  it  shall  be  in  fact  and  in  law  a  homestead,  and  to  alien- 
ate that  homestead  the  wife  must  join  with  the  husband. 

J*Ir-  McCALLUM.  That  wss  the  law  up  to  eighteen  hundred  and 
sixty-one.  The  gentleman  wishes  to  repeal  this  law  which  has  existed 
for  seventeen  year^  I  think  that  would  be  a  very  bad  business  for  us 
to  engage  in.  Under  the  decisions  of  the  Courts  the  law  has  become 
tborouginy  settled  and  people  understand  it,  and  if  this  Constitution 
should  have  such  a  provision  as  this  in  it,  many  of  them  would  not 
know  of  this  change.  There  is  no  necessity  for  putting  such  legislation 
in  the  Constitution.  I  submit  again,  that  if  we  have  nothing  left  to  be 
done  in  this  Convention  except  some  legislation  to  repeal  statutes,  the 


'e  odjourn  and  go  hi 


le  the  better. 
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Ma.  GRACE.  Mr.  Chairma 
practice  he  had  never  known  of  a  single 
to  file  a  homestead,  but  what  she  could  do  so.  I  am  not  as  old  a  man 
as  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  and,  perhaps  have  not  bad  so  wide 
experience  in  law,  but  I  know  of  more  than  one  case  where  the  most  of 
the  property  was  bought  with  Ibe  woman's  money,  and  her  husband 
was  a  man  that  would  gin  up  a  little  with  the  inloxienting  beverage, 
and  he  told  her  that  she  must  not  do  it,  and  she  could  not  go  and  do  it 
without  getting  into  a  little  domestic  unpleasantness.  If  I  was  a 
lawyer  I  should  go  right  in  favor  of  this  provision,  just  as  it  bas  stood 
in  this  Slate  for  the  lost  seventeen  years,  because  now  if  you  want  (o 
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flfile 


and  pay  him 
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or  of  a  law  t! 


declare  tl 

eight,  or  tea,  or  fifteen  dolla'r?  of  a  lawyer's  fe 
ration.  The  people  are  not  satisfied  with  the 
plain  and  simple,  so  that  the  hod  carrier, 
the  common  workingman  can  understand  it, 
without  any  lawyer.  He  can  go  and  record  il 
homestead.  When  that  is  done  and  sent  out  I 
find  that  this  is  just  what  they  want.  The; 
to  pay  a  fee  to  a  lawver  to  keep  them  riding  ai 
they  start  for  the  City  Hall  they  can  have  a 
people  pay  for  it  These  men  have  been  loi 
wrung  the  money  from  the  hardfialed  ti'  — 
sent  here  to  eradicate  this  cvi' 
to  do  as  statesmen,  as  represent 

nent  gentlemen  to  shoveling  sand.    [Laughte 
•■      IIEBRINGTON.      Mr.  Chairman:  I 
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argument  is  really  conclaaive,  and  if  I  eoulc 
committee  for  a  moment  or  two,  I  would  likei 
it.  Gentlemen  of  the  committee,  I  call  your 
of  the  section — to  its  verbiage.  I  presume  1 
what  know  the  subatanoeof  this  section;  "  Her 
sisting  of  the  family  dwelling-bouse,  outbuil 
lands  appurtenant  thereto,"  etc  Now,  the  se 
carry  with  it  the  idea  that  there  can  bo  lands 
ing-house  which  may  not  form  the  baaia  up 
rests.  There  is  that  difficulty  in  this  section 
and  if  1  am  permitted  to  do  so,  1  will  offer  tl 
.Strike  out  the  first  line  and  the  second  line  d( 
insert,  "The  homestead,  consisting  of  the  la 
house  thereon,  and  the  improvement*  and 
thereto."  As  a  matter  of  course  there  may  I 
wholly  disconnected.  It  should  be  amendci 
opinion.    I  desire  to  make  that  amendment  b 

Mb.  McCALLUM,     1  withdraw  my  amend 

Ma.  HBRRINGTON,    I  send  un  my  amen 

Thr  SECRETARY  read: 

"  Strike  out  the  first  line  and  the  second  1 
and  insert  "The  homestead,  consisting  of  the  1 
house  thereon,  and  the  improvements  and  < 
thereto.' " 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I 
should  be  any  trouble  of  recording  this  hoi 
should  remain  pretty  much  as  it  is  in  this  se 
alienated  by  either  spouse  without  the  consei 
a  question  connected  with  this  subject  thatdi 
eration  in  connection  with  this  homestead  i 
record  required.  The  husband's  debts  possib 
of  the  wife,  no  far  as  the  residence  is  concer 
well  for  the  Convention  to  consider  that  qu 
rapidly  over  this  section.  I  moy  conclude  raj 
adopted,  that  such  a  course  would  be  best,  an 
for  the  wife  and  family,  that  there  should  be  i 


MB,WIL80N,ofFiratDistrict,  Therearef 
to  mo  must  necessarily  be  left  to  the  Legislati 
contains  a  mandatory  clause:  "The  Legislal 
from  forced  sale  a  certain  portion  of  the  homei 
all  heads  of  families,"  and  upon  that  we  hav 
tion.  until  the  matter  has  been  reduced  to  a 
section  which  is  reported  by  the  Cororaitl«e 
Exemption  either  goes  too  far  or  not  far  enoug 
all  subjecta  of  homestead  exemption  and  ado| 
of  the  law  as  it  now  is,  or  else  it  should  le 
because  the  subject  embraces  a  good  deal  mc 
section.     This  merely  embarks  us  upon  a  sea  i 


while  tl 


I  lawa: 


a  thei 


property  wl 
.  — „.-  by  the  Constitution.  In  the  first  p 
property  which  the  man  and  wife  are  the  con 
the  death  of  either  it  is  divided  as  between  thi 
the  deceased.  It  is  commonly  called, the  comn 
of  the  communion.  We  have  beside  that  thi 
husband,  and,  third,  the  separate  property  of 
married.  Here  are  three  kinds  of  property :  < 
property  of  the  husband,  and  the  property  of  U 
takes  to  dispose  of  all  these  different  kinds  of  » 
proper  system  with  regard  to  these  diSerent  cl 

"Tliis  section  ignores  any  such  distinction,  ai 
bed  of  litigation  and  trouble  and  strife.    Th 

ludsome  separate  property.    She  gets  raari 
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wife  live  upon  a  portion  of  the  property.  Under  this  section  the 
-woman's  property  would  become  a  homestead,  and  would  ultimately  go 
to  the  husband  and  the  children  of  the  husband,  and  would  be  taken 
nway  from  the  children  of  the  wife.  It  would  pass  to  the  heirs  of  the 
husband  in  case  of  her  death,  and  so  various  questions,  which  any  law- 
yer will  see  at  once,  would  arise  ujwn  this  very  section.  The  Act  as  it 
now  exists  provides  foi*the  selection,  either  by  the  husband  or  wife,  from 
the  community  property,  the  property  of  both,  or  the  property  of  the 
husband;  but  it  cannot  bo  made  from  the  separate  property  of  the  wife 
except  by  the  consent  of  the  wife,  which  is  a  very  proper  provision  in 
the  law.  All  of  this,  I  say,  is  ignored  in  the  section  on  hftmesteads 
reported  by  the  committee.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  this 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  in  the  very  nature  of  the  thing  there 
must  be  legislation  upon  it  It  is  not  the  proper  place  in  the  Constitu- 
tion here  to  lay  down  all  the  different  rules  which  will  apply  to  all  the 
different  kinds  of  property.  Of  course  this  last  clause  provides  for  legis- 
lation, but  it  is  legislation  not  inconsistent  with  thiscection  ,*  it  is  legis- 
lation in  furtherance  of  this  section,*  and  it  depends  upon  the  fact  of 
the  existence  of  the  homestead  instead  of  some  declaration  that  the 
}>arties  intend  to  select  a  homestead.  There  are  various  other  reasons 
why  I  object  to  the  section.  It  may  be  that  the  husband  and  wife  are 
living  upon  a' piece  of  property  temporarily;  that  they  do  not  want  to 
make  it  their  nomestead;  that  they  have,  in  fact,  another  place  that 
they  desire  to  select  and  file  upon,  or  another  piece  of  proi)erty  which 
they  desire  to  improve.  Now  it  you  attach  a  homestead  interest  to  one 
part  of  this  property  there  is  no  provision  by  which  they  can  abandon 
It  and  change  their  homestead  to  another  place.  It  would  make  it  very 
difficult  to  ascertain  whether  there  was  a  good  and  valid  title  to  any 
piece  of  property.  Yoo  could  not  tell  whether  a  conveyance  was  good 
or  not  without  inquiring  if  it  was  a  homestead,  whether  the  husband 
and  wife  was  entitled  to  a  homestead,  and  what  has  become  of  it  since, 
and  all  the  circumstances  attending  it;  so  that  no  searcher  of  titles  or 
lawyer  can  tell  upon  a  single  piece  of  property  whether  the  title  is  good 
or  bad,  because  it  depends  u)X)n  a  fact  which  it  is  difficult  to  ascertain. 
The  system  provided  by  the  Cmle  is  simple  and  is  very  cheap.  Forms 
are  printed  and  there  is  no  sort  of  difficulty  about  it.  It  is  within  the 
reach  of  everybo<iy,  and  for  about  four  bits  a  homestead  can  be  declared. 
That  puts  it  upon  the  record  and  ascertains  the  fact.  It  shows  the  will 
of  the  husband  and  the  wife,  and  attaches  to  the  piece  of  property. 
Then  when  they  want  to  abandon  that  homestead  there  is  a  simple 
method  of  doing'it,  by  filing  a  simple  declaration  of  abandonment  in  the 
same  way.  The  best  way,  in  my  judgment,  is  to  adopt  the  provision  of 
the  old  Constitution  and  let  the  law  stand,  and  if  there  are  any  defects 
in  it  the  Legislature  can  correct  them.  It  is  a  good  thing  to  let  well 
enough  alone. 

REMABKS   OP   MR.    MILLER. 

Mr.  miller.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
San  Francisco,  Mr.  Wilson,  that  the  present  homestead  law  irf  a  good 
one,  and  I  doubt  if  we  can  improve  it.  As  a  general  rule,  I  think  that 
all  such  matters  should  be  left  to  the  Legislature ;  and  the  objection  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  is,  that  it  attempts  legislation ;  attempts  to  frame 
a  system.  I  believe  that  we  are  all  agreea  that  we  are  to  have  some 
laws  on  homestead;  that  there  should  be  a  certain  amount  of  property 
set  apart  and  not  subject  to  sale  for  ordinary  debts.  There  is  only  one 
objection  I  have  to  the  present  homestead  law,  and  that  is,  that  it  per- 
mits an  incumbrance  of  that  property  by  mortgage,  by  the  consent  of 
both  husband  and  wife,  where  the  relation  of  husband  and  wife  exists. 
I  think  it  would  be  an  improvement  to  put  it  out  of  the  jwwer  of  both  the 
husband  and  wife  to  incumber  the  property  by  mortgage.  The  Legislature 
may  do  that,  and  they  have  not  done  it.  That  is  the  only  objection  that 
I  have  to  the  present  system.  It  is  idle  to  say  that  the  homesteads  shall 
not  be  mortgaged  except  by  the  consent  of  the  wife,  because  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten,  if  the  husband  desires  to  go  in  debt  and  incumber  the 
property,  he  will  persuade  his  wife  by  arguments  of  one  sort  or  another — 
the  character  of  tnese  arguments  depending  a  goo<l  deal  upon  the  char- 
acter of  the  man — to  consent  to  mortgage,  and  thus  incumber  the 
property  for  the  purpose  of  raising  money  to  go  into  stocks,  or  something 
else,  and  it  results  in  taking  the  roof  from  over  the  heads  of  his  wife 
and  children.  I  would  place  it  beyond  the  power  o(  the  husband  in 
any  way,  either  with  or  without  the  consent  of  the  wife,  to  incumber 
the  property.  The  question  is,  whether  it  is  proper  to  put  such  a  pro- 
vision or  restriction  in  the  Constitution.  For  my  part,  I  should  be  in 
favor  of  it,  and  would  move  an  amendment  to  that  effect  whenever  it  is 
in  order.  I  would  adopt  the  old  Constitution  with  that  amendment, 
that  the  homesteads  should  not  be  incumbered,  except  for  the  purchase- 
money. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   WYATT. 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  agree  with  very  much  that  has 
been  said  by  Mr.  Wilson  upon  the  subject,  and  also  what  haa  been  said 
by  General  Miller.  I  think,  however,  in  order  to  make  the  present 
provision  of  the  Constitution  certainly  effective  as  to  homestead,  it 
should  be  amended  so  as  to  say  that  the  Legislature  should  not  reduce 
the  value  of  a  homestead  to  a  less  sum  than  five  thousand  dollars.  It 
now  reads :  "  The  Legislature  shall  protect,  by  law,  from  fdrced  sale,  a 
certain  portion  of  the  homestead  and  other  property  of  all  heads  of 
families."  The  language  there  seems  to  convey  the  idea,  or  the  general 
idea  would  be,  that  whatever  a  man  owned  and  lived  on,  would  be  a 
homestead,  and  that  the  Legislature  could  carve  out  any  such  portion  of 
that  as  they  saw  proper  to  protect  from  forced  sale;  that  is  to  say,  they 
need  not  protect  five  thousand  dollars,  or  two  thousand  dollars,  or  one 
thousand  dollars,  but  they  could  protect  five  hundred  dollars,  or  sev- 
enty-five dollars,  and  comply  with  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia in  their  protection  of  a  homestead.  I  think  that  the  Legislature 
should  be  prohibited  from  reducing  the  amount  to  less  than  five  thou- 
sand dollars  that  should  receive  protection  as  a  homestead.    I  would, 


therefore  suggest,  as  an  amendment,  to  add,  *'  provided,  the  Legislature 
shall  not  reduce  the  value  of  the  homestead  to  be  protected  from  forced 
sale,  to  a  less  amount  than  five  thousand  dollars,"  then  I  think  we  can 
not  do  better  than  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislature  as  to  the  precise  manner 
in  which  the  title  of  the  homestead  shall  be  protected  or  founded  upon 
the  record.  In  other  words,  I  do  not  believe  we, can  make  a  homestead 
more  effective,  so  far  as  securing  title  is  concerned,  both  for  the  parties, 
and  tracing  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  community,  than  to  say,  that  it 
shall  be  recorded  and  abandoned,  as  at  present:  but  I  do  believe  fur- 
ther, that  after  the  homestead  has  been  recorded,  as  prescribed  at  present, 
then  that  it  should  remain  a  homestead,  and  be  inviolate  for  all  char- 
acter of  debts  except  taxes,  until  an  absolute  sale  shall  take  place;  that 
no  husband  shall  have  the  privilege  of  reasoning  his  wife,  or  teasing  his 
wife,  or  forcing  his  wife  into  signing  mortgages  for  the  incumbrance  of  the 
homestead.  It  is  equivalent  to  no  homestetul  at  all ;  it  gives  up  the  home- 
stead right,  and  surrenders  the  wife  to  the  weakness,  the  drunkenness,  or 
the  worthlessness  of  the  husband,  and  affords  no  protection.  The  home- 
stead should  be  a  homestead,  and  it  should  stand  inviolate,  exoept  as  to  an 
absolute  sale,  otherwise  than  for  taxes.  I  am  therefore  in  favor  of  the  old 
Constitution,  amended  with  reference  to  limitation.  Then  the  Legisla-' 
ture  must  necessarily  make  some  law  pointing  out  how  title  shcQl  be 
ascertained,  how  particular  homesteads  shall  be  defined  and  known, 
and  to  avoid  the  constant  litigation  which  would  grow  up  without  this 
manner  of  defining  and  pointing  it  out.  I  am  in  favor  of  making  the 
hoinestea4  a  homestead,  with  all  its  fruits  exempt  from  forced  sale  or 
execution.  In  manv  cases  where  a  crop  has  been  cut  from  a  homestead, 
it  goes  into  the  hands  of  the  law,  and  not  into  the  pockets  of  the  family. 
What  gbod  does  it  do  a  man  to  raise  fruits  if  Chese  fruits  have  to  go  into 
the  law  to  satisfy  executions  and  judgments  that  stand  against  the 
homestead?  The  fruits  of  the  homestead  ou^ht  to  be  exempt  from 
forced  sale.  What  has  the  wife  and  family  to  live  on  if  the  fruits  that 
result  from  the  homestead  are  to  be  taken  by  Constables  and  Sheriffs? 
Make  the  homestead,  and  all  that  which  is  raised  upon  it,  exempt.  If 
the  husband  then  sees  proper  to  apply  it  in  the  payment  of  other  debts,  let 
him  do  it,  and  if  he  sees  proper  to  squander  it  for  whisky,  let  him  do  it. 
If  the  corner  grocery  man  haa  a  mind  to  trust  them,  let  them  do  it.  I 
want  to  make  laws  that  will  prevent  men  getting  in  debt;  I  want  to 
make  laws  that  will  make  men  cautious  about  giving  credit;  I  want  to 
make  laws  that  will  make  men  pay  as  they  go.  The  idea  seems  to  be 
that  the  principal  business  of  the  community  is  to  go  in  debt,  and  have 
mortgages  foreclosed  on  them.  May  God  help  that  idea.  May  it  be  put 
out  of  this  community  at  the  earliest  dav  possible.  If  I  had  my  way, 
I  would  say  that  no  debt  should  be  collected  by  law.  Of  all  the  most 
helpless  communities  in  the  world,  it  is  those  communities  that  carry 
debt  from  year  to  year,  and  who  have  settlements  by  foreclosures  of 
mortgages.  I  want  the  community  put  upon  the  basis  of  paying  as 
they  go,  and  the  comer  grocery  man  will  not  credit  this  man  with  a 
homestead,  if  he  is  entitled  to  the  fruits  of  it  for  himself,  as  against  exe- 
cutions. 

8PXECH  or   MR.   HALE. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  distinction  between  the  present 
code  or  law  which  has  been  framed  under  the  provision  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  the  article  reported  by  the  committee,  seems  to  be  this.  It  will 
be  noticed  that  in  the  Constitution,  as  it  is,  no  rule  is  prescribed  for  the 
establishment  of  homesteads,  and  the  matter  is  entirely  relegated  as  to 
legislative  action.  Therefore,  in  making  a  comparison  with  the  article 
as  reported,  it  should  be  with  the  code  of  laws,  established  in  the  man- 
ner authorized  by  the  existing  provision  of  the  Constitution.  In  our 
laws  as  they  now  stand,  and  as  they  have  stood  during  most  of  the  time 
since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  there  has  been  no  provision  made 
fdr  a  homestead,  exoept  upon  an  affirmative  act  done  either  by  husband 
or  wife  or  by  husband  and  wife.  In  other  words,  no  matter  how  much 
property  may  belong  to  the  husband  or  wife  or  to  the  community,  no 
nomestead  is  protec^d  except  by  a  declaration  filed  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  law.  That  has  TOen  a  source  of  much  dissatisfaction.  A  per- 
son owning  property  of  considerable  value,  a  part  of  which  is  occupied 
by  the  family  as  a  home  but  not  dedicated  as  such,  has  good  credit.  If  the 
property  is  not  dedicated  as  a  homestead  it  is  subject  to  execution  under 
our  law,and  remains  so,  although  occupied  by  the  family  until  the  dec- 
laration of  homestead  is  filed.  Now,  then,  a  person  doing  business 
obtains  credit  upon  the  basis  of  his  property.  That  is  the  common  basis 
of  credit.  The  common  practice  has  been  to  give  credit  upon  all  prop- 
erty not  dedicated  as  a  homestead.  Notwithstanding,  the  party  may  do 
largely  in  debt,  and  may  have  obtained  credit  upon  the  basis  of  his 
property  by  his  own  act,  or  by  the  community,  act  of  himself  and 
wife,  or  by  the  act  of  his  wife  without  his  knowledge  or  consent,  a  dec- 
laration of  homestead  is  filed  and  a  large  portion  of  the  property,  per- 
haps the  whole  of  it,  may  be  at  once  segregated  and  taken  away  from 
the  benefit  of  the  creditors.  That  is  the  reason  of  the  common  com- 
plaint. The  other  difficulty  resulting  from  that  is  this:  There  are 
many  men — and  it  is  a  weakness,  if  you  may  so  call  it,  and  I  think 

Sroperly — especially  men  engaged  in  business,  who  do  not  desire  to 
edicate  any  portion  of  their  property  to  homestead,  perhaps  because  it 
will  impair  their  credit  in  business.  Now  it  is  delusive,  as  we  have 
already  seen.  By  reason  of  his  carelessness  the  husband  may  take  no 
step  to'  secure  a  homestead  ;  the  wife,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  will  know 
nothing  of  the  procedure,  and  the  first  notice  she  will  have  of  the  neces- 
sity of  action  will  be  an  execution  running  against  the  husband,  and 
the  homestead  is  gone.  The  purpose  of  the  article  formulated  by  the 
committee  is  to  obviate  that  difficulty.  That  is,  that  whenever  a  man 
or  the  head  of  a  family  is  possessed  of  such  a  home  as  is  mentioned  in 
the  firat  lines  of  this  section  in  fact,  this  provision,  if  incorporated  in 
this  Consntution  will  be  self-executing,  and  will  of  itself  work  a  dedi- 
cation of  that  as  a  homestead.  There  is  no  other  construction  to  be  put 
upon  it.  You  remember  the  property  possessed  by  husband  and  wife 
is  divided  as  community  property,  ana  as  separate  property.    I  need 
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improved  and  frequently — you  may  say  nine  times  out  of  ten — the  own- 
ers find  that  at  the  end  they  have  incurred  more  indebtedness  than  they 
anticipated.  Then  assessments  for  street  improvements  must  be  paid  for, 
or.  the  property  will  be  sold  for  taxes.  The  owners  go  to  the  aificrent 
savings  banks,  or  to  their  friends,  and  borrow  money  to  pay  this  indebt- 
edness off.  That  they  could  not  do  under  this  amendment  offered  by 
General  Miller.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  old  homestead  law.  That  provides 
that  individuals  owning  homesteads  shall  file  these  homesteads.  There- 
fore I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
San  Bernardino,  Mr.  Rolfe. 

REMARKS  OF   MB.    LAINR. 

Mb.  LAIN'E.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  in  favor  of  the  old  Constitution, 
pure  and  simple,  so  far  as  this  part  of  it  is  concerned,  and  I  desire  to  say 
a  word  or  two  in  regard  to  the  amendment  offered  by  General  Miller. 
I  am  satisfied  that  in  practice  it  would  prove  both  a  delusion  and  a  snare, 
because  as  it  now  stands  it  requires  the  joint  action  of  both  husband  and 
wife  to  mortgage  it.  Providing  we  adopt  this  amendment  it  shuts  off 
mortgages  altogether,  but  by  the  joint  action  of  both  parties  they  may 
either  sell  or  abandon.  ]Sow,  five  thousand  dollars  is  considerable 
money,  and  invested  in  our  farming  country  it  is  a  good  big  farm.  A 
drought  comes  on,  or  something  happens,  and  the  result  is  that  a  man 
owning  five  thousand  dollars  worth  of  land,  on  which  he  may  have  two 
hundred  acres  plowed,  is  utterly  powerless  because  he'  is  unable  to  raise 
money  to  buy  the  seed  to  seed  his  ground.  What  would  be  the  result? 
He  would  abandon  the  homestead,  because  it  is  the  only  way  to  save 
.them  from  starvation.  So  it  will  be  in  a  thousand  cases.  They  will 
abandon  the  homestead,  or  sell  and  buy  a  smaller  one.  It  is  all  the 
protection  that  you  can  give  it  when  you  require  the  joint  action  of  both 
to  deal  with  it.  You  have  placed  them  in  a  position  of  strength.  You 
have  given  them  the  protection  they  need,  and  anything  more  instead 
of  being  protection  is  an  injury.  It  is  rendering  less  valuable  the  thing 
to  them,  and  they  cannot  enjoy  it  in  the  least  degree.  I  think  if  any 
member  will  reflect  a  moment  upon  it  ho  will  see  that  I  am  correct.  I 
know  it  appears  all  right,  and  I  believe  is  offered  for  a  good  purpose.  I 
believe  that  when  we  have  said  that  it  shall  not  be  mortgaged  without 
the  consent  of  both,  we  have  done  all  we  ought  to  do,  and  if  we  go  a 
step  farther  we  begin  to  injure  and  mar  our  work. 

BKMABKS   OF   MB.   VAN  DYKK. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  amendment  proposed 
by  General  Miller  would  work  badly,  if  adopted.  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  the  fact  that  the  Legislature  passed  an  Act  prohibiting 
the  incumbrance  of  homesteads.  The  result  was,  that  in  order  to  raise 
money — as  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara,  Mr.  Laine — 
the  parties  were  obliged  to  abandon  the  homesteads.  The  consequence 
of  tbe%bandonment  of  the  homestead  is,  that  it  lots  in  judgments.  If 
there  are  any  old  judgments,  the  liens  of  which  have  not  expired  by  the 
lapse  of  two  years,  the^parties  cannot  abandon  the  homestead  without 
listing  in  these  judgments.  The  result  is,  that  it  will  sweep  away  the 
homestead.  Now,  it  is  much  preferable  to  have  it  as  it  is  by  the  present 
Act;  that  is,  to  allow  the  parties,  by  the  consent  of  both,  to  raise  money 
by  an  incumbrance  upon  the  homestead.  It  is  altogether  preferable  to 
compelling  them  to  abandon  the  homestead  to  raise  money.  There  may 
be  cases  where  the  parties  will  be  driven  to  incumber  the  homestead  in 
order  to  live  upon  it  until  they  could  raise  a  crop,  or  they  will  be  com- 
pelled to  sell  it.  I  think  the  amendment,  although  designed  well,  would 
work  badly.  I  thfnk  the  old  section  of  the  Constitution  should  be 
adopted,  pure  and  simple. 

BKMABKS  OF  MB.   BIGGS. 

Mb.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman :  When  I  first  heard  the  amendment  of 
General  Miller,  I  was  favorably  impressed  with  it,  but  upon  reflection,  I 
think  it  would  be  attended  with  evils  instead  of  rood.  In  my  section  of 
the  country  we  are  subject  to  periodical  droughts.  The  next  season 
comes  on,  and  we  have  nothing  to  buy  grain  with  to  sow  our  crops,  or  to 
buy  provisions  for  our  families,  and  nothing  to  sustain  us  until  tne  crop 
is  made  the  next  season.  If  we  have  the  privilege  of  mortgaging  until 
the  next  harvest  time,  we  can  pay  it  all.  I  think  it  would  be  attended 
with  evil  results.  While  I  would  want  to  protect  it,  and  thought  favor- 
ably of  it  when  it  was  first  read,  I  see  that  it  will  operate  very  badly 
against  the  farming  interest. 

Mb.  west.    You  do  not  consent  that  the  amount  should  be  limited? 

Mb.  BIGGS.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  leave  that  to  the  Legislature 
in  the  future,  as  we  have  in  the  past.  Here  is  why  I  am  opposed  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Miller. 
For  instance,  here  is  a  gentleman  farming  a  thousand  acres  of  land  that 
is  not  worth  more  than  five  thousand  dollars.  The  crop  entirely  fails. 
Kow,  how  are  they  going  to  put  in  their  next  year's  crop  without  some 
resources  to  borrow  money. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Are  you  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  same  idea 
as  is  here  presented  has  been  tried  in  this  State  and  abandoned.  That 
was  formerly  the  law — that  you  could  not  mortgage.  That  was  tried 
and  abandoned. 

Mb.  BIGGS.  If  you  adopt  General  Miller's  amendment  you  cannot 
mortgage.    That  is  why  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment. 

Mb.  WINANS.  That  abandonment  was  not  from  the  inharmony  of 
the  system,  but  from  the  temper  of  the  people.  It  was  abandoned  by 
the  exactions  of  the  time. 

Mb.  biggs.  How  is  the  man  on  a  homestead  to  go  on  and  put  in 
another  crop? 

Mb.  west.  In  many  of  the  Western  States  they  have  confined  the 
amount  of  land  to  forty  acres. 

Mb.  biggs.  I  am  aware  of  that.  We  are  speaking  now  for  Cali- 
fornia. Wo  are  subject  here  to  periodical  droughts,  more  than  any  other 
country,  perhaps,  on  the  face  oi  the  globe.     We  have  been  ruined  by 
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droughts  some  years,  and  how  would  you  or  I  or  any  man  on  a  homestead 
go  on  and  put  in  another  crop  without  the  privilege  of  mortgaging.  If 
yoD  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco 
you  tie  our  hands  and  force  us  either  to  sell  or  abandon,  and  it  will 
work  a  hardship  upon  those  who  have  homesteads. 

BKMABKS    OF    MB.    MCCALLUM. 

Mb.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  That  system  was  tried.  The 
Legislature  changed  that  rule  because  of  its  inconvenience.  It  simply 
requires  two  instruments  to  be  made  instiead  of  one,  and  that  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  amendment.  If  it  should  be  adopted  the  first  thing 
that  the  husband  and  wife  would  do  would  be  to  abandon.  Then  it 
would  cease  to  be  a  homestead,  and  could  be  mortgaged.  But  I  am 
opposed  to  it,  although  I  know  the  evil  intended  to  be  remedied,  is  one 
that  ought  to  be  remedied  if  it  could  be.  The  result  of  this  would  be 
that  many  a  homestead  would  be  abandoned  and  all  lost,  when  perhaps 
the  parties  did  not  desire  to  raise  upon  the  homestead  one  fifth  of  the 
value  of  it.  The  parties  may  desire  to  raise  only  one  thousand  dollars. 
It  may  be  important  to  the  husband  and  wife.  It  may  be  a  necessity, 
perhaps,  on  the  part  of  both  of  them,  when  living  on  a  five  thousand 
dollar  homesteaa.  But  under  this  they  cannot  raise  the  money,  because 
they  cannot  secure  any  one.  They  cannot  do  any  thing  except  to  abandon 
the  whole  five  thousand  dollar  homestead,  in  order  to  raise  one  thou- 
sand dollars  on  the  homestead.  Now,  sir,  I  would  regard  this  as  very 
unfortunate  legislation  in  our  Constitution,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  illus- 
trate the  evil  of  all  attempts  of  this  kind  under  our  ten  minute  rule. 
We  cannot  give  the  attention  to  the  details  of  these  arguments  which 
their  importance  require  in  a  Constitutional  Convention.  And  here  it 
is  proposed  to  make  it  an  inflexible  rule.  It  has  been  the  rule  once,  and 
has  been  abandoned.  If  our  people  shall  desire  to  return  to  it  let  the 
Legislature  do  so.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  will  be  the  effect  of  it  practi- 
cally;  parties  would  abandon  in  order  to  make  mortgages,  and  the  result 
of  it  would  be  in  many  cases  they  would  lose  their  whole  homestead  in 
trying  to  secure  a  portion  of  it.  Our  Constitution  guarantees  the  right 
to  acquire,  possess,  and  enjoy  private  property.  In  many  cases  the 
whole  of  the  private  property  is  a  homestead.  Carry  out  this  rule  and 
say  that  once  a  homestead  is  acquired  it  shall  never  be  mortgaged,  or 
shall  never  be  sold,  if  you  please,  and  you  have  tendered  to  the  people 
a  good  thing,'  but  coupled  with  such  hard  conditions  that  not  one  single 
person  in  a  thousand  would  avail  himself  of  the  benefit  of  the  good 
thing. 

BKMABKS   OF   MB.   WEST. 

Mb.  west.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  wish  to  speak  to  General  Miller's 
amendment.  I  was  a  member  of  this  committee  that  made  this  report. 
I  could  not  agree  with  the  report.  It  was  unshapely,*  it  was  defective; 
and  therefore  I  did  not  sign  the  report  with  the  majority,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  see  that  those  who  did  sign  it  have  not  defended  it.  Yet  I  ask 
that  there  shall  be  some  security  for  the  wife  and  children.  As  Mr. 
Winans  has  very  aptly  explained,  it  should  be  a  protection  both  for  the 
wife  and  children.  I  hope  the  amendment  of  General  Miller  will  be 
adopted,  and  then  I  will  vote  for  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Rolfe. 

Mb.  STEDMAN.  Wouldn't  it  be  better  to  make  the  husband  give  it 
to  them  ?    It  can  never  be  attached  then. 

Mb.  west.  The  wife  would  mortgage  her  own  rjght  and  title  in 
order  to  keep  peace  in  the  family. 

BKMABKS  OF   MB.   WILSON. 

Mb.  WILSON,  of  First  District.  I  have  but  one  word  to  say  in  refer- 
ence to  the  amendment  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Miller.  I  think  that  amendment  would  institute  a  very  bad  policy 
indeed,  and  it  should  be  voted  down.  Much  as  I  esteem  the  autnor  of 
the  amendment,  I  think  this  would  be  a  grand  mistake.  In  the  first 
place  it  is  not  the  office  of  this  Convention  to  force  anything  upon  any- 
body. It  is  to  give  the  right  of  homestead,  not  to  compel  it;  and  if  we 
secure  a  homestead  to  persons,  what  they  shall  do  with  that  homestead 
by  way  of  sale,  bv  way  of  abandonment,  by  way  of  mortgage,  or 
incumbrance,  shoula  be  left  to  the  pwners  of  the  homestead.  We  should 
not  say:  You  shall  have  this  against  your  own  judgment.  Here  is  a 
man  and  wife  sitting  as  the  head  of  the  whole  government  at  home. 
They  are  the  best  judges  of  their  own  interest.  They  ought  to  determine 
what  they  wish  to  do,  and  for  this  Convention  to  intrude  itself  upon 
them  and  say:  You  shall  not  exercise  your  own  judgment  over  tnat 
piece  of  property,  is  unwise. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  if  it  was  not  the  reason- 
ing in  Athens  and  Rome 

Mb.  WILSON.    I  was  not  there  and  cannot  tell. 

Mb.  HOWARD.  Where  a  man  was  allowed  to  mortgage,  not  only 
his  property,  but  his  wife  and  children,  and  have  them  sold  into  slavery 
for  aebt. 

Mb.  WILSON.  There  are  a  great  many  things  that  were  done  in 
Athens  and  Rome,  that  we  do  not  believe  in.  No  doubt  they  committed 
an  error.  But  I  have  seen  merchants  rescued  from  bankruptcy  by  the 
power  to  mortgage  their  homestead.  No  one  knows  so  well  the  crisis 
which  may  exist  in  the  affairs  of  a  family,  as  the  family  does  itself. 
Sometimes  a  merchant  is  in  good  standing  with  the  community,  and  yet 
he  is  on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  It  is  necessary  to  tide  over  the  crisis. 
He  and  his  wife  are  possessed'of  the  secret.  He  and  his  family  alone 
kifow  it.  By  exercising  their  own  judgment,  and  mortgaging  the 
homestead,  he  is  saved  from  bankruptcy  and  ruin.  You  undertake  to 
say  that  these  people  shall  not  exercise  their  own  judgment;  that  you 
will  give  them  the  piece  of  property,  and  say  that  they  shall  not  use  it. 
You  tie  up  the  piece  of  property  and  say,  that  they  shall  not  do  as  they 
please;  there  are  cases  in  which  persons  are  reckless  in  the  manner  of 
doing  their  business,  but  for  that  reason  we  should  not  say  that  they 
should  not  exercise  a  right  over  any  of  their  property. 

Mb.  miller.    What  is  the  object  of  the  homestead  system? 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


If  B.  WIL80K.  Il  is  to  protect  people  against  misfortune,  though  it 
may  be  the  result  of  bat)  maDagcmeDl.  The  object  or  the  law  has  never 
been  to  prevent  people  froin  doing  Vfhat  they  pleased  with  their  own 

Sroperty.  There  are  evils  of  a  greater  magnitude,  which  would  result 
'oiu  tying  itp  their  hands.  I  sin  id  favor  of  homestead.  I  em  iti  favor 
(if  protectine  it  from  forced  sale.  The  sjjirit  of  the  homestead  law 
always  has  been  to  protect  it  from  forced  sale,  and  not  to  protect  it  from 
the  people  tbciQsclvea.  They  ought  to  have  a  right  to  dispose  of  their 
own  property,  to  mortgage  it,  hypothei»le  it,  and  deal  with  it  in  any 
way  that  their  judgment  shall  dictate,  and  for  that  reason  I  am  opposed 
to  this  amendment  otTered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco. 


the  owner  of  it  aud  his  wife  have  a  mere  cabin  i 
I,  and  a  pig,  I  believe  that  they  should  not 
and  be  driven  out  from  their  little  home.  The  Be 
provides,  also,  that  any  other  property  belonging 
seized  aud  sold  for  the  taxes  upon  the  houiest 
e  would  be  beneficent  only  to  this  class  of 
great  many  of  them  in  this  State  who  are  ettren 
"  ■  section  will  commend  itself  to  the  gentlemei 
ty  will  consider  the  class  to  whom  alone  it  wi 
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ID,  that  the  section 

.  _..      onc.wUl  be 

voted  down,  and  that  one  is  a  n^ere  recital  of  section  litleen  of  the  old 

Constitution  upon  that  subject.     The  reasons  were  given  a  short 


Mb.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  Chai 
for  two  or  three  minutes.    1   hope,  Mr.  Chi 
reported  by  the  committee,  and  all  lli     
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adopted  this  section  we  arc  sure 
<re  propose  to  make  the  section  c 


Francisco  when 
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n  unending  litigation.    If 


''  Hereafter  the  homestead,  consisting  of 
buildings,  improvements,  and  lands  appurtenant 
of  a  family  resident  tn  this  State,  of  the  value  not 
sand  dollars,  shall  not  be  alienated  or 
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obligations  contracted  for  the  improvement  of  such  homestead,  and  for 
debte  incurred  before  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution."    There  is  no 

E revision  in  that  for  recording,  or  for  any  other  method  of  enforcing  the 
snefits  of  this  homestead.  Suppose  the  question  is  raised  that  there 
has  been  no  record  here,  and  you  fall  back  upon  this  provision  of  the 
Constitution.  You  do  not  go  far  enough.  It  is  only  necessary,  and  the 
only  thing  we  ought  to  do,  is  to  declare  that  there  should  lie  a  home- 
Bleod  set  apart.  It  is  one  of  the  things  we  can  trust  the  Legislature 
with,  because  there  is  not  much  danger  of  a  lobby  inQuence.  There  is 
no  job  in  it.     Shall  we  trust  the  Legislature  with  anything,  Mr.  Chair- 

Mb,  SMITH,  of  San  Francisco.    No.    [Laughter.] 
Mb.  SCUELL.     1  would  ask  the  gentleman   if  he  is  willing  to  trust 
the  Legislature  fur  our  scrip? 

"     REYNOLDS.    I  did  not  intend  to  punish  this  Convention  but 


could  not  n 
ipposed  to  exempting  any  property  from  taxalio 
rty  that  receives  protection  from  the  govemmei 
if  the  expenses  of  that  government. 

Mr,  AYERS.    Do  yon  consider  it  Diir  that  thi 
ferred  creditor? 

TINNIN.    That  is  the  rule  in  all  gover 
AYERS.    There  is  uo  logic  in  it. 
TINNIN.     It  is  certainly  good  Sense. 


Mb.  CAFLES.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  am  opposed  to  the  section  pn>jH»e< 
by  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  for  more  reaBons  than  I  cai 
enumerate  just  now,  but  1  will  enumerate  some  of  them.  The  Grvl 
and,  perhaps  the  greatest  and  most  serious  objection  that  1  have,  is  tha 
it  contravenes  a  principle  as  broad  as  human  understanding,  the  prio 
ciple  of  justice  and  legality.  Another  reason,  Mr.  Chairman,  why 
am  opposed  to  it,  is  that  it  is  olTering  a  bonus  to  unthrift,  idleness,  ani 


0  not  know  but  what  1  shall 
whole  time.    The  reasons  given  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francii 
'  ■'"  's  section,  and  why  we  should  only  mi 


why  we  should  not  adopt    ..  _    , ^ 

the  simple  declaration,  that  the  homestead  should  be  ,  , 

Bwerable.  I  think  we  had  better  expend  some  of  this  time,  not  upon 
how  we  shall  entengle  the  homestead,  but  how  we  shall  provide  for 
cutting  np  these  large  landed  estates,  that  are  capable  of  ansljiining  five 
or  six  thousand  families,  and  that  ought  to  be  cut  up  into  five  or  six 
thousand  liomesteads;  and  provide  how  the  children  shall  some  day  get 
a  portion  of  them  for  a  homestead.  There  are  a  dozen  or  two  families 
on  from  one  hundred  thousand  to  four  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land. 
Let  us  expend  some  of  this  solicitude  in  providing  ways  by  which  some 
of  the  children  shall  be  able  to  get  a  patob  of  this  land  for  a  homcelead, 
and  not  how  we  shall  entengle  those  which  now  exist.  This  is  one  of 
the  things  that  can  he  left  io  the  liegislature,  hence  it  ia  not  necessary 
for  us  to  Ir*:  to  provide  every  detail. 

Mb.  WATERS.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Hunter,  Holmes,  Larkin,  and  Dunlap. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

Thb  chairman.  The  first  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  to  the  original  section. 

Mb.  HERBINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  withdraw  mj  amendment. 
I  am  in  favor  of  the  section  in  the  old  Constitution. 

Tub  CHAIRMAN.  The  next  question  is  on  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  of  Mr.  Bolfe,  oflered  by  the  gentleman  from  Sau  Francisco, 
Mr,  Miller.   ■ 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Tux  CHAIRMAN.  Tbe  question  recurs  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Bau  Bernardino,  Mr.  Rolfe. 

Tbe  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mk.  AYERS.    Mr.  Chairman ;  1  send  op  an  independent  section. 

JHK  8ECHBTAKY  read: 

"The  real  aud  personal  properly  of  all  homesteads  assessed  at  the 
value  of  five  hundred  dollars,  or  less,  in  each  case  shall  not  be  Bold  at 
forced  sale  for  the  recovery  of  texes  levied  thereon;  but  property,  per- 
sonal or  real, other  than  that  embraced  in  the  homestead,  and  not  other- 
wise exempt  by  law  I'rom  seizure,  shall  be  subject  to  forced  sale  for  such 
homealead  taxes." 

Mr.  AYERS.  Mr.  Chairman ;  I  offer  that  section  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  a  large  class  of  poor  people  in  this  State  who  lave  a  little  Sit 
of  promrty,  which  is  their  homestead,  and  amounU  in  the  aggregate  to 
only  about  five  hundred  dollars.  I  cannot  conceive  of  anything  more 
unjust  or  tyrannical  than  for  the  State  te  constitute  itself  a  preferred 
creditor,  oa  regards  this  class  of  poor  people,  and  that  notwithstanding  it 
genereusly  prevides  that  their  little  homesteads  shall  be  exempt  from 
soisiire  and  sale  by  individuals,  yet  the  Slate  may  step  in,  and  for  ita 
taxes  itiny  take  the  little  homestead  and  sell  it  from  under  their  feet.  I 
believe  that  the  larger  homestead — the  homestead  to  the  extent  of  the 
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I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  it  woUld  b 
poHcy,  a  ruinous  policy,  a  policy  thnt  would  fiy  in  the  faoeof  reason,  c 
justice,  and  of  all  sound  policy,  to  offer  a  bonus  for  unthnfl.  I  Uke  i 
for  granted  that  the  good  sense  of  thia  people,  and  of  this  eommilt« 
would  hold  that  the  very  reverse  of  that  theory  should  be  tbe  nili 
That  is,  that  we  should  encourage  by  all  possible  means  thrift,  industF7 
and  enterprise  ;  and  not  be  saying  to  men  that  if  they  do  not  ocquir 
more  than  five  hundred  dollars  worth  of  property  they  shall  be  exemp 
from  the  buriiena  of  government.  Why,  ia  it  not  plainly  and  clearl; 
a  bid  for  worth lessn ess  ?  a  bid  for  idleness  T  I  propose  now  reoMn  ani 
justice  and  common  sense,  and  some  policy  against  such  lunacy 
[Laughter.] 

Ma.PROUTY.  I  move  to  amtfnd  by  adding;  "  Any  pereon  not  own 
ing.  five  hundred  dollars  in  value,  of  property,  shall  Iw  furnished  lh< 
same  from  the  county  treasury  of  Iheir  respective  counties." 

Thk  chairman.  _It  is  not  in  order.     The  question  is  on  the  adop 


tion  of  tbe  section  offered  by  the  gentlen 
Ajer 


The  section  waa  rejected. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  move  that  the  committee  no* 
rise,  report  the  article  beck,  and  recommend  ile  adoption  as  amended. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN,     Mr.  Chairman  :  I  desire  to  call  up — ~ 

Tkr  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  ia  on  the  motion  that  the  com 
mittee  rise,  report  the  article  back  to  the  Convention,  and  recommeni 
ita  adoption  as  amended. 

The  motion  prevailed,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  59  ayes  Id  SS  noea 
IN  CONVENTION. 

Thb  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen  :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  havi 
instructed  me  to  report,  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  tbi 
article  on  land  and  homestead  exemption,  report  the  same  back,  ani 
-   -        ■    ■  ■■-  (tdoption  85  ar-  -    -'"' 


■e  that  w 


;rtbe 


gene 


a  file, 
sual  number  o 


Th«  PRESIDENT.     If  there  be  no  objeeti 
Ma.  GRACE.     I  object. 
Thb  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  on  the 
from  Ban  Francisco.  Mr.  Estee. 


lomestead  exemption  be  orderei 
3  ordered, 
of  the  genllemai; 


Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  resolvt 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  for  thi 
purpose  of  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Schedule.  Wi 
can  get  through  witb  these  reports  this  week,  and  take  up  the  genera 
file  on  Monday. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Following  is  tbe  article  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Schedule: 


.'  arise  from  the  alterations  and  amend- 
nente  in  the  Constitution  of  this  Stete.  and  to  carry  the  same  into  com- 
)lete  effect,  it  is  hereby  ordained  and  declared : 

Skttcon  1.  That  all  laws  in  force  at  the  adoption  of  thia  Coustitu 
ion,  not  inconsistent  therewith,  shall  remain  in  full  fonx  and  efieei 
intil  altered  or  repealed  hy  the  Legislature;  and  all  righte,  actioBi 
etaims,  and  contraete  of  the  State,  counties,  individuals,  oi 
corporate,  not  ineousiatent  therewith,  shall  continue  to  b«  a: 
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valid  as  if  this  institution  had  not  been  adopted.  The  provisions  of 
ftll  laws  which  are  inconsistent  with  this  Constitution  shall  cease  upon 
the  adoption  thereof,  except  that  all  laws  which  are  inconsistent  with 
such  provisions  of  this  Constitution  as  require  legislation  to  enforce  them, 
shall  remain  in  full  force  until  the  first  day  of  July,  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty,  unless  sooner  altered  or  repealed  by  the  Legislature. 

Sec.  2.  That  all  recognizances,  obligations,  and  all  other  instruments 
entered  into  or  executed  before  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution  to  this 
State,  or  to  any  subdivision  thereof,  or  any  municipality  therein,  and 
all  fines,  taxes,  penalties,  and  forfeitures  due  or  owing  to  this  State,  or 
any  such  subdivision  or  municipality,  and  all  writs,  prosecutions, 
actions,  and  causes  of  action,  except  as  herein  otherwise  provided,  shall 
continue  and  remain  unaffected  by  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution. 
All  indictments  or  informations  which  shall,  nave  been  found,  or  may 
hereafter  be  found,  for  any  crime  or  offense  committed  before  this  Con- 
stitution takes  effect,  may  be  proceeded  upon  as  if  no  change  had  taken 
place,  except  as  otherwise  provided  iif  this  Constitution. 

Skc.  3.  The  Legislature,  at  its  first  session  after  the  adoption  of  this 
Constitution,  shall  provide  for  the  transfer  of  all  records,  books,  papers, 
and  proceedings  from  such  Courts  as  are  abolished  by  this  Constitution 
to  the  Courts  provided  herein ;  and  the  Courts  to  which  the  same  are 
thus  transferred  shall  have  the  same  power  and  jurisdiction  over  them 
as  if  they  had  been  in  first  instance  commenced,  filed,  or  lodged  therein. 
Ko  officer  elected  at  the  first  election  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitu- 
tion shall  be  entitled  to  draw  any  salary  until  he  shall  have  been  duly 
installed  as  such  either  by  provisions  herein  or  by  Act  of  the  Legislature. 

Sec.  4.  The  Secretary  or  State  shall  cause  this  Constitution  to  be  pub- 
lished once  a  week  for  at  least  four  consecutive  weeks  next  before  the 
first  Wednesday  in  May,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-nine,  in  not 
more  than  six  newspapers  published  in  this  State,  one  or  which  news- 
papers shall  be  published  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  one 
in  the  County  or  Sacramento,  one  in  the  County  of  Los  Angeles,  one  in 
the  County  of  Nevada,  one  in  the  County  of  Santa  Clara,  and  one  in 
the  County  of  Sonoma.  The  Governor  shall  issue  his  proclamation, 
giving  notice  of  the  election  for  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  this  Consti- 
tution, at  least  one  month  before  the  said  first  Wednesday  in  May, 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-nine,  and  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  of 
the  several  counties  shall  cause  said  proclamation  to  be  made  public  in 
their  respective  counties,  and  gei;ieral  notice  of  said  election  to  be  given 
at  least  nfteen  days  next  before  said  election. 

Src.  5.  The  Superintendent  of  Printing  of  the  State  of  California 
shall,  at  least  twenty  days  before  said  election,  cause  to  be  printed  and 
delivered  to  the  Clerk  of  each  county  in  this  State  five  times  the  num- 
ber of  properly  prepared  ballots  for  said  election  that  there  are  voters  in 
said  respective  counties,  with  the  words  printed  thereon,  "For  the  new 
Constitution."  He  shall  likewise  cause  to  be  so  printed  and  delivered 
to  said  Clerks  five  times  the  number  of  properly  prepared  ballots  fot 
said  election  that  there  are  voters  in  said  respective  counties,  with  the 
words  printed  thereon,  "Against  the  new  Constitution." 

Skc.  6.  The  Clerks  of  the  several  counties  in  the  State  shall,  at  least 
five  days  before  said  election,  cause  to  be  delivered  to  the  Inspectors  of 
Elections,  at  each  election  precinct  or  polling  place  in  their  respective 
counties,  suitable  poll-books,  forms  of  return,  and  an  equal  number  of 
the  aforesaid  ballots,  which  number,  in  the  aggregate,  must  be  ten  times 
greater  than  the  number  of  voters  in  the  said  election  precincts  or  poll- 
ing places.  The  returns  of  the  number  of  votes  cast  at  the  Presidential 
election  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-six  shall  serve  as  a 
basis  of  calculation  for  this  and  the  preceding  section. 

Skc.  7.  -Every  citizen  of  the  United  States,  entitled  by  law  to  vote  for 
members  of  the  Assembly  in  this  State,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  for  the 
adoption  or  rejection  of  this  Constitution. 

Sec.  8.  The  officers  of  the  several  counties  of  this  State,  whose  duty 
it  is,  under  the  law,  to  receive  and  canvass  the  returns  from  the  several 
precincts  of  their  respective  counties,  as  well  as  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  shall  meet  at  the  usual  places  of  meeting  for  such  pur- 
poses on  the  first  Monday  after  said  election.  If,  at  the  time  of  meeting, 
the  returns  from  each  precinct  in  the  countv  in  which  the  polls  were 
opened  have  been  received,  the  Board  must  then  and  there  proceed  to 
canvass  the  returns;  but  if  all  the  returns  have  not  been  received,  the 
canvass  must  be  postponed  from  day  to  dav  until  all  the  returns  are 
received,  or  until  six  postponements  have  been  had,  when  they  shall 
proceed  to  make  out  returns  of  the  votes  cast  for  and  against  the  new 
Constitution;  and  the  proceedings  of  said  Boards  shall  he  the  same  as 
those  prescribed  for  like  Boards  in  the  case  of  an  election  for  Governor. 
Upon  the  cx)mpletion  of  said  canvass  and  returns,  the  said  Board  shall 
immediately  certify  the  same,  in  the  usual  form,  to  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  California. 

Sec.  9.  The  Governor  of  the  State  of  California  shall,  as  soon  as  the 
returns  of  said  election  shall  be  received  by  him,  or  within  thirty  days 
after  said  election,  in  the  presence  and  with  the  assistance  of  the  Con- 
troller, Treasurer,  and  Secretary  of  Stale,  open  and  compute  all  the 
returns  received  of  votes  cast  for  and  against  the  new  Constitution.  If, 
by  such  examination  and  computation,  it  is  ascertained  that  a  majority 
of  the  whole  number  of  votes  cast  at  such  election  be  in  favor  of  such 
new  Constitution,  the  Executive  of  this  State  shall,  by  his  proclamation, 
declare  such  new  Constitution  to  be  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Cal- 
ifornia, and  that  it  shall  take  effect  and  be  in  force  on  the  day  hereinaf- 
ter specified. 

Src.  10.  In  order  that  future  elections  in  this  State  shall  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  this  Constitution,  the  term  of  all  officers  elected 
under  the  same,  and  whose  term  of  office  is  four  years  or  over,  shall  be, 
respectively,  one  year  shorter  than  the  #erm  provided  for  in  this  Consti- 
tution, and  the  term  of  all  officers  whose  term  of  office  is  two  years  shall 
be,  respectively,  one  year  longer  than  the  term  provided  for  in  this  Con- 
stitution, except  the  members  of  the  Assembly,  whose  first  term  of  office 
shall  be  one  yeaV;  and  the  successors  of  all  such  officers  shall  be  elected 


at  the  last  election  before  the  expiration  of  the  terms  as  in  this  section 
provided.  The  first  officers  chosen  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitu- 
tion shall  be  elected  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  now  provided  by 
law. 

Skc.  11.  Should  this  Constitution  be  ratified  at  the  election  for  the 
ratification  and  adoption  thereof,  it  shall  take  effect  and  be  in  force  on 
and  after  the  fourth  day  of  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-nine, 
at  twelve  o'clock  meridian. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  section  one. 

LAWS  IK  force. 
The  SECRETARY  read: 

That  no  inconvenience  may  arise  from  the  alterations  and  amend- 
ments in  the  Constitution  of  this  State,  and  to  carry  the  same  into  com- 
plete effect,  it  is  hereby  ordained  and  declared : 

Sectiok  1.  That  all  laws  in  force  at  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution, 
not  inconsistent  therewith,  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until 
altered  or  repealed  by  the  Legislature ;  and  all  rights,  actions,  prosecu- 
tions, claims,  and  contracts  of  the  State,  counties,  individuals,  or  bodies 
corporate,  not  inconsistent  therewith,  shall  continue  to  be  as  valid  as  if 
this  Constitution  had  not  been  adopted.  The  provisions  of  all  laws 
which  are  inconsistent  with  thid  Constitution  shall  cease  upon  the 
adoption  thereof,  except  that  all  laws  which  are  inconsistent  with  such 
provisions  of  this  Constitution  as  require  legislation  to  enforce  them, 
shall  remain  in  full  force  until  the  first  day  of  July,  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty,  unless  sooner  altered  or  repealed  by  the  Legislature. 

The  Chairman,  if  there  be  no  amendment  to  section- one  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  two. 

EFFECT  ON  INSTECSIENTS.  * 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  2.  That  all  recognizances,  obligations,  and  all  other  instruments 
entered  into  or  executed  before  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution  to  this 
State,  or  to  any  subdivision  thereof,  or  any  municipality  therein,  and 
all  fines,  taxes,  penalties,  and  forfeits  due  or  owing  to  this  State,  or  any 
such  subdivision  or  municipality,  and  all  writs,  prosecutions,  actions, 
and  causes  of  action,  except  as  herein  otherwise  provided,  shall  continue 
and  remain  unaffected  by  the  adoption  of  this  (x>nstitution.  All  indict- 
ments or  informations  which  shall  have  been  found,  or  may  hereafter  be 
found,  for  any  crime  or  offense  committed  before  this  Constitution  takes 
effect,  may  be  proceeded  upon  as  if  no  change  had  taken  place,  except 
as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Constitution. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  oUt  the  word 
"such"  in  the  fourth  line. 

Mr.  MORELAND.    I  see  no  objection  to  that.    The  word  is  unneces- 
sary there. 
•  The  motion  prevailed. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  to  strike  out  this  phrase  from 
line  eight,  "or  may  hereafter  be  found."  The  phrase  is  entirely  unnec- 
essary and  ambiguous.    With  that  struck  out  the  whole  case  is  covered. 

Mr.  van  D^KE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  hope  that  amendment  will  not 
be  adopted.  There  may  be  indictments  found  between  the  adoption  of 
the  Constitution  and  its  taking  effect  in  July.  I  think  it  is  rignt  as  it 
stands. 

Mr.  SCHELL.  I  withdraw  the  amendment.  I  think  I  misappre- 
hended the  meaning  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  section  two, 
the  Secretary  will  read  section  three. 

TRANSFER  OF   RECORDS. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  3.  The  Legislature,  at  its  first  session  after  the  adoption  of  this 
Constitution,  shall  provide  for  the  transfer  of  all  records,  books,  papers, 
and  proceedings  from  such  Couils  as  are  abolished  by  this  Constitution 
to  the  Courts  provided  therein;  and  the  Courts  to  which  the  same  are 
thus  transferred  shall  have  the*6ame  power  and  jurisdiction  over  them 
as  if  they  had  been  in  the  first  instance  commenced,  filed,  or  lodced 
therein.  No  officer  elected  at  the  first  election  after  the  adoption  of  this 
Constitution  shall  be  entitled  to  draw  any  salary  until  he  shall  have 
been  duly  installed  as  such  either  by  provisions  herein  or  by  Act  of  the 
Legislature. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  section  three,  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  four. 

PUBLICATION  OF  CONSTITUTION. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  4.  The  Secretary  of  State  shall  cause  this  Constitution  to  be  pub- 
lished once  a  week  for  at  least  four  consecutive  weeks  next  before  the 
first  Wednesday  in  May,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-nine,  in  not 
more  than  six  newspapers  published  in  this  State,  one  of  which  news- 
papers shall  be  published  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  one 
m  the  County  of  Saeramento,  one  in  the  County  of  Los  Angeles,  one  in 
the  County  of  Nevada,  one  in  the  County  of  Santa  Clara,  and  one  in  the 
County  of  Sonoma.  The  Governor  shall  issue  his  proclamation  giving 
notice'of  the  election  for  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  this  Constitution  at 
least  one  month  before  the  said  nrst  Wednesday  in  May,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  seventy-nine,  and  the  Boards  of  Supervisors  of  the  several 
oounties  shall  cause  said  proclamation  to  be  made  public  in  their  respect- 
ive counties,  and  general  notice  of  said  election  to  be  given  at  least  fifteen 
days  next  before  said  election. 

Mr.  MORELAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  a  substitute  for  that  sec- 
tion, which  has  been  agreed  upon  by  a  majority  of  this  committee.  I 
thiiUc  it  is  better  than  the  section. 

Thk  secretary  read: 
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Thb  chairman.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  section  seven,  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  eight. 

CANVASS   OF   RKTURKS. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

Sec.  8.  The  officers  of  the  several  counties  of  this  State  whose  duty 
it  is,  under  the  law,  to  receive  and  canvass  the  returns  from  the  several 
precincts  of  their  respective  counties,  as  well  as  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  shall  meet  at  the  usual  places  of  meeting  for  such  pur- 
poses on  the  first  Monday  after  said  election.  If,  at  the  time  of  meeting, 
the  returns  from  each  precinct  in  the  county  in  which  the  polls  were 
opened  have  been  received,  the  Boani  must  then  and  there  proceed  to 
canvass  the  returns;  but  if  all  the  returns  have  not  been  received,  the 
canvass  must  be  postponed  from  day  to  day  until  all  the  returns  arc 
received,  or  until  six  postponements  have  been  had,  when  thev  shall 
proceed  to  make  put  returns  of  the  votes  cast  for  and  against  the  new 
Constitution;  and  the  proceedings  of  said  Boards  shall  be  the  same  as 
those  prescribed  for  like  Boards  in  the  case  of  an  election  for  Governor. 
Upon  the  completion  of  said  canvass  and  returns,  the  said  Board  shall 
immediately  certify  the  same,  in  the  usual  form,  to  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  California.  • 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  inouire  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  committee  what  is  meant  in  the  third  line  by  the 
words  *'  as  well  as  the  Citv  and  County  of  San  Franoisco?"  There  may 
be  some  provision  that  I  do  not  understand  that  requires  it. 

Mr.  MORELAND.  I  do  not  know,  Mr.  Chairman;  I  find  that  lan- 
guage in  the  law  Ciilling  this  Convention,  the  law  under  which  the  dele- 
gates were  elected,  and  I  have  used  the  same  language. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman  v  I  move  to  insert  after  the  word 
"as"  the  word  "of,"  so  that  it  will  read:  "as  well  as  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,"  etc. 

Mr.  LARUE.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  this  will  not  make  the  day  for 
the  canvass  on  Sufiday.   If  it  does,  I  move  to  strike  out  "  six  *'  and  insert 


"seven." 


Mr.  MORELAND.  Sunday  is  a  non-judicial  day,  and  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  would  make  any  difference.     I  am  not  particular  as  to  that. 

Thk  chairman.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Marin,  Mr.  Shafter. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  BEERSTECHER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  move  that  the  committee 
rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Lost. 

The  chairman.  '  The  Secretary  will  read  section  nine. 

PROCLAMATION. 

The  secretary  read: 

Sec.  9.  The  Governor  of  the  State  of  California  shall,  as  soon  as  the 
returns  of  said  election  shall  be  received  by  him,  or  within  thirty  days 
after  said  election,  in  the  presence  and  with  the  afsistauce  of  the  Con- 
troller, Treasurer,  and  Secretary  of  State,  open  and  compute  all  the 
returns  received  of  votes  cast  for  and  against  the  new  Constitution.  If 
by  such  examination  and  computation  it  is  ascertained  that  a  majority 
of  the  whole  number  of  votes  cast  at  such  election  be  in  favor  of  such 
new  Constitution,  the  Executive  of  this  State  shall,  b^  his  proclamation, 
declare  such  new  Constitution  to  be  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of 
California,  and  that  it  shall  take  effect  and  be  in  force  on  the  day  here- 
inafter specified. 

The  chairman.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  section  nine,  the 
Secretary  will  read  section  ten. 

term  of  officers. 

The  secretary  read : 

Sec.  10.  In  order  that  future  elections  in  this  State  shall  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  this  Constitution,  the  term  of  all  officers  elected 
under  the  same,  and  whose  term  of  office  is  four  years  or  over,  shall  be, 
respectively,  one  year  shorter  than  the  term  provided  for  in  this  Consti- 
tution, and  the  term  of  all  officers  whose  term  of  office  is  two  years,  shall 
be,  respectively,  one  year  longer  than  the  term  provided  for  in  this  Con- 
stitution, except  the  members  of  the  Assembly,  whose  first  term  of  office 
shall  be  one  year;  and  the  successors  of  all  such  officers  shall  be  elected 
at  the  last  election  before  the  expiration  of  the  terms,  as  in  this  section 
provided.  The  first  officers  chosen  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitu- 
tion shall  be  elected  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  now  provided  by  law. 

Mr.  MORELAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  an  amendment  to  sec- 
tion ten. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Substitute  for  section  ten:  'In  order  that  future  elections  in  this 
State  shall  conform  to  the  requirements  of  this  Constitution,  the  terms  of 
all  officers  elected  at  the  first  election  under  the  same  shall  be  respect- 
ively one  year  shorter  than  the  terms  as  in  this  Constitution  provided; 
and  the  successors  of  all  such  officers  shall  be  elected  at  the  last  election 
before  the  expiration  of  the  terms  as  in  this  section  provided.  The  first 
officers  chosen  after  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution  shall  be  elected  at 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  now  provided  by  law.'  " 

Mr.  SWENSON.    Mr.  Chairman :  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  secretary  read: 

"Amend  section  ten  by  inserting  the  word  'first'  between  the  word 
'the'  and  the  word  'term,'  in  line  tw^o;  also,  insert  the  word  'first' 
before  the  word  'term,*  as  it  occurs  the  last  time  in  line  four." 

Mr.  MORELAND.  Mr.  Chairman:  So  far  as  this  section  is  con- 
cerned, the  minority  of  the  committee  does  not  favor  it,  and  reserve  the 
right  to  present  a  section  in  place  of  it. 

Mr.  VAN  DYKE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN    CONVENTION. 

The  president.    Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 


instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Schedule,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 
The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m..  President  Hoge  in 
the  chair. 

Roll  called  and  quorum  present. 

LAND   AND   HOMESTEAD    EXEMPTION. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead  Exemption  be  taken  from  the  table 
and  rereferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  for  further  consideration. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  report  has  been  sent  to  the  printer;  it  is  not 
before  the  Convention  now. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I. ask  that  it  be  returned  to  the  Convention 
and  rereferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  president.  The  gentleman  cannot  make  that  motion  until  it 
is  taken  up  in  its  order  on  the  general  file. 

Mr.  JOIINSON.  Is  there  anything  pending  before  the  Convention? 
I  desire  to  present  a  petition. 

Following  is  the  petition': 

To  the  Honorable  J.  P.  Hoge,  President,  and  to  Members  of  the  Congtitutional 
Cunvontion: 

Gentlemkk— Tour  petitionora,  citizens  of  the  State  of  California,  and  residentu  of 
Sonoma  County,  most  re8i>ectfully  request  your  honorable  body  to  exempt  from  tax- 
ation all  property  used  exclusirely  for  charitable,  educational,  and  church  purposes. 

The  president.  It  will  lie  on  the  table  to  bo  considered  with  the 
article,  on  revenue  and  taxation. 

AN   APPEAL. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  President :  I  desire  to  take  an  appeal  from 
the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

The  appeal  was  seconded  by  Messrs.  Barton  and  Beerstccher. 

The  president.  Gentlemen  of  the  Convention :  The  gentleman 
from  Santa  Clara  has  moved  that  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Land 
and  Homestead  Exemption  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have  gone  through  the  report, 
have  adopted  amendments  thereto,  and  sent  it  back  to  the  Convention 
with  the  recommendation  that  it  be  adopted.  The  report  has  gone  to 
the  Committee  on  Printing,  under  the  order  of  the  Convention,  and  will 
take  its  place  upon  the  general  file.  The  Chair  decides  that  the  motion 
is  not  in  order,  and  cannot  be  made  until  it  is  brought  up  in  its  regular 
order.  From  that  decision  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  appeals. 
The  question  is:  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair  stand  as  the  judgment 
of  the  Convention  ? 

SPEECH   OF   MR.    HERRINGTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  President:  As  I  understand  the  order  of 
business  of  this  Convention,  there  is  no  order  of  business,  unless  it  is  a 
special  order,  but  what  is  at  the  disposal  of  this  Convention  when  it  is 
before  it.  The  Chair  has  otherwise  decided  with  reference  lo  this  par- 
ticular reference  that  has  been  made  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole.  That  rejport,  when  it  came  into  the  Convention,  was  simply 
a  recommendation  that  it  be  adopted.  The  reference  that  was  made  of 
it  was  for  printing.  That  is  the  only  reference  that  was  made.  The 
statement  is  that  it  is  upon  the  general  file.  If  it  is  uporC  the  general 
file  it  may  be  taken  from  the  general  file  by  order  of  tnis  Convention. 
There  is  no  rule  of  this  body,  so  far  as  I  know,  which  prohibits  its  being 
taken  from  the  file  at  any  time.  As  I  understand  it,  any  of  the  reports 
of  these  standing  committees  that  are  before  the  house,  are  taken  up  out 
of  order  upon  mere  motion,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
and  they  are  not  taken  in  the  order  in  which  those  reports  have  been 
made.  Neither  will  the  reports  that  have  been  made  to  the  Convention, 
when  they  are  to  be  taken  up  in  Convention,  be  taken  up  in  the  order 
in  which  thev  are  made.  When  a  mistake  is  made,  as  I  understand  it, 
there  is  no  other  way  of  correcting  it  except  by  reference.  If  a  mistake 
has  been  made  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  it  is  within  the  power 
of  this  Convention  to  send  it  back  and  let  the  mistake  bo  corrected.  If 
anything  has  been  left  out  of  a  report  which  should  have  been  reported 
upon,  it  is  for  the  committee  to  determine  that  question,  and  it  is  for  the 
Convention  to  sav  whether  they  shall  have  an  opportunitv,  and  not 
upon  the  mere  ruline;  of  the  Chair.  According  to  the  ruling  here  made, 
the  Convention  itself  is  cut  off  from  the  power  of  correcting  an  error 
that  has  been  made  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  even  though  it  be 
discovered  after  reference,  and  after  printing.  I  submit  that  the  ruling 
is  not  in  accordance  with  the  rules  as  established  by  this  body.  It  ought 
to  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  There  should  have 
been  some  opportunity  given  to  complete  the  article.  One  whole  branch 
of  the  subject  is  left  untouched  by  trie  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  no 
reference  has  been  marie  to  the  subject,  and  when  it  was  attempted  to  be 
done  a  motion  was  sprung  upon  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the 
purpose  of  referring  this  back  without  action  upon  that  branch  of  the 
subject.  It  is  apparent  upon  the  face  of  it  that  no  action  has  been  taken 
upon  one  of  the  most  important  branches  of  the  subject.  While  there 
was  an  efibrt  made  upon  the  part  of  some  members  of  the  Convention 
to  engraft  some  amendment  upon  the  article  with  reference  to  lands,  a 
motion  was  sprung  and  carried  which  defeated  that  object.  It  was 
unfair  to  make  such  a  reference  without  first  giving  the  other  side  a 
hearing. 

remarks   of    MR.    O'SULLIVAN. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  I  believe  that  some  of  the  reports  from  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  sent  to  the  file,  have  been  taken  back  by  the 
Convention. 

The  president.    There  is  no  such  instance  on  record. 
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having  been  finally  ac(«l  upon. 

Mn.  O'BULLIVAN.  I  am  very  sony  and  regret  to  gee  any  attempt 
in  this  Convention  tn  stifle  free  diecuasion  upon  the  eiibject  of  Unas. 
That  waa  the  subject  rererred  to  the  Commrttee,oii  Homestead*  and 
Lands.  It  wna  part  of  the  anbject  before  the  committee.  The  majority 
of  the  committee  ignored  the  aubjeet  of  lands.  A  minority  report  waa 
made  and  presented  to  this  ConveotioD,  and  it  looks  to  rae  very  mu<-h 
like  an  attempt  to  etifl^all  discussion  upon  the  subject  of  lund  monopoly, 
the  greatest  question   before  the  people  of  California  to-day— by  all 


Me.  O'SULLIVAN.  I  shall  support  the  appeal,  with  due  deference 
to  the  Chair.  I  think  it  is  nothing  but  fair  that  the  matter  should  be 
referred  back  In  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mb.  BEERSTECHEB.  Mr.  President;  Under  the  peculiar  cireum- 
stances  of  this  cade,  1  am  obliged,  with  due  deference  to  the  Chair,  to 
voW  against  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  When  the  matter  of  lands  and 
homestead  limitation  came  before  the  ooinmitlee,  the  majority  report 
was  discussed  and  acted  upon.  One  amendment  was  mado  to  the  report, 
and  then  a  motion  was  mode  that  the  committee  rise  and  recommend 
the  adoption  of  the  article,  and  that  the  r«iort  be  printed.  At  that  time 
alaree  proportion  of  the  membersof  this  Convention, as  I  understand  it, 
voted  underamisapprehensiou,  not  knovfing  or  understanding  that  there 
was  to  be  a  minority  report  presented  upon  the  subject  of  land  tenures  and 

apprehei 

of  things  at  present.  Now,  the  object  of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Herrington  is, 
that  the  report  be  taken  fi-oni  the  table,  where  it  was  placed  for  the  State 
Printer,  and  rereferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  that  it  may  be 
luldol  to  in  such  manner  as  tbe  Commitlee  of  the  Whole  may  desire. 
Mr.  President,  I  believe,  in  the  absence  of  all  rules  to  the  contraiy,  that 
the  Convention  lias  absolute  power  over  all  reports  that  are  before  it; 
tliat  where  a  report  bas  been  onlered  to  print,  that  report  may  be  brought 
back  from  tbe  printer;  it  may  be  changed  and  altered  by  the  Conven- 
tion.   I  believe  the  Convention  has  full  power  in  the  premises,  and  this 

jxereise  of  tl.at "  "  '■—•-■  '-  -  - 

who  make  tbe 
upon  the  subji 

Convention  can  at  any  time 
passed  upon,  and  it  is  in  tliat  i 
against  the  decision  of  the  Cha 
Mr.  VAN  DYKE.    Mr,  President:  Is  there  anything  in  the  rules 


It  will 


tter  that  they  I 
Lt  I  respectfully 

le  Convention  from  resolving  to  consider  a  minority 


ing  m  the  i 


irt,  if  it  chooses 
Thk  PRESIDENT.    Thi 

Mb.  HO^fABD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Tb^t  would  be  doing,  indirectly, 
what  cannot  be  done  directly. 

Ma.  GRACE.  Mr.  President:  I  am  here  to  represent  tbe  people  of  th 
Citv  and  County  of  San  Franoisco,  as  well  as  the  people  of  the  whole  Statj 
and  I  waa  elected  upon  a  platform  pledged  to  a  fair  and  equitable  systei 
of  land  limitation,  and  that  is  what  I  wauttodo,  but  I  am  of  the  opinio. 
that  a  majority  of  this  Convention  are  against  it;  but  I  don't  see  why 
they  should  stiUe  debate  when  they  have  absolutely  wasted  three  week's 
time  in  discussing  the  Cliinese  question,  and  this  is  one  that  interests 
the  people  more  than  the  Chinese  question — it  is  a  greater  curse  to-day 
than  Chinese  iui  migration.  The  land  thieves  have  done  more  iiijury 
than  the  Chinese,  and  the  evil  will  be  entailed  upon  posterity  unless  we 
prevent  it.  I  tell  yon  that  the  people  understnud  this  question,  and 
they  intend,  if  possible,  to  stop  this  land  grabbing.  I  cannot  see  that 
uny  harm  can  be  done  by  allowing  the  matter  la  be  discussed.  I  am  in 
favor  of  investigation.  This  is  a  deliberative  body,  and  tbe  representa- 
tives arc  sent  here  for  the  purpose  of  discussion  and  deliberetion.  In 
every  part  of  this  country  I  have  conversed  with  men,  and  I  have  found 
them  invariably  in  bvor  of  land  limitation. 

Tkb  president.    Confine  yourself  to  the  question  of  the  appeal. 

Ma.  GRACE.    Then,  I  am  in  favor  of  this  appeal. 

Mr.  WELLIN.  Mr.  President:  I  am  sorry  that  I  have  lo  raise  a 
voice  against  the  decision  of  the  Chair.  It  is  very  seldom  that  1  have 
licen  found  suslaining  an  apiieal  from  tbe  rulings  of  the  Chair,  but, 
upon  this  occHsion  I  am  obliged  to  do  it.  Some  of  the  delegates  have 
given  a  ^at  deal  of  care  t«  this  subject,  and  they  should  have  an 
<^pportuulty  to  be  heard.  Tbe  only  way  to  give  that  opportunity  is  to 
refer  the  matter  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  I  hope  the  Con- 
vention is  not  afraid  to  listen  to  argiimeut.  What  have  tlicr  to  fear 
that  they  should  try  to  gag  the  Convcntioat  I  cannot  see  wby  they 
should  bo  afraid  to  open  up  the  discussion.  I  think  it  is  nothing  but 
right  and  fair  that  the  question  should  be  reopened.  We  are  sorry  to 
have  to  appeal.  I,  perhaps,  have  sustained  the  Chair  as  often  as  any 
dclcgato  iipou  this  floor,  but  on  this  occasion,  I  must  voto  for  the  appeal. 

Mr.  JOYCE.  I  nrn-t  say  I  have  any  excuse  why  t  shall  vote  ngains 
sustaining  the  decision  of  the  Chair.  It  seems  to  me  thot  the  cor 
respondent  of  the  Ban  Francisco  Chronicle  might  have  gone  farther 
Now  1  shall  vote  against  the  Chair,  and  I  haven't  gut  no  a|K)logy  to  oSer. 


ty  report  also.  Therefore  f 
matter  before  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole,  where  it  can  be  di 
voto  to  sustain  the  appeal.  The  question  before  the  Convention 
Is  it  competoiit  for  the  Convention  to  recommit  an  article  wl 
been  before  the  Committoe  of  the  Whole.  I  think  Rule  Tweai 
covers  that  ground. 

"Motions  and  reports  may  be  committed  or  recommitted 
pleasure  of  tbe  Convention,  and  with  or  without  inslruotioD*  f 
Convention." 

If  that  rule  be  true,  it  follows  that  the  decision  of  the  Chair  ii 
ous,  and  the  appeal  ought  to  be  sustained.  It  looks  like  a  di 
design  to  stifle  discussion  upon  one  of  the  greatest  questions  of  th 
other  age,  and  particularly  is  it  important  to  the  people  of  the 
Califomia.  Gentlemen  will  remember  that  for  weeks  Ihej  b 
upon  their  tables  the  minority  report,  covering  the  proposition  a 
in  the  article  which  we  have  been  considering,  and  the  commj 
now  risen  and  reported  progress  upon  the  article  headed,  "  lo 
Homestead  Exemption,"  without  one  slhgle  word  of  dtscussii 
the  subject  of  land  limitation.  Now,  sir,  I  will  not  saj  that  it 
deliberate  design  to  stifie  discussion.  But  I  will  warn  gentleii 
if  such  be  the  design,  your  work  will  be  consigned  to  oblivii 
will  deserve  to  be,  and  the  Constitution  which  you  are  framinj 
buried  under  a  load  of  indignant  voles.  Meet  us  on  the  issui 
answer  our  arguments,  refute  them  if  you  can,  that  is  all  ri 
proper,  but  the  Convention  should  be  willing  to  hear  arguments 
not  propose  to  consume  any  more  time  than  is  necessary,  but 
tainly  du  object,  and  the  people  of  the  Sl^te  will  object,  to  slij 
question  of  such  importance  oa  this.  Therefore  I  hopethisopp 
will  be  given  to  recommit  this  whole  subject,  and  allow  debato 

Mb.  KLEINE.  I  am  rather  surprised,  upon  a  subject  so  im 
why  it  should  be  cul  otT  from  debate.  1  think,  sir,  the  land  qii 
the  most  imporUnt  besides  the  Chinese.  Why  should  we,  in  tl 
of  common  sense,  be  deprived  from  debating  this  question,  wl 
curse  to  tbe  Stato  of  Califoraiaf  It  is  no  more  than  right 
should  have  our  say  here.  Land  monopolists  and  MoDgoliaa  si 
a  curse.    I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair.    [Laughter.] 


Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President:  Before  di^ussing  the  i 
interests  involved  in  this  question,  I  beg  to  call  the  attontio 
Convention  to  tbe  fact  that  the  whole  proceeding,  in  relatio 
report  of  this  committee,  has  t-een  irregular,  not  strictly  in  t 
find  in  the  printed  Journal  of  December  fourteenth,  that  tbe 
report  was  received,  the  proposed  amendments  read,  and  order 
upon  the  table  until  ^be  minority  report  shall  be  presented.  Ti 
farther  motion  until  December  seventeenth,  when  the  following 
ings  were  had:  "Mr.  O'Sullivan  presented  a  minority  report  i 
Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead  Exemption."  That  is  all 
about  it,  and  that  is  the  last  motion  that  was  made  in  connecti 
the  matter,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  see.  It  does  not  appear  th 
reports  were  ever  taken  from  the  table,  and  referred  to  the  O 
of  the  Whole,  or  that  the  majority  report  was  ever  token  from  t 
Now,  I  do  not  see  why,  the  whole  proceeding  having  been  irreg 
cannot  be  allowed  to  consider  the  minority  report.  I  do  not  c 
It  is  brought  about.  I  do  nut  wish  to  question  tbe  decisions  of  tl 
'  '    ~     discovered  that  the  Chair  is  always  right,  but  I  do  no 


le  Cbai 


IS  this. 


Mr,  HAGER.  Mr.  President:  I  do  not  agree  with  the  ge 
that  the  Chair  is  always  right,  but  1  think  the  Chair  is  right  t. 
As  far  as  relates  to  the  simple  question  of  the  order  of  business, 
adhere  to  tbe  rules.  We  have  to  go  by  the  rules.  As  1  undersi 
proposition,  we  hail  the  report  of  tbe  committee  up  this  mon 
went  through  with  it.  I  have  never  seen  the  minority  report, 
my  absence  on  account  of  sickness  in  my  family.  The  only  w. 
at  tbe  iiiiuority  report,  is  to  move  to  incorporate  it  in  the  majori 
when  it  is  under  consideration.  There  is  no  question  about  tha 
was  the  time  to  do  it.  You  had  a  right  to  add  to  the  report  i 
from  it.  Y'ou  had  a  right  to  add  tbe  minority  report  or  anytl 
The  Committee  of  the  Whole  was  in  session  upon  this  matter, 
member  had  a  right  to  oifor  an  amendment.  They  went  thn 
report  and  sent  it  back  to  the  Convention,  and  the  Convention 
of^it.  That  was  a  final  action  upon  the  report  of  tbe  commil 
now  the  only  wav  to  reverse  thot  action  is  to  move  a  reoonsii 
Kow  amend  mi 
When  the  rep< 
Convention  d( 

Ma.  CROSS.  Why  not  stoy  in  Convention!  Why  not  eoni 
Chinese  question  in  Couveotiool 

Mr.  HAGEB.  We  will  do  it.  We  have  got  to  do  it.  Yw 
cut  off  from  amendment  when  it  comes  up.  This  work  is  nol 
all.  Every  proposition  has  to  be  voted  on  in  Ckinvention.and  tl 
subject-mattor  is  ojien  to  review, 

Mr.  HERRINGTOK.  You  don't  wish  this  Convention  to  un 
j-ou  as  saying  that  the  report  of  the  committee  was  adoptod,  do 

Ma,  HAGER.  I  don't  mean  that  the  substance  of  the  re; 
adopted,  but  the  fact  that  it  was  made  a  report  to  tbe  Convontio 
look  at  the  file,  and  you  will  tlud  that  every  report  that  has  h> 
upon  is  on  that  Hie,  and  open  to  amendment. 

Ma,  BARBOUR.     I  refer  you  to  Rule  Twenty-seven. 

Mb.  HAGER.     Rule  Twenty-seven  says,  a  report  may  be  co 
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or  recomtnitted,  with  or  without  instructions,  by  the  committee.  Now, 
that  is  easily  understood.  When  a  matter  is  pending  before  the  Con- 
vention, the  rule  is  that  no  motion  shall  be  received  but  to  adjourn,  to 
lay  upon  the  table',  to  commit,  or  amend.  Now,  whenever  we  get  this 
matter  up  before  the  Convention,  you  can  move  to  recommit  it  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole.  When  it  comes  up  in  Convention  you  can 
then  move  to  refer  it  back  to  the  Committee  oi  the  Whole,  with  instruc- 
tions, if  you  see  fit.  But  at  this  time,  I  say  the  motion  is  out  of  order. 
The  matter  is  not  pending.  When  the  matter  was  up  you  might  have 
moved  that  the  committee  rise,  with  instructions  to  refer  it  back  to  the 
original  committee.  If  we  had  the  matter  up  now  it  would  be  proper 
to  move  to  recommit  it  to  the  committee.  When  we  have  it  before  us 
in  Convention,  such  a  motion  will  be  in  order.  But  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  has  been  accepted,  and  the  matter  is  not  before 
us  at  this  time. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President:  In  addition  to  what  has  just  been 
said  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  I  wish  to  say  that  Rule 
Fifly-three  applies  here,  when  it  says  that  these  reports  shall  be  taken 
from  the  file  and  acted  upon  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  placed  there. 
It  baa  been  placed  on  the  file,  and  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  rules  to 
take  it  up  out  of  its  regular  order.  It  has  gone  upon  the  file,  with  the 
recommendation  that  it  be  adopted,  and  it  cannot  be  taken  up  out  of 
its  order  without  a  suspension  of  the  rules.  I  shall  sustain  the  decision 
of  the  Chair. 

BEMABKS   OF    UR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  President:  I  disagree  with 
the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Judge  Ilager.  I  believe  the  Chair  is 
almost  always  right,  but  in  this  case  clearly  wrong.  Now,  at  first  blush, 
I  thought  the  Chair  was  right,  and  I  arrived  at  that  conclusion  from  my 

feneral  recollection  of  parliamentary  law.  But  this  Twenty-seventh 
tule  changes  the  law  entirely  in  this  regard.  I  believe  that  if  the 
minority  of  any  committee  of  this  Convention  chooses  to  introduce 
an  amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  moon  is  made  of  green  cheese, 
they  are  entitled  under  this  rule  to  have  it  fairly  considered.  We 
might  just  as  well  meet  this  thing  now  as  ever.  I  do  not  suppose  I  shall 
vote  for  a  single  proposition  in  the  minority  report,  but  I  wish  to  have 
a  chance  to  show  my  objections  to  such  propositions  openly.  I  do  not 
wish  to  smother  them  by  any  parliamentary  movement.  Let  us  have 
a  fair  and  full  discussion  upon  it. 

Mr.  BLACKMER.  Mr.  President :  I  am  sorr^  to  bring  this  matter  up, 
when  we  are  in  such  a  hurry  to  get  through  with  our  businera.  But  it 
is  clearlv  the  duty  of  this  Convention  to  sustain  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 
If  members  will  turn  to  page  eight  hundred  and  fifty-seven,  paragraph 
two  thousand  two  hundred  and  six,  of  Cushing's  Manual,  they  will  see 
that  the  Chair  is  right.  That  expresses  concisely  what  I  have  to  say 
upon  this  matter. 

RRVARKS  of   MR.    FILCBRR. 

Mr.  FILCHER.  Mr.  President:  I  wish  to  say  this:  that  I  was  very 
much  disappointed  at  the  action  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  in 
referring  tno  report  back  in  what  seemed  to  me  an  imperfect  shape. 
That  report  referred  to  the  subject  of  land  and  homestead  exemption. 
If  there  is  any  one  head  under  which  we  are  supposed  to  discuss  a  great 
and  crying  evil — land  monopoly — I  had  supposed  this  was  the  place  to 
doit;  ana  yet  we  are  willing  to  drop  the  whole  subject.  Now,  there 
seems  to  be  a  teuderness,  whenever  the  subject  of  land  monopoly  is 
touched.  I  regret  it,  but  I  shall  have  to  oppose  the  ruling  of  the  Chair, 
and  I  wish  to  give  my  reasons  for  so  doing.  I  not  only  desire  to  get  at 
this  land  monopoly  question,  but  I  am  very  anxious  that  some  stringent 
measures  shall  be  pa^^.  I  have  referred  to  the  partgraph  cited  by  the 
gentleman  from  San  Diego,  and  I  accept  that  as  good  law.  But  it  is  not 
the  paramount  law  here,  for  our  rules  say  that  Cushing  shall  govern 
whenever  applicable,  and  where  not  inconsistent  with  the  rules  of  this 
Convention,  Now,  when  that  law  is  in  contravention  of  our  standitig 
rules  it  does  not  apply.  Rule  Twenty-seven  provides  that  motions  and 
reports  (and  this  is  a  report)  may  be  committed,  or  recommitted,  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  Convention,  and  with  or  without  instructions.  Now,8ir, 
we  are  in  Convention,  and  I  say,  under  Rule  Twentv-seven,  we  have  a 
perfect  right  to  recommit  this  matter  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole; 
and,  sir,  as  this  is  a  vital  subject,  and  one  that  demands  caret ul  consider- 
ation, I  shall  take  this  opportunity  to  try  to  secure  it.  This  advocacy 
conies  from  the  delegates  from  San  Francisco  representing  the  Working- 
men's  party,  and  I  will  say  that  I  am  willing  to  meet  them  half  way,  to 
remedy  this  evil.  It  is  an  evil  to  the  whole  State  in  common,  and  we 
should  be  willing  to  meet  them  half  way,  in  order  to  obtain  some  remedy. 
For  these  reasons  I  shall  vote  against  sustaining  the  decision  of  the 
Chair. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   8TEDMAN. 

Mr.  STEDMAN.  Mr.  President :  This  is  a  question  which  is  of  the 
most  vital  importance  to  the  people  of  this  State,  and  I  believe,  sir,  that 
as  delegates,  representing  the  people,  we  should  look  it  square  in  the 
face  ana  meet  the  issue  souarely  and  fairly  as  to  whether  or  not  there 
shall  be  any  limitation  to  landholding  in  this  State.  Let  us  know  how 
each  gentleman  stands.  But,  sir,  I  am  sorry  this  appeal  has  been  taken. 
I  shall  have  to  vote  against  the  decision  of  the  Chair;  but  if  the  gentle- 
man would  withdraw  the  appeal  I  would  like  to  make  this  motion,  and 
I  think  it  would  settle  the  whole  matter.  I  desire  to  make  a  motion 
that  the  minority  report  be  made  the  special  order  for  to-morrow  at  ten 
o'clock.  Now,  sir,  tnat  will  obviate  the  difficulty  which  presents  itself. 
I  hope  the  gentleman  will  withdraw  the  appeal.  I  think  it  would  be 
the  oest  way  to  get  at  it.  I  think  the  Chair  would  entertain  such  a 
motion.    Then  we  can  make  the  matter  the  special  order. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    No,  sir;  I  withdraw  nothing. 

REMARKS  OF   MR.   8HAFTBR. 

Mr.  SIIAFTER.    Mr.  President :  I  am  very  much  surprised  at  the 


§entleman  from  Placer,  who  urges  that  this  point  of  order  should  be 
ecided  in  a  certain  way  because  the  question  is  one  of  some  importance. 
Is  it  proposed  to  decide  a  point  of  onier  upon  the  importance  or  non- 
importance  of  the  subject-matter?  Now,  sir,  this  wnole  matter  has 
been  disposed  of,  and  is  no  longer  before  the  Convention.  It  has  passed 
beyond  the  control  of  the  Convention  at  this  time.  The  body  must 
have  possession  of  the  subject-matter  before  any  motion  can  be  made  to 
dispose  of  it.  Now  this  report  has  been  ordered  to  print,  and  sent  out  of 
the  possession  of  this  body,  and  is  in  the  possession  of  the  printer.  Now 
section  one  hundred  and  seventy-eight  of  Cushing's  Law  and  Prac- 
tice  

Mr.  FILCHER.    Which  supersedes,  Cushing  or  the  rules? 

Mr.  SIIAFTER.  The  rules  and  the  gentleman  from  Placer  [laughter] . 
The  gentleman  seems  to  want  that  rule  to  cover  every  subject,  whether 
in  the  Convention  or  out  of  it.  Now  this  report  has  got  to  be  before  the 
Convention  in  order  to  be  acted  upon.  It  has  been  sent  to  another 
officer  of  the  government  It  is  not  before  the  Convention  until  it  is 
returned  by  him.     You  must  bring  it  forward  in  due  form. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  The  gentleman  says  it  must  be  brought  before  the 
Convention.  Rule  Fifty-eight  says  every  proposition  shall  be  debated 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole l)efore  it  is  acted  upon  in  Convention. 

Mr.  SH AFTER.  We  have  been  considering  it  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  for  a  couple  of  days. 

Mr.  BARBOLR.  After  you  have  stifled  discussion  in  the  Committee, 
how  are  you  going  to  get  it  discussed  in  Convention  ? 

Mr.  SIIAFTER.  It  has  been  considered  in  Committee,  reported  back 
to  the  Convention,  and  sent  out  to  the  printer,  'flie  majority  of  the 
Committee  have  ordered  it  sent  to  the  printer,  and  the  officers  of  the 
Convention  have  carried  out  that  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  wish  to  ask  a  question.  On  December  four- 
teenth, the  report  of  the  committee  was  presented.  December  seven- 
teenth, the  report  of  the  minority  was  presented.  Under  the  rule,  both 
reports  went  to  the  printer.  Of  course,  the  minority  report  is  no  part  of 
the  report.  Hence,  it  is  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Convention,  and  is  the 
property  of  the  Convention,  being  now  upon  the  table.  It  has  only  to 
be  taken  from  the  table. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  That  is  not  a  question  at  all.  I  understand  that 
the  action  of  the  Convention  was  upon  the  majority  report,  and  not  upon 
that  of  the  minority.  It  was^decided  long  ago  that  tne  minority  report 
does  not  come  before  the  Convention  at  all.  You  have  got  to  move  to 
take  it  up,  and  substitute  it  as  an  amendment. 

REMARKS   OP   MR.    MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  President:  As  I  understand  it,  a  motion 
has  been  made  to  refer  the  report  of  this  committee  back  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  and  the  Chair  decides  that  motion  to  be  outof  order. 

The  PRESIDENT.    At  present,  no. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  If  I  understand  the  fact,  it  is,  that  after  we  came 
out  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  by  a  vote  of  this  Convention,  the 
report  of  the  committee  was  ordered  printed  and  placed  on  the  file. 
Then,  sir,  I  submit,  if  this  is  the  question  of  order  we  are  to  decide,  that 
the  only  way  to  avoid  the  effect  which  some  gentlemen  desire  to  avoid, 
would  be  for  some  person  to  give  notice  of  a  motion  to  reconsider, 
to-morrow.  All  this  discussion  as  to  the  importance  of  this  matter  isout 
of  order.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  merits  of  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  Chair  has  decided  the  question  of  order  correctly  or  not.  It 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of  order  before  the  Convention.  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  minority  of  this  committee  have  a  right — and  a 
perfect  right — under  our  rules,  to  have  their  propositions  considered, 
whether  a  minority  of  this  Convention,  or  a  majority  of  this  Convention, 
shall  agree  with  them  or  not.  I  call  attention  to  Rnle'Fifty-five,  under 
which  I  say  they  not  only  have  a  right,  but  it  is  our  duty  to  consider 
this  proposition  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  Rule  Fifty-five  says: 
''Propositions  or  resolutions  relating  to  the  Constitution,  shall  be  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Convention,  and  shall  be  read  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  by  sections.  All  amendments  shall  be  noted,*' 
etc.  Now,  this  minority  rei)ort  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  in  connection  with  the  majority  report.  In  jwint  of  faot,.it  never 
has  been  considered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and,  under  Rule  Fifty- 
five,  it  is  entitled  to  be  so  considered. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  the  fate  of  the 
minority  report  has  no  relation  whatever  to  this  appeal. 

The  CHAIR.  It  is  not  before  the  Convention.  The  question  is  upon 
sustaining  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  that  fact,  sir.  But  justice 
can  be  done  here  without  violating  the  rules.  If  the  gentleman  will 
withdraw  his  motion,  which  is  clearly  out  of  order,  and  let  a  motion  be 
made,  under  Rule  Fifty-five,  to  go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to 
consider  the  minority  report,  that  will  settle  the  whole  difficulty.  Thnt 
is  another  and  a  separate  proposition.  This  is  exclusively  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  land  monopoly,  wnich  has  never  been  considered  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole.  Therefore  I  Siubmit  if  the  gentleman  wants  to  see  justice 
done,  and  at  the  same  time  avoid  violating  the  rules,  he  will  withdraw 
his  appeal,  and  let  the  motion  be  made  under  Rule  Fifty-five,  and  it 
can  tnen  be  decided  by  a  majority  of  the  Convention  whether  we  shall 
consider  this  matter  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  There  are  propositions 
in  this  report  which  have  never  been  considered. 

THE   PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

Mr.  STUART.     Mr.  President:  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Webster,  Howard,  Burt,  and  Hitclicock. 

The  president.  The  question  is :  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put? 

Carried. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.    I  ask  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 

Ayes  and  noes,  by  Mr.  White,  Mr.  Wyatt,  Mr.  Stodman,  and  Mr. 
Larkin. 


DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


Thb  president.  The  Choir  will  atate  the  queetton,  Br  Rule 
Piftj-tliree,  Ibmi  reports,  nA^r  being  considered,  arc  placed  on  the  gen- 
eral Gle,  By  the  FiRy-liflh  Rule,  after  these  propositionB  have  heen 
considered  and  rcportal  baclt  lo  the  Convention,  they  are  again  subject 
to  amendment,  to  any  extent  whatever,  before  flnal  action  in  taken 
thereon.  By  Rule  Sixty,  these  two  Rules,  Fifty-three  and  Fifty-five, 
cannot  be  su'epended.  The  report  of  a  minority  of  a  committee  is  never 
before  any  legislative  body  as  anoh  at  all.  It  is  received  only  by  cour- 
tesy. If  the  minority  of  a  commitloa  ciesire  to  take  any  action  upon 
any  proposition  of  their  report,  they  must  move  it  in  the  ordinary  vray 
before  the  ComDiitleeof  the  Whole,  or  before  the  Convention.  When  the 
report  of  the  committee  comes  back,  it  stands  precisely  as  it  did  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole.  Any  amendment  may  be  made.  It  may  be 
amended  to  en  unlimited  extent.  No  amendment  is  cut  olT,  no  debate 
is  cut  o0*— the  nholc  propoBition  is  before  the  Convention  again,  and  bv 
the  Fiay-third  Bole  it  comes  up  for  action.  It  is  not  now  before  the 
Convention  for  action.  When  it  does  come  up  again  in  its  regular  order, 
the  Eeutteman  can  move,  and  the  Convention  can  lake  any  action  it 
thinks  proper.  It  may  recommit  to  any  committee,  or  to  tlie  Commit- 
leeof  the  Whole, or  to  a  standing  or  select  committee.  It  will  have 
anHra  control  over  the  whole  subject.  But  no  motion  cin  be  made  in 
relation  to  it  until  the  question  itself  comes  up  regularly  in  its  order. 
If  it  were  otherwise,  every  report  made  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
for  the  post  three  months  might,  upon  motions  of  this  sort,  be  sent  back 
to  Uia  dmimitlee  of  the  Whole,  and  the  entire  businSM  of  the  Conven- 
tion would  bo  cloggpd  and  choked  iip.  It  is  only  tlie  object  of  the  Chair 
to  enforce  the  rules  of  parliamentary  bodies,  and  the  orderaof  this  body. 
Order  is  the  very  lirat  law  of  every  legislative  bodv  We  can  make  no 
progreu  without  it,  and  wilt  soon  fin  I  ourselves  involved  in  confusion 
Ineitricable,  if  these  motions  are  entertained  out  of  order  The  Chair 
therefore  decides  that  the  motion  is  out  of  order  nt  the  prewnt  time. 
It  can  be  made  when  the  question  is  taken  up  and  not  i>erore.  From 
that  decision  of  the  Chair  the  gentleman  from  Santa  Clara  takes  an 
appeal.  The  question  is ;  Shall  the  decision  of  Ihe  Chair  stand  as  tho 
judgment  of  the  Convention.  The  ayes  and  noes  have  been  lemanded, 
aniTthB  Secretary  will  call  the  toll 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  decision  of  the  Chair  sustained,  by  the 
following  vote; 


Andrews, 

Ketley, 

Rnlfe, 

Ayers, 

Kcyes, 

Schell, 

Biggs, 

Lame, 

Schonip, 

BlSlkmer, 

Lampson, 

Shafter, 

Hoggs, 

Larkin. 

Boucher, 

Larue, 

Shurlloff, 

Brown, 

Lavigne, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara 

Burt, 

Lindow, 

Steele, 

Caples, 

Mansfield. 

Stevenson, 

Casserly, 

Martin,  of  A1ame<la, 

Stuart, 

Chapman, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz 

Swing, 

Charles, 

McCallum, 

Thompson,     . 

Dean, 

McComas, 

Tinnin, 

McConnell. 

Townsend, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

MoFarland, 

TuUy, 

McKutt, 

Turner, 

Garvey, 

Miller, 

TuttJe, 

Glascoek, 

Mills, 

VanWke'. 
Van  viorhics. 

Hager, 

Murphy, 

Harvey, 

Nason, 

Heiskell, 

Ohleycr, 

Hitchcock, 

Prouty, 

Waters, 

Holmes, 

Pulliam, 

Webster, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa 

Reddy, 

Wcller, 

Huestis, 

Reed, 

Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Hunter, 

Rhodes, 

Wilson,  of  iBt  District 

Kinggold, 

Winans-82. 

Jones,   _ 

Barbour, 

Harrison, 

Reynolds, 

Barry, 

Herold, 

Smith.ofSanFrancisc 

Barton, 

Herri  ngton, 
Howard,ofLosAngel 

Soule, 

Beerstecher, 

s,Stedman, 

Bell, 

Hughey, 

Swell  son. 

Condon, 

Joyce,-" 

Walker,  of  Marin, 

Davis, 

Kenny, 

Wellin, 

Farrell, 

Kleine, 

West, 

Pitcher, 

McCoy, 

Wickcs, 

Freud, 

Nelson, 

While, 

Gorman, 

Nennaber, 

Wyatt— 35. 

Me.  RINGGOLD  (when  his  name  was  called).  Mr.  Presidents  I  was 
under  the  impression  this  morning  that  the  minority  was  intentionallv 
barred  out.  I  am  convinced  now  that  it  was  not  intentional.  1  think 
the  Chair  is  right,  and  I  vote  aye. 


n  declared 


Mb.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair,  ta 
consider  the  minority  report  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead 
Exemption. 

Mb,  waters.     I  noderslond  that  lo  be  the  very 


into  Com  I 


1.  McFABLAND.     Mr.  President:  It  k 


Ihave 
men  h 
They  CI 


1  had  b 


heard 


into  Committee  of  the  Whole  i 
;h  thing.    It  docs 
Lvoit  until  the  report  comes  u 
their  argiimen'    " 


ito  the  Committee  of  the  WI 
awkward  to  go  Into  Committee  of  the  Whole  i 
report.  There  may  be  twenty  or  thirty  minorit 
waste  of  time  to  take  up  a  minority  report.  1 
proposition.  But  when  the  majority  report  com 
lainly  vole  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  of  th( 
amendments  mAv  be  offered  anit  discussed. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  make  tlie  motion  at  the  p 
I  understand  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  the  sul 
within  the  control  of  the  Convention.  No  gentk 
of  order.  It  is  the  property  of  the  Convention 
unHnished,  it  seems  lo  me  tliat  the  Convention 
finish  it.    I  hoiie  the  motion  will  prevail. 

Ma.  TULLY.  Mr.  Presidenti  I  hope  that  It 
refuse  logo  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  Fr 
thsre  are  some  gentlemen  here  who  waul  todiscu 
they  will  be  permitfeil  to  do  so,  now,  at  Ihe 
tfl  shutting  ofT  debate,  or  anvtbing  of  tb 
the  minority  report,  but  I  tliink  they  hmc  •  pc 
and  they  have  a  right  U)  do  it  now,  and  I  trust  tl 
the  gentlemen  who  are  in  favor  of  the  report, 
their  views  to  this  Convention. 

TH«   FaeVlOtlS   QCMTION. 

Ma.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  move  the 
Seconded  bv  Messrs.  Nelson,  Gorman,  lilman, 
Tnr  PIlESf DENT.     The  quesUon  is:  Shall  th 


lepresffl 
it^ind 


!  itself  i! 


iComi 


of  the  WI 


2  up  II 


and  Homi 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WI 

Thk  CirAIBMAN.    The  Secretary  will  read  tl 

Ths  SECRETARY  read : 

"BuOTioH  I.  Perpetuities  and  monopolies  are 
of  a  free  Governmeot,  and  shall  never  be  allowe. 
primogeniture  or  entailments  ever  be  in  force  in 

"Bxc.  2.  All  lands  within  the  SUle  are  decl 
feudal  tenures  are  prohibited.     Leases  and  gra 

reserveil,  and  all  lines  and  like  restraints  upon 
any  grant  of  land  hereafter  mode,  are  declared 
-■--'■ -iblel  any  portion  of  the  land  held  ir  "-■-- 


:.  3,     Nop 


irtl 


become  such,  shall  o 
purchase  or  otherwise,  real  propertv  in  this  Stal«;  and  in  case  anyaltei 
dies  possessed  of  real  property  in  this  State,  contmry  lo  this  pmviei 
such  propertv  shall  escheat  to  the  State.  Nor  shall  any  lands  in  I 
State  be  held  in  trust  for  any  alien ;  but  the  creation  of  any  trust 
lands  for  the  benefit  of  an  alien  shall  at  once  escheat  the  land  to 
State. 

"Sec.  4.  Ko  person  shall  forever  horeafler  be  permitted  to  acqu 
in  any  manner,  more  than  six  hiTndred  and  forty  (H40)  acres  of  land 
this  State.  Copartnerships,  joint,  or  other  ownership  of  lands,  shall 
be  allowed  contrary  to  this  provision.  No  person  who  dies  possessei 
landed  property  in  this  State  shall  have  the  right  to  will  or  devise  m 
than  six  hundred  and  forty  (B40]  acres  of  lana  lo  any  one  heir ;  oth 
wise  the  said  will  sball  be  void;  provided,  however,  that  all  lands  u 
and  above  six  hundred  and  forty  (640)  acres  so  devised  to  each  law 
heir,  of  which  such  deceased  person  died  lawfully  possessed,  shall 
sold  to  the  highest  bidders  for  cash,  in  quantities  not  exeeediug  six  hi 
dred  and  forty  (840)  acres  each,  and  the  proceeds  divided  equally  am< 
the  lawful  heirs. 

"  Sic.  &.  Actual  occnpation  and  continuous  use  for  agricultural  p 
p<ffles  during  a  peridll  of  one  year,  shall  constitute  a  title  to  the  own 
ship  of  land  in  this  State.  Tracts  of  land  of  over  six  hundred  and  fo 
acres  in  extent,  which  shall  remain  unoccupied  and  unused  for  agric 
tural  purposes  for  a  period  of  one  year,  shall  be  open  to  the  occupat 
and  use  of  citiiens  of  the  United  Slates,  in  quantities  not  enceeding  i 
hundred  and  sixty  acres;  provided,  if  it  shall  appear  that  any  ot 
person  has  previous  title  lo  such  tract  of  land,  the  party  occupying  t 
using  the  same  shall  pay  to  said  person  the  assessed  value  of  the  pr 

"  Sec.  1.    No  more  than  one  hundred  ond  sixty  acre*  of  land  sh 
hereaAer  be  granted  or  palented  by  the  State,  in  any  manner,  to  any  i 
pemin.     No  grant  or  patent  of  lands  by  the  Slate  shall  hereafter 
made  otherwi*  than  upon  the  basis  of  actual  aetllement  and  use. 
land  scrip  or  land  location  certificates  shall  ever  be  issued  in  thisSUt 
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who  are  to  succeed  us  as  citizens  of  this  republic,  I  am  cotiBtrained  to 
make  an  effort  in  advocacy  of  a  principle  which  I  believe  to  be  right, 
however  poorly  I  may  perform  my  part. 

I  speak  on  this  question,  sir,  not  for  myself  alone,  nor  as  a  partisan, 
but  as  an  humble  representative  of  the  millions  of  toilers,  the  wealth- 
producers  of  these  United  States,  who  are  landless — disinherited  through 
land  monopoly.  I  am  also  urged  to  action  because  I  sincerely  believe 
that  the  future  welfare  and  happiness  of  my  country  are  involved  in  the 
decision  of- this  question.  I  hold  That  there  are  two  questiohs  which 
overshadow  all  others,  and  which  are  of  vital  importance  to  the  people 
of  California.  One  is  that  of  Chinese  immigration,  the  other  is  land 
monopoly.  To  my  mind,  these  twin  curses  are  equally  evil,  are  equally 
detrimental  to  the  prosperity  of  the  State,  menacing  to  the  perpetuity  of 
free  institutions,  and  destructive  of  the  interests  and  happiness  of  our 
people.  I  also  hold,  sir,  that  a  great  majority  of  the  peoj)le  of  California 
desire  to  do  away  with  these  evils,  and  that  one  of  the  main  causes  of 
their  calling  this  Constitutional  Convention  together  was  the  wish  to 
see  them  abated,  and  that  the  Convention  will  miserably  fail  in  its  duty 
if  it  adjourns  without  striking  an  effectual  blow  to  uproot  and  destroy 
them. 

The  curse  of  land  monopoly  is  as  old  as  the  history  of  our  race.  It 
would  be  superfluous  to  more  than  briefly  allude  to  its  history,  and  its 
baneful  results  in  Europe,  where,  through  infernal  craft  and  force, 
princes  and  lords  have  appropriated  nearly  all  the  soil,  disinheriting 
the  vast  multitude  of  the  people,  millions  of  whom  have  been  driven  to 
seek  a  refuge  in  America  and  elsewhere  in  consequence  of  unequal, 
unjust  laws,  which  confirm  possession  of  the  land  in  the  hands  of  a  few, 
whose  forefathers  were  simply  land  robbers  and  whose  titles  are  founded 
in  the  doctrine  that  "might  makes  right," 

I  will  confine  myself  to  a  brief  glance  and  statement  of  this  cursed 
system  of  land  monopoly,  as  it  has  grown  up  in  California,  and  will 
endeavor  to  show  that  it  has  assumed  a  worse  form  here  than  in  any 
civilized  country  of  the  world.  I  will  show  that,  by  its  means,  a  few 
men  have  not  only  robbed  the  people  of  that  which  rightfully  belongs  to 
all — which  is  their  inheritance  from  the  Creator — but  have  seriously 
retarded  the  growth  and.  prosperity  of  the  State.  The  worst  features  of 
land  monopoly,  as  it  exists  in  this  State,  have  grown  up  almost  una- 
wares. It  is  true,  that  its  foundation  was  laid  before  our  American  set- 
tlemcnt  of  California,  in  the  Mexican  grant  system,  which  may  have 
been  good  for  a  pastoral  people,  such  as  thec  Mexican  settlers  were,  but 
for  us,  it  has  proved  to  oe  extremely  vicious,  being  diametrically 
opposed  to  the  prevailing  system  of  limited  land- holdings,  which  has 
grown  up  under  our  institutions,  is  best  suited  to  the  principles  and  cus- 
toms of  our  people,  and  which,  in  the  homestead  ana  preemption  Acts, 
has  been  adopted  as  part  of  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 

Of  the  one  hundred  and  fifty-nine  thousand  square  miles  of  land 
comprised  within  the  boundaries  op  the  State  ofCalifornia,  an  examina- 
tion of  the  records  will  show  that  but  a  small  fraction  was  taken  up  by 
Mexican  grants.  Most  of  those  grants  were  confined  to  the  narrow 
strip  of  coast  counties,  from  Sonoma  to  San  Diego,  and  did  not,  I  ven- 
ture to  assert,  include  one  quarter  even  of  the  area  of  those  counties.  It  is 
difficult  to  obtain,  statistics  on  this  point,  but  from  a  thirty-two  years' 
residence  in  the  State,  I  am  enabled  to  speak  with  some  knowledge  of 
the  facts.  The  great  interior  of  California,  including  the  Sacramento 
and  San  Joaquin  Valleys,  and  the  entire  western  slope  of  the  Sierra 
Nevada — a  vast  territory  in  itself — was  almost  entirely  untouched  by 
Mexican  grants,  and  unknown  to  settlement  at  the  time  American 
occupation  of  the  country  commenced.  That  interior  of  California  was 
an  almost  unexplored  region,  quite  as  much  so  as  the  interior  of  Africa. 
The  Mexican  inhabitants  of  the  coast  never  ventured  into  it,  except  on 
occasional  raids,  with  a  company  of  soldiers,  to  punish  hostile  and 
predatory  Indians. 

The  gold  discovery  and  the  era  of  forty-nine  came.  But  the  crime  of 
land  robbery  cannot  be  laid  at  the  doors  of  the  Argonauts.  In  their 
eager  search  for  gold,  these  hardy  pioneers,  passed  through  the  valleys, 
heedless  of  the  agricultural  value  of  their  broad  acres,  and  pitched  their 
tents  along  the  mountain  slopes,  where  untold  treasures  had  lain  buried 
for  ages,  to  at  last  reward  American  toil.  Land  grabbing  was  unknown 
as  yet.  The  miners  of  forty-nine  gave  no  thought  to  agriculture.  The 
laws  of  the  mining  camps,  regarding  the  size  of  and  })08se68ory  rights 
to  claims,  showed  a  spirit  of  fairness,  and  a  love  of  justice^  which  were 
honorable  to  the  American  name,  but  which  the  greedy  horde  of  land- 
grabbers  who  came  to  California,  subsequently — like  an  unclean  lot  of 
camp  followers — failed  to  imitate. 

As  I  have  said,  the  foundation  of  this  system  of  large  land  holdings 
was  laid  here  through  the  policy  of  the  Mexican  Government  previous 
to  the  American  conquest.  .Experience  has  proved  that  system,  to  be  a 
bad,  unwise  one — a  transplanted  relic  of  feudalism,  entirely  unsuited  to 
our  era  and  our  people.  But  we  had  to  accept  it  as  a  part  of  our  bar- 
gain in  the  acquisition  of  the  country,  and  to  recognize  the  lawful  titles 
which  grew  up  under  the  system.  It  was  indeed  an  unfortunate  land 
system  for  California,  because  its  existence  set  a  vicious,  tempting 
example  before  the  eyes  of  the  land  pirates  of  our  own  race,  who  are  as 
greedy  for  booty  of  this  character  as  were  their  prototypes,  the  Danish 
pirateis  of  the  ninth,  teuth,  and  eleventh  centuries,  or  tnose  other  free- 
booters, the  Norman  lords,  who  subsequently  appropriated  all  the  lands 
of  England  and  Ireland. 

The  pioneers  of  forty-nine  did  not  come  here  after  land,  but  gold. 
So  they  stayed  by  their  mining  claims,  added  immense  sums  to  the  gen- 
eral wealth  of  the  country,  and  created  prosperous  communities  in  the 
mining  counties.  But  while  they  were  doing  so  the  land-grabbers 
came — men  who  have  a  lordly  disdain  for  work,  and  prefer  scheming 
with  the  head  as  a  more  profitable  occupation.  This  class  of  our  pop- 
ulation commenced  and  have  continued  up  to  the  present  time  a  general 
system  of  land-grabbing,  which  has  no  parallel  in  any  other  country. 
Some  of  them,  by  usury,  legal  fees,  and  other  cunning  devices,  have 
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manage<i  to  strip  many  of  the  native  California  families  of  their  last 
acre.  Others  bought  Mexican  grant  titles,  genuine  and  bogus,  and 
floated  them  over  coveted  valley^;  oftentimes  claiming  twice,  and  even 
three  and  four  times  the  number  of  leagues  named  in  the  original 
papers.  This  has  been  done  in  many  counties,  but  notably  in  Santa 
Barbara,  Ventura,  and  Los  Angeles,  through  the  connivance  of  corrupt 
deputies  from  the  United  States  Surveyor-General  s  oflBce. 

This  wholesale  land  piracy  has  been  going  on  unchecked  for  the  past 
twenty-five  years — I  call  it  land  piracy,  sir,  because  that  is  its  proper 
name,  and  I  believe  in  usin^  the  most  expressive  plain  words  to  con- 
vey my  thoughts — and  we  find  as  a  result  of  these  infamous  practices 
that  comparatively  a  few  men  now  hold  possession  of  a  large  amount  of 
the  best  arable  land  within  the  boundaries  of  California.  Some  of  these 
claim  estates  as  ^rcat  in  extent  as  the  largest  holdings  of  the  richest 
lords  of  Great  Britain.  Indeed,  a  comparison  shows  that  California  is 
to-day  actually  worse  oflT,  as  regards  the  monopoly  of  the  soil  in  a  few 
hands,  than  the  kingdom  of  Great  Britain,  which  is  worse  afilicted  in 
that  respect  than  any  other  country  in  Europe. 

Let  nie  enumerate  a  few  of  our  lordly'landholders,  with  the  number 
of  acres  set  down  to  them  in  the  -records,  as  given  in  the  Assessors' 
reports  for  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-two  and  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy-sev^ :  Miller  k  Lux  are  assessed  for  three  hundred  and 
forty-three  thousand  acres  in  three  counties,  namely:  Merced,  Fresno, 
and  Monterey,*  Bixby,  Flint  ic  Co.,  three  hundred  and  thirty-four 
thousand  acres  in  Monterey  County,  and  about  one  hundred  thousand 
acres  in  Los  Angeles  County  j  W.  S.  Chapman,  two  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  acres  in  various  parts  of  the  State ;  the  railroad  company,  two 
hundred  and  ninety-one  thousand  acresin  different  counties ;  Charles  Mc- 
Laughlin, two  hundred  and  forty-nine  thousand  acres  in  seven  different 
counties;  J.  B.  Haggin,  two  hundred  thousand  acres  in  Kern  County; 
Mrs.  Beale,  one  hundred  and  seventv-three  thousand  acres  in  Kern 
County ;  the  Philadelphia  and  California  Petroleum  Company,  one  hun- 
dred and  thirty-one  thousand  acres  in  Ventura  County;  H.  W.  Pierce, 
one  hundred  and  six  thousand  acres  in  Santa  Barbara  County ;  Dibble  k 
Hollister,one  hundred  thousand  acres  in  the  same  county ;  and  the  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Bernardino  Land  Association,  ninety-nine  thousand 
three  hundred  and  sixty  acres  in  Los  Angeles  County. 

I  may  here  remark  that  it  is  said  all  of  these  figures  are  not  reliable, 
in  that  they  do  not  represent  half  the  amount  of  land  claimed  by  some 
of  the  parties  named.  We  know  for  a  fact  that  the  donations  of  the 
General  Government  to  the  Central  Pacific  Bailroad  Company,  and  its 
branches,  aggregate  from  fifteen  to  twenty  millions  of  acres ;  but  it 
appears  that  corporation  does  not  choose  to  pay  taxes  on  all  the  lands  it 

Sretends  to  own.  It  is  stated  that  Miller  k  Lux's  lands  throughout  the 
tate  aggregate  somewhere  about  a  million  of  acres,  and  that  all  of 
Chapman's  grabs  together  reach  the  enormous  figure  of  one  million  and 
a  quarter  of  acres. 

These  great  land-holdings  in  this  State  have  been  acquired  by  various 
methods  and  means.  The  titles  to  estates  whose  present  possessors  have 
derived,  by  purchase  or  otherwise,  from  the  original  grantees,  who  had 
genuine  grants  from  the  Mexican  Government,  I  do  not  question.  But 
there  is  evidence  that  many  fraudulent  Mexican  grants  were  manu- 
factured, and  that  some  of  Ihese  have  been  confirmed  either  by  the 
Land  Commission  or  the  United  States  Courts.  The  forgery  of  titles  was 
but  one  of  the  many  fraudulent  means  devised  to  acquire  large  landed 
estates  in  California.  Another  method  adopted  to  steal  public  land  was 
to  buy  a  Mexican  grant  for  a  few  leagues,  then  change  the  figures  and 
float  it  over  double,  and  sometimes  even  ibur  times  the  number  of 
leagues  called  for  in  the  original  document.  This  was  notably  done  by 
T.  W.  More,  in  Ventura  Coui^y,  a  man  who  lost  his  life,  two  years  ago, 
as  a  direct  consequence  of  his  rapaciousness  as  a  land-grabber.  It  is  also 
asserted  that  Tom  Scott,  of  railroad  notoriety,  has  perpetrated  a  similar 
fraud  in  Ventura  CouBty.  The  charge  was  made  in  a  review  of  such 
cases  in  southern  California,  published  in  the  San  Francisco  Evening 
Post  nearly  three  years  ago,  and  I  have  never  seen  it  contradicted. 
These,  and  similar  frauds,  were  perpetrated  through  the  connivance  of 
deputies  from  the  United  States  Surveyor-General's  oflice.  There  are 
several  of  these  worthies  now  at  large,  who  ought  rightfully  be  in  San 
Quentin  for  their  crimes  against  the  people. 

Another  way  of  acquiring  large  estates  is  by  the  practice  of  what  is 
known  as  the  ''dummy  "  system.  The  modus  operandi  of  this  species 
of  land  swindling  is  as  follows :  I  quote  from  the  ''  Report  of  the  State 
Land  Commission  to  the  liegislature  of  the  State  of  California,  eight- 
een hundred  and  seven ty-seven,'<<  page  twenty>seven.  Speaking  of  the 
sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections  "in  place,"  or  what  are  commonly 
known  as  school  lands,  the  report  says:  "The  individual  copartner- 
ship, or  ring,  engaged  in  speculating  in  lands,  has  usually  employed  an 
agent  or  attorney,  whose  business  it  is  to  keep  Irimself  informed  with 
reference  to  the  extension  of  township  surveys  by  the  United  States, 
and  when  a  number  of  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections  are  thus  des- 
ignated and  found  '  in  place,'  and  inuring  to  the  State,  a  list  of  the 
descriptions  of  such  lands  are  secured;  the  agent  finds  out  a  number  of 
persons  who  have  never  purchased  any  portion  of  a  sixteenth  or  thirty- 
sixth  section,  and  who  take  no  interest  in  land  matters,  who,  for  a  small 
consideration,  or  none  at  all,  will  sign  and  swear  to  an  application  for 
the  purchase  of  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres  of  land,  and  having 
procured  a  sufficient  number  of  such  persons  to  exhaust  the  list  of  land, 
and  their  signature  and  verification  to  the  applications,  and  having 
taken  a  deed  or  assignment  from  each  of  these  'dummies,'  the  transac- 
tion is  ended,  so  far  as  these  nominal  purchasers  are  concerned.  The 
agent  then  takes  upon  himself  the  assumed  character  of  attorney  for  all 
and  singular  these  'dummies;'  takes  their  applications  to  the  office 
of  the  State  Surveyor-General  and  places  them  on  file.  The  records  of 
the  office,  extending  over  the  past  eight  years,  are  full  of  transactions  of 
this  kind,  and  show  that  as  many  as  three  hundred  applications  for  the 
purchase  of  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections  have  oeen  filed  by  the 
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uvHrice  and  rapncitv  of  the  njieciilalnrs.  And  yet  these 
he  81at«,  charged  with  the  trust  of  iiianaicin^  nnd  disposing 
ids,  and  having  full  knowledge  of  lliese  practma,  have  never 
r  moutliB  Ic]  expose  these  abuses  and  fraiiJs,  or  taken  any 
I  chi^ck  tbe  iuiquittius  practices  which  were  l>eing  peipetrated 
upon  tlie  State  and  tlie  people  daily  in  their  presence ;  but,  on  the  other 

same  speculators  in  SLite  lauds." 

The  evidence  is  clear  that  J.  B.  Hoggin  has,  under  what  is  known  as 
the  "  Desert  Land  Act,"  done  a  "land  ofllcs  husiness"  in  getting  po 
session  of  land  through  means  of  "dummies,"  asdcscribed  in  theextnt 
Just  mentioned.  He  must  have  done  a  rushing  business,  indeed,  to  hai 
acquired  two  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land  in  Kern  County  alone, 
within  the  last  two  yearf.  W.  S.  Chapman  is  another  of  this  sort  of 
land  gmhbera.     Ke  has  land  all  over  the  Slate,  taken  up  in  the  names 

entered  in  their  names— dead  men  who  never  even  saw  California. 
There  is  abundant  evidence  of  Chapman's  nefarious  transactions  in  a 
document  entitled  "  Keports  of  the  Joint  Committees  on  Swamp  and 
Overflowed  Lands  and  Ijind  Monopolv,"  presented  at  the  twentieth 
e  Legislatureof  California.  Chapman  has  not  hesitated  even 
n  swearing  to  his  entries  of  land  in  other  men's  names, 
touching  Chapman's  transactions  contained  in  that 
^  minouB,!  have  selected  the  main  points  and  give  a 

bnef  sumniory  of  the  facts  presented.  First,  Daniel  Allee  testifies  that 
he  was  at  one  time  employed  as  a  bookkeeper  by  Chapman;  that  he 
knew  Chapman  lo  have  brought  a  lot  of  Sioux  scrip  to  this  State,  and 
tn  have  located  about  tliirty  thousand  acres  under  it;  that  this  scrip 
was  acknowledged  in  Minnesota  before  it  came  here,  and  the  nomes  of 
the  Indians  to  whom  it  purported  to  have  been  issued  were  filled  in  or 
signed  by  Chapman,  at  the  time  he  was  about  to  locate  the  scrip;  that 
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s,  Minnesota,  on 
twenty-sixth  of  December,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two,  for 
participation  in  the  massacre  of  the  seltlera  there.  All  Chapman's  loca- 
tions in  this  State,  up  to  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy,  amounted  to 
about  one  million  and  a  quarter  of  acres. 
Walter  F.  Rand  testified  that  he  ha<l  conversations  with  Chapman 

le  documents  were 
powers  of  attorney,  which  he  believed  Chapman  hod  forged,  and  other 
papers  which  showed  the  fraudulent  manner  in  which  Chapman  had 
taken  up  lands  in  this  SUIe.  Knows  that  Chapman  fioal'^d  Sioux  scrip 
over  Mcpherson's  land  in  Mendocino  County;  afterwards  McPherson 
obtained  posscsdioa  of  tlie  papers  referred  to,  and  Chapman  compromised 
by  releasing  all  his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  the  land,  and  paid 
McPhereon  eighteen  thousand  dollars,  his  attorney,  Hall  McAllister, 
six  thousand  dollars,  and  Allee  six  thousand  dollars,  making  a  total  of 
thirty  thousand  dollara  which  Chapman  paid  for  securing  those  pajiers. 
He  understood  that  the  powen  of  attorney  by  which  the  scrip  was 
located,  were  fjrgeries,  committed  by  Chapman;  Chapman  said  to  him  : 
"  These  things  will  never  do  to  get  out ;  jt  has  cost  me  thirty  thousand 
dollars  already,  if  you  can  sove  me  do  iT  any  way  in  the  world."  He 
wanted  to  emjiloy  Mr.  Hand  to  recover  the  papers  for  him. 

J.  K.  Harden  burgh  testifies  that  when  he  waa  United  States  Surveyor- 
General,  Cliapman  tried  to  bribe  him  by  offering  him  a  roll  of  twenty 
dollar  pieces,  which  Mr.  Ilardenburgh  declineil  lo  accept,  informing 
him  that  he  could  not  be  bribed. 

Jesse  D.  Carr,  another  land  grabber,  also  tried  to  bribe  Mr.  Harden- 
burg,  offering  him  certain  shares  in  thirty  or  forty  thousand  acres,  if  he 
would  appoint  a  particular  man  to  survey  the  land.  It  could  be  proved 
that  Chapman  forged  anv  quantity  of  povrers  of  allornev  here  for  the 
'  Sioux  scrip.  He  induceJ  the  Register  of  the  land  ofHce  at  Stockt<'n  to 
obtain  leave  of  absence  and  go  east:  and  it  can  be  provcil  that,  while  he 
was  gone,  Chapman  procured  the  appointmentof  a  substitute  in  his  office, 
and  that  he  put  "  W.  S.  C"  in  pencil,  on  large  quantities  of  the  unoccu- 
]>ied  lands,  on  the  map  of  the  San  Joaquin  Valley,  When  a  settler 
applied  for  land,  he  would  be  told,  "  Mr.  Chapman  has  filed  on  that," 
uikI  Chapmon  would  turn  round  and  make  this  man  pay  from  three 
to  ten  dollars  an  acre  for  the  land.  He  used  the  United  States  Land 
One  settler  came  to  the  Stockton  Land  Office,  and 
le  land.    He  said  there  was  a  stream  of  water  on  it 

mrpose  of  getting  some  greenbacks,  Chauni 


wanted 
which 


the  purpose  of  getting  s 
land,"  and  lie  laid  the 

e  back,  I  he  acting  Kej^iiiler  said.". 


e  table,  and  when  the  settler 
ce  vou  have  Iwen  gone,  Mr. 
entered  that  land,  and  naid  for  it."     The  result  of  Mr. 
llarclenburg's  refusal  to  be  bribed  and  used  by  Chapman,  Carr,  and 

Washington. 

There  is  no  telling  how  much  of  this  buaines.s  has  been  done  in  Cali- 
fornia. The  cnses  of  Messrv.  Haggin,  Chapman,  and  Carr  are  only 
notuhle  examples  of  the  methods  pursued  by  a  certain  class  of 
._i_......  i,...i  .,...;.._     rt-i.-- g,  ilouhlless,  havi   ' 


wholesale  hind  stealing.     Others,  douhUess,  have  been  and  are  engaged 

in  Ibe  same  businesai  but  it  would  rive  an  active  committee  years  of 

ars  of  these  fnudulcnt  transactions  in 

1  have  no  direct  evidence  as  lo  bow  Miller  li  Lux  have 


labor  to  unearth  all  the  narticnii 


ion  ii\ai  the  t 


o  hundred  nnd  ninety-seve 

lo  and   Merced   Counties 

t  pursued  b 


.nd  fiftee 


M  hundred 


acres  which  they  c 

obtained  in  precisely  the  same 

Chapman,  and  Carr.    And  this  is  wh^  I  make  tl 

nine  Mexican  claim  for  land  existed  lu  that  part  of  the  Ba 

Valley,  for  the  very  good  reason  that  no'  Mexican  ever  setlte< 

home  there  prior  tn  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine.     Mexi< 

coast  counties  had  a  mortal  dreacl_of  the  wild  Indians  of  I 

and  thefefore  never  formed  a  single  settlement  there.    I  knot 

valley  was  an  uninhabited  wilderness,  save  by  wild  Indians  : 

prior  to  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine.     And  one  of  the  co 

all  Mexican  grants  was,  that  a  house  should  bebulltanda 

mode  on  the  land  within  a  certain  specified  lime. 

Now,  to  prove  that  tliere  is  substantial  ground  formy  asserti< 
ing  land  monojiolv  in  California,  let  me  quote  some  figures  o 
ject,  A  (able  from  the  records  of  the  Stale  Board  of  Equal 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-two,  showing  the  number  and 
farms  in  California,  informs  us  that  there  were  twenty-seven 
nine  hundred  and  ninety-six  farms,  of  one  hundred  acres  am 
assessed  at  that  time,  containing  a  total  acreage  of  twenty-thi 
three  hundred  and  forty  thousand.  These  farms  are  divided 
The  first  class  consists  of  twenty-three  thousand  thrf 
aining  from  one  liundreil  lo  five  hum 
^    ^  idred  acres;  total  acreage,  four  mitlioT 

dred  and  sixtv-lhree  thousand.  Second  class,  two  thousond  (hrei 
and  eighty-three  farms,  containing  from  five  hundred  to  one  thouiaiid 
acres  and  averaging  seven  hundred  and  fifty  acres;  total  acreage,  ooe 
million  seven  hundred  and  eighty-seven  thousand  two  hundrvd  and 
fifty.  Third  class,  one  thousand  one  hundred  and  twenty-six  farm», 
conlaJning  from  one  thousand  to  two  thousand  acres,  and  averaging  ont.' 
thousand  five  hundred  acres;  total  acreage, one  million  six  hundred  and 
eighty-nine  thousand.  Fourth  class,  three  hundred  and  sixty-three 
farms,  containing  from  two  thousand  to  three  thousond  acres,  and  aver- 
aging two  thousand  three  hundred  acres;  total  acreage,  eight  hundieil 
and  thirty-four  thousand  nine  hundred.  Fif^h  class,  one  hundred  and 
eighty-nine  farms,  containing  from  three  thousand  to  four  thousand 
acres,  and  averaging  three  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty  acres:  total 
acreage,  six  hundred  and  four  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty.  SixUi 
class,  one  hundred  and  four  farms,  containing  from  four  thousand  to  five 
thousand  acres,  and  avemging  four  thousand  five  hundred  acres;  total 
acreage,  four  hundred  and  fifty-eight  thousand.  Seventh  class,  two  hun- 
dred and  thirty  .six  farms,  containing  from  five  thousand  lo  ten  thousand 
acres,  and  averaging  seven  thousand  acres;  total  acreage,  one  million 
eight  hundred  and  fifty-two  thousand.  •  EighMi  class,  one  hundred  and 
Hay-eight  brms.  containing  from  ten  thousand  to  twenty  thousand 
acres,  and  averaging  fifteen  thousand  acres;  total  acreage,  two  million 
six  hundred  and  seveiity  thousand,  ^'inth  class,  one  hundred  and 
twenty-two  farms. containing  twenty  thousand  acres  and  upwards;  total 
acreage,  eight  million  seven  hundred  and  eighty-two  thousand- 

Tho  statistics  of  sixlv-seven  farms  of  the  ninth  class  represent 
an  aggregate  of  four  million  nine  hundred  and  thirty-two  thousand 
three  nundred  acrca.  which  is  an  average  of  sevenlv-three  thousand 
acres  each.  If  the  remaining  fifty-five  farms  be  estimated  at  seventv 
thousand  acres  each,  which  is  a  reduction  of  three  thousand  acres  eacb 
from  Ihe  estimate  of  the  large  moiety,  the  result  will  be  three  million 
eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  acres;  which,  added  lo  the  known 
■-'     -  'arms,  gives  us  a  total  of  eight  million  seven 

thousand.  Here,  then,  is  a  well  ascertained 
indred  and  twenty-two  large  farms  embrace 
double  the  qnaiitilv  of  land  comprised  in  the  twenty-three  thouMod 
three  hundred  and  fifteen  small  farms.  This  is  itself  a  startling  exhibit, 
but  it  is  not  the  most  startling  derivable  from  the  figures  of  the  BnanI 
of  Equalisation.  Further  analysis  demonstrates  that  the  holdings  of  one 
thousand  acres  and  upwards,  number  two  thousand  two  hundred  and 
ninety-eight,  aggregating  to  that  number  of  persons  the  enormous  area 
of  sixteen  million  eight  liundted  and  ninety  thousand  six  hundred  and 
fifty  acres,  or  an  average  of  seven  thousand  three  hundred  and  fitly  acres 
lo  each  person.    Pursuing  the  same  line  of  investigation,  we  f 

one  thousand  one  hundred  and  seventy-two  perwrnr "  ' 

of  two  thousand  acres  and  upwards,  and  that  these  one  monsanu  nue 
hundred  and  seventy-two  persons,  therefore,  hold  fifteen  million  two 
hundred  and  one  thousand  six  hundred  and  fifty  acres,  or  an  average  of 
twelve  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seventy-seven  acres  to  each  person. 
The  area  under  consideration,  twenty-three  million.thrce  hundred  and 
forty  thousand  nine  hundred  acres,  is  larger  than  the  whole  cultivated 
area  of  the  Stale  of  Ohio.  That  State,  with  twenty-one  million  acres  of 
land  under  cultivation,  has  one  hundred  and  ninety-five  thousand 
farms,  the  majority  of  which  are  below  one  liundred  acres  each.  We, 
with  twenty-eight  thousand  farms,  have  already  disposed  of  two  million 
acres  of  land  more  than  is  under  tillage  in  Ohio.  In  the  latter  StjUc 
there  are  but  sixty-nine  farms  exceeding  a  thousand  acres-  Here  there 
are  two  thousand'two  hundred  and  ninety-eight  of  that  class,  and  they 


and  eigiity-ti 


own  all  the  firms 


arlys* 


f  land. 


twenty-three  million 
if  land  in  this  State,  now  occu- 
pied liy  on  I V  twenty-seven  thousand  nine  hundred  and  ninetv-siz  farms. 
If  subdivided  into  holdings  of  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  iwch,  would 
make  exactly  one  hundred  and  forty-five  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
sixty-five  farms         *    --■--■---■--  ---■-  '-  — ■' 


d  and  eighty-tl 


agricultural  popnl 

hundred  and  sixty  persons.  01 

population  of  Calilornio.      These  figures  plainly 

loses  by  land  monopoly — by  the  infernal  greeil  of 

like,  grab  the  soil,  keep  ont  population,  aiul  will  ni 

their  just  proportion  of  taxes- 


onlng  that  each  family  owning  a  farm  would 

<rsons.  the  calculation  would  give  us  a  total 

lundred  and  eighty-three  thousand  four 
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The  extent  and  character  of  land  monopoly,  it<i  constant  growth,  its 
danger  and  injury  to  this  commonwealth,  can  neither  be  exaggerated 
nor  denied.  All  attempts  at  denial  will  be  futile,  because  the  people  of 
California  know  the  facts,  and  see  that  this  bastard  feudalism  over- 
shadows and  curses  the  land.  To  get  rid  of  it  peaceably  and  lawfully,  I 
propose  as  a  remedy,  a  practicable,  fair  system.  My  proposition  is  tnis: 
that  no  person  shall  hereafter  be  permitted  U>  acquire,  by  purchase,  will, 
or  otherwise,  more  than  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of  land.  This  sys- 
tem, if  adopted,  would  put  an  end  to  land  monopoly  in  one  generation. 
It  is  a  proposition  that  fully  respects  present  "ve^^"  Eights,  even 
though  some  of  what  are  called. so  are  notoriously  "vested  frauds;" 
being  a  gradual  reform,  there  would  be  no  hardship  in  its  operation ;  it 
proposes  no  confiscation  of  property,  not  even  the  restitution  of  the 
millions  of  acres  stolen  from  the  people's  common  domain.  Every  one 
BOW  owning  more  than  the  amount  specified  in  the  limitation  would 
have  full  notice  and  time  to  enable  him  to  dispose  of  his  surplus  acres, 
pocket  the  proceeds,  or  invest  them  in  some  other  business. 

Limitation  would  simply  bring  about  a  just  system  of  equalization  in 
the  ownership  of  land,  which  is  the  true  remedy  for  monopoly,  and  the 
only  system  suited  to  the  genius  of  a  republic;  it  would  tend  imme- 
diately to  give  us  a  larger  population  of  that  very  best  class  of  people 
for  any  State,  small  land  owners,  who,  having  an.  interest  in  the  soil, 
are  most  attached  to  their  country,  and  are  acknowledged  on  all  hands 
to  be  the  most  conservative,  and  at  the  same  time  the  most  patriotic  of 
citizens.  Persons  who  oppose  this  proposition  for  limitation  assert  that 
the  evil  of  land  monopoly  will  cure  itself  in  time,  through  operation 
of  the  descent  of  property,  etc.;  that  when  the  man  possessed  ox  a  large 
estate  dies,  it  will  be  divided  among  his  heirs,  and  that  though  he  was 
careful  in  accumulating  the  chances  are  that  his  children  will  turn  out 
to  be  spendthrifts,  and  thus  cause  division  of  large  landed  properties. 
This  supposition,  though  plausible,  is  altogether  theoretical  and  uncer- 
tain, and  does  not  afford  even  the  semblance  of  a  substantial  remedy  for 
the  evil  complained  of.  We  who  seek  a  reform  in  the  land  system  of 
this  State  are  fighting  against  land  monopoly  as  a  false,  {lernicious  sys- 
tem, destructive  of  equality,  of  the  rights  and  happiness  of  the  human 
family  in  general ;  we  oppose  it  on  the  broad  ground  of  correct  principle 
and  justice,  and  propose  an  honest  straightforward  remedy,  which  will 
strike  at  the  root  of  the  evil  and  destroy  it  within  a  reasonable  time. 
Our  opponents,  while  acknowlodcing  land  monopoly  to  be  an  evil,  pro- 
pose to  postpone  all  remedy  and  let  the  evil  cure  itself,  which  reminds 
me  of  the  proverb  that "  an  ounce  of  prevention  is  worth  a  pound  of  cure." 
In  what  condition  would  society  be  if  we  agreed  to  abide  by  that  theory  in 
all  the  affairs  of  life — if  wo  said,''  Oh,  let  us  not  try  to  prevent  or  punish 
crime,  it  will  ci^re  itself;"  or  if  we  said  regarding  bodily  ills,  "There 
is  no  use  trying  to  avoid  or  prevent  them,  they  will  cure  themselves." 
This  is  exactly  what  that  argument  amounts  to,  if  argument  it  can  be 
called.  It  is  evasive,  unworthy  of  sensible  men,  and  is  simply  an 
attempt  to  postpone  and  shift  responsibility.  I  hold  that  this  question 
must  be  met  directly  and  at  once.  Land  monopoly,  if  not  checked 
now,  instead  of  curing  itself,  will  eo  on  increasing,  until  it  becomes 
such  an  unbearable  curse  that  it  will  lead  to  revolution. 

One  of  the  arguments  used  by  those  gentlemen  who  oppose  the  prop- 
osition for  land  limitation  is,  that  we  have  no  more  right  to  restrict  a 
man  in  the  quantity  of  land  he  can  acquire,  than  in  the  amount  of 
money  he  can  accumulate.  The  clear,  absolute  distinction  between  the 
two  kinds  of  property,  money  and  land — their  extreme  opposite  nature 
and  character — expose  the  fallacy  of  this  airaumption.  Man's  title  to  that 
which  he  can  proauce,  or  create  by  his  own  enorts  is  indisputable — and 
all  articles  created  by  labor  are  of  this  character.  Land  is  not  so,  but 
the  very  opposite.  It  has  existed  since  primeval  time.  No  man  haSf  or 
ever  can  create  a  single  rood  of  it  It  is  unchangeable.  On  the  other 
hand  money  is  the  most  unstable  of  property,  for  we  may  possess  thou- 
sands of  dollars  to-day  and  be  without  a  cent  to-morrow.  Man 
acquires  money,  or  personal  property  of  any  other  character  through 
his  labor,  but  he  ciinnot  add  one  grain  of  sand  to  the  soil  of  the  earth. 
Hence  the  distinction  between  the  two  species  of  property  is  so  clear  as 
to  be  within  the  comprehension  of  a  child. 

Again,  the  assertion  is  made  by  some  persons  that  a  man  has  a  right 
to  acquire  as  much  land  as  he  pleases.  No  man  has  such  a  rignt. 
Whence  comes  this  monstrous  claim?  for  right  it  is  not  Can  any  man 
show  a  title-deed  by  primogeniture  from  God  the  Father,  excluding  his 
brother  men?  I  trow  not.  This  claim  is  as  reasonable  and  well 
founded  as""  the  divine  right  of  kings."  It  is  the  plea  of  land  robbers 
the  world  over.  Ko  man  is  entitled  to  have  and  to  hold  more  than  a  fair, 
equal  share  of  God's  earth.  I  affirm  the  following  to  be  indisputable 
truths :  First,  that  the  elements  of  nature — land,  water,  and  air — are  pro- 
vided freely  for  the  sustenance  of  all  human  beings  without  distinction ; 
second,  that  land  is  the  rightful  heritage  of  all  men,  and  not  intended 
to  be  a  monopoly;  third,  tliat  every  human  being  has  an  equal  right  to 
the  use  of  the  land  for  the  purposes  of  sustenance ;  fourth,  that  the 
right  of  property  in  land  arises  solely  from  the  subjection  of  that  land 
to  individual  purposes  or  ends  involving  its  continuing  use  for  the 
sustenance  of  life.  Therefore  monopoly  by  one  person  of  more  land 
than  he  needs  or  uses  to  supply  his  wants,  is  a  violation  of  natural 
rights,  and  is  a  gross  injustice  to  all  men  who  have  no  land,  who  are 
disinherited  and  may  be  crowded  out  of  existence  by  this  "  dog  in  the 
manger  "  policy. 

In  an  excellent  book  entitled  "The  Science  of  Rights,"  the  writer, 
J.  G.  Fichte,  presents  the  following  propositions,  which  I  quote  as  fair 
definitions  of  the  nature  of  property  in  land : 

"All  property  is  of  a  double  nature;  it  is  either  absolute,  and  hence 
not  under  tne  jurisdiction  of  the  State,  as  money  and  valuables,  etc.;  or 
relative,  and  immediately  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State,  as  real 
estate,  houses,  licenses,  etc." 

"The  legal  end  of  the  State  in  all  the  property  conveyed  to  the  citi- 
zens is,  that  this  property  shall  be  properly  used  for  the  necessities  of 


the  State.  Hence,  the  purchaser  must  agree  to  use  it,  and  must  be  in  a 
position  to  be  able  to  use  it;  for  instance,  if  he  purchases  lands,  he  must 
oe  able  to  farm." 

And  society  has  a  perfect  right,  nay,  it  is  it«  duty,  to  fix  a  limit  to  the 
amount  which  each  man  shall  occupy.  It  should  exercise  this  authority 
in  the  interest  of  all  its  members.  We  are  now  living  in  an  era  when 
equality  of  rights  is  generally  acknowledged.  Born  and  baptized  in 
bloody  revolutions,  the  recognition  of  those  rights  is  deeply  fixed  in 
modern  thought;  and  as  thought  and  principles  are  progressive,  there 
is  no  fear  that  we  of  the  nineteenth  century  will  go  backwards  and 
accept  any  of  the  exploded  heresies  of  the  past.  Land  monopoly  is 
clearly  a  violation  of  tne  doctrine  of  equality  ;  it  is  destructive  of  human 
rights  and  "the  pursuit  of  happiness,"  as  set  forth  in  the  immortal 
Declaration  of  Independence.  This  equality  of  rights,  which  I  claim 
to  be  God-given,  is  ignored,  trampled  upon,  when  one  man  is  allowed  to 
hold  ten  thousand,  fifty  thousand,  or  one  hundred  thousand  acres,  which 
he  does  not,  cannot  use,  but  takes  possession  of  for  speculation,  while 
thousands  of  other  men  possess  not  one  foot  of  soil  from  which  to  sup- 
ply their  natural  wants  by  cultivation. 

It  is  said  this  will  have  a  tendency  to  injure  a  great  interest  of  this 
State,  that  of  sheep  raising. 

My  reply  to  that  objection  is  this:  The  sheep  raisers'  interests  are  not 
the  only  interests  to  be  consulted  in  this  matter.  They  are  but  a  frac- 
tion of  the  people,  either  in  this  State  or  in  the  Union,  and  therefore  I 
see  no  reason  why  we  should  abandon  all  ideas  of  necessary  reform  in 
land  afiairs  to  please  that  class  alone.  And  here  let  me  say  that  sheep 
raising  has  been  and  is  a  great  industry  in  the  Australian  Colonies  of 
England.  Yet,  in  the  interests  of  the  mass  of  the  people  seeking  homes 
in  tneso  colonies,  that  interest  has  had  to  be  curbed  in  its  disposition  to 
appropriate  all  the  land  for  its  purpov^  alone.  Under  the  early  policy 
or  the  British  Government  in  Australia,  the  sheep  men,  or  "squatters," 
as  they  were  called,  occupied  large  areas  of  lana  for  grazing  pastures. 
As  the  agricultural  interest  increased,  and  small  farmers  began  to  look 
for  room  to  make  homes  on  the  land,  the  monopoly  of  the  soil  by  the 
"squatters"  was  found  to  be  detrimental  to  the  general  welfare;  there- 
fore, the  Colonial  governments,  which,  I  am  glad  to  say,  possess  free 
government  in  a  large  degree,  have  wisely  adopted  some  measure  of 
land  limitation,  to  correct  the  avariciousness  of  these  landlords.  But 
the  end  is  not  yet.  The  people  of  Australia  have  made  a  commence- 
ment in  the  right  direction;  agitation  of  the  question  of  land  tenures  is 
still  going  on,  and  will  not  cease  until  the  right  principle  is  adopted ; 
namely,  general  limitations  to  small  holdings. 

Land  limitation,  as  we  shall  see  if  we  examine  the  subject,  is  not  a 
new  thing.  It  has  been  ^rtially  adopted  in  Australia,  and  it  has 
become  the  general  law  in  Prince  Edward's  Island,  under  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  An  Act  was  passed  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  province  on  the  twenty.seventh  of  April,  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy-nve,  by  the  terms  of  which  it  was  agreed  to  purchase  all 
the  large  landed  estates  in  the  island  exceeding  five  hundred  acres  in 
the  aggregate,  for  the  purpose,  as  the  preamble  of  the  Act  sets  forth,  of 
converting  "  the  leasehold  tenures  into  freehold  estates,  upon  terms 
just  and  eauitable  to  the  tenants  as  well  as  to  the  proprietors."  Shall 
we  be  less  liberal,  less  favorable  to  reform,  than  colonies  of  the  British 
Empire?  I  hope  not.  If  we  decide  against  reform  we  shall  certainly 
be  taking  a  step  backward,  for  our  general  and  State  governments  have 

Slainly  indicated  that  land  limitation  is  the  settled  policy  of  both.  The 
eneral  Government,  in  its  homestead  and  preemption  Acts,  limits  each 
•actual  settler  to  one  hundred  atui  sixty  acres  of  land.  Are  not  the 
meaning,  intent,  and  policy  here  indicated  plain  enough  for  the  com- 
monest understanding?  This  is  land  limitation,  as  plain  as  it  can  be 
fonnulated  in  words,  and  however  much  it  may  have  been  evaded  by 
the  trickery  and  perjury  of  land-grabbers,  the  fact  cannot  be  denied 
that  it  is  the  law  of  our  Government.  The  State  government,  also,  has 
adopted  the  spirit  of  land  limitation,  when  it  restricts,  as  it  plainly 
does,  aertain  corporations  chartered  under  its  sanction  to  the  possession 
of  a  limited  amount  of  real  estate.  Thus  we  have  the  spirit — the  prin- 
ciple—of  land  limitation  blended  in  the  policy  of  our  Government,  state 
and  National ;  and  all  that  is  now  wanted  and  demanded  by  the  people, 
is  a  distinct  affirmation  in  the  fundamental  law  of  this  State  that  the 
policy  shall  be  general  in  its  application  for  all  future  time. 

I  hold  that  land  monopoly  is  regarded  as  unjust  by  all  men  of  fair 
minds,  who  are  not  biased  in  its  favor  by  selfish  interest;  it  is  con- 
demned by  the  verdict  of  mankind ;  it  is  tne  practice  of  selfishness  in 
its  most  odious  aspect;  it  is  narrow  in  all  its  aims,  and  it  admits  of  no 
defense  aside  from  sophistry  and  infernal  legal  quibbles;  it  is  destructive 
of  general  prosperity  and  injurious  to  the  State;  it  is  un-American,  anti- 
republican,  and  can  only  maintain  its  existence  under  the  iron  hand  of 
despotism.  Justice  and  common  sense  demand  that  all  bad  laws  which 
protect  and  encourage  it,  shall  be  repealed.  Wherever  it  prevails  the 
interests  of  society  require  its  extirpation,  and  the  adoption  of  remedies 
which  shall  put  an  end  to  it  forever.  And  I  now  predict  that  the  time 
is  at  hand  when  it  will  finally  receive  its  death-blow  in  every  civilized 
nation  of  the  earth.  Of  all  the  States  of  this  Union,  California  is  the 
most  afflicted  by  this  curse;  it  is  keeping  out  population,  retarding  our 
prosperity.  In  all  the  older  States  small  farms  is  the  rule,  and  large 
ones  a  rare  exception.  There  yfe  see  general  prosperity  prevailing,  at 
least  among  the  rural  population ;  there  we  see  an  independent  yeo- 
manry planted,  who  are  the  pride  and  the  mainstay  of  the  Republic — 
its  wealth-producers  in  peace,  its  defenders  in  war.  If  we  desire  to 
transmit  the  liberty  which  we  enjoy,  unimpaired,  to  future  generations ; 
if  we  desire  that  our  posterity  shall  be  a  free,  contented,  happy  people, 
we  must  rid  ourselves  of  this  imported  feudalism,  and  provide  means 
for  a  general  ownership  of  fttnd  in  small  farms.  There  can  be  no  pros- 
perity, no  contentment,  no  happiness,  otherwise  in  this  land.  As  the 
poet  has  aptly  said  of  another  country  where  this  blighting  curse  still 
exists : 
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111  fares  the  land,  to  hnst'niiig  illi  a  prey, 
Where  wealth  accumulates,  and  men  decay ; 
Princes  and  lords  may  flourish,  or  may  fade ; 
A  breath  can  make  them,  as  a  breath  has  made ;       « 
But  a  bold  yeomanry,  their  country's  pride, 
When  once  destroy'd,  can  never  be  supplied. 

This  reform  of  land  limitation  is  demanded  in  the  interest  of  the 
nation,  in  the  interest  of  the  State,  in  the  interest  of  good  government, 
in  the  interest  of  justice  to  all.  It  is  demanded  by  the  people — not  bv 
any  single  class  or  section,  but  by  a  general  popular  expression  which 
cannot  be  ignored.  The  great  political  parties  have  recognized  its  neces- 
sity, and  favored  it  in  their  platforms,  and  they  never  would  have  done 
this  if  the  force  of  public  opinion  had  not  compelled  them  to  do  so,  for 
the  politicians  who  generally  manipulate  party  Conventions  are  time- 
servers,  who  pretend  to  bow  to  popular  demands,  though  they  do  so  only 
to  deceive  and  betray  the  people.  In  the  State  platform  of  the  Demo- 
cratic party  for  eighteen  hunared  and  seventy-five  the  following  resolu- 
tion was  adopted : 

Resolved^  That  we  condemn,  as  subvenlve  of  the  rights  of  the  people  and  ruinous 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  State,  the  policy  of  permitting  the  lands  of  the  StHte  to 
become  a  monopoly  in  the  hands  of  a  few  at  the  expense  of  the  many,  and  we 
hereby  pledge  the  Democratic  party  to  the  correction  of  this  giant  evil. 

Pledged  the  Democratic  party  to  correct  the  evil,  indeed  ,*  but  it  was  a 
false  pledge— a  mockery  of  truth — intended  to  deceive  the  public,  as  the 
corrupt  leaders  of  that  party  and  i^embers  of  the  Convention  which 
adopted  the  resolution  have  since  declared. 

To  us  of  California,  laud  reform  is  one  of  the  most  important  ques- 
tions of  the  day.  It  is  a  question  that  will  not  down,  however  powerful 
temporary  opposition  may  be  to  the  need  of  the  times.  It  is  a  question 
that  must  be  finally  settled  so  a94lo  meet  the  wishes  and  wants  of  the 
whole  people.  I  am  aware  that  there  is  disposition  in  this  Convention 
to  ignore  the  importance  and  the  necessity  of  this  reform,  but  I  caution 
them  to  beware  of  the  responsibility  which  they  take  by  assuming  here 
a  lordly  disdain  of  popular  opinion.  This  Convention  may  remse  to 
adopt  limitation,  or  any  other  proper  remedy  for  land  monopoly;  but  if 
it  docs  so,  rest  assured  it  will  only  be  postponing  action.  I  say  the  people 
of  California  demand  this  reform — they  have  proclaimed  their  wishes  in 
no  uncertain  tones — and  gentlemen,  who  array  themselves  in  opposition 
io  the  popular  demand,  will  have  to  place  their  names  squarely  on  the 
record  for  future  accountability.  The  people  who  have  the. power  to 
make  and  unmake  Legislatures  and  Constitutional  Conventions,  will  have 
something  to  say  on  tnis  question  ,*  their  wishes  will  become  commands, 
and  their  commands  action,  in  the  near  future,  and  that  action  will  be 
the  destruction  of  land  monopoly. 

In  conclusion,  I  repeat  the  common  saying,  that  "reforms  never  go 
backward,'"  and  to  this  let  me  add  that  the  triumph  of  a  principle 
which  has  truth  and  justice  for  its  foundation  cannot  be  prevented  while 
honest  free  thought  holds  sway  among  men.  The  name  abolitionist 
was  once  potent  as  a  term  of  reproach,  yet  have  we  not  seen  the  power- 
ful institution  of  slavery  destroyed  in  one  half  the  States  of  this  Union 
in  our  own  days?  At  present,  in  a  narrow  spirit  of  prejudice,  we  hear 
the  cry  that  land  reformers  are  agrarians,  communists,  confiscators,  etc. 
But  these  false  cries  will  avail  nothing.  The  destruction  of  land 
monopoly  is  decreed  by  the  people.  This  reform  is  the  vital  question  of 
the  day;  backed  by  numbers;  its  onward  course  will  be  irresistible,  and 
its  agitation  will  never  cease  until  victory  shall  have  b&en  achieved. 

SPEECH  OF  MB.   WTilTT. 

Mr.  "WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  do  not  expect  to  occupy  the  time  of 
this  committee  for  more  than  ten  minutes  in  tne  discussion  of  this  ques- 
tion. I  think  the  committee  ought  at  least  to  be  willing  to  recommend 
that  we  insert  in  the  Constitution  section  one,  as  reported  by  the  minority 
of  the  Committee  upon  Lands  and  Homestead  Exemption — that  "  per- 
petuities and  monopolies  are  contrary  to  the  genius  of  a  free  government, 
and  shall  never  be  allowed;  nor  shall  the  law  of  primogeniture  or 
entailments  ever  be  enforced  in  this  State."  I  think  there  is  no  man  in 
the  State  of  California,  who  is  imbued  with  the  spirit  of  a  free-born 
American  citizen,  who  will  not  subscribe  to  that  declaration,  and  I  hope 
that  it  will  be  engrafted  in  the  permanent  law  of  our  land,  and  that  it 
will  stand  as  one  of  the  great  line  stones  from  which  we  never  will  depart. 
And  another  proposition  which  I  think  this  Conyention  ought  by  all 
means  to  recommend  in  the  Constitution,  is  the  proposition  with  refer- 
ence to  the  disposition  of  public  lands  belonging  to  the  State  of  California. 
Of  course  I  have  not  time  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  abuses  which 
have  entered  into  the  system  of  the  management  and  disposition  of 
these  lands,  which  are  well  known  to  every  member  of  this  Convention. 
But  not  talking  about  what  is  passed;  not  talking  about  the  wrongs 
which  have  been  committed;  not  talking  about  the  steals  that  have 
been  accomplished;  not  talking  about  the  frauds  and  perjuries  tliat 
have  been  committed  and  permitted  by  the  decisions  of  the  Courts,  and 
rulings  of  the  Land  Office;  passing  all  that  by,  what  is  left  for  us  is,  that 
we  certainly  must  act  for  the  future,  even  if  we  have  but  a  thousand  acres 
of  land  belonging  to  the  State  of  California.  There  is  some  left.  Some 
of  it  is  swamp  land,  some  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections,  school 
land,  and  some  fragments  of  other  donations.  We  can  at  least  lay  the 
foundation  for  a  land  law  for  future  generations.  We  ought  to  say 
here  in  the  Constitution,  that  no  more  than  three  hundred  and  twenty 
acres  of  land  shall  ever  be  granted  or  patented  by  the  State  to  any  one 
person,  and  no  patent  shall  ever  be  made  otherwise  than  upon  the  basis 
of  actual  settlement  and  occupation,  after  three  years  time.  That  no 
land  scrip  or  land  location  certificates  shall  ever  be  issued  in  this  State. 
The  true  policy  of  land  holding  in  any  country  is,  that  he  who  holds  it 
shall  occupy  it,  and  utilize  it,  and  make  it  bfing  forth  sustenance  for  the 
people  of  the  earth.  The  true  policy  is  for  the  sovereignty  to  hold  all 
the  land  that  is  not  in  actual  occupation  and  use.  That  is  theoretically 
the  law  of  the  United  States,  but  it  is  not  practically  so.    But  we  can  now 


make  it  practically  so  by  inserting  in  our  Constilution:  That  whatever 
land  is  left  to  us  now  shall  be  occupied,  shall  be  obtained  from-^s  bv 
actual  occupation  and  settlement,  and  not  otherwise.  What  a  burlesque 
it  is  upon  law,  upon  government,  upon  decency,  and  upon  propriety,  to 
say  that  Mr.  Montgomery,  or  Mr.  A,  B,  or  C,  under  the  Swamp  iLand 
Act  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-seven,  shall  have  a  patent  from  the 
State  of  California  to  eighty-seven  thousand  acres  of  swamp  land,  the 
very  garden  land  of  the  State  of  California,  of  the  earth — that  which 
mjEikes  us  one  of  the  greatest  States,  that  which  makes  us  the  verr 
empire  of  the  worjd,  and  if  dealt  out  aright,  would  be  capable  of  sustain- 
ing an  immense  population.  But  it  is  dealt  out  in  this  way,  and  the 
very  money  that  is  paid  into  the  treasury  goes  back  again  into  a  reclama- 
tion fund,  and  the  State  receives  not  a  dollar  for  the  land. 

That  is  the  way  lands  in  this  State  have  been  dealt  out  under  the 
administration  of  the  Democratic  and  Republican  parties,  which  have 
said  so  much  about  land  reform.  They  have  become  the  mc»t  servile 
tools  of  capitalists  and  land  monopolist.  The  Democratic  and  Repab- 
lican  parties  arc  as  completely  in  the  hands  of  the  land  monopolists  as  it 
is  possible  for  them  to  be.  Not  only  the  swamp  lands  have  been  thus 
monopolized,  but  five  or  six  millions  of  acres  of  other  land,  the  finest 
upon  the  face  of  the  earth,  capable  of  sustaining  a  population  of  from 
ten  to  twenty  millions  of  people,  is  now  lying  waste  and  barren  under 
this  virle  system  which  has  been  such  a  curse  to  this  State.  There  is 
eighty -seven  thousand  acres  of  swamp  land  under  one  patent — eig:bty- 
seven  thousand  acres  belonging  to  one  land  finn  ;  fifty  thousand  acres 
to  another;  forty  thousand,  to  another;  and  no  limitation  to  prevent 
any  man  from  owning  every  foot  of  land  in  California.  Xo  limitation 
whatever.  Not  only  that,  but  one  man  could  have  filed  upon  it,  paid 
only  the  filing  fees,  and  by  collusion  with  the  land  officers,  could  keep 
it  from  others  until  he  could  find  settlers  willing  to  pay  the  extortionate 
royalty  he  placed  upon  it,  when  he  could  release  it,  without  having 
spent  a  dollar  save  the  insignificant  filing  fees.  What  is  true  of  the 
land  system  in  this  State,  has  been  true  of  the  land  systems  of  other 
States.  That  is  the  system  which  wo  complain  of  here,  and  against 
whicJi  we  protest. 

[At  this  point  of  the  speaker's  remarks  the  ^vel  fell.] 

Mr.  TUTTLE.     I  give  the  gentleman  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  from  Monterey  will  proceed. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  was  saying  that  this  is  the  system  that  I  am  stand- 
ing here  and  calling  upon  this  Convention  to  reverse.  I  would  have 
the  members  of  this  Convention  take  a  broad  and  statesmanlike  view  of 
this  great  question,  which  is  of  such  vital  importance  to  the  people  of 
this  commonwealth.  The  people  of  this  State  have  repeatealy  called 
upon  both  the  old  parties  to  inaugurate  this  reform,  bu^  they  have  vio- 
lated their  pledges  and  failed  to  do  it,  and  that  is  one  of  the  very  par- 
poses  for  which  this  Convention  was  called.  And  while  I  do  not  propose 
to  touch  these  frauds,  these  perjuries,  these  rascalities,  which  have  been 
crystallized  into  the  form  of  law — while  I  do  not  propose  to  touch  them, 
I  do  propose  that  no  more  land  belonging  to  the  State  of  California  shall 
be  disposed  of  in  that  way;  but  that  if  there  is  any  struggling  boy,  or 
any  young  man,  just  marged,  having  high  hopes  for  the  future,  with 
nothing  but  his  hands  to  make  a  living  and  build  up  a  home  for  wife 
and  children,  if  they  can  find  a  vacant  piece  of  land  in  this  broad  State 
of  California,  they  shall  have  a  right  to  purchase  it  from  the  State  of 
California,  without  having  to  pay  a  royalty  to  Haggin,  Carr,  Tevis^  or 
some  other  land  shark.  I  am  here  to  protest  against  these  abuses,  and 
to  say  that  such  a  damnable  system  shall  no  longer  be  tolerated  in  the 
State  of  California. 

I  have  another  proposition,  on  which  I  am  in  hopes  the  Convention 
will  agree,  and  that  is  the  declaration  I  read  here  against  monopolies 
and  perf)etuities.  Also,  that  the  State  of  California  shall  forbid,  in  her 
Constitution,  the  disposition  of  her  lands  to  any  but  actual  settlers,  and 
then  in  no  larger  quantities  than  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres.  To 
these  propositions  I  hope  to  have  the  hearty  support  of  this  Convention. 
It  is  a  country  largely  controlled  by  land  monopolists,  and  this  is  all  the 
more  reason  why  these  provisions  ought  to  be  inserted.  The  men  who 
come  here  from  a  country  where  the  land  is  the  heritage  of  a  favored 
few  realize  the  importance  of  this  question,  and  are  willing  to  obey  the 
behests  of  the  people.  I  believe  if  there  is  any  one  question  that  the 
people  are  interested  in,  it  is  this  question.  In  eighteen  hundred  and 
seventy-two,  when  this  report  was  made,  codif\Mng  these  vast  land 
grants,  and.  arranging  them,  by  the  State  Board,  and  average  assiessmont 
made  thereon,  I  nappened  to  be  in  the  Capitol  for  a  short  time  after 
that  was  done.  I  wanted  to  get  a  copy  of  that  report,  and  went  to  the 
Sergcant-at  Anns,  but  could  find  none.  I  found  one  on  the  desk  of  one 
member,  but  could  get  none  elsewhere. 

[At  this  point  in  the  speaker's  remarks  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  JOYCE.    Being  as  I  do  not  wish  to  speak  on  this  arrangement  I. 
grant  him  my  time. 

Mr.  WYATT.  If  I  do  not  finish  in  another  ten  minutes  I  will  not 
ask  for  any  further  time.  From  that  day  to  this  I  have  been  looking 
for  one,  but  have  not  been  able  to  find  it.  Where  it  went  to,  or  what 
became  of  it  I  do  not  know.  Then,  gentlemen,  up  to  this  time,  the 
railroad  was  somewhat  of  a  new  thing  in  this  State,  and  as  it  went 
through  the  big  ranches  the  farmers  tnought  their  i^reight  would  be 
greatly  reduced,  but  the  contrary  being  the  result,  what  was  the  resnlt 
of  it?  Then  commenced  the  clamor  against  the  railroad,  and  these  land 
owners  brought  their  forces  here,  in  connection  with  the  people  at  large, 
to  bring  the  railroad  down.  But,  sir,  the  railroad  company  gave  them 
to  understand  that  if  they  did  they  could  not  hold  these  big  grants.  The 
railroad  company  never  told  me  this;  the  land  men  never  told  me  this, 
for  I  have  never  had  the  confidence  of  either  one  in  this  State,  and  I 
only  speak  what  my  judgment  tells  me  is  so.  The  railroad  company 
gave  the  land  men  to  understand  that  if  the  railroads  were  to  be  put  in 
a  straightjacket  the  land  monopolists  would  have  a  touch  of  it,  as  it  was 
asserted  by  the  Record,  then  the  railroad  organ  in  this  State,  as  the 
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Record-Union  is  to-day.  As  soon  as  this  understanding  was  had  they 
struck  hands,  and  the  Record  closed  its  mouth  upon  the  subject  of  land 
monopoly,  and  has  kept  its  mouth  shut  from  that  dav  to  this.  And 
whenever  an  effort  has  been  made  to  reduce  freights  an5  fares,  the  rail- 
roads and  the  land  monopolists  have  stood  shoulder  to  shoulder  to  defeat 
it — and  the  same  when  any  movement  was  made  against  the  land 
monopolists.  Sir,  land  monopoly  is  an  evil  that  must  be  cured.  It 
menaces  the  welfare  of  this  State.  We  propose  to  make  them  let  go 
their  grasp  upon  the  lands  of  this  State. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  this  is  a  subject  so  full  of  thought,  it  is 
80  full  of  matter  to  be  talked  about,  that  a  man  does  not  know  where  to 
strike  first.  For  instance,  it  was  stated  yesterday  that  the  University 
lands  were  sold  for  six  dollars  and  fifty  cents  an  acre — that  is,  that  the 
actual  settlers  had  to  pay  that  much  in  addition  to  the  regular  govern- 
ment price,  and  all  of  which  is  of  no  benefit  to  the  public.  This  scrip 
is  preferred  scrip,  which  can  be  located  in  advance  of  where  the  settler 
can  otherwise  go.  All  this  is  a  curse.  It  would  be  better  if  there  was 
never  any  college  scrip,  and  if  there  is  to  be  college  scrip  it  ought  not  to 
be  located  in  sSvance,  or  until  the  land  is  surveyed.  It  would  be  far 
better  if  the  people  of  California  would  raise  the  same  amount  of  money 
by  direct  taxation,  instead  of  forcing  poor  settlers  to  pay  it  into  the 
pockets  of  land  monopolists.  In  other  words,  it  is  putting  a  tax  upon 
the  poor,  struggling  settlers  of  the  State  of  California  to  support  this 
University.  All  this  land  scrip  is  in  the  interest  of  land  graooers  and 
land  monopolists  and  speculators,  and  at  the  expense  of  poor  men.  I 
now,  while  I  have  this  one  chance,  eagerlv  embrace  it,  to  enter  my 
solemn  protest  against  this  thing.  I  am  talking  under  very  great  diffi- 
culties, for  I  have  recently  had  my  mouth  iron-clad  and  vulcanized, 
and,  as  a  natural  consequence,  my  articulation  is  difficult.  I  was  speak- 
ing about  this  land  scrip,  which  has  been  abolished  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  which  now  grants  land  only  to  actual  settlers. 
[At  this  point  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WELLIN.  I  will  give  the  gentleman  my  time. 
Mr.  WYATT.  I  don't  know  wliether  the  Committee  is  tired  of  my 
remarks  or  not.  I  have  no  wish  to  bore  you,  but  if  I  can  give  you  any 
information  that  will  lead  you  to  a  right  conclusion  on  this  great  subject, 
I  am  willing  to  occupy  another  ten  miuuts.  More  frauds  have  been 
perpetrated  by  means  of  scrip  than  in  any  other  way.  Take  the  Sioux 
scrip,  which  had  no  foundation.  It  had  its  commencement  in  fraud, 
was  carried  on  by  perjury,  and  its  location  in  the  State  of  California  was 
by  means  of  fraud  and  perjury.  Take  these  scrips,  and  these  school 
land  frauds,  and  these  swamp  land  frauds,  and  they  constitute  a  mass 
of  villainy  that  is  astounding.  Take  the  robbery,  and  perjury,  and  vil- 
lainy, and  collusion,  by  which  these  lands  have  been  wrested  from  their 
rightful  possessors,  and  does  it  not  surpass  the  English  system,  which  is 
flo  much  condemned?  I  do  ask  you  now,  to  put  a  clause  in  the  Consti- 
tution which  will  at  least  relieve  the  rising  generation  from  the  evils 
with  which  wo  have  been  aftlicted,  so  that  it  will  be  possible,  some  time 
in  the  future,  for  those  who  make  this  State,  who  constitute  this  State, 
to  carry  the  State  forward  on  the  road  of  progress,  and  in  all  that  goes  to 
constitute  a  civilized  community.  I  am  here  to  ask  that  the  future 
generation  shall  not  be  handicapped,  as  the  present  one  has  been,  in  the 
great  race  of  life.  Am  I  asking  too  much?  I  am  asking  that  the  chil- 
dren*who  are  n©w  growing  up  to  take  our  places,  shall  not  be  robbed  of 
their  birthrights.  Am  I  asking  t^o  much?  Do  we  ask  anything  of  you 
but  what  you  realize,  in  your  heart  of  hearts,  ought  to  be  granted?  Do 
we  ask  anything  of  you  but  what  is  justified  by  the  experience  of  the 
most  enlightened  nations  on  earth?  Do  we  ask  anything  but  that 
which  all  the  wisest  and  best  men  of  the  present  age  say  should  be 
granted?  And  in  asking  these  things,  we  are  only  seconding  and  voic- 
ing the  demand  which  comes  up  from  the  people,  and  they  will  not  be 
denied. 

BRMARKS   OF    HR.   GRACE. 

Mr.  GRACE.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  propose  to  make  a  speech 
upon  this  matter,  because  there  is  not  time  enough  allowed.  I  only  wish 
I  had  the  ability  and  the  time  to  lav  bare  the  abuses  and  evils  of  the 
landed  system  of  this  State.  I  stand  here  representing  a  people  to  whom 
I  am  pledged  to  use  every  endeavor  to  limit  land  holding  and  land 
monopoly.  And  when  I  stand  here  upon  this  floor  and  say  I  am  in 
favor  of  land  limitation,  I  am  only,  as  an  honest  man,  representing  the 
views  and  the  wishes  of  the  constituencv  which  sent  me  to  this  Conven- 
tion.  And  I  intend,  as  far  as  I  am  able,  to  comply  with  their  wishes  in 
the  future  as  I  have  endeavored  to  do  in  the  past.  Our  land  system  is 
now  little  better  than  that  of  old  England.  England  has  been  progress- 
ijig  slowly.  It  has  taken  them  a  thousand  years  to  arrive  at  their  pres- 
ent state,  and  yet  we  find  that  about  fifteen  thousand  persons  own  the 
land  of  England.  Yet,  sir,  here  in  this  fair  young  State,  we  find  that 
sixty  landowners  and  corporations  own  more  land  than  there  is  in  all 
England.  They  form  a  landed  aristocracy  which  threatens  as  much 
danger  to  this  State  as  it  ever  did  to  England.  If  we  permit  this  thing 
to  go  on  a  few  years  we  will  see  the  great  nobilities  or  Kern — Haggin, 
Tevis,  and  Carr — forming  themselves  into  an  aristocracy  which  will  be 
worse  than  was  ever  seen  in  England.  By  means  of  Chinese  labor  the^ 
will  soon  crowd  the  laboring  man  and  the  farmer  to  the  wall.  This  is 
the  thing  we  propose  to  guard  against.  We  propose  to  say  that  there 
shall  be  a  limit  beyond  which  they  shall  not  go.  It  is  the  will  of  the 
I)eople,  and  I  am  in  hopes  this  Convention  will  respect  their  wishes  and 
come  squarely  up  to  the  line  of  duty. 

Mr.  SCIIELL.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

Thk  president.  Gentlemen :  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  the 
report  of  the  minority  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead 
Exemption,  have  made  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 


adjournmrkt. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.    I  move  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn. 
Carried. 

And  at  five  o'clock  p.  h.  the  Convention  stood  adjourned  until  to-mor- 
row morning  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty  minutes. 


ONE    HUNDRED  AND  NINETEENTH    DAY. 

Sacramento,  Friday,  January  24th,  1879. 

The  Convention  met  in  regular  session  at  nine  o'clock  and  thirty 
minutes  a.  v.,  President  Hoge  in  the  chair. 
The  roll  was  called,  and  members  found  in  attendance  as  follows: 


Andrews, 

Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Barry, 

Baji.on, 

Beerst«cher, 

Belcher, 

Bell, 

Biggs, 

Blackjner, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Burt, 

Caples, 

Casserly, 

Chapman, 

Charles, 

Condon, 

Davis, 

Dean, 

Dowling, 

Doyle, 

Dudley,  of  Solano, 

Dunlap, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Filcher, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Glascock, 

Gorman, 

Grace, 

Hager, 

Harrison, 

Harvey, 

Heiskell, 

Herold, 

Herrington, 

Hitchcock, 

Plolmes, 


PRESENT. 

Huestis, 

Rhodes, 

Hughey, 
Hunter, 

Ringgold, 
Rolfe, 

Inraan, 

Schell, 

Johnson, 

Schomp, 

Jones, 

Shafter, 

Joyce, 

Shoemaker, 

Kelley, 

Shurtleff, 

Kenny, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Keyes, 

Smith,  of  4th  District, 

Kleine, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Laine, 

Soule, 

Lampson, 

Stedman, 

Larkm, 

Steele, 

Larue, 

Stevenson, 

Lavigne, 

Stuart, 

Lewis, 

Sweasey, 

Lindow, 

Swenson, 

Mansfield, 

Swing, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles,  Reed, 
Howard,  of  Mariposa,    Reynolds, 


Martin,  of  Alameda,       Thompson, 
Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz,  Tinnin, 

McCallum,  Townsend, 

McComas,  Tully, 

McConnell,  Turner, 

McCoy,  Tuttle, 
McFarland,               .       Vacquerel, 

McNutt,  Van  Dyke, 

Miller,  Van  Voorhies, 

Mills,  Walker,  of  Marin, 

Moffat,  Walker,  of  Tuolumne, 

Moreland,  Waters, 

Morse,  Webster, 

Murphy,  Weller, 

Nason,  Wellin, 

Nelson,  West, 

Neunaber,  White, 

Ohleyer,  Wickes, 

O'Sullivan,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Prouty,  Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

PuUiam,  Winans, 

Reddy,  WyaU, 


Mr.  President. 


ABSENT. 

Edgerton, 

Hale, 

Kstee, 

Hall. 

Estey, 

Hilborn, 

Fawcett, 

Noel, 

Finney, 

O'Donnell, 

Freeman, 

Overton, 

Graves, 

Porter, 

Gregg, 

Terry. 

Barnes, 

BeN«y, 

Campbell, 

Cowaen, 

Cross, 

Crouoh, 

Dudley,of  San  Joaquin,  Graves, 

Eagon, 

THE   JOURNAL. 

Mr.  lindow.     Mr.  President:   I  move  that  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  be  dispensed  with,  and  the  same  approved. 
So  ordered. 

PETITIONS. 

Messrs.  Mills  and  Nason  presented  petitions,  requesting  the  exemption 
of  certain  property,  used  lor  charitable,  educational,  and  church  pur- 
poses, from  taxation.  « 

Laid  on  the  table,  to  be  considered  with  the  article  on  revenue  and 
taxation. 

NEW  PROPOSITION. 

Mr.  KEYES  presented  the  following  proposed  article: 

Article  XII. 

BOUNDARY   OF   THE   STATE   DEFINED. 

Section  1.  The  boundary  of  the  State  of  California  shall  be  as  fol- 
lows: Commencing  at  the  point  of  intersection  of  forty-second  degree  of 
north  latitude  with  the  one  hundred  and  twentieth  degree  of  longitude 
west  from  Greenwich  and  running  south  on  the  line  of  said  one  hun- 
dred and  twentieth  degree  of  west  longitude  until  it  intersects  the  thirty- 
ninth  degree  of  north  latitude;  thence  running  in  a  straight  line  in  a 
southeasterly  direction  to  the  River  Colorado,  at  a  point  where  it  inter- 
sects the  thirty-fifth  degree  of  north  latitude ;  thence  down  the  middle 
of  the  channel  of  said  river  to  the  boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  as  established  by  the  treaty  of  May  thirtieth,  one 
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thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-eight ;  thence  running  west  and  along 
said  boundary  line  to  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  extending  therein  three 
English  miles;  thenoe  running  in  a  northwesterly  direction  and  follow- 
ing the  direction  of  the  Pacific  €oast  to  the  forty-second  degree  of  north 
latitude ;  thence  on  the  line  of  said  forty-second  degree  of  north  latitude 
to  the  place  of  beginning;  also,  all  the  islands,  harbors,  and  ba^s  along 
and  adjacent  to  the  coast. 
Heferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

ASSISTANT  JOURNAL  CLERK.  • 

Mr.  TOWNSEND  offered  the  following  resolution: 

JReidvedy  That  the  Prwident  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized  to  appoint  an  Assist- 
ant Journal  Clerk  fur  the  Convention,  whose  salary  shall  be  six  dollars  per  day. 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mileage  and  Contingent  Expenses. 

LIlfIT  OF   SPEECHES. 

Mr.  INMAK  offered  the  following  resolution : 

JRetolvedf  That  the  practice  of  one  member  giving  time  to  another  results  only  in 
prolonging  debate  and  delaying  the  proceedings  of  tUs  Convention,  and  is  an  evasion 
of  Rule  Forty-three;  and 

Jiesolvedf  That  the  practice  be  from  this  time  discon tinned. 

Mr.  INM  an.  Mr.  President :  I  simply  offer  that  to  expedite  business. 
I  hope  the  Convention  will  adopt  it. 

Mr.  DOWLING.  Mr.  President:  I  hope,  sir,  that  that  resolution 
will  be  promptly  voted  down,  and  more  especially  now  that  we  are  in 
the  consideration  of  the  gravest  question  that  afflicts  the  people  of  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  President:  I  was  intending  to  offer  exactly  the 
same  resolution  myself,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  aaopted.  It  has  been 
evident  that  through  courtesy  to  some  gentlemen  they  have  been  per- 
mitted to  override  Rule  Forty-three. 

Mr.  INMAN.     It  don't  apply  to-day,  but  after  to-day. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President:  I  was  opposed  to  the  adoption  of 
the  ten-minute  rule,  and  did  what  I  could  to  prevent  its  adoption.  I  have 
more  than  once  refrained  from  speaking  because  I  did  not  care  to  ask  the 
indulgence  of  this  Convention,  or  a«k  gentlemen  to  give  me  their  time. 
I  am  willing  to  rescind  Rule  Forty-three,  but  it  is  certainly  an  evasion  of 
it  for  one  gentlemen  to  give  his  time  to  another.  By  that  means  several 
gentlemen  are  allowed  to  make  hour-speeches.  If  we  are  going  to  stand 
up  to  the  rule,  let  us  do  it.  This  habit  of  a  half  dossen  gentlemen  giving 
their  time  to  another  is  an  entire  nullification  of  the  rule.  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  the  ten-minute  rule,  and  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  rescind 
it,  but  at  the  same  time  we  ought  to  enforce  the  rule  or  abolish  it. 

Mr.  WEST.     Mr.  President:   I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Schell,  Hitchcock,  Prouty,  and  Kelly. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  adopted  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  69  ayes  to  30 
noes. 

NOTICE. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Mr.  President:   I  send  up  a  notice. 

The  secretary  read: 

"  I  give  notice  that,  on  to-morrow,  I  will  move  to  amend  Rule  Twenty- 
four,  by  striking  out  the  last  proviso:  *  Provided  further,  that  on  all 
resolutions  and  propositions  relating  to  the  Constitution  the  final  vote 
shall  be  taken  by  ayes  and  noes,' " 

Mr.  MORELAIhD.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the  chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Schedule. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

LAND  MONOPOLY. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  Mr.  President:  I  move  that  the  Convention 
now  Resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  in  the 
chair,  for  the  purpose  of  further  considering  the  subject  of  land  and 
homestead  exemption. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  inquire  what  section 
is  before  the  committee? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  section  presented  by  Mr.  O'Sullivan  as  a 
substitute  for  section  two. 

Mr.  ROLFE.  I  would  like  to  inquire  what  has  become  of  section 
one  of  this  minority  report?    Is  not  that  before  the  House? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN.  The  report  is  not  before  the  body.  It  can  only 
be  brought  up  by  motion  to  amend. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer 
to  the  substitute. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

'^ Substitute  for  section  two,  'The  holding  of  large  tracts  of  land, 
uncultivated  and  unimproved,  by  individuals  and  coiporations,  is  against 
the  public  interest,  and  should  be  discouraged  by  all  means  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  rights  of  private  property.' " 

Mr.  BLACKMER.     I  second  the  amendment. 

BPKECH   OF  UR.  VAN  DYKE. 

Mr.  van  dyke.  Mr.  Chairman :  We  may  agree  with  all  that  has 
been  said  by  the  gentleman  who  occupied  so  much  of  the  time  of  the 
committee  yesterday,  in  reference  to  tne  abuses  that  have  grown  up  in 
this  State  by  way  of  acquiring  large  tracts  of  land,  but  we  are,  never- 
theless, met  with  this  obstacle,  that  they  have  their  lands.  That, 
according  to  our  notion  of  right,  and  the  duties  of  Government,  we  can- 
not divest  them  of  their  property.  It  can  only  be  taken  from  them  for 
public  uses,  upon  just  compensation  being  dven.  We  cannot  take  their 
property  from  them  for  private  uses,  or  distribute  them  at  all.    Now, 


sir,  we  all,  I  think,  recognize  the  great  evil  of  holding  large  tracts  of 
land  uncultivated  and  unimproved;  but,  sir,  we  can  only  apply  the 
remedy  in  a  lawful  and  proper  mode,  and  consistent  with  the  constitu- 
tional provisions  which  I  have  before  referred  to.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  we  have  applied  one  remedy,  and  a  very  effectual  remedy,  in 
reference  to  the  modes  of  taxation.  Heretofore,  as  is  well  known, 
these  large  tracts  of  land  have  not  contributed  their  just  proportion 
towards  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  State  Government.  The 
holders  of  these  large  tracts  of  land  are  protected  in  their  possessions 
by  the  whole  power  and  machinery  or  the  State  Government.  I 
say  it  is  but  iust  and  right  and  proper  that  they  should  contribute 
equally  with  tne  holders  of  other  property  in  the  State,  towards  defray- 
ing the  expenses  of  the  State  Government.  We  have  therefore  improved 
upon  the  old  system  of  the  assessment  and  collection  of  revenue  by  pro- 
viding, first,  for  a  revision  of  the  assessments  of  property  by  the  State 
Board  of  Equalization.  This  will  place  it  within  tne  power  of  the  State 
Board  of  Equalization  to  raise  assessments  upon  these  tracts  of  land  to  a 
proper  valuation.  Then  we  have  provided,  further,  that  it  shall  be 
assessed  in  small  tracts  instead  of  by  leagues  and  thousands  of  acres. 
Then  we  have  provided,  further,  that  uncultivated  lands  of  the  same 
class  or  grade  shall  be  assessed  and  taxed  the  same  as  cultivated  lands. 
Now,  sir,  I  think  these  provisions  are  right,  just,  and  proper.  I  think. 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  it  is  as  far  as  we  can  go.  I  sav  every  owner  of 
property  should  pay  in  proportion  to  its  value  towards  the  expenses  of 
the  State  Government.  It  nas  not  been  done  heretofore,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  these  large  tracts  of  land  arc  held  by  private  parties  or 
corporations.  Now,  sir,  hereafter  thev  will  be  oblig^  to  pay  for  the 
luxury  of  holding  these  large  tracts  oi  land,  and  I  tell  you  tnat  when  it 
comes  to  paying  their  iust  and  reasonable  proportion  of  the  taxes  of  the 
State  they  will  be  glad  to  dispose  of  tliat  property.  I  think  we  can  do 
nothing  more,  unless  it  is  to  discourage  it  by  the  section  I  have  sent  np : 
that  the  holding  of  large  tracts  of  land  should  be  discouraged  by  ail 
means  not  inconsistent  with  the  rights  of  private  property.  That,  I 
think,  is  as  far  as  we  can  go.  I  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  tnat  you  cannot,  in 
justice,  say  that  a  man  shall  tfot  buy  acres  of  land  if  he  wishes  to.  You 
cannot,  in  justice,  say  that  a  man  shall  not  hold  only  a  certain  number 
of  acres  of  land.  That  is  his  privilege  under  our  form  of  government, 
and  you  may  as  well  say  that  a  man  should  not  hold  only  a  certain 
number  of  horses,  or  cows,  or  have  a  certain  amount  of  other  species  of 
property.  All  civilized  governments  recognize  ownership  in  land.  We 
can  make  this  declaration  in  the  substitute  without  infringing  upon  the 
rights  of  private  property.  I  hope  that  the  substitute  will  be  adopted 
in  place  of  the  section  read. 

SPRECif  OF  MR.  BROWN. 

Mr.  brown.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  was  .on  the  Committee  on  fiand 
and  Homestead  Exemption.  So  far  I  have  said  nothing  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  had  not  intended  to  do  so.  We  have  heard  gentlemen  on 
this  floor  advancing  their  views  with  regard  to  what  they  represent  as 
reform  in  land  matters,  and  stating,  furthermore,  that  these  were  the 
doctrines  that  they  advocated  before  they  came  to  participate  in  the 
deliberations  of  this  body.  Now,  if  som^  few  of  them  advocated  a  certain 
class  of  doctrines,  as  presented  in  the  minority  report  of  this  committee. 
it  has  been  only  local.  I  am  convinced  that  such  principles  havd  not 
been  enunciated  and  advocated  before  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
this  State.  Nothing  of  the  kind  has  been,  unless  it  has  been  in  certain 
small  localities.  For  instance,  a  great  deal  was  said  with  regard  to  the 
evils  of  large  landholding,  and  that  something  must  be  done  with  regard 
to  the  matter. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.    I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question. 

Mr.  brown.     I  do  not  wish  to  be  troubled. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  Are  you  not  aware  that  there  is  a  fight  between 
the  settlers  in  Tulare  and  the  railroad  company  now? 

Mr.  brown.  Every  one  who  reads  is  acquainted  with  that.  It  has 
no  bearing  here,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  be  interrupted.  These  questions 
were  all  gone  over  in  committee  between  the  gentleman  and  myself. 
We  find  that  different  parties  enunciated  their  ooctrines — and  I  might 
as  well  come  immediately  to  the  subiect — we  find  that  the  Working* 
men's  party  set  forth  their  views,  and  they  never  set  forth  these  doc- 
trines, that  one  man  shall  go  upon  another  man's  land,  and  if  he  can 
stay  there  for  twelve  months,  and  retain  that  land  and  cultivate  it,  tnat 
he  may  have  that  land.  Such  doctrine  was  not  advocated.  We  find  in 
section  six  of  the  Platform  of  the  Workingmen's  Party  of  the  State  of 
California:  "Land  grabbing  must  be  stopped."  Is  this  the  manner  of 
stopping  it'— allow  one  man  to  go  upon  another  man's  land  and  take  it? 
''Land  grabbing  must  be  stopped  1"  [Laughter.]  Section  seven  says 
that  farming  lands  of  equal  capacity  shall  be  equally  taxed,  reeardless 
of  improvements.  We  were  all  in  favor  of  that.  We  wish  that  the 
large  landholdings  should  be  equally  taxed.  We  advocated  this  doctrine 
among  the  people.  We  were  in  favor  of  men  that  have  large  tracts  of 
land  paying  equally,  in  proportion  to  what  it  is  worth,  and  we  were  con- 
vinced, furthermore,  that  this  doctrine  enforced  would  cause  large  land- 
holders to  be  discouraged,  and  be  ready  at  once  to  sell  these  lands.  That 
is  the  kind  of  doctrine  that  was  advocated  before  the  people.  That  is 
the  kind  of  doctrine  advocated  by  the  Workingmen  before  the  people, 
and  that  kind  of  doctrine  is  what  the  people  of  the  State  expect  to  see 
carried  out  in  the  Constitution  of  this  State  by  this  Convention.  But  as 
to  allowing  a  man  to  go  upon  another  man's  land  and  stay  there,  and 
the  doctrine  that  no  man  shall  hold  only  so  much  laud,  they  do  not 
expect  it.  Now,  let  us  study  upon  the  policy  of  this  thine.  Suppose 
some  one  comes  here  from  the  States  and  wishes  to  purcnase  lands? 
They  do  not  wish  to  purchase  lands  where  they  can  only  get  enough  for 
themselves,  when  they  have  five  or  six  children.  Six  hundred  and 
forty  acres  might  do  the  man  for  the  present,  but  when  the  children  grow 
up,  the  other  lands  around  him  would  be  taken  up,  and  he  would  have 
to  be  separated  from  his  children  in  his  old  age.     It  will  work  against  the 
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settlement  of  the  State.  Bui  having  only  ten  tninutes,  I  have  no  time 
to  dwell  upon  all  these  poiuts  as  I  could  wish.  There  are  portions  of  this 
State  where  no  man  can  live  on  six  hundred  and  forty  acres.  Men  want 
stock,  and  they  are  bound  to  farm  extensively,  if  they  make  a  living  at 
it.  This  would  be  a  death  blow  against  the  agricultural  interest  of  a 
large  portion  of  this  State.  '  But  for  tear  my  time  might  end  suddenly,  I 
w^ill  read  a  few  principles  of  positive  law  upon  this  subject.  You  will 
excuse  mo  for  taking  up  the  Constitution  or  a  different  State;  but  this, 
Mr.  Chainnan,  is  from  the  Constitution  of  Kentucky: 

"That  absolute,  arbitrary  power  over  the  lives,  liberty,  and  property 
of  freemen  exists  nowhere  m  a  republic,  not  even  in  the  largest  ma- 
jority." • 


Now,  in  what  respect  do  we  violate  private  rights?  You  may  as  well 
say  that  we  violate  the  rights  of  the  railroad  company,  when  we  say 
that  they  shall  not  charge  over  a  certain  rate  of  freight  and  fares,  as  to 
say  that  we  cannot  prevent  the  ownership  of  more  than  six  hundred 
an.d  forty  acres  of  land.  It  is  not  proposed  in  this  amendment,  so  far  as 
I  understand  it,  to  take  any  right  from  any  individual.  It  only  limits 
the  holding  by  one  man  to  six  hundred  and  forty  acres.  It  does  not  say 
that  if  he  nas  more  than  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of  land  that  it 
shall  be  taken  away  from  him.  It  provides  that  a  man  shall  not  inherit 
more  than  six  hundred  and  forty  acres,  and  keep  that  in  property  such 
as  land;  that  it  shall  be  divid^  up  and  sold,  where  it  exceeds  six  hun- 
dred and  forty  acres,  and  the  proceeds  divided  among  the  heirs.    There 


This  power  does  not  exist  even  in  the  largest  majority.    This  is  a  great^^s  no  taking  awa^  of  private  property  from  individuals  in  that  respect, 
*■'"'''  '     '  "*  ■     -  ^'  -  xi^-^--    j^  jg  simply  limiting  the  ownership  of  that  which  is  ccmceded  to  be 

wrong.  Now,  why  is  it  a  wrong,  and  why  should  the  public  have  a 
right  to  limit  the  holding  of  land?  Because  there  is  a  limited  quantitv 
of  land  in  the  State.  It  is  not  like  a  great  many  other  things  in  which 
speculation  may  go  on  to  an  unlimited  extent  without  a  great  public 
injury.  There  is  a  limited  amount  of  land,  and  land  is  the  basis  of  all 
industry.  Without  the  land  the  country  could  not  improve.  Well,  if 
they  are  going  to  have  the  whole  country  fenced  in  as  a  great  sheep 
range,  of  course  the  industries  of  the  country  must  languish.  The  man 
who  produces  that  which  we  eat  and  wear  and  supplies  the  commerce 
of  the  State,  is  the  one  who  builds  up  and  improves  the  State.  The 
great  landed  domain  of  the  State  should  be  thrown  open  to  the  people 
who  wish  to  come  here  and  engage  in  production.  Is  it  not  plain  to 
every  one  that  the  capitalist  can  go  and  fence  in  thousands  and  thou- 
sands of  acres  of  land  and  use  it  for  a  great  range  for  sheep  and  cattle, 
and  make  enough  to  satisfy  him,  without  any  benefit  to  the  State,  while 
if  that  land  was  open  to  settlers  who  would  cut  it  up  into  forms  and 
improve  them,  it  would  be  very  profitable  to  the  State? 
THK  CHAIRMAN.    The  geutlemlin's  ten  minutes  have  expired. 


principle,  which  should  be  recognized.  Furthermore,  in  section  three 
of  the  bill  of  rights  of  that  State,  it  is  said : 

"  The  right  of  property  is  before  and  higher  than  any  constitutional 
sanction." 

It  exists  without  law  even.  The  constitutional  sanction  only  confirms 
the  same;  and  we  must  understand  that  this  is  one  of  the  things  that 
exist43d  before  laws  were  written.  These  rights  are  positive  in  them- 
selves.   Again,  section  four  says: 

"That  all  power  is  inherent  in  the  people,  and  all  free  governments 
are  founded  on  their  authority,  and  instituted  for  their  peace,  safety, 
happiness,  security,  and  the  protection  of  their  property." 

Tnere  are  certain  things  for  which  free  governments  are  instituted: 
*•  peace,  safety,  happiness,  security,  and  protection  of  their  property." 
Not  for  the  purpose  of  disorganizing  and  taking  away  property,  but  that 
when  one  man  buys  it  legally,  the  laws  are  for  the  protection  of  the 
property.  This  should  be  understood.  It  should  be  thoroughly  com- 
pi-enended,  because  whenever  we  take  the  opposite  view,  that  we  have 
a  right  because  a  man  is  wealthy 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     Who  proposes  to  take  any  property  away  from  him? 

Mr.  brown.  Any  one  that  favors  this  minority  report,  and  any 
one  that  does  I  am  against  him.  i  am  opposed  to  taking  a  man's  prop- 
erty away  from  Rim  when  he  is  living  or  after  he  is  dead.  I  stand  in 
direct  opposition  to  all  such  as  favor  it,  and  I  think  the  good  sense  of 
this  Convention  will  be  the  same  and  will  concur  in  that  sentiment. 
Now  I  do  not  projwse  to  say  much  on  this  subject,  but  we  must  recollect 
that  the  right  to  possess  and  enjoy  property  is  one  of  the  inalienable 
rights,  and  any  clause,  or  class  of  clauses,  which  infringes  upon  any 
inalienable  rights  is  contrary  to  the  great  Ameritian  doctrine.  A  man 
has  a  right  to  enjoy  and  control  his  property,  and  whenever  we  com- 
mence to  infringe  upon  private  property  we  at  once  introtluce  confusion. 
What  kind  of  anarchy  would  result?  Do  we  not  see  that  it  is  contrary 
to  all  law  and  contrary  to  all  justice? 

Mr.  TULLY.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  send  up  an  amendment. 

Thk  SECRETARY  read: 

"Amend  by  adding  at  the  end  of  section  four:  'The  Legislature  is 
hereby 'directed  and  ordered  to  build  a  house  u|K)n  said  land,  and  fur- 
nish seed  and  provision  for  the  first  year,  for  a  man  and  wife  with  a 
small  fainilv,  and  stock  the  same  with  thoroughbred  cattle,  horses, 
sheep,  and  jackasses;  and,  furthermore,  that  Judge  Shafter  be  required 
to  furnish  at  least  twenty  good  milk  cows,  in  order  to  keep  said  family 
from  perishing.' " 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Out  of  order. 

BPKKCH   OF   MR.    SMITH. 

Mr.  smith,  of  Fourth  District.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  seems  to  be 
one  class  clearly  opposed  to  these  propositions,  and  call  them  extremely 
radical  and  wild,  and  another  class  who  think  they  are  not.  Now,  the 
amendments  that  have  been  proposed  here  so  far  do  not  seem  to  me  to 
be  any  more  radical  or  wild  than  many  that  we  have  passed  in  this 
Convention  in  regani  to  the  railroa^is  and  other  corporations.  I  for  one 
did  not  come  here  to  fight  the  railroad,  and  then  go  home  to  my  constit- 
uents and  declare  that  I  had  done  all  my  duty.  There  were  three  great 
propositions,  it  seems  to  me,  that  the  people  had  in  view  in  calling  this 
Convention.  One  was  the  railroad,  another  the  land,  and  the  other  the 
water  question.  In  these  three  questions  there  were  monopolies  that 
the  people  had  to  struggle  against,  and  wished  to  overcome.  This  C/on- 
vention  has  exhausted  one  tliird  of  it«  time  opposing  the  railroad  com- 
pany, and  put  in  extraordinary  propositions  here,  never  before  thought 
of,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  after  all  their  discussions  have  not  settled 
upon  anything  that  is  universally  satisfactory. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  gentleman  is  not  discussing  the  question 
before  the  house.    He  ia  discussing  the  corporations  and  the  railroad. 

Mb,  smith.  The  main  question,  it  seems  to  me,  the  most  important 
question,  is  attempted  to  be  regulated  here.  All  over  this  State  there 
are  large  tracts  of  land  that  are  being  farmed  on  a  scale  that  is  not  profit- 
able to  the  State.  These  large  landed  estates,  if  cut  up  as  they  should 
be  and  occupied  by  industrious  communities,  would  be  very  profitable 
t^  the  country,  and  to  those  who  farmed  them.  The  fact  is,  that  these 
large  land  holdings  would  not  be  held  if  it  was  not  for  the  money  made 
in  the  speculation  in  land.  The  operations  of  capital  in  buying  lands 
and  holding  them  for  speculation  are  the  means  by  which  money  is 
made  in  large  landholdings.  Farming  these  large  tr&cts  is  not  profit- 
able. It  is  universally  conceded  on  this  coast  that  large  landholding  is 
a  great  evil.  Large  farming  is  not  as  profitable  as  small  farming,  ft  is 
conceded  that  this  is  an  evil,  and  it  is  attempted  to  overcome  this  evil. 
The  gentleman  from  Alameda  has  said  that  we  have  met  that  question 
by  taxation.  I  say  that  it  is  very  questionable  whether  we  have  met 
that  question.  The  rich  men  have  alwavs  succeeded  in  shifting  taxa- 
tion, and  after  all  this  question  is  left  to  tlie  discretion  of  Assessors,  and 
always  must  be.  And  although  I  believe  there  will  be  some  improve- 
ment under  these  amendments  that  have  been  adopted  in  regard  to 
taxation,  I  do  not  believe  that  we  have  met  this  question  fully.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  way  to  remedy  this  evil  is  to  go  at  it  directly. 


SPEECH   OF    MR.   HERRINOTON. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Com- 
mittee: I  am  exceedingly  gratified  at  the  prospect  which  the  looming 
intelligence  that  presented  the  last  amendment  has  opened  before  this 
Convention.  I  am  equally  g\&d  that  ho  found  himself  in  his  proper 
position — out  of  order.  So  far  as  his  proposition  itself  is  concernea  it 
needs  no  argument,  and  was  clearly  foreign  to  the  point  at  issue.  The 
propositions  that  are  here  presented  and  advocated  must  commend 
themselves  to  every  thinking  man.  Whether  exactly  in  accordance 
with  the  opinions  that  each  and  all  of  us  entertain  in  regard  to  the 
future  prospects  of  this  country,  they  must  commend  themselves  to 
every  thinking  man  as  sound  in  principle.  None  of  you  will  maintain 
for  a  single  moment  that  you  have  a  right  to  bring  into  this  world  pos- 
terity, and  turn  out  upon  the  world  hoodlums  to  find  their  way  as  test 
they  can,  without  making  any  provision  for  theif  support.  What  one 
of  you  will  contend  that  you  ought  to  bo  allowed  to  have  the  right  to 
disinherit  any  one  of  that  posterity,  be  it  ever  so  humble,  or  degraded. 
What  system  has  been  engrafled  upon  your  law  that  authorizes  you  to 
disinherit  any  one  of  that  posterity  ?  Grant  you  the  right  and  your 
authority  is  unlimited,  and  you  may  disinherit  one  while  you  add  to 
the'fortune  of  those  who  are  less  deserving.  It  is  a  caprice  that  ie 
given  to  you,  and  guaranteed  to  you,  which  is  neither  a  right,  nor  has  it 
a  foundation  in  justice.  It  had  its  origin  in  the  divine  right  of  kings, 
which  is  still  maintained  in  Europe,  and  which  you  are  to-day,  by  the 
svstem  which  you  attempt  to  perpetuate,  endeavoring  to  fasten  upon 
t^e  i>eople  of  the  State  of  California,  by  leaving,  or  engrafting  upon  the 
fundamental  law,  a  principle  which  would  be  carried  at  least  to  that 
extent.  Empires  have  been  founded  upon  the  right  which  you  here 
seek  to  maintain,  and  it  is  the  right  by  which  this  nation  will  be  over- 
whelmed in  the  end.  It  is  that  very  claim  of  right  to  perpetuate  all  the 
land  in  the  hands  of  the  few  against  which  all  rebel.  It  is  not  against 
your  right  in  property,  but  it  is  against  your  right  to  perpetuate  that 
power.  You  hold  it  in  your  hands  to  the  detriment  of  the  nation,  and 
of  this  State.  I  say  you  have  no  right  to  claim  it.  Your  better  judg- 
ment revolts  against  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  gentleman  from 
Tulare  was  engaged  in  the  two  hundred  and  eleven  thousand  dollars' 
swindle  of  Montgomery  or  not. 

Mr.  brown.    I  was  not. 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  I  care  not  whether  he  was  or  not.  It  is  that 
very  power  to  maintain  these  large  landeil  estates,  uj>on  which  the  peo- 
ple may  not  enter  for  the  purpose  of  settlement 

Mr.  TOWXSEND.    How  do  you  know  that  was  a  swindle? 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  It  was  in  the  Legislature  of  eighteen  hundred 
and  sixtv-three  that  that  land  was  voted  away. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Didn't  he  obtain  his  land  under  the  law? 

Mb.  HERRINGTON.  He  obtained  it  by  a  swindle  in  the  Legisla- 
ture, against  which  I  voted  with  all  my  might.  Men  voted  for  it  that 
owned  six  sections  of  land  in  it.  Take  Watson  of  Los  Angeles.  It 
w^as  upon  that  basis  that  it  was  carried — men  voting  for  it  that  owned  it. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  Tehama.  Prior  to  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
two,  did  you  ever  know  land  legislated  away  to  a  corporation,  or  any 
one  else?  Under  the  Republican  rule  that  thing  come  in,  and  you  are 
a  Republican,  I  believe. 

Mr.  HERRINGTON.  I  do  not  argue  that  we  should  take  the  land 
from  these  men  because  they  got  it  dishonestly.  I  care  not  how  you 
obtained  the  property,  whether  honestly  or  dishonestly.  It  makes  no 
difTerence.  If  you  have  got  the  property  keep  the  property  until  you 
die;  but  what  right  have  you  to  say  that  a  portion  of  your  posterity 
shall  be  beggars  and  the  remainder  fed  in  luxury  and  pomp.  It  is 
against  that  principle  which  I  inveigh,  and  against  which  I  rebel,  and 
against  whicn  your  conscience  tells  you  that  you  ought  to  rebel.  That 
is  one  proposition  that  is  embraced  in  the  pnoposition  presented  by  the 
minority  report.     I  myself  am  not  satisfied  with  all  the  terms  of  that 
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report,  and  perhaps  I  am  not  willing  to  subscribe  to  the  proposition,  that 
the  amount  should  be  limited  to  six  hundred  and  forty  acres.  But  I  am 
opposed,  and  this  Convention  should  be  opposed,  to  allowing  the  public 
lands  to  be  sold  in  grants  of  more  than  three  hundred  acres.  Your  vast 
territory  that  is  now  covered  with  your  timber  is  being  swept  away^nd 
placed  into  the  hands  of  those  who  are  your  money  aristocracy.  You 
are  building  up  the  power  of  those  who  have  neither  the  intention  of 
building  up  the  State  or  helping  Republican  institutions,  but  act  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  mere  selfish  gain.  They  become  independent  of  gov- 
ernmental control  and  power.  They  do  not  ask  you  for  your  assistance 
at  all.  They  enforce  their  will  by  their  4X)wer  against  law.  Now,  I 
say  that  this  proposition  ought  to-  be  engrafted  upon  this  Ck>nstitution, 
BO  that  when  a  man  comes  to  die,  if  he  is  possessed  of  this  large  landed 
power,  he  should  not  be  allowed  to  perpetuate  his  vast  power  in  the 
nands  of  one  individual,  and  particularly  if  he  is  the  father  of  poster- 
ity, whether  numerous  or  otherwise.  That  is  the  principle  that  we  are 
driving  at,  and  we  ought  to  take  some  steps  that  will  leave  it  unmis- 
takable   

The  CHAIRMAN.    Time! 

SPEECH    OF    UR.  WILSON. 

Mr.  WILSON,  of  Tehama.  Mr.  Chairman :  Prior  to  the  coming  in 
of  this  Republican  party,  who  ever  heard  tell  of  a  subsidy  being  granted  ? 
It  was  by  the  coming  in  of  that  party  that  all  the  lands  were  given 
away,  and  all  of  these  wrongs  have  been  done.  The  old  Mexican  sol- 
diers that  fought  for  the  country,  and  handed  it  down,  without  a  subsidy 
or  corporation  on  it,  for  every  poor  man  a  home.  We  all  came  here,  and 
some  went  to  mining,  and  some  went  to  farming.  Some  at  one  thing  and 
some  at  another,  just  as  men  ought  to  do.  We  settled,  some  of  us,  way 
in  at  the  foot  of  these  mountains,  with  our  stock,  and  with  our  wives 
and  children,  and  when  we  got  some  money  we  bought  more  land.  The 
first  thing  we  knew,  here  camo  in  some  people  from  the  east  that  were 
educated  in  subsidy  schools — and  what  do  we  find  them?  The  first  thing 
we  knew,  they  got  an  Act  through  Congress  granting  away  one  half  of 
the  public  domain  of  this  State,  that  the  Mexican  soldiers  had  handed 
down  free  and  untrammeled,  without  a  corporation  or  subsidy  on  it. 
They  legislated  all  this  money — enough  to  stock  that  road,  and  more 
too.  Now,  before  this,  the  countless  thousands  of  teamsters  were  hauling 
our  freight  to  the  foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains.  They  bought  our  hay, 
barley,  norses,  and  mules,  and  they  gave  employment  to  every  man, 
woman,  and  child.  You  could  not  go  into  the  streets  of  Sacramento  for 
the  teams.  And  these  men,  bv  one  sweep,  took  the  land,  Vyok  the 
money,  and  took  the  business  of  the  country.  Now,  one  extreme  fol- 
lows another.  These  are  the  thieving  land  swindlers,  you  know;  and 
they  went  to  robbing  and  stealing,  and  now  their  papers  are  doing  all 
they  can  to  divert  attention  from  the  true  wrong  to  us  old  settlers  that 
came  here  in  'forty-nine  and  fought  back  the  Indians,  and  made  the 
homes  safe  for  them,  and  built  up  the  resources  of  the  country.  Now, 
I  say  that  these  men — these  Workingmen  here — ^they  were  bringing  up 
that  rear  guard.  I  didn't  see  one  of  these  men  on  the  battlefields  of 
Mexico.  I  did  not  see  one  of  these  men  when  it  took  brave  and  hon- 
orable men  'way  into  the  mountains,  making  roads  and  developing  the 
resources  of  this  country.  And  now  they  come  forward  and  propose  to 
tell  us  what  we  shall  do  with  our  property  that  we  have  accumulated 
through  all  this  work,  when  these  men  would  not  take  it  as  a  gift.  It 
is  not  us  old  settlers  that  done  the  wrong;  it  is  these  very  men  that  are 
grumbling  about  this  wrong  that  sided  right  in,  and  have  been  voting 
with  thete  men,  and  lots  of  them  for  a  glass  of  whisky.  It  was  not  us 
old  settlers.     I  tell  you  we  have  done  them  no  wrong.     [Applause.] 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   BARTON. 

Mr.  barton.  Mr.  Chairman:  Inasmuch  as  I  will  be  called  upon 
to  cast  my  vote  upon  this  Question,  I  desire  to  occupy  a  portion  of  my 
ten  minutes  in  discussing  this  subject.  I  am  very  sorry  indeed  to  see 
the  condition  of  the  sentiment  expressed  upon  this  floor.  To-day,  if 
you  please,  we  find  the  farmers  piaving  banker.  To-morrow  we  find 
them  with  all  their  might  fighting  the  railroad.  Again,  to-morrow  we 
find  the  same  class  of  men  playing  banker,  and  then,  just  by  way  of 
change,  we  see  them  now  again  playing  land-grabbers.  Now,  sir,  we 
have  been  accused  of  stating  something  here  that  was  not  in  accordance 
with  justice,  in  regard  to  our  declarations  of  principles.  First,  "  the 
public  lands  arc  the  heritage  of  the  people,  and  ought  to  be  donated  to 
actual  settlers  in  small  quantities."  That  is  one  of  our  declarations. 
The  second  declaration  upon  that  subject  is  that  "  land-grabbing  must  be 
stopped."  Now,  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentleman,  I  wish  to  say  to  you  in 
all  candor,  that  before  the  nation,  and  before  the  people  of  this  State, 
the  leaders  of  the  two  so-called  political  parties — Democratic  and  Repub- 
lican— stand  to-day  indicted.  They  stand  indicted  before  the  world  of 
civilization  in  their  course.  They  have  promised  reform  from  one  end 
of  the  nation  to  the  other,  and  the  result  has  been  that  they  have  broken 
faith  with  the  people.  Now,  upon  the  subject  of.  land  matters,  I  am 
pledged  to  no  agrarian  measure.  There  was  nothing  ever  cxi)ected  of 
me  when  I  was  at  home  during  the  campaign  last  June  to  which  I  sub- 
scribed except  this  in  this  declaration  that  I  have  just  read,  that  land 
grabbing  must  be  stopped.  Now,  sir,  the  way  to  interpret  that  is  this, 
that  all  the  lands  belonging  to  the  State  and  nation,  so  far  as  our  power 
is  concerned,  shall  be  held  in  trust  for  the  people.  And  to  go  farther 
than  that  we  have  not  been  asked;  and  had  I  been  asked  to  pledge 
myself  on  such  a  proposition  I  would  not  have  done  it.  I  am  not  here 
to  disturb  the  rights  of  property.  It  is  a  dangerous  precedent.  I  will 
not  uphold  it.  I  denounce  it  as  unjust  and  unnatural.  And  I  want  to 
say  to  the  gentlemen  of  this  Convention,  as  my  vote  will  be  recorded,  I 
want  itdistmctly  understood  that  if  the  provisions  that  we  have  engrafted 
into  the  revenue  law,  or  that  we  propose  to  send  out  as  the  fundamental 
law  of  this  State,  will  not  curtail  this  land-grabbing  matter,  then, 
sir,  I  do  not  know  in  what  other  manner  or  plan  it  can  be  curtailed.    We 


have  declared  for  equal  taxation,  and  I  believe  that  if  equal  taxation 
will  not  produce  this  result  that  any  other  plan  would  be  revolutionarj*, 
and  one  which  I  would  stand  up  to  denounce.  Believing  this  to  be  the 
highest  duty  of  citizenship,  I  claim  my  right  to  put  myself  properly 
upon  the  record.  I  am  a  poor  man.  I  wag  here  almost  thirty  years 
ago.  This  vast  country,  from  one  end  to  the  other,  was  at  my  disposal. 
I  could  have  taken  the  richest  parts  of  the  San  Jos6 — that  was  not  then 
covered  by  grant.  I  could  have  taken  the  very  flower  and  garden  of 
the  State. '  But  no,  I  was  simply  here  as  a  school  boy — leaving  my  school 
and  coming  here  to  delve  for  gold  in  the  mountains.  Then  I  returned 
to  my  home  and  my  people,  there  to  make  my  home.  Others  remained, 
^ho  saw  in  ihi  soil  a  luture  fortune.  They  seized  upon  it-  -some  of 
nhem  honestiv  and  honorably — and  by  virtue  of  their  industry  and  fru- 
gality secured  to  themselves  and  their  children  homesteads  which  I  will 
never  raise  my  voice  or  cast  my  vote  to  disturb.  But  all  lands  that  have 
been  fraudulently  secured,  I  want  to  know  if  there  is  no  power  in  the  people 
to  ascertain  and  investigate,  and  go  down  to  the  bottom  of  these  frauds 
and  investige  the  title  whereby  thev  have  secured  these  lands.  I  want 
the  people  to  have  the  power  to  go  into  an  investigation,  and  determine 
whether  there  is  any  frand ;  and  if  so,  I  want  that  property  to  revert  to 
the  State  and  to  the' people  of  the  nation.  The  Republican  party,  with 
the  connivance  of  the  leaders  of  the  Democratic  party,  have  given  away 
the  better  portion  of  the  nation.  They  have  belied  their  professions  and 
their  trust.  I  stand  up  as  a  Workingman  and  make  that  assertion.  I 
make  it  boldly,  and  I  have  the  documents  and  the  documentary  evi- 
dence to  prove  it.  But  that  is  nothing.  The  question  is,  has  this  title 
so  crystallized  that  the  nation  and  the  State  cannot  get  at  the  bottom  of 
this  fraud?  If  so,  then  it  must  remain  so.  But  if  there  is  any  power 
in  the  people  of  the  State  or  the  nation  whereby  they  can  prove  a  legiti- 
mate acquisition  of  this  property,  I  am  in  favor  of  its  coming  back  to  the 
people.  Therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  without  wishing  to  detain  this  com- 
mittee, I  desire  to  leave  it  to  the  wisdom  and  the  justice  of  this  Conven- 
tion to  determine  whether  we  are  fal^  to  our  professions,  or  whether  we 
have  pledged  ourselves  to  the  people  of  this  State  upon  any  principle 
that  is  not  within  the  bounds  of  decency  and  justice.  '  I  defy  any  man 
upon  this  floor  to  say  that  we,  the  Workingmen's  party,  have  ever 
pledged  ourselves,  publicly  or  otherwise,  to  any  measure  that  is  not  con- 
sistent with  harmony  and  good  government.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  conclu- 
sion, let  me  say,  as  my  time  is  not  run  out,  that  this  is  a  very  important 
fight.  This  is  a  very  important  matter.  It  is  one  of  seriousness;  it  is 
one  that  should  agitate  everv  honest  man's  mind  in  the  land.  The 
question  is,  shall  we  establish  in  this  State  a  system  of  landlordism? 
Shall  we  perpetuate  a  system  of  landlordism?  I  now  repeat,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  it  IS  the  highest  duty  of  American  citizenship,  by  all  means, 
so  far  as  in  our  power,  to  prevent  history  repeating  itself. 

SPEECH   OF  MR.   BIGGS. 

Mr.  BIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman:  In  this  discussion  I  propose  to  deal 
fairly  and  squarely  with  all  parties,  and  I  hope  I  won't  be  misunder- 
stooS.  The  Convention  in  Butte  County,  when  they  nominated  delegates 
to  this  Convention,  adopted  a  plank  in  their  platfgrm  discouraging  the 
acquisition  of  large  landed  estates,  and  I  indorse  every  sentiment 
expressed  in  that  platform.  We  know  that  these  large  landed  estates  are 
an  evil;  but  the  question  is,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Con- 
vention, how  are  we  to  remedy  that  evil?  Are  we  to  do  it  by  confisca- 
tion? I  took  a  solemn  oath  that  I  would  support  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Constitution  of  tlie  State  of  California,  and  so 
help  me  God,  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  I  am  going  to  support  them.  I 
believe  in  doing  so.  I  will  do  what  m^  constituents  demand.  I  wear 
the  collar  of  no  corporation  and  no  individual.  I  hold  myself  person- 
ally responsible  to  my  constituents  and  to  the  people  of  the  State  for 
every  declaration  and  statement  I  make  in  tnis  Convention.  Like 
Thomas  H.  Benton,  I  take  my  stand  by  the  great  maxim  that  it  is  never 
right  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  doing  wrong.  Yes;  I  take  my 
stand,  as  Benton  took  his  sUmd,  upon  that  question.  I  want  to  state  in 
the  beginning  of  this  discussion — I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot  have  more 
time  than  I  will  have,  but  I  ask  gentlemen  to  bear  with  me  as  patiently 
as  they  can.  -  I  cannot  uphold  this  confiscation  of  property  as  proposed 
in  the  minority  report  oflTered  by  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco. 
Section  ten,  article  one,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  says: 

**  No  State  shall  enter  into  any  treaty,  alliance,  or  confederation ;  grant 
letters  of  marque  and  reprisal;  coin  money;  emit  bills  of  credit;  make 
anything  but  gold  and  silver  coin  a  tender  in  payment  of  debts;  pass 
any  bill  of  attainder,  or  ex  post  facto  law,  or  law  impairing  the  obliga- 
tions of  contracts;  or  grant  any  title  of  nobility." 

Now,  sir,  I  appeal  to  every  gentleman  within  the  sound  of  my  voice 
if  you  can  pass  tnis  section  and  confiscate  a  man's  property?  If  a  man 
has  over  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  that  is  not  cultivated  for  twelve 
months,  any  man  can  go  upon  it  and  cultivate  it  for  one  year,  and  at 
the  end  of  that  time  he  can  tender  the  owner  of  the  land,  who  has  a 
bona  fide  title  to  it,  the  assessed  value  of  it  and  take  it.  Is  not  that  con- 
fiscation in  the  full  acceptance  of  the  term?  If  there  has  been  any 
corruption,  as  my  friend  irom  Humboldt  suggests,  I  want  to  probe  it  to 
the  bottom ;  but,  sir,  there  is  no  proposition  of  that  kind. 

Now,  I  projx)se  to  read  another  section  or  two  from  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  to  bear  me  out  in  my  assertions,  and  I  am  in  hopes 
that  gentlemen  will  bear  with  me.  I  am  not  much  of  a  declaimer,  but 
I  will  give  you  a  few  facts,  and  I  ask  you  to  ponder  it  well.  Do  they 
propose  for  this  State  to  go  further  than  the  United  States  can  go?  Do 
they  propose  to  override  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States? 

'^Trea^n  against  the  United  States  shall  consist  only  in  levying  war 
against  them,  or  in  adhering  to  their  enemies,  giving  them  aid  and  oom- 
fort.  No  person  shall  be  convicted  of  treason  unless  on  the  testimony 
of  two  witnesses  to  the  same  overt  act,  or  a  confession  in  open  Court. 

''  The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  declare  the  punishment  of  treason. 
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but  no  attainder  of  treason  shall  work  corruption  of  blood,  or  forfeiture, 
except  during  the  life  of  the  person  attainted." 

Now,  sir,  the  gentleman  gets  up  here — when  the  father,  like  the  gentle- 
man from  Tehama,  has  fought  lihe  Indians  and  accummulated  two  sections 
of  land — and  proposes  that  if  he  has  but  one  child,  when  he  is  called  to 
take  his  exit  from  this  world,  he  shall  .ha^e  no  power  of  willing  or 
devising  that  land  to  his  heir.  Why,  sir,  you  step  beyond  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  Federal  Government,  even  for  the  henious  crime  of  treason. 
Here  is  tlie  Constitution,  read  it  for  yourself.  I  propose  to  go  a  little 
farther  on  this  point.  Article  V  of  the  amendments  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  savs: 

''  No  person  shall  be  Leld  to  answer  for  u  capital,  or  otherwise  infamous 
crime,  unless  on  a  presentment  or  indictment  of  a  Grand  Jury,  except 
in  cases  arising  in  the  land  or  naval  forces,  or  in  the  militia,  when  m 
actual  service,  in  time  of  war  or  public  danger;  nor  shall  any  person 
be  subject  for  the  same  offense  to  be  twice  put  in  jeopardy  of  life  or  limb; 
nor  shall  be  compelled,  in  any  criminal  case,  to  be  a  witness  against  him- 
self, nor  be  deprived  of  life,  liber^,  or  property,  without  due  process  of 
law;  nor  shall  private  property  be  taken  for  public  use,  without  just 
compensation." 

And  yet,  gentlemen  get  up  on  this  floor  and  attempt'  to  deprive  men 
of  property  that  they  have  accummulated.  I  see  a  gentleman  here, 
that  brings  something  to  my  mind.  I  will  give  you  an  illustration. 
Mere  is  Mr.  Reed,  whom  I  have  known  perhaps  for  twenty  years. 
Twenty  or  twenty-five  years  ago  he  settled  on  the  lands  he  now  lives  on. 
Yes,  he  commenced  bv  purchasing  a  grant,  and  he  found,  sir,  that  the 
grant  was  rejected,  'fhen  he  was  compelled  to  locate  under  the  govern- 
ment. Then  he  found  that  he  had  to  purchase  under  the  Swamp  Land 
Act.  Then  he  found  that  it  was  a  town  site,  and  had  to  buy  again, 
making  four  times  that  he  had  to  purchase  that  land.  He  has  been 
working  there  some  twentv-six  years,  and  accummulated  about  twenty- 
four  thousand  acres  of  lan(},and  has  spent  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
in  the  improvement  of  that  property;  and  yet  this  Convention  proposes, 
by  the  amendment  offered  by  tne  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  to  say 
that  he  shall  not  devise  that  to  his  children.  The  whole  energy  of  his 
life  has  been  devoted  to  promoting  the  agricultural  interest  of  the  State, 
and  helping  to  build  it  up;  and  now,  gentlemen  say,  that  Mr.  Reed 
shall  not  have  the  privilege  of  willing  his  land  in  quantities  of  over  six 
hundred  and  forty  acr^s.  I  consider  it  confiscation  of  the  darkest  dye 
and  deepest  hue.  What  does  the  Constitutioi^  of  your  own  State  say  ? 
You  gentlemen  that  have  come  here  and  taken  a  solemn  oath  to  support 
it,  listen.     It  says: 

''AH  men  are  by  nature  fhee  and  independent,  and  have  certain 
inalienable  rights,  among  which  are  those  of  enjoying  and  defending 
life  and  liberty,  acquiring,  possessing,  and  protectmg  property,  and  pur- 
suing and  obtaining  safety  and  happiness."  * 

Gentlemen  of  the  Convention,  that  is  true  as  Holy  Writ.  I  say,  that 
a  man  who  does  not  provide  for  his  own  household  in  the  future  is  worse 
than  an  infidel,  and  my  construction  of  the  Scripture  is,  that  an  infidel 
is  worse  than  the  devil.  [Laughter.]  If  I  had  a  little  more  time  I 
w^ould  like  to  read  from  tbe  sayings  of  the  distinguished  statesman, 
Thomas  H.  Bention.  If  I  had  time  to  read  what  Benton  says,  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  gentlemnn  would  be  willing  to  withdraw  their  amend- 
ments and  put  them  in  the  waste  basket,  where  Ihey  belong.  If  you 
have  this  right,  why  haven't  you  the  right  to  divide  the  money  and 
t^wn  lots  as  well  as  the  land  ?  Why  don't  yo*u  propose  to  divide  up  the 
property  in  San  Francisco?  I  have  accumulated  and  own  eight  nun- 
dred  acres  of  land,  and  I  work  all  that  land.  I  propose  to  cultivate  all 
that  land.  If  these  gentlemen  who  are  so  clamorous  for  land  will  come 
to  my  section  of  the  country,  I  will  go  with  them  and  show  them  where 
they  can  preempt  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres.  They  can  homestead 
eighty  acres.  But  they  do  not  want  to  work.  The  disposition  is  not  to 
go  to  work  in  the  harvest  field.  Thev  can't  stand  one  hundred  and 
fifteen  degrees  in  the  harvest  field.  It  they  want  land,  I  will  go  with 
them.  We  can  go  to  Butte,  Yuba,  Lassen,  Trinity,  Shasta,  or  Modoc, 
and  can  preempt  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres.  But,  gentlemen,  you 
love  the  city  too  well.  You  love  the  cool  breezes  in  the  Summer  time. 
Then,  why  send  up  this  howl  against  the  men  who  have  labored  for 
years  and  accumulated  some  means,  and  invested  those  means  in  real 
estate?  Why  do  you  propose  to  confiscate  his  property?  I  had  pro- 
posed to  answer  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  who  said  that  the  Dem- 
ocratic party  and  the  Republican  party  had  been  so  corrupt;  that  they 
hod  given  away  all  the  land ;  that  they  had  promised  certain  things  in 
their  platform  and  failed.  I  have  only  time  to  ask  how  long  since  the 
gentleman  was  a  member  in  full  fellowship  with  one  of  these  parties 
and  bolstering  up  its  platforms  ? 

BPBECH   OF  MR.   MCFARLANO. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  would  like  to  know  whose  ox 
is  being  gored  now?  [Laughter.]  Now,  sir,  our  Grangers  have  insti- 
tuted a  political  organization  against  the  balance  of  the  world.  Suppose 
all  the  oalance  of  the  world  should  unite  against  them,  where  would 
they  be?  Nowhere!  the  response  is.  Now,  sir,  I  do  not  understand 
how  a  majority  of  this  committee  can,  with  any  consistency  whatever, 
refuse  to  adopt  this  re]K)rt  of  the  minority  of  the  Committee  on  Land 
and  Homestead  Exemption.  Now,  sir,  we  have  been  going,  from  the 
commencement,  upon  this  theory,  that  if  lawfully  or  otherwise  a  man 
has  acquired  more  property  than  his  neighbors,  it  ought  to  be  taken 
away  from  him  either  by  forcing  him  to  use  it  in  such  a  way  as  that  he 
can  make  nothing  out  of  it,  or  by  confiscating  a  part  of  the  profits  or 

f)roceeds  of  it.  Now,  is  not  that  so?  When  in  eighteen  hundred  and 
orty-nine  immigration  set  in  from  the  East,  those  who  came  here  found 
a  sortof  virgin  world.  They  had  this  Pacific  world  before  them.  There 
was  a  variety  of  enterprises.  Men  could  go  to  mining;  they  could  go 
into  (K>nstruction  of  ditches;  they  could  go  to  practicing  law;  they  could 
go  to  acquiring  land;  they  could  go  into  merchandising;  could  erect 
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buildings;  build  railroads,  or  do  anything  they  chose.  Each  man  had  the 
whole  world  open  before  him.  Now,  the  theory  of  this  Convention  is 
this:  that  nothing  shall  be  counted  to  the  credit  of  pioneer  enterprise; 
that  if  I  happen  to  come  here,  leaving  the  comforts  of  an  Eastern  home, 
and  making  up  my  mind  to  go  into  the  business  of  mining,  and  find  a 
mine  before  you  come,  which  pays  me  well,  when  you  come  you  say, 
give  me  a  portion  of  your  mine;  or,  you  will  say,  let  us  confiscate  a  por- 
tion of  the  proceeds  to  the  public,  so  that  we  will  be  getting  a  portion  of 
it.  Another  man  will  say,  I  will  put  my  money  and  energy  into  build- 
ing ditches,  and  supplying  miners  and  others  with  water.  It  is  a  haz- 
ardous enterprise,  but  it  turns  out  to  be  a  good  thing.  This  Convention 
has  said  that  he  must  not  have  the-proceeds  of  this  water.  You  will 
regulate  that,  and  say  how  much  he  shall  charge  for  it.  If  a  man  puts 
his  energy  and  money  into  building  gas  works  and  lighting  a  city,  with 
the  consent  of  everybody,  and  it  turns  out  that  these  gas  works  are  pay- 
ing pretty  well,  this  Convention  says  take  away  the  profits,  or  confiscate 
theid.  The  same  way  with  a  railroad.  Now,  when  we  come  to  the 
land — the  big^st  monopoly  in  the  world — a  monopoly  which  takes  the 
the  very  service  of  the  earth,  and  does  not  give  you  a  place  to  be  born 
on,  then  they  say  this  is  outrageous  confiscation;  that  it  is  a  violation  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Suppose  it  is — we  can  secede 
from  the  infernal  government.  A  good  many  members  here  have  been 
in  favor  of  that  before,  and  why  not  do  it  now?  Why  not  say,  secede 
from  the  General  Government  if  it  is  in  the  way  at  all.  I  do  not  know 
that  this  report  is  against  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  but  if  it 
is,  that  is  a  very  small  matter.  These  great  monopolies  are  of  more 
importance  than  any  national  consideration.  Here  are  men  owning 
twenty  thousand,  thirty  thousand,  and  fifty  thousand  acres  of  land. 
What  right  have  they  to  so  much  land?  The  gentleman  from  Tehama 
says  he  bought  it.  What  difference  does  that  make?  'What  business 
has  he  to  get  that  many  acres  of  lan(i?  What  does  it  matter  how  a  man 
got  it?  Now,  sir,  upon  his  own  statement  he  got  that  land  because  he 
came  here  in  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,  or  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-seven.  Now,  he  stands  here  wi^h  twenty  thousand  or  thirty  thou- 
sand acres  of  land,  and  there  are  hundreds  of  men  roaming  over  the 
State  without  a  place  to  lay  their  heads.  Is  that  right?  I  would  like 
to  have  some  of  this  land  myself.  [Laughter.]  I  see  that  other  men 
have  been  smarter  than  I  have,  and  they  have  got  more  than  I  have ; 
there  Ave  lots  of  men  worse  olT  than  I  am.  I  would  like  to  know  what 
business  a  man  has  to  have  more  than  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of 
land?  If  a  man  cannot  live  on  that,  he  ought  to  die.  [llaughter.] 
We  don't  want  a  man  to  have  a  right  to  buy  this  land.  It  don't  mat- 
ter about  buying  it.  That  don't  make  any  difiTercnce.  If  they  had  a 
legal  right,  what  difference  does  it  make?  We  are  strong,  and  we  have 
a  right  to  say  what  they  shall  do  with  it.  We  want  to  say  that  we  have 
a  right  to  go  and  take  it.  All  this  section  says  is,  that  we  must  pay  the 
assessed  value.  I  do  not  understand  that  any  farmer  has  ever  given  in 
his  land  to  any  Assessor  for  less  than  it  is  worth.  [Laughter.]  Of  course 
not.  What  harm  is  there  in  that?  Suppose  the  gentleman  from  Tehama 
is  cultivating  perhaps  a  thousand  acres,  and  is  holding  the  rest  for  specu- 
lation? He  wants  to  make  money  on  it  in  the  next  ten  years.  Now,  he 
has  given  in  that  land  at  its  fair  valuation,  and  all  this  report  says  is  that 
I  may  go  and  settle  upon  the  land  and  pay  him  a  fair  valuation,  which 
is  the  valuation  given  to  the  Assessor.  'There  is  nothing  wrong  about 
that,  as  I  see.  I  ao  not  understand,  at  all,  sir,  how  we  can  be  consistent, 
when  we  are  striking  at  these  other  monopolies,  as  we  call  them,  when 
we  are  taking  away  their  property,  when  we  are  regulating  the  use  of  it, 
unless  we  do  it  to  this  greatest  of  all  monopolies — the  monopoly  of  the 
earth  itself,  which  God  Almighty  gave  to  us  as  a  home  for  all  men. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  am  willing  to  give  the  gentleman  all  the  land 
he  is  willing  to  cultivate  himself. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  am  not  one  of  the  kind  that  wants  to  culti- 
vate. If  he  will  give  me  a  portion  of  his  land  I  would  want  to  sell  it, 
I  am  not  in  that  business;  but  I  am  talking  of  the  great  number  of  men 
that  want  land  and  will  cultivate  it. 

Ma.  WILSON,  of  Tehama.  I  am  not  at  all  surprised  that  after  legis- 
lating one  half  of  our  domains  away  you  want  our  land.  . 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  am  willing  to  confiscate  all  of  them;  take  it 
all,  sir.  I  think  that  this  Convention  cannot  be  consistent  without 
having  these  amendments.  You  have  done  it  with  every  other  kind  of 
property,  and  why  not  with  land?  To  speak  seriously  there  is  more 
reason  for  it.  Thei*e  is  undoubtedly  a  great  deal  of  reason  in  saying 
that  a  man  should  not  acquire  a  large  tract  of  land  and  turn  it  into  a 
deer  park,  when  there  are  plenty  of  other  men  in  the  State  that  want 
land. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Time. 

aPBECH   OF  MR.   MURPHY. 

Mr.  murphy.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  deem  it  a  duty  which  I  owe  to 
myself  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  this  all-important  question ;  not  that 
I  think  that  I  can  throw  any  new  light  upon  tne  subject,  but  because,  as 
a  member  of  the  Legislature  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three-four, 
of  which  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr.  Estee,  was 
the  Speaker,  I  was  appointed  aa  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Land 
Monopoly,  and,  as  such  Chairman,  took  considerable  testimony  upon 
that  subject,  and  made  a  somewhat  lengthy  report  upon  that  subject, 
which  can  be  found  in  the  appendix  to  the  Journal  of  the  twentieth 
session  of  the  Legislature.  My  views  have  undergone  considci'able 
change  since  that  time.  Notwithstanding  that  change  I  still  believe 
that  land  monopoly  in  the  State  of  California  is  a  great  and  blighting 
curse,  and  that  the  people  of  this  State  who  have  felt  it  so  severely  have 
been  calling  upon  us  for  redress.  Land  is  as  much  the  support  of  animal 
and  vegetable  matter  as  water  and  air,  and  one  of  the  primal  necessities 
of  human  existence.  The  acquisition  of  large  land  estates  in  foreign 
countries,  and  particularly  in  tne  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  has  been  the  cause  of  the  great  impoverishment  of  the  people 
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and  the  general  discontent  that  everywhere  prevails.  Not  so  across 
the  channel  in  the  sunny  land  of  France,  where  this  system  of  land 
mono{)oly  has  been  broken  up.  Content  and  prosperity  is  evident 
on  every  hand.  But  this  state  of  affairs  is  not  confined  to  European 
countries  alone.  Here  in  our  own  golden  State,  scarcely  thirty  years 
in  existence,  young  as  is  our  civilization,  we  have  here  a  landed  aris- 
tocracy— men  who  lord  it  over  ns  many  acres  as  do  the  British  land- 
lords. California  contains  one  hundred  and  fifty-nine  thousand 
square  miles.  We  have  upon  her  surface,  according  to  the  report  of 
the  State  Board  of  Equalization  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and 
seventy-three,  one  hundred  and  twenty-two  landholders  each  of  whom 
own  twenty  thousand  acres  and  upwards;  sixty-seven  of  whom  own 
an  average  of  seventy-three  thousand  acres,  or  one  hundred  and 
fourteen  square  miles  each ;  one  hundred  and  fifty-eight  who  own  ten 
thousand  acres  each,  and  so  on  in  proportion.  The  average  holding  is 
four  times  the  amount  of  the  British  landholders.  This  being  taken  as 
a  fact,  the  question  for  us  to  determine  is:  What  can  we  do  about  it? 
Would  it  be  wise,  would  it  be  politic,  would  it  be  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  of  justice,  to  disturb  the  possession  of  these  men  who  have 
acquired  their  lands  honestly,  and  paid  the  General  Government  or  the 
State  of  California?  As  my  friend,  Mr.  Wilson,  has  stated,  men  come 
here  in  the  early  days  and  acquired  property  under  all  sorts  of  difficul- 
ties. Would  it  be  just  to  take  their  lands  from  them,  or  in  any  way  to 
disturb  them  in  their  possession?  I  think  not.  I  think  it  would  coine 
in  conflict  with  one  of^the  cardinal  principles  of  the  Americatn  Govern- 
ment, the  right  to  acquire  and  possess  property.  It  is  true  that  a  great 
portion  of  the  public  soil  of  this  State  has  been  acquired  by  fraud  and 
by  treachery  or  the  deepest  dye.  That  is  not  for  us  to  determine.  It  is 
a  question  u)r  the  Courts.  This  Convention,  in  my  opinion,  sits  twenty 
years  too  late  th  remedy  this  evil,  this  monopoly  of  the  fairest  portion 
of  God's  footatool,  the  soil  of  Califomia,  from  being  monopolized  oy  the 
few  to  the  detriment  of  the  many.  The  question  only  remains:  What 
shall  we  do  with  the  future?  We  cannot  disturb  these  men  in  their 
]^K>ssessions,  and  my  opinion  is  that  by  a  system  of  taxation,  graded  or 
otherwise,  this  evil  can  be  reached,  and  can  be  reached  in  no  other  man- 
ner. I  have  read  the  conclusions  in  the  report  of  the  minority  of  the 
Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead  Exemption,  and  while  I  agree 
with  their  general  principles,  I  cannot  and  will  not  indorse  the  con- 
clusions at  which  they  arrive,  because,  as  I  said  before,  I  consider  them 
in  conflict  with  the  spirit  of  our  laws  and  the  provisions  of  our  Consti- 
tution. 

While  I  am  on  the  floor  at  the  present  time  I  wish  to  make  allusion 
to  a  remark  that  was  made  yesterday,  in  regard  to  a  certain  bill  which 
has  been  introduced  in  Congress  at  the  present  session  by  the  Honorable 
J.  K.  Luttrell,  representing  the  Third  Congressional  District,  and  which 
has  been  favorably  reported,  whereby  scrip  that  was  issued  some  time 
ago  to  Oregonians  for  wagon-road  purposes,  is  sought  to  be  placed  upon 
the  Klamath  Indian  Reservation.  If  that  is  the  fact,  I  say  it  is  an 
outrage  upon  the  settlers,  and  that  in  the  name  of  my  constituents  I 
protest  against  it.  Two  years  ago  last  Winter  I  introduced  and  passed  a 
memorial  through  both  houses  of  the  Legislature,  which  was  forwarded 
by  the  Governor  to  Congress,  requesting  them  to  throw  open  this  old 
abandoned  reservation  to  the  settlers  that  were  upon  it,  and  who  have 
been  upon  it  since  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty.  We  petitioned  them  last 
Winter  to  do  this,  and  this  Committee  on  Lands  in  Washington,  instead 
of  obeying  that,  has  reported  a  bill  which  tears  this  land  from  their 
grasp  and  sends  them  forth  upon  the  cold  charity  of  the  world.  I  say 
it  is  an  outrage  and  it  is  an  infamy,  and  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  press  of  this  Stat«  to  that  fact.  If  it  is  a  job  of  land  Sf>eculatoi'S  I 
thiuK  it  is  time  that  the  people  were  rising  to  the  fact.    [Applause.] 

REMARKS    OF    MR.    8HAFTER. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  have  a  single  word  to  say  as 
regards  the  overcoming  of  this  evil  by  taxation.  To  take  this  property 
open  and  above  board  is  confiscation ;  to  take  it  by  taxation  is  like  sneak- 
ing in  at  the  back-door  and  stealing  your  hat  and  coat  while  you  are  at 
dinner.  That  is  the  only  difference.  When  the  gentlemen  who  bring 
forth  this  proposition  were  voting  a  million  of  dollars  of  the  public 
money  to  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  I  was  voting  against  it, 
and  was  talking  against  it.  They  see  their  error  now.  This  fourth  sec- 
tion was  passed  at  the  Irish  American  Hall  in  San  Francisco  in  substance. 
I  took  occasion,  in  the  address  that  I  delivered  before  the  State  Agricul- 
tural Society  last  Fall,  to  expose  its  fallacies,  and  I  call  attention  to  that 
address  for  my  viQWs  upon  that  subject.  No  man  ever  heard  me  utter  a 
declaration  in  favor  of  the  aggregation  of  large  tracts  of  land  in  the 
hands  hf  one  man.  It  is  opposed  to  public  policy ;  it  is  against  the  pub- 
lic good.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it.  A  man  must  be  insane  who  will 
hold  any  different  proposition.  But  this  state  of  things  exists  at  the 
present  time,  and  the  only  question  is  as  to  the  future,  and  I  can  concei,ve 
no  remedy,  except  by  preventing  it  in  the  future.  Now,  it  seems  to  me 
that  th^gentlemen  who  drew  up  this  section  have  got  something  to  learn 
about  the  use  of  language.  *'No  person  shall  forever  hereafter  be  per- 
mitted to  acquire,"  etc.  What  is  the  use  of  the  word  "forever,"  I  can 
not  see,  unless  it  is  to  prohibit  him  from  owning  more  than  six  hundred 
and  forty  acres  when  he  gets  into  the  other  world.  It  is  clear  that  it  is 
a  violation  of  the  principle  that  regulates  human  industry.  The  right 
to  labor  and  acquire  property  is  all  that  makes  man  worth  anything  at 
all  in  this  world.  How  shall  he  invest  it?  If  there  is  any  great  public 
reason  why  he  should  not  invest  it  in  land,  declare  it,  and  prohibit  it. 
But  it  is  a  violation  of  individual  right.  A  man  sometimes  wants  more 
than  six  hundred  and  forty  acres,  but  you  say  he  shall  not  buy  it  at  all. 
It  may  be  absolutely  necessary  for  a  man  who  has  six  hundred  and 
forty  acres  to  buy  one  hundred  acres  more,  in  order  to  make  what  he 
has  valuable  to  him ;  but  you  say,  arbitrarily,  that  he  shall  not  acquire 
it.  I  have  got  more  than  six  hundred  and  fortv  acres,  and  I  would  like 
to  know  how  my  children  are  to  divide  it  if  I  sLould  die  without  a  will. 


You  have  not  provided  for  that.  I  have  it  under  a  United  States  Patent. 
It  says  that  I  shall  have  and  hold  it,  my  heirs  and  assigns,  forever.  I 
have  got  heirs,  and  the  law  says  who  they  are.  The  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  protects  that  contract.  The.  contract  says  that  my  heirs 
shall  have  and  hold  it,  and  your  Constitution  says  they  shall  not  have 
and  hold  it.  Which  is  goiifg  to  prove  the  better,  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment or  these  damnable  secession  notions  that  have  been  running 
through  this  Convention  up  to  this  moment?  I  hope  you  will  have  a 
chance  to  try  it.  I  think  perhaps  the  United  States  patent  will  prevail 
in  spite  of  this  Constitution.  The  school  master  is  abroad.  This  section 
is  bunglingly  drawn,  and  some  portions  of  it  I  can  sec  no  sense  in  at 
all. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  As  you  agree  in  the  main  with  the  principle 
that  land  monopoly  is  wrong  and  you  object  to  the  sections  as  drawn 
up,  why  not  on  your  part  introduce  an  amendment  that  will  carry 
out  that  purpose  of  prohibiting  this  monopoly  of  large  estates? 

Mr.  SIIAF TER.  Because  I  think  this  section  is  directed  to  the  pres- 
ent holding  of  laud  over  which  this  Cpnvention  has  no  power.  As  to 
what  may  oe  done  in  the  future,  I  will  join  with  the  most  ultra  to  pre- 
vent the  accumulation  of  the  public  domain,  which  is  now  public  in 
the  hands  of  anybody. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  There  is  no  person  in  this  Convention  that 
respects  the  rights  of  gentlemen  who  have  got  theiV  property  honestly, 
more  than  I  do. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  Such  was  the  assertion  of  Mr.  O'SuUivan  to  me 
and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  true;  but  this  section  is  different.  It  provides 
that  all  lands  over  and  above  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of  which  a 
persons  dies  lawfully  possessed,  shall  be  sold  to  the  highest  bidder  fur 
cash. 

SPEECH   OF   MR.   HOWARD.  * 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Chairman :  If  I  understand  the  drift  of  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  he  is  pretty  much  in  the 
condition  of  the  Irishman  who  was  declaiming  in  favor  of  a  division  of 
property,  and  some  one  said  to  him,  "  Why,  Dennis,  if  you  divide 
now  it  will  soon  get  back  into  the  same  hands,  and  what  will  you  do?" 
Says  he,  "  Be  jabbers,  I  will  divide  again  I"  That  seems  to  be  the  moral 
of  his  discourse.  But  I  think  the  trouble  with  the  gentleman  is,  when 
he  speaks  of  the  Central  Pacific,  that  the  ox  of  the  Central  Pacific  has 
been  gored,  and  now  he  wishes  to  gore  every  o^her  monopoly.  Thai 
seems  to  be  his  trouble.     ^ 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  did  not  mention  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad 
one  time,  but  that  seems  to  be  in  the  gentleman's  mind  all  the  time. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  appeal  to  the  Convention  that  he  asserted  it  by 
saying,  that  in  reference  to  the  corporations  and  railroads,  we  had  done 
precisely  the  same  thing  that  the  minority  report  include.  That  was 
nis  position.  Now,  sir,  I  am  willing  to  go  as  far  as  any  one  in  the  cor- 
rection of  the  abuses  of  land  monopoly.  I  am  willing  to  go  as  far  as 
we  have  power,  and  as  far  as  justice  will  admit  But  the  trouble  is  we 
cannot  go  far.  If  we  look  at  the  history  of  this  country  we  shall  see 
that  the  former  population  were  not  agricultural ;  they  were  a  popula- 
tion of  herders,  and  therefore,  lands  were  granted  in  large  tracts ;  and 
at  that  time,  that  was  the  policy  of  the  past  Government.  Now,  when 
the  United  States  Government  acquired  the  territory,  they  guaranteed, 
under  the  treaty,  these  titles;  and  the  treaty  expressly  declares  that  the 
present  owners  shall  have  the  right  to  hold  or  to  sell  them,  as  they  see 
proper;  and  therefore  it  isthat  these  titles  are  guaranteed.  Again,  sir, 
they  are  not  only  guaranteed  by  the  treaty,  but  they  are  guaranteed  by 
the  laws,  as  the  Supreme  Court  held,  in  a  very  luminous  opinion  by 
Chief  Justice  Marshal,  in  the  case  of  Porchman  to  the  Florida  treaty, 
that  without  treaty,  under  the  law  of  nations,  they  would  be  protected, 
and  the  awjuiring  ^vemment  could  not  confiscate  them.  Then  it  is  a 
well  established  principle  of  constitutional  law  in  this  country,  that  a 

frant  is  a  contract,  and  it  is  not  in  the  p<nver  of  the  Legislature  of  a 
tate  to  impair  the  obligation  of  a  contract.  That  was  held  as  far  back 
as  eighteen  hundred  and  eight,  in  the  case  of  Fletcher  vs.  Peck,  and  it 
has  been  reaffirmed  since  by  repeated  decisions.  We  can  not  touch  any 
of  these  grants;  we  cannot  divide  them  out;  we  cannot  say  that  the 
holders  shall  not  sell  them ;  we  cannot  say  that  they  shall  retain  them. 
They  have  the  absolute  property  in  them  which  they  have  the  right  to 
dispose  of  as  they  see  fit.  Take,  for  instance,  a  United  States  grant — 
suppose  a  man  has  a  p^itent  from  the  United  States  Government.  The 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  says  that  is  a  contract  that  can- 
not be  impaired;  and  wherever  State  legislation  has  attempted  to 
impair  it,  tne  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  pronounced  the 
Act  void.  Now,  sir,  it  is  perfectly  true  that  this  thing  has  gone  beyond 
us.  The  o*bjection  to  this  minority  report  of  the  committee  is,  that'it  is 
an  attempt  toiock  the  door  after  the  steed  has  been  stolen.  You  cannot 
reach  it  in  this  way.  If  there  have  been  frauds  in  the  confirmation  of 
the  grants,  or  frauds  in  locating  them,  it  can  be  reached  by  a  bill  of 
equity  in  the  Federal  Courts,  upon  an  order  and  direction  of  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States.  That  is  the  place  to  reach  it, 
unless  you  choose  to  ask  for  a  special  tribunal  by  Congress.  Now  then, 
sir,  there  is  no  doubt  of  the  vast  evil  of  the  engrossment  of  laud  by  the 
few,  and  if  I  had  more  than  ten  minutes,  I  would  read  from  a  late 
English  writer,  in  which  he  demonstrates  that  the  poverty  and  misery 
of  the  people  of  England  have  kept  pace  with  the  enormous  engross- 
ment of  land  by  a  few  individuals  in  that  country. 

Burke  says,  "A  wise  man  observes  some  proportion  between  his 
means  and  his  end."  We  must,  therefore,  look  at  what  we  can  do. 
You  cannot  say  that  a  man  who  owns  a  thousand  acres  of  land,  under 
a  United  States  patent,  shall  divide  it  out  with  his  neighbors;  you  can- 
not say  that  a  man  shall  not  acquire  land  so  granted,  because  the  grant 
carries  with  it  the  obligation  of  a  contract,  that  the  owner  may  sell,  and 
that  the  purchaser  may  buy  and  hold.  Therefore  it  is  that  you  cannot 
reach  this  great  evil  in  the  way  indicated  by  this  report.  Here  is  a  sec- 
tion that  provides  that  no  patent  shall  be  issued  for  a  State  grant  for 
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luore  than  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres.  Now,  there  are  a  great  many 
land  certificates  issued  for  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres,  and  it  car- 
ries with  it  a  contract  on  a  patent,  and  it  is  a  contract  that  it  is  not  in 
the  power  of  a  State  Convention  or  a  State  Legislature  to  impair  or 
alter,  and  any  attempt  to  do  so  would  he  declared  void  bv  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court,  where  that  class  of  cases  would  be  ultimately 
arbitrated,  or  else  they  would  have  to  overturn  all  their  former  decis- 
ions. I  am  inclined  to  think,  sir,  that  the  evils  of  land  monopoly  in  this 
State,  are  very  much  exaggerated.  It  is  true,  that  by  unwise  legislation. 
Congress  has  permitted  the  i^ue  of  scrip  which  has  been  located,  if  not 
in  a  fraudulent,  at  least  in  a  very  injurious  and  improper  manner.  But 
that  is  the  fault  mainly  of  Federal  legislation,  and  the  manner  in  which 
that  legislation  has  been  carried  out.  Now,  sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
statement  of  the  farms  in  this  State  and  elsewhere,  which  I  find  col- 
lected from  the  Federal  documents,  in  a  paper  published  at  Dixon.  For 
the  purpose  of  showing  the  precise  extent  of  land  monopoly,  and  the 
tendency  here  and  elsewhere,  I  ask  the  Secretary  to  read  it. 

Thb  secretary  read: 

"The  average  size  of  farms  in  the  United  States  in  eighteen  hundred 
and  fifty  was  two  hundred  and  three  acres;  in  eighteen  hundred  and 
sixty,  one  hundred  and  ninety-nine;  in  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy, 
one'hundred  and  fifty-three.  Between  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty  and 
eighteen  hxindred  and  seventy  there  were  but  three  States  in  which  the 
average  size  of  farms  was  not  diminished,  viz. :  California,  Massachu- 
setts, and  Wisconsin.  In  the  latter  the  average  remained  the  same — 
one  hundred  and  fourteen  acres;  in  Massachusetts,  it  increased  from 
ninety-four  acres  to  one  hundred  and  three;  and  in  California,  from  four 
hundred  and  sixty-six  to  four  hundred  and  eighty-two.  The  most 
rapid  decrease  has  been  in  the  former  slave  States,  where  up  to  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty  the  farms  were  generally  growing  in  size.  The  fol- 
lowing table  shows  the  average  of  farms  in  dinerent  States: 


1850. 

1860. 

isfo. 

Alabama — — — - » 

289 
372 
179 
1U6 
158 

346 
536 
215 
09 
146 
617 
355 
106 

222 

Ijouisiana --- - i 

247 

Missouri — 

146 

Connecticut > , . __. » 

93 

ininois : 

N^ada 

128 
315 

Oregon __» _. « »__ 

372 
112 

316 

New  York * 

103 

"The  following  shows  the  number  of  farms  of  different  sizes  in  Cali- 
fornia in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty  and  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy, 
respectively : 


I860. 

1870. 

820 

2,187 

1,102 

1,086 

2,344 

3,064 

2,428 

3,228 

6,541 

12,248 

538 

1,202 

262 

713 

Tliree  acres  and  under  t«n 

Ten  acres  and  under  twenty - 

Twenty  acres  and  under  fifty 

Fifty  acres  and  under  ono  hundred 

One  hundred  acres  and  under  five  hundred 

Five  hundred  acres  and  under  one  thousand ». 

Ono  thousand  acres  and  over . 


"The  proportion  of  unimproved  land  in  California  farms — forty-five 
and  six  tentns  per  cent. — is  not  so  large  as  might  be  supposed.  In  other 
States  and  Territories  it  is:  New  York,  twenty-nine  per  cent.;  Illinois, 
forty-four;  Massachusetts,  thirty-six;  Utah,  twenty.  The  latter  is  the 
lowest  of  any." 

Mr.  HOWARD.  I  wish  to  make  a  single  observation  with  regard  to 
another  feature  of  the  report,  as  I  have  not  time  to  discuss  it  all.  It 
restricts  the  amount  of  land  that  may  be  acquired  by  will  or  inheritance. 
It  must  be  perfectly  obvious  that  if  you  adopt  that  you  inaugurate  the 
system  that  they  have  in  England,  where  estates  are  ti^d  up  by  deeds  of 
trust  and  long  leases,  and  you  make  a  monopoly  ten  times  worse  than  it 
is  now.  Better  to  leave  this  free  as  the  laws  of  the  country  have  left  it. 
I  a?ree  with  Mr.  Murphv,  of  Del  Norte,  that  the  only  way  to  reach  this 
evil  is  by  taxation;  and  I  think  we  have  gone  far  in  that  direction. 
We  have  provided  that  land  shall  be  assessed  without  reference  to 
improvements,  and  that  all  lands  of -equal  value  shall  be  equally  assessed ; 
that  the  large  owners  shall  fare  the  same  as  the  small,  and  that  the  lands 
shall  be  assessed  in  tracts  of  six  hundred  and  forty  acres.  If  we  have 
honest  ^Vssessors,  the  lands  will  be  so  assessed  that  every  large  proprietor 
will  elect  to  sell,  because  it  is  true  that  no  man  can  afford  to  own  land 
for  grazing  and  pay  more  than  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  acre. 
Therefore,  unless  the  land  of  the  large  owner  is  put  into  active  produc- 
tion he  cannot  afford  to  own  it.  He  will  of  necessity  sell  the  land  and 
put  the  money  into  some  other  business.  Aside  from  a  few  instances  of 
engrossing  lai^e  tracts,  the  tendency  is  to  the  decrease  of  farms.  Con- 
gress has  limited  the  amount  of  land  which  one  individual  can  acquire 
to  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres,  and  that  only  forthe  purpose  or  set- 
tlement and  occupation.  The  system  of  taxation  which  we  have  adopted 
will  soon  extinguish  land  monopoly  in  this  State. 

Mr.  HUESTIS.     Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Seconded  by  Messrs.  Van  Voorhies,  Wilson  of  Tehama,  Moreland,  and 
Hitchcock. 

The  main  question  was  ordered. 

The  CHAIflMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Alameda,  Mr.  Van  Dvke. 

The  amendment  was  adopted,  on  a  division,  by  a  vote  of  59  ayes  to  46 
noes. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  move  to  amend  section  six,  or  the  last  section  of  the 
report  of  the  minority  of  the  committee,  so  that  it  shall  read 


The  CHAIRMAN.    There  is  no  such  section  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  WYATT.  I  move  that  the  committee  proceed  to  the  consider- 
ation of  section  six. 

Thb  chairman.  The  section  is  not  before  the  committee.  The 
gentleman  can  offer  his  section.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  section 
which -the  gentleman  from  Monterey  moves. 

Thk  secretary  read : 

"No  more  than  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres  of  land  shall  here- 
after be  granted  or  patented  by  this  State  to  any  one  person,  and  no 
grant  or  patent  of  lands  by  this  State  shall  be  made  otherwise  than 
upon  a  basis  of  actual  settlement  and  occupation  for  a  term  of  at  least 
three  years  prior  to  the  issue  of  the  patent.  No  land  scrip  or  land  loca- 
tion certificates  shall  ever  be  issued  m  this  State." 

Mr.  WYATT.  Mr.  Chairman:  I  think  the  proposition  oontninedJn 
section  six  is  the  true  principle  of  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands  of 
the  State  of  California,  and  of  the  United  States;  and  if  we  cannot 
remedy  what  has  eone  before  us,  it  is  competent  now  for  us  to  remedy  that 
which  is  to  come  nereafter;  and  in  pursuance  of  that  idea  and  of  that 
policy,  and  believing  that  policy  to  be  the  right  policy,  I  move  this 
amendment  to  section  six :  that  the  policy  of  this  State  hereafter  shall 
be  that  its  public  lauds  be  granted  only  to  actual  settlers  in  small 
quantities,  and  that  no  scrip  be  issued  bv  which  lands  can  be  taken 
away  from  actual  settlers,  as  they  have  heretofore,  or  the  scrip  pur- 
chased and  held  in  the  hands  of  speculators,  and  actual  settlers  pre- 
vented from  obtaining  homes. 

speech   of   MR.   MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCAIjLUM.  Mr.  Chairman:  The  amendment  presented  by 
the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  in  my  judment  is  the  only  amendment, 
or  a  near  approach  to  the  only  practical  solution  of  this  much  discussed 

auestion  oi  land  monopoly,  and  so  far  as  it  goes  is  aiming  in  the  right 
irection.  I  have  for  some  years  been  somewhat  familiar  with  the 
public  land  system  of  this  State,  and  although  in  my  practice  as  a 
lawyer  I  have  been  almost  universally  connected  with  the  settlers,  I  trust 
I  have  not  taken,  by  reason  of  this  association,  any  prejudice  with  refer- 
ence to  the  other  class,  who  generally  are  in  litigation  with  them  in  con- 
nection with  the  public  lands.  But,  sir,  I  have  become  perfectly  aware 
of  the  fact,  with  reference  to  the  matter  in  which  title  has  been  obtained 
to  large  bodies  of  the  public  domain,  that  although  in  many  cases 
obtained  honestly,  in  many  other  cases  it  has  been  obtained  in  such 
manner,  that  no  other  name  but  public  robbery,  or  legalized  robbery, 
could  be  given  to  it.  Under  such  circumstances  that  there  is  a  great 
feeling,  is  not  at  all  surprising.  While  I  deprecate  the  manner  in  which 
this  agitation  has  been  carried  on,  I  hope  that  it  may  continue  until  some 
intelligent  solution  may  be  found  of  the  difficulty.  I  am  perfectly  well 
aware  that  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento  did  not  mention  the  Central 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  once,  although  his  argument  had  reference 
to  great  monopolies.  So  far  as  the  great  corporations  in  this  State  are 
concerned,  by  the  recent  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  i^  seems 
that  they  are  about  to  (K>me  to  a  defeat  on  that  land  monopoly  at  least, 
because  in  the  Act  making  the  grant  there  was  a  provision  that  all 
lands  not  dis{x>sed  of  within  three  years  should  be  subject  to  pre- 
emption at  one  dollar  apd  seventy-five  cents  an  acre  ;  so  that  through- 
out these  land  districta  these  lands  are  being  preempted.  The  railroad 
cotnpany  claim,  however,  that  these  lands  have  been  disposed  of  within 
the  three  years,  because  they  have  given  certain  tru«t  deeds  with  refer- 
ence to  them.  If  Secretary  Schurz'  order  in  the  matter  should  be  sus- 
tained there  will  be  no  further  reason  to  complain,  so  far  as  the  great 
land  monopoly  connected  with  the  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
is  concerned,  because  many  millions  of  acres  of  that  great  grant  is  now 
under  his  order,  to  be  subject  to  preemption.  But,  sir,  I  am  aware  also 
of  this  fact,  it  may  not  be  politic  for  me  to  mention  it,  but  I  do  mention 
it,  because  I  Ijecame  officiallv  aware  of  it — that  it  was  not  only  the 
grant  made  by  Congress  whicfi  they  received,  but  hy  the  administration 
of  the  law,  by  a  strange  and  mysterious  line  of  decisions  in  the  Interior 
Department,  in  the  early  days — they  not  only  received  what  was  granted, 
but  in  many  cases,  in  plain  disregard  to  the  Act  of  Congress,  which  was 
not  even  referred  to  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  lauds  of  the 
preemption  claimants,  where  they  had  settled  upon  them  before  the 
grant,  were  taken  from  them  on  the  pretorile  that  they  had  not  filed 
their  claims  in  time  in  the  Land  Office,  when  the  Act  of  Congress  pro- 
vided that  they  did  not  need  to  file  at  all ;  and  that  all  such  lands, 
where  the  preemption  claimants  failed  to  mature  them,  instead  of 
reverting  to  the  Government,  as  any  lawyer  would  suppose,  reverted  to 
the  railroad  company.  But  these  lands  have  been  granted.  It  has 
been  referred  to  oy  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  as  conclusive. 
We  cannot  go  behind  it.  It  would  be  to  impair  the  obligation  of  con- 
tract, and  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  forbids  that  power  to 
any  State.  The  titles  could  not  be  reached  except  through  the  Courts. 
There  is  but  one  remedy  for  us  as  to  the  past,  but  as  to  the  future,  we 
may,  at  least,  so  far  as  the  State  is  concerned,  do  thai  which  the  General 
Government  has  done  since  eighteen  hundred  and  forty,  as  to  all  lands 
not  subject  to  private  entry;  and  that  is  the  idea  aimed  at  in  the 
amendment  pending.  With  all  that  has  been  said  in  this  State,  during 
the  sessions  of  which  the  gentleman  from  Del  Norte  was  &  member,  it 
is  somewhat  surprising  that  a  system  of  land  monopoly  in  California 
has  been  going  on  worse  than  that  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
Why  did  not  some  of  our  legislators  introduce  a  section  like  this  before? 
Why  should  school  lands  b«  monopolized  as  they  have  been  by  persons 
who  Are  not  settlers  upon  them,  and  in  unlimited  quantities.  By  a  sys- 
tem under  which  persons  were  employed  to  take  up  three  hundred  and 
twenty  acres,  and  then  signed  away  their  riglits,  individuals  became 
the  owners  of  hundreds,  and  thousands  of  the  school  sections  of  this 
State,  and  the  indemnity  lands  taken  in  lieu  of  these  sections.  Now, 
sir,  this  amendment  strikes  right  at  the  root  of  the  difficulty.  There  is 
some  objection  to  it,  it  is  true ;  but  it  seems  there  are  in  the  State  of 
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California  yet  unreserved,  with  all  the  talk  of  scarcity  of  land,  twelve 
hundred  millions  of  acres  of  land — no,  I  will  have  it  right  in  quantity. 
In  the  United  States  there  are  nineteen  hundred  millions,  of  which 
twelve  hundred  millions  are  unsurveyed.  In  California  one  hundred 
and  twenty  millions,  of  which  eighty  millions  are  unsurveyed.  Of  this 
eighty  millions,  perhaps  it  may  be  said,  that  forty  millions  are  worth- 
less, but  there  may  be  forty  millions  yet  of  unsurveyed  lands  in  the 
State  of  California.  The  State  has  the  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sec- 
tions— will  have  when  surveyed — and  in  all  cases  when  these  sections 
are  t<aken  up  by  preemption  settlers  before  the  survey  the  State  gets 
indemni^.  Now,  by  a  provision  like  this,  the  State  hereafter  will 
limit  the  amount  to  be  taken  up,  or  held  by  one  person.  As  the  law 
now  stands  there  is  no  limit.  My  impression  is  that  the  amendment  is 
nc^  exactly  correct. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  have  expired. 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment,  to  be  added 
to  the  section. 

The  SECRETARY  read : 

"  Add  to  the  section :  '  provided,  that  this  section  shall  not  compel  a 
residence  upon  salt  mareh,  tide,  or  swamp  and  overflowed  land.'  " 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman ;  I  presume  the  author  of  that  amend- 
ment is  not  desirous  of  destroying  human  life.  His  amendment  requires 
a  residence  upon  the  line.  Now,  it  is  evident  that  there  belongs  to  the 
State  salt  marsh,  tide,  and  salt  lands  upon  which  it  is  impossible  for 
human  beings  to  reside :  or,  in  other  words,  if  they  do  reside  there  they 
will  have  to  build  boats  and  be  in  constant  danger  of  losing  their  life. 
If  the  section  is  to  be  adopted  I  desire  this  proviso  in  it. 

SPEECH  OF   MB.  OOWLINO. 

Mb.  DOWLING.  Mr.  Chairman :  The  gentleman  from  Trinity  seems 
to  be  very  solicitous  about  the  swamp  lands  of  the  State.  If  he  goes  into 
the  Surveyor-General's  office  and  investigates  the  contents  of  the  docu- 
ments there  he  will  find  out  that  a  great  deal  of  our  swamp  land  is 
situated  on  the  mountains  and  the  high  lands.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
land  question  is  one  that  agitata  all  honest  men  in  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia. We  have  a  system  of  land  monopoly  in  California  that,  sir, 
under  a  civilized  form  of  government  would  not  be  tolerated.  If  we 
commence  at  the  northern  boundary  of  the  State,  and  go  into  the  valleys 
of  Shasta  and  into  the  valleys  of  Siskiyou,  we.  will  find  that  landowners 
there  own  grants  as  large  and  larger  than  European  proprietors.  I  heard 
a  gentleman  say  that  he  went  up  in  that  country  in  early  days  and  pre- 
empted tracts  that  were  bounded  on  one  side  by  Goose  Lake,  on  the 
other  by  a  belt  of  mountains,  and  on  another  by  some  parallel  of  lati- 
tude that  I  cannot  remember. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  this  system  of  land  monopoly  is  not  stopped 
in  California,  if  we  do  not  cure  the  evil  now,  it  will  assume  proportions 
at  no  very  distant  day,  that  probably  would,  and  will  not  only  confiscate 
other  property,  but  bankrupt  the  State.  There  are  two  sides  to  this 
auestiop  of  land  monopoly,  and  we  should  carefully  investigate'  it. 
California  is  Asiatic  in  climate,  it  is  Asiatic  in  soil,  and  it  is  too  much 
Asiatic  in  the  .character  of  its  people.  But,  sir,  we  cannot  very  well 
subiect  this  system  of  land  monopoly,  or  eradicate  it,  in  a  day.  This  thing 
will  take  years,  because  there  are  portions  of  the  State  where  a  man 
cannot  hardly  make  a  good  living  for  his  family,  unless  he  hns  got  a 
large  tract  of  land.  Take,  for  instance,  lands  in  the  valley  of  the  Sftn 
Joaauin,and  down^n  the  plitins  of  IloUister  and  the  Salinas,  and  farm- 
ers (10  not  raise  more  than  enough  to  resow  the  crop  the  next  spring. 
But,  sir,  we  have  to  cure  this  evil,  no  matter  what  it  costs;  and  by 
coolly  and  calmly  deliberating  on  the  subject  now,  we  can  arrive  at  a 
conclusion  that  will  solve  this  problem.  If  this  jobbery,  that  has  been 
practiced,  is  permitted  to  continue  for  twenty  years  more,  why  it  will 
be  impossible  for  a  poor  man  to  get  any  land  at  all  here.  Now,  if  we 
take  a  bird's-eye  view  of  California  in  the  last  twenty-five  years — let  us 
look  at  tlie  valley  of  the  Sacramento.  Go  on  the  plains  below  here,  and 
we  will  see  that  the  land  that  is  owned  by  a  few  individuals  in  this  district, 
if  properly  utilized,  would  support  three  times  the  population  of  the  State 
of  California.  On?  county  alone  in  the  State,  would  support  the  whole 
population  of  the  State  to-day.  While  on  the  contrary,  instead  of  pros- 
j)erity  and  peace  here,  the  farmers  are  almost  bankrupt.  The  land  has 
been  impoverished  bj*  one  Continual  course  of  crop  for  twenty-five  years, 
and  it  is  as  much  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer  to  try  to  remove  the  can- 
cer, as  it  is  to  the  man  who  cannot  acquire  property  under  any  consider- 
ation. Now,  I  have  heard  it  said  here,  on  several  occasions,  that  men 
are  lazy,  that  men  are  drunkards,  that  men  will  not  work  if  they  get  it. 
Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  two  sides  to  the  proposition.  We  have  to-day, 
in  California,  onlv  two  periods  of  the  year,  and  short  ones  at  that,  in 
which  men  can  obtain  employment.  Three  fourths  of  the  year  they  are 
idle,  and  of  course  when  a  msHi  is  idle  he  will  get  discontented.  He 
will  conspire,  and  will  try  to  overthrow  the  best  government  in  the 
world,  because  he  cannot  help  it.  He  cannot  well  do  anything  when 
ho  is  hungry.  Now,  if  we  investigate  this  case  thoroughly,  and 
compare  California  with  other  countries  similary  situated  on  the  map  of 
the  globe,  we  will  find  that  Spain  is  situated  exactly  on  the  same 
parallel  of  latitude  that  California  is.  That  France  is  similarly  situated ; 
BO  is  Italy;  so  is  British  India;  and  so  is  China. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  the  greatness  of  this  coast  depends  on  a  good 
system  of  irrigation.  If  we  had  a  State  system  of  irrigation  the  same 
as  France,  Spain,  Lombardy,  and  all  over  Italy,  we  would  bo  placed  on 
a  different  plane.  Then,  sir,  you  could  control  land  monopoly.  Then, 
sir,  you  can  build  your  irrigating  canals,  and  for  the  cost  ot  construction 
these  barren  plains  could  be  converted  into  a  pleasure  garden,  and  give 
a  death  blow  upon  land  monopoly.  But  we  have  not  arrived  at  the 
time  in  the  history  of  our  country  when  the  people  are  willing  to  under- 
take such  a  gigantic  enterprise.  But  we  have  arrived  at  the  period  in 
the  history  of  our  country  when  we  can  inaugurate  a  system  of  gradu- 
ated taxation.     It  is  the  only  way.     It  is  the  only  course  left  open  for 


us  to  pursue  if  we  want  to  break  up  land  monopoly  and  carry  joy  to 
every  honest  heart. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  talk  about  property,  and  j>roperty  in  land, 
and  property  in  water.  What  is  property?  Proj>erty  is  that  which  the 
law  recognizes.    If  the  law  says  it  is  property  so  it  is. 

Mb.  WILSON.  Would  you  discriminate  between  a  man  who  has  a 
good  deal  of  property  and  the  man  who  has  a  little? 

Mb.  DOWLI^G.     I  would,  sir.    I  would  raise  it  on  a  graduated  plan. 

Mb.  WILSON.    That  is  virtually  confiscation. 

Mb.  DOWLING.  I  would  not  discriminate  between  one  of  theae  old 
pioneers ;  between  those  men  who  have  driven  their  oxen  across  the 
plains  and  settled  in  California  twentv-five  years  ago,  if  they  were  sat- 
isfied to  come  down  to  what  the  law  distinctly  says  belongs  to  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Timel 

Mb.  LARUE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
to  the  Convention  the  minority  report  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and 
Homestead  Exemption,  and  recommend  its  indefinite  postponement. 

Mb.  WEST.    I  hope  before  the  committee  rises  the  vote  will  be  taken. 

The  chairman.  The  motion  is  not  debatable.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Larue. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

SPEECH  OF  ME.  JONES. 

Mb.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  this 
report  of  the  minority  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead 
Exemption,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  stated,  but  taken  for  j^nted  without 
explanation,  that  gentlemen  who  riss  here  to  express  their  views  in  any 
way,  already  coincide  with  the  reasonable  arguments  which  have  been 
produced  here  in  regard  to  the  evils  of  land  monopoly.  We  should  not 
be  re(^uired  to  spend  a  few  minutes,  or  to  spend  a  portion  of  a  few  min- 
utes, m  first  convincing  this  Convention  that  we  are  not,  ourselves,  rob- 
bers and  thieves.  Assuming,  then,  that  that  will  be  understood,  I  am 
aiRious  to  say  this,  that  it  appears  to  me  very  manifest  that  many 
gentlemen  upon  this  floor  are  speaking,  not  from  actual  observation  or 
experience  of  the  agricultural,  grazing,  and  grain  raising  facilities  of  this 
State  as  compared  with  other  States  of  the  Union.  They  are  speaking 
from  some  theoretical  knowledge,  of  from  their  experience  of  the  fertil- 
ity and  productiveness  of  the  cultivated  lands  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  the 
State  of  New  York,  of  Illinois,  or  Indiana;  that  there  is  some  analogy 
between  the  cases.  I  undertake  to  say  there  is  none.  I  say  it  fr^in 
observation  and  experience.  I  am  not  a  farmer,  but  I  was  a  farmer's 
boy,  and  have  worked  on  a  farm  long  enough  to  retain  a  memory  of  the 
circumstances  and  facts,  and  be  able  to  say  as  between  the  condition  of 
things  from  which  some  gentlemen  have  addressed  the  Convention,  and 
the  condition  of  things  in  this  State,  there  is  no  analogy  and  no  com- 
parison whatever.  Now,  sir,  I  will  admit  that  a  hundred  acres,  or  one 
hundred  and  sixty  acres,  or  eighty  acres,  make  a  good  fann  in  Indiana, 
if  it  is  good  land,  in  Illinois,  in  New  York — ^apy where  almost  where 
they  have  good  soil.  .  That  is  farming  land ;  that  is  agriculti^l  land. 
I  have  always  understood  that  both  in  France  and  Italy,  and  m  every- 
one of  the  countries  that  the  gentleman  spoke  of,  there  is  land  upon 
which  you  can  i^^^  anything  adapted  to  the  latitude  and  altitude  of  the 
place.  The  consequence  is,  upon  eighty  acres,  or  even  forty  acres,  of 
such  land,  a  family  with  an  industrious  man  at  its  head  settles  down 
and  they  can  grow  as  much  grass  as  they  please  upon  a  certain  portion 
of  the  soil ;  they  can  grow  wheat,  oats,  or  rye  upon  another  portion ; 
they  can  grow  potatoes  upon  another  portion ;  and  all  the  vegetables, 
and  all  the  fruits  that  the  latitude  is  adapted  to,  without  a  drop  of  irri- 
gation, except  that  which  falls  from  the  heavens  and  which  very  seldom 
fails  them. 

Compare  that  with  this  State.  Here  we  have  to  deal  with  another 
state  of  things.  Here  we  ocoupy  a  State  in  which  a  great  area  of  country 
will  not  grow  anything  but  wheat.  It  will  not  grow  Indian  corn.  You 
cannot  raise  a  turnip  for  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  miles  in  these  great 
valleys  here  unless  you  irrigate  it,  and  there  is  nothing  to  irrigate  it 
with,  unless  you  pump  water  up.  Periodical  droughts  occur  so  often, 
that  the  saying  is  getting  to  be,  tnat  you  may  get  a  good  crop  one  year,  a 
half  crop  the  next  year,  and  no  crop  at  all  lor  two  years  succeeding.  A 
more  industrious  and  braver  set  of  men  never  inhabited  the  country,  for 
it  takes  as  much  courage  to  undertake  to  feed  a  family  upon  these  plains 
as  it  does  to  face  a  cannon's  mouth.  Then,  you  can  grow  nothing  but 
small  grain  upon  it,  and  all  the  agricultural  experience  of  the  world 
shows  that  land  so  tilled  will  produce  even  small  grains  buMbr  a  limited 
number  of  years.  The  idea  of  limiting  the  tenure  of  land  where  a  man 
has  got  to  raise  his  family  and  educate  his  children  upon  a  few  acres  of 
such  land  as  that  is  preposterous.  You  can  interview  the  fartners  of 
that  country,  from  Sacramento  clear  down  to  Los  Angeles,  and  they  will 
tell  you  the  same  story.  It  is  not  their  fault  that  they  are  embarrassed. 
It  is  not  their  fault  that  mortgages  upon  the  land  are  the  rule,  and  not 
the  exception.  Thev  have  done  and  are  doing  all  that  ean  be  done,  and 
if  they  were  limited  to  these  little  insufficient  tracts  of  land  contem- 
plated here,  it  would  amount  to  confiscation  of  what  they  have  got,  and 
would  turn  them  off  to  some  other  country.  Gentlemen  upon  this  floor 
know  what  I  say  by  experience.  You  can  find  many  tracts  of  two  thou- 
sand acres  that  will  not  support  a  family.  The  land  will  not  generally 
average  three  inches,  and  a  crop  is  the  exception.  It  is  grazing  land, 
and  can  only  be  used  a  limited  portion  of  the  year.  Grazing  land  with 
not  support  a  man  in  such  tracts  as  are  mentioned  here. 

Another  objection  to  the  amendment  and  to  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment :  It  is  proposed  to  allow  the  State  lands  to  be  occupied  in 
tracts  of  three  hundrea  and  twenty  acres  three  years  before  purchase. 
The  lands  which  the  State  has  left,  besides  swamp  lands,  will  prove  to 
be  timber  lands  not  fit  for  agricultural  purposes,  and  school  lands  not 
yet  taken.  These  lands  may  be  largely  in  the  mountains,  and  they  are 
insusceptible  of  occupation  for  any  honest  purpose.  A  man  cannot  live 
on  them.    The  best  of  them  have  already  been  taken.    If  any  man 
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takes  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres  of  that  land,  it  will  be  because  in 
the  three  years  be  can  strip  the  land  of  its  timber  and  turn  it  back  to 
the  State.  They  are  lying  idle  upon  the  hands  of  the  State  now,  right 
in  our  villages.  As  long  as  they  are  not  bought  the  cattle  of  everybody 
will  have  the  graaing  of  them,  without  pay.  No  man  can  buy  them, 
and  buy  subject  to  a  residence  upon  them.  An  attempt  has  been  made 
in  the  Ijegislature  to  limit  the  purchase  of  these  school  lands  to  forty 
acres.  The  result  has  been  to  rob  the  State  of  its  timber^  because  the 
terms  of  payment  were  easy  and  a  settlement  was  not  required.  Now, 
you  propose  to  render  Uie  lands  of  the  State  valueless.  Men  will  move 
right  on  them,  and  they  will  strip  the  valuable  timber  off  in  three 
years.  There  is  no  penalty  against  it.  You  authorize  them  to  take 
})ossession  and  avail  themselves  of  what  they  can,  and  all  they  dm 
avail  themselves  of  is  the  timber,  which  is  the  substantial  value  of  the 
whole  premises.  It  is  idle  to  tell  us  what  has  been  done  in  other  coun- 
tries by  way  of  irrigation.  It  was  not  done  in  a  day.  It  was  not  done 
by  a  Convention.  That  irrigation  which  they  have,  and  which  is  the 
salvation  and  the  making  of  any  country,  was  the  production  of  thou- 
sands of  years.  So  here  something  may  be  done  in  the  far  future.  It 
will  have  to  come,  as  the  result  of  general  wealth,  and  general  neces- 
sity, li  will  not  come  within  the  time  which  has  elapsed  sfnce  this 
Government  was  first  organized,  up  Co  this  time.  Another  generation 
will  not  see  the  complete  and  sufficient  application  of  all  the  waste 
waters  of  this  State  to  the  dry  lands. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  propress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Carried. 

IN  CONVENTION. 

Thk  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen:  The  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
instructed  me  to  report  that  they  have  had  under  consideration  certain 
sections  relative  to  lands  and  homestead  exemptions,  have  made  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Convention  took  the  usual  recess  until  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  Convention  reassembled  at  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  President  pro  tem. 
Belcher  in  the  chair. 
Roll  called,  and  quorum  present. 

ASSISTANT   SECRKTART. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.    Mr.  President:   I  wish  to  send  up 
a  resolution. 
Thk  SECRETARY  read : 

Resolved,  That  the  ConTention  do  now  proceed  to  elect  an  Aasistant  Secretary,  to 
All  the  vacancy  caused  by  the  election  of  Ed.  F.  Smith  aa  Secretary  of  this  Ccnven- 
tion. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  President:  We  need  an  Assistant  Secretary. 
We  will  be  out  of  Committee  of  the  Whole  next  Monday,  and  there  is 
corfsiderable  transcribing  ready  to  be  done. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tem.*  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution. 

Adopted. 

Thk  PRESIDENT  pro  tem.  Nominations  for  Auistant  Secretary  are 
in  order. 

Mr.  waters.  Mr.  t*resident:  I  place  in  nomination  for  the  posi- 
tion of  Assistant  Secretary  of  this  Convention  the  name  of  J.  M.  Wright, 
of  San  Bernardino.  Mr.  Wright  is  a  young  gentleman  whom  I  can 
recommen<l  as  fully  qualified  to  perform  the  duties.  He  is  a  good 
reader,  and  is  well  acquainted  with  the  run  of  business  before  the  Con- 
vention. I  can  state,  that  if  he  is  elected,  he  is  fully  qualified  to  per- 
form the  duties  of  the  position. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.    I  second  the  nomination. 

Mr.  reed.  Mr.  President:  I  rise  to  place  in  nomination  Charles 
N.  Post,  a  young  man  whom  I  have  known  for  many  years;  one  who 
has  occupied  clerical  positions  for  many  years,  and  who  is  tlioroughly 
competent  to  fill  this  position.  I  am  satisfied  that  if  the  Convention 
shall  decide  to  select  him,  he  will  serve  with  a  great  deal  of  ability,  and 
fill  the  position  with  credit  to  himself  and  to  us. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  second  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Post,  and  from 
my  personal  knowledge  of  the  young  man,  I  know  he  is  fully  compe- 
tent to  perform  the  duties  of  the  office. 

Mr.  LARKIN.  Mr.  President:  I  indorse  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Charles  N.  Post.  He  is  a  young  man  of  ability.  He  has  not  sought  the 
position ;  his  friends  have  asked  for  it  for  him. 

-  Mr.  white.  I  second  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wright;  and  I  think 
it  is  but  fair  that  the  southern  part  of  the  State  should  have  something. 

Thk  PRESIDENT  pro  tem.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  with  the  following  result : 


Ayers, 

Barbour, 

Beerstecher, 

Bell, 

Boggs, 

Boucher, 

Brown, 

Condon, 

Davis, 

Dowling, 

Evey, 

Farrell, 

Freud, 

Garvey, 

Gorman, 

Hale, 
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Harrison, 

Harvey, 

Herri  ngton, 

Howard,  of  Los  Angeles, 

Howard,  of  Mariposa, 

Hughey, 

Inman, 

Joyce, 

Keyes, 

Lindow, 

Mansfield, 

Martin,  of  Santa  Cruz, 

McComas, 

Mills, 

Moreland, 

Morse, 


Nason, 

Nelson, 

Ohleyer, 

O'Sullivan, 

Reddy, 

Ringgold, 

Rolfe, 

Smith,  of  Santa  Clara, 

Smith,  of  San  Francisco, 

Soule, 

Stevenson, 

Swenson, 

Swing, 

Tinnin, 

Turner, 

Walker,  of  Marin, 


Waters,  Wellin,  •      White, 

Webster,  West,  Wyatt— 56. 

Weller,  Wickes, 

FOR   POST. 

Andrews,  Hitchcock,  Prouty, 

Barry,  Holmes,         .  Pulliam, 

Barton,  Huestis,  Reed, 

Belcher,  Hunter,  Rhodes, 

Biggs,  Jones,  Schomp,  * 

Burt,  Kleiue,  Shatter, 

Casserly,  Lark  in,  Shurtleff, 

Chapt^an,  Larue,  Smith,  of  4th  district, 

Charles,  Lavigne,  Ste<lman, 

Dean,  Lewis,  Steele, 

Dudley,  of  Solano,  McCallum,  Stuart, 

Dunlap,  McConnell,  Thompson, 

Filcher,  McCoy,  Vacquerel, 

Glascock,  McFarland,  Wilson,  of  Tehama, 

Ilager,  McNutt,  Wilson,  of  1st  District, 

Heiskell,  Miller,  Winans, 

Herold,  Neun^ber,  Mr.  President — 51. 

Whole  number  of  votes  cast 106 

Necessary  to  a  choice 54 

J.  W.  Wright  received  _ 56 

C.N.  Post  received .__ 51 

Mr.  Blackmer,  for  Post,  was  paired  with  Mr.  Laine,  for  Wright. 
Mr.  Wright,  having  received  a  majority  of  all  the  .votes,  was  declared 
duly  elected  Assistant  Secretary. 

LAND    LIMITATION. 

Mr.  beerstecher.     Mr.  President :  I  move  that  the  Convention 
now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  President  pro  tem. 
in  the  ohair,  to  further  consider  the  minority  report  of  the  Committee 
on  Land  and  Homestead  Exemption. 
Carried. 

IN  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WHOLE. 

Thk  chairman.  Section  four  and  amendments  are  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

rrmarks  of  hr.  millrr. 

Mr.  miller.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  morning,  when  the  gentleman 
from  Marin  was  making  his  antimonopoly  speech,  a  question  was  asked 
him,  which  I  did  not  near  at  the  time;  toe  gentleman  referred  the 
questioner  to  me  to  answer.  Not  hearing  it,  I  was  not  able  to  say  what 
it  was.  I  calleil  ujwn  the  gentleman  from  Monterey,  and  found  that  he 
had  asked  the  gentleman  from  Marin  whether,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
right  for  the  Government- to  purchase  a  territory  like  Alaska,  and  then 
lease  it  out  to  a  company?  Ii  the  gentleman  from  Monterey  intended, 
by  that  question,  to  cause  it  to  be  understood  that  the  Government  had 
purchased  that  territory,  and  leased-  it  to  a  company,  I  suppose  he  meant 
the  company  I  have  the  honor  to  be  connected  with ;  ana  I  wish  to  say 
to  him,  and  to  the  members  of  this  Convention,  that  it  seems  to  be  the 
impression  upon  this  subject — which  is  not  true  in  point  of  fact — that 
the  Government  has  purchased  the  territory  of  Alaska,  and  leajsed  it  out 
to  a  company.  I  wish  to  say  to  him  that  the  territory  of  Alaska  is  free 
to  settlement.  He  desires  to  create  the  impression  that  there  has  been 
some  land  grabbing  there,  and  I  desire  to  say  to  him  that  he  is  per- 
fectly free  to  go  there  and  settle,  where  he  can  live  under  his  own  vine 
and  fig  tree,  provided  he  can  make  them  grow.  The  lease  does  not 
include  the  main  land,  nor  the  Aleutian  Islands,  it  includes  simply  two 
small  islands,  which  are  merely  rocks  in  the  ocean,  upon  which  nothing 
grows.  This  company  has  a  lease  of  these  two  islands,  and  has  paid 
into  the  United  States  treasury,  during  the  eight  years  it  has  had  them, 
over  two  millions  of  dollars.  If  the  gentleman  desires  to  make  any 
political  capital  ou|^f  that,  he  is  welcome  to  all  he  can  make.  I  merely 
rise,  because  several  members  have  spoken  to  me  about  it,  and  thought 
it  incumbent  upon  me  to  make  a  reply.  The  purchase  of  Alaska  was 
made  for  seven  millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  wyatt.  I  ask  General  Miller  if  the  islands  of  St.  Paul  and  St. 
George  are  free  for  citizens  of  the  United  States  to  hunt  on. 

Mr.  miller.  No,  sir,  they  are  leased  to  this  company,  which  pays 
for  them  about  three  hundred  and  fifteen  thousand  dollars  a  year.  '  I 
suppose  the  Government  of  the  United  States  has  power  to  dispose  of 
public  property.  The  wisilom  of  the  proceeding  has  never  been  ques- 
tioned oy  anybody  that  knows  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  SHAFTER.  You  have  answered  the  question  asked  of  me  this 
morning,  and  I  will  ask  you  if  you  don't  think  it  would  be  a  good  idea 
for  the  gentleman  from  Monterey  to  go  there  to  live?   - 

Mr.  miller.  I  don't  think  so,  unless  it  would  be  to  make  a  Con- 
stitution for  Alaska.  When  the  time  comes  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  to 
go  up  there  and  help  us  make  a  Constitution.     [Laughter.] 

rrmarks   of   MR.    WJTATT. 

Mr.  wyatt.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  lost  the  point  of  that  last  remark, 
and  cannot  reply  to  it  unless  the  gentleman  will  repeat  it.  I  can  only 
say  that  this  morning  I  asked  the  question  simply  as  pointing  in  the 
direction  of  the  General  Government,  with  reference  totne  public  lands, 
and  that  the  recent  policy  of  the  Government  is  very  different  fmm  the 
ancient  policy.  Now,  as  an  individual  question  with  General  Miller,  as 
a  matter  of  wurse,  if  he  drives  a  good  trade  with  the  Government,  I 
have  no  objections,  as  far  as  he  is  personally  concerned,  but  I  might 
very  seriously  object  to  it  on  the  part  of  the  Government  as  to  the  pol- 
icy. That  is  the  nature  of  my  objection,  I  move  that  we  now  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  these  amendments. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.    Mr.  Chairman  :  I  wish  to  offer  a  substitute. 
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Thk  secretary  read  i 

*•'  Hereafter,  lands  belonging  to  this  State  which  are  suitable  for  culti- 
vation, shall  be  granted  only  to  actual  settlers,  and  in  quantities  not 
exceeding  three  hundred  and  twenty  acre?  to  eibeh  aeUler,  under  such 
conditions  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  law." 

Mr.  WYATT.  As  there  seem^  to  be  some  opposition  to  the  form  of 
ray  amendment,  I  will  accept  the  substitute  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
meda. 

The  chairman.  If  there  are  no  objections,  the  gentleman  will 
have  leave. 

SPRKCU   OF   MR.    WHITE. 

Mr.  white.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
question,  sir.  I  would  appeal  to  this  Convention  to  do  something  that 
looks  towards  the  limiting  of  this  land  business  in  the  future— something 
that  will  cause  a  i*eform,  and  enable  the  State  to  settle  up.  There  is 
certainly  something  very  wrong  at  present,  which  prevents  the  State 
from  im|>roving  as  it  ought  to.  I  will  mention  a  circumstance  which 
occurred  in  St.  Louis,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy.  I  was 
in  that  city,  and  had  occasion  to  go  to  Booneville.  At  the  depot  is  about 
an  acre  of  land,  with  a  high  fence  around  it.  You  are  let  in  when  you 
have  a  ticket  bought.  I  went  in,  and  the  whole  place  was  filled  with 
men,  women,  and  children,  going  out  upon  the  same  route.  I  looked 
around  in  astonishment.  They  were  a  nne  class  of  people.  They  had 
from  one  to  eight  children,  all  going  west.  I  had  taken  my  ticket  for  a 
first-class  car,  as  was  natural,  but  I  went  out  into  the  emigrant  car  to 
converse  with  these  people.  I  asked  them  where  they  were  going,  and 
they  told  me  different  places.  I  found  they  were  getting  very  good  land 
for  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  to  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  acre. 
They  found  I  came  from  California,  and  they  were  anxious  to  know 
about  land  here,  I  could  not  say  to  these  people  that  they  could  get 
land  here  under  ten  dollars  an  acre  of  any  kind  that  was  worth  going 
on  to.  I  could  not  strain  my  conscience  to  tell  them  that  they  could  get 
land  for  less  than  ten  dollars  an  acre.  They  said  they  could  not  go 
there.  There  was  the  passage  money,  and  then  the  high  price  of  land. 
Now,  sir,  in  my  section  there  is  no  land  under  fifteen  dollars  for  third- 
rate  land.  It  ranges  from  that  to  one  hundred  dollars  an  acre.  That  is 
right,  because  it  is  worth  it.  I  cannot  imagine  where  I  ever  saw  land 
as  free  as  it  is  in  those  Western  States. 

Now,  I  had  a  letter  from  a  friend  in  Kern  County,  and  he  described 
to  me  there  that  a  number  of  persons  had  united  together  and  taken  up 
land,  and  were  going  to  provide  for  irrigating  it.  They  had  to  pay  five 
dollars  an  acre  for  the  land,  because  a  man  in  San  Francisco  had  taken 
it  up.  Now,  that  land,  when  it  was  there  some  years  ago,  of  course  it 
belonged  to  the  Government,  and  could  have  been  taken  up  by  anybody. 
There  are  beautiful  valleys  there,  but  they  require  irrigation.  He  stated 
to  me  that  after  paying  for  the  land  they  had  to  irrigate  it,  and  the 
farmers  hud  taken  one  hundred  and  forty  acres  apiece.  Now,  this  is  the 
objection  I  am  going  to  draw  your  attention  to,  tnat  these  men  had  to 
pay  five  dollars  an  acre  for  the  land.  I  don't  know  how  these  men  got 
the  land.  First  they  had  what  they  call  desert  land,  just  where  the 
river  breaks  through  the  mountains.  It  is  not  swamp  land.  There  is 
not  one  bit  of  swamp  land,  though  they  might  have  got  it  in  that  way. 
This  is  the  thing  the  Convention  should  pay  attention  to.  I  will  ask 
tho  farmers  here  to  think  of  this.  It  is  not  a  drive  against  the  farmers. 
I  say  there  is  not  a  single  reform  in  this  Convention  that  could  have 
been  carried  if  the  Workingmen  were  not  here  to-day.  Not  one  single 
reform  could  have  been  passed  in  this  Convention  without  their  votes. 
Not  one.  Not  a  single  one.  They  came  here  to  you  to-day,  asking  you 
to  look  into  this  thing.  One  gentleman  gets  up  and  ridicules  the  whole 
thing.  Another  gentleman  ridicules  it  by  a  resolution  he  sends  up,  even 
the  consideration  of  the  subject. 

They  .say  these  men  will  not  work.  There  is  not  one  that  ie  not  a 
worker.  There  is  not  one  of  them  that  is  not  hunting  for  a  place  to  call 
homo,  and  they  are  the  very  people  who  are  calling  for  homes  all  over 
the  State.  They  say,  come  and  I  will  give  you  land,  but  you  are  too 
lazy  to  do  it.  But  when  you  go  to  them  they  sa^'ou  can  have  it  so 
and  so,  at  so  much  an  acre.  Now,  gentlemen,  this  subject  ought  to  be 
considered  fairly.  There  have  been  two  efiforts  here  to  drive  it  out  and 
prevent  us  even  talking  about  it,  and  there  is  an  idea  here  that  this  is 
an  effort  to  make  the  landholders  divide.  There  is  no  such  thought 
here.  Wo  want  something  here  so  that  future  settlers  in  this  State  may 
get  homes — to  open  up  the  country  and  settle  it  up.  What  is  the  result? 
Why,  gentlemen,  the  State  is  going  backwards,  in  the  rural  districts. 
The  land  is  lying  unsettled.  It  is  not  like  it  is  in  other  States,  where 
one  acre  is  as  good  as  another.  You  can  go  into  the  Western  States  and 
one  acre  is  about  as  good  as  another.  But  here  the  land  monopolists 
have  got  this  scrip,  and  have  gone  round  and  picked  out  the  good  land 
along  the  great  plains  of  the  San  Joaouin  and  other  valleys,  leaving  the 
jxjor  land  untouched,  because  they  aon't  want  them,  because  no  man 
can  touch  them.  But  all  the  good  places  along  the  foothills,  in  Tulare 
County,  and  Kern  County,  and  all  around,  are  covered  with  this  scrip. 
Now  all  I  ask  is,  that  you  will  give  this  a  fair  consideration,  and  I 
trust  that  the  legal  gentleman  on  this  floor  will  do  something  towards 
bringing  forward  some  measure  that  will  tend  to  bring  this  subject 
proi:)orly  before  the  Legislature,  to  do  something  about  it  in  answer  to 
the  wants  of  the  whole  people.  Now  what  is  the  consequence?  It  is 
driving  people  in  ujwn  the  cities,  and  the  gentlemen  know  it  very  well. 
They  come  in  and  tell  them  they  cannot  stay  in  the  country.  They 
cannot  get  any  land  except  such  land  as  they  cannot  make  a  living  on. 
Now  I  ask  the  farmers  and  Grangers  here,  to  do  justice  to  the  Working- 
men,  who  have  stood  in  with  them  in  their  reforms,  to  take  this  subject 
in  hand  and  help  us  to  bring  about  a  reform.  People  say  that  the 
Workingmen  won't  work — that  vou  are  too  lazy  to  work.  Now  there  are 
some  men  too  lazy  to  work.  Tliere  are  men  who  won't  take  up  land. 
But  why  is  it  that  the  Workingmen's  representatives  are  here  to-day 


asking  you  to  do  something  to  relieve  the  crowded  towns?  It  is  just 
because  every  day  they  have  men  coming  to  them  and  begging  for 
some  way  to  get  homes.  We  want  some  general  system  which  M'ill  settle 
the  country — the  general  system  which  they  have  in  Missouri  and  some 
other  States,  which  is  a  great  success.  I  was  perfectly  Astonished  when 
I  saw  the  stream  of  immigration.  The  conauctor  says  this  is  the  case 
every  day  of  the  week,  Sundays  and  all,  thousands  after  thousands  of 
people  going  west.  I  came  back  to  my  home,  and  I  don't  think  twenty 
men  of  those  who  came  settled  here.  This  is  a  subject  of  mighty  impor- 
tance. I  want  some  of  the  legal  gentlemen  hei^^  to  propose  something 
that  will  be  effectual  and  satisfy  the  people  on  this  matter.  I  think  the 
gentleman  from  Kern  County  will  tell  you  the  same  thing  in  regard  to 
tlflbse  nooks  and  corners.  These  men  have  no  real  title  to  their  land. 
The  other  gentlemen  from  San  Francisco  ought  to  be  the  first  ones  to  do 
something  about  this  thing.  They  ought  to  be  foremost  because  their 
city  suffers  most  from  it. 

SPEECH   UP   UR.   CONDON. 

Mr.  CONDON.  Mr.  Chairman:  This  problem  is  closely  connected 
with  the  solution  of  the  problem  of  labor  and  capital.  Because  of  the 
labor-saving  machinery  there  ought  to  be  a  limited  ownership  of  land. 
It  is  held,  sir,  by  many,  that  the  higher  law  will  furnish  a  remedy,  and 
that  these  interests  will  adjust  themselves  without  government  interfer- 
ence. Some  hold  that  the  only  functions  of  government  are  to  preser%'e 
life,  punish  crime,  and  protect  the  individual  in  the  acquirement  of  all 
the  land  he  may  obtain.  And  that  the  right  is  higher  than  the  govern- 
ment,- and,  therefore,  that  Lux  &  Miller  have  a  right  to  own  all  the 
land  in  the  State.  Others  believe  that  the  true  mission  of  the  govern- 
ment is  to  gauge  all  this,  and  to  limit  men  in  their  right  to  the  acquire- 
ment and  ownership  of  land.  I  believe  that  the  interests  of  the  many 
are  higher  than  those  of  individuals  or  associations,  and  that  the  exercise 
of  this  right  by  the  government  would  result  in  the  many  owning  the 
land  instead  of  the  mw,  as  is  now  the  case.  Another  reason  for  this 
departure  on  the  land  question  is,  that  by  the  use  of  labor-saving 
machinery  there  is  greater  inducement  now  than  in  the  past  for  capital 
to  monopolize  the  land,  and  there  is  also  great  danger  that  labor-saving 
machinery  and  capital  combined  may  result  in  such  monopoly.  This 
same  machinery,  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  to  which  I  want  to 
draw  your  particular  attention,  is  driving  from  the  workshops  the  men 
of  to-day.  In  fact  it  has  invaded  every  branch  of  industry.  The  State 
of  California  contains  over  five  hundred  thousand  tracts  of  land  of  one 
hundred  and  sixty  acres  each,  susceptible  of  cultivation,  which,  with 
the  principle  of  limited  ownerships,  would  sustain  a  population  of  five 
hundred  tnousand  farmers  with  their  families,  making  an  aggregate  of 
three  million  people  to  be  sustained  therefroiji.  Can  there  be  any  doubt 
as  to  the  question  that  this  state  of  affairs  would  be  more  conducive  to 
the  interests  of  the  State,  and  of  society  in  general,  than  the  existing  sys- 
tem under  which  it  is  possible  for  five  hundred  men  to  own  all  the  land 
in  the  State.  Then  tne  introduction  of  labor-saving  machinery  shows 
the  necessity  of  compelling  these  largo  landholders  to  subdivide  their 
estates  into  small  tracts.  They  could  be  let  out  on  shares,  thus  support- 
ing aiarge^population.  Labor-saving  machinery  mostly  does  the  work, 
and  if  you  preserve  these  large  tracts  intact  the  consequence  is  but  few 
men  are  required.  These,  sir,  are  grave  questions,  and  I  regret  exceed- 
ingly that  there  has  been  a  disposition  manifested  in  this  Convention  to 
pass  over  and  slight  this  important  subject.  But  the  delegates  of  reform 
and  the  free  press  have  sounded  the  key-note  upon  the  subject.  They 
are  questions  which  can  no  longer  be  set  aside — they  must  be  met.  The 
people  as  a  general  thing  have  expressed  their  sentiments,  and  the  ques- 
tion entered  largely  into  the  contest  for  seats  in  this  Convention,  at 
least,  speaking  for  that  portion  of  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent.  I  know  whereof  I  speak.  It  has  become  a  question  of  such 
vast  importance  that  this  Convention  cannot  do  otherwise  than  to  treat 
it  in  that  fair  and  calm,  and  deliberate  manner  which  the  importance 
of  the  question  demands. 

SPEECH   OP   HR.   VACQUEREL. 

Mr.  VACQUEREL.  Mr.  Chairman:  There  is  no  division  in  the 
minds  of  delegates  as  to  land  monopoly  being  a  curse.  But  still,  in  all 
this  discussion  I  have  not  been  able  to  see  one  single  point  made 
towards  abolishing  land  monopoly.  Why,  sir,  it  has  been  said  here 
that  the  French  nation  was  one  of  the  best  regulated  in  the  country.  I 
don't  want  to  give  any  advice  to  anybody,  but  I  will  tell  you  the  way  it 
is,  and  you  gentlemen  can  think  over  it,  and  if  you  think  the  idea  is  a 
good  one,  adopt  it.  There  has  been  a  wrong  assertion  here,  that  land 
holding  was  limited  in  France.  It  is  false.  If  you  have  money 
enough  you  can  buy  the  whole  country.  There  is  no  law  to  stop  you 
from  it  if  the  people  want  to  sell  it  to  you,  which  they  do  not.  The 
land  was  divided  there,  it  is  true,  but  it  was  done  by  revolution>  and  I 
don't  want  any  revolution  here.  We  have  a  constitutional  remedy  here 
if  we  want  to  apply  it.  There  has  been  a  proposition  presented  to  this 
Convention  by  mv  colleague,  Mr.  Lavigne,  which  will  aolve  the  whole 
proposition.  Anj  still  that  proposition  has  been  referred  to  a  commit- 
tee, where  it  was  put  out  of  the  way,  because  it  would  do  some  good. 
This  proiibsition  prevents  a  man  from  disinheriting  his  children.  No 
matter  if  you  have  ten  thousand  acres  of  laud  which  you  want  to  give 
to  your  friend,  you  cannot  do  it  under  this  prowsion.  When  you  die 
this  ten  thousand  acres  is  divided  amon^  your  children.  That  is  the 
way  the  land  can  be  divided  without  doing  injustice  to  any  one.  In 
France  every  Kit  of  land  has  to  pay  taxes  according  to  its  value.  But 
here  a  man  owns  a  big  ranch  of  fine  land,  and  it  escapes  taxation.  Why 
not  make  every  inch  of  land  pay  taxes?  I  introduced  a  resolution  here 
to  that  very  purpose,  but  that  resolution  like  this  other  one  has  been 
done  away  with.  And  still  we  have  not  done  anything  to  stop  this  land 
grabbing.  It  makes  no  difference,  if  the  land  can  be  made  to  produce 
so  much,  and  other  land  by  the  .side  of  it  is  producing,  they  ougnt  to  be 
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taxed  alike,  for  one  is  nsgood  as  the  other.  If  the  land  will  produce  9o 
much  the  owner  should  be  compelled  to  pay  taxes  on  it.  When  you 
have  done  that  then  you  can  abolish  land  monopoly.  It  will  fall  down 
of  its  own  weight.  If  the  owners  are  compelled  to  pay  taxes  as  other 
men  do,  they  will  sell  the  land,  or  put  it  to  some  use.  If  you  will  do 
that  there  will  be  an  end  to  land  monopoly,  and  that  very  soon.  Pass 
such  a  resolution,  and  in  ten  years  from  now  there  will  be  a  different 
state  of  affairs  in  this  country. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.    HARRISON. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  want  to  make  a  few  short 
remarks.  In  my  opinion,  sir,  the  land  question  is  the  most  important 
question  before  the  Convention  to-day.  In  ten  years  Congress  gave  away 
one  hundred  and  sixty  million  acres  of  land  of  the  United  States.  This 
land  has  been  given  away  bet^ween  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-six  and 
eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-two.  Of  this,  ten  million  belonged  to 
the  State  of  California.  Now,  we  find  one  hundred  and  sixty  million 
acres  is  two  hundred  and  fifty  square  mil^,  in  other  words,  a  bigger 
State  than  England  or  France  ever  were.  Now,  sir,  these  two  nations 
are  more  prosperous  than  any  on  the  face  of  the  earth  to-day,  princi- 
pally on  account  of  their  land  system  and  small  farms.  England  not  so 
much  her  farms  as  her  commerce  and  mines.  But  here,  in  California 
to-day,  sir,  we  have  not  room  half  enough.  This  is  a  nice  «tate  of 
affairs.  Now,  in  a  new  country  like  this,  I  hold  that  the  land  ought  to 
be  held  in  trust  for  the  i)eople,  not  given  away  to  corporations — to  thiev- 
ing corporations — because  they  don't  pay  their  taxes  upon  it.  Now  for  the 
figures:  One  million  acres,divided  into  farms  would  give  homes  to  six  thou- 
sand two  hundred  and  fifty  families,and  these  families  would  average  five, 
which  would  be  more  than  thirty-five  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty 
people.  To-day  Illinois  has  three  times  as  many  farms  as  the  State  of 
California.  The  reason  is  because  the  land  has  been  gobbled  up  by  land 
monopolists,  and  there  is  no  more  land  to  be  had.  The  gentleman,  Mr. 
Brown,  says  there  has  been  no  land  a^tation.  He  has  just  waked  up 
from  a  long  Rip  Van  Winkle  sleep — risen  up  from  somewhere.  Is  he 
not  aware  that  the  settlers  in  that  very  county  are  now  banded  together 
in  organized  warfare  against  the  railroad  company,  which  is  trymg  to 
dispossess  them  from  their  homesteads,  and  they  will  have  to  pay  fifteen 
dollars  to  twenty  dollars  an  acre  for  it.  If  this  is  not  a  test  toward 
monopoly  limitation — if  Mr.  Brown  don't  understand  it  so,  he  will  find 
out  wnen  he  returns  to  his  people. 

SPKECH   OF   MR.    MCCALLUM. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Mr.  Chairman :  Before  a  vote  is  taken  on  this 
amendment,  I  wish  to  say  a  word.  Prior  to  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty -one,  the  system  existing  in  the  United  States  was  about  the  same 
as  that  which  exists  in  California  to-day.  Prior  to  that  date  there  was 
no  preemption,  no  homestead  provision.  The  fact  is,  though,  in  this 
respect  they  differed  somewhat  from  our  State  laws;  prior  that  time 
settlers  went  on  public  land  as  trespassers.  I  hope  I  may  be  pardoned 
for  saying  in  the  presence  of  the  gentleman  from  San  Francisco,  Mr. 
Wilson,  and  the  gentleman  from  Los  Angeles,  that  the  first  preeemption 
law  was  passed  by  Congress,  under  the  leadership  of  Henry  Clay,  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty -one. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  You  are  mistaken  about  Mr.  Clay.  He  always 
denounced  it. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  My  reading  of  history  is  different  from  yours. 
In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty  we  had  passed  through  Congress  the  first 
United  States  homestead  law.  Perhaps  some  gentleman  will  rise  to  a 
question  of  history  when  I  state  that  that  law  was  vetoed  by  James 
Buchanan.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two,  when  it  passed  through 
Congress  again,  it  was  then  approved  by  the  first  Republican  President 
of  the  United  States,  Abraham  Lincoln.  The  United  States  laws,  sir, 
are  a  va.st  improvement  on  what  they  were  in  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty.  They  are  a  vast  improvement  upon  any  State  law  we  have  ever 
had  in  California,  as  to  State  lands.  Now,  sir,  the  system  prevails  in 
California  that  did  prevail  in  the  United  States,  under  what  was  called 
the  private  entry  system.  Lands  which  were  proclaimed  to  be  sold  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  not  being  sold  upon  the  day  of  sale, 
were  thereafter  open  to  private  entry  in  the  Land  Office  where  they 
were  offered.  Any  person  cdUld  go  into  the  Land  Office  and  purchase 
these  lands  without  settlement.  It  was  under  that  system  that  the 
great  land  grants  in  the  San  Joaquin  Valley  were  obtained.  This  scrip, 
about  which  so  much  has  been  said,  was  used  only  to  purchase  such 
lands  as  were  subject  to  private  entry.  These  lands  could  be  taken 
merely  upon  application.  There  has  been  very  little  scrip  issued  that 
could  be  located  upon  land  not  subject  to  private  entry.  Of  this  land 
there  has  never  been  an  acre  entered,  I  believe,  but  land  that  was  sub- 
ject to  private  entry. 

As  far  as  my  official  term  was  concerned,  not  a  single  acre  of  land  was 
ever  sold  to  any  person  except  an  actual  settl^.  After  eighteen  hundred 
and  sixty,  the  old  system  of  having  land  subject  to  private  entry,  was 
abolished,  and  since  that  time  there  has  been  comparatively  very  little 
monopoly  of  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States;  the  monopoly  has 
been  in  State  lands.  Some  gentleman  stated  that  ten  millions  of  acres 
were  disposed  of.  Certainly  the  greater  part  has  been  disposed  of,  but, 
sir,  there  never  has  been  any  law  in  this  State  to  prevent  the  monopoly 
of  State  lands.  At  one  time  there  was  a  limit  to  three  hundred  and 
twenty  acres,  but  even  that  was  abolished  for  some  time.  This  limit 
amounted  to  nothing,  because  it  was  only  necessary  to  get  different 
{•ersons  to  make  the  applications,  while  the  real  purchaser  takes  the 
land.  It  is  not  so  under  the  United  States  law.  There  is  a  regular 
scheme  which  ought  to  be  in  our  Constitution,  only  it  would  take  up 
too  much  room,  but  what  I  suggest  here  is  the  gist  of  it,  namely,  that 
land  should  be  sold  only  to  actual  settlers.  I  use  the  words  "  lands  fit 
for  cultivation,''  because  there  is  some  land  that  is  only  fit  for  pasturage. 
It  might  be  a  good  idea  to  add  the  provision  of  the  United  States  law. 


which  says,  that  land  cannot  be  preempted  by  a  person  who  owns  three 
hundred  and  twenty  acres  now.  These  lands  are  kept  for  the  landless. 
There  are  other  valuable  features  in  the  United  States  laws.  It  would 
be  an  easy  matter  for  me  to  impress  the  members  with  the  wisdom  of 
the  various fro^isidns,  but  it  would  be  too  much  like  legislation  to  put 
them  in  the  Constitution.  This  may  work  some  inconvenience,  but  it 
has  got  to  be  a  practical  thing.  If  it  is  a  proper  thing  for  us  to  get  up 
here  and  cry  down  land  monopoly  as  a  great  evil,  it  is  proper  that  we 
do  something  to  remedy  that  evil.  I  will  support  anything  in  the  Con- 
stitution that  does  not  violate  my  oath  to  support  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  I  think  tne  report  of  the  committee  entirely  impracti- 
cable. 

REMARKS   OF   MR.   HOWARD. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  of  Los  Angeles.  I  wish  to  correct  the  gentleman's 
history.  He  has  made  a  mistake  about  Mr.  Clay.  I  happened  to  be 
at  Washington  on  a  visit  and  heard  Mr.  Clay  denounce  the  whole  sys- 
tem in  open  Senate.  My  memory  is  good  on  thut  point,  because  he  had 
a  passage  at  arms  with  L.  J.  Walker,  for  whom  I  had  voted  for  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States.  The  preemption  is  the  result  of  Democratic 
policy.  Now  as  to  the  question  before  the  committee.  My  recollection 
is  not  so  vivid  upon  the  homestead  law.  It  may  be  so — I  cannot  deny 
it.  But  I  think  the  gentleman  is  mistaken  there  also.  I  don't  think  a 
Democratic  President  ever  vetoed  it. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Yes,  sir,  he  did,  and  it  was  passed,  as  you  know, 
again  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Yes,  sir,  I  know  it  was  during  Lincoln's  term.  Xo 
that  extent  the  Republicans  arc  entitled  to  the  credit.  I  don't  deny  the 
fact. 

Mr,  cross.  Mr.  Johnson  was  President  part  of  the  time,  and  he 
was  a  Democratic  President. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Andrew  Johnson  was  a  Republican  in  eighteen 
hundre<l  lajid  sixty- two. 

Mr.  GRACE.  He  was  a  Workingman  in  eighteen  hundred  and 
sixty-two  also. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  He  was  said  to  be  a  tailor  who  made  clothes  to  fit. 
He  was  a  Workingman.  He  never  claimed  to  be  a  Republican.  He 
claimed  to  act  with  the  Republican  party  for  the  benefit  pf  the  Union, 
and  the  first  chance  he  got  he  went  back  upon  the  Republic/ms  most 
decidedly.  Now  as  to  this  proposition  limiting  the  amount  of  land  to 
three  hundred  and  twenty  acres,  I  shall  vote  for  it,  because  it  is  in  con- 
formity with  the  Federal  policy,  and  the  action  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  I  consider  it  just  and  wise  to  limit  the  amount  of  land 
to  be  acquired  through  the  Federal  Government,  by  actual  settlers,  to 
three  hundred  and  twenty  acre«.  As  this  amendment  is  in  conformity 
with  that  jpolicy  I  shall  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  TUlLY.  How  many  Democrats  were  there  in  eighteen  hundred 
and  sixty-two? 

Mr.  HOWARD.    I  think  they  had  gone  South  at  that  time. 

[Laughter.] 

Mr.  Bowling.    I  wish  to  offer  a  substitute. 

The  SECRETARY  read: 

"  No  more  than  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres  of  the  lands  of  this 
State  shall  be  granted  or  patented  by  the  State  to  any  one  person,  cor- 
{x>ration,  or  association  of  persons.  No  person  can  transmit  by  will  or 
otherwise  to  his  heirs  more  than  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of  land. 
The  only  property  that  any  person, corporation,  or  assoQiation  can  acquire 
in  any  lands  exceeding  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  is  a  use,  and  such 
use  is  subject  to  legislative  control.  The  Legislature  shall  provide  for  a 
general  survey  of  all  the  agricultural  lands  of  this  State,  and  all  lands 
not  acquired  in  strict  conformity  with  the  homestead  exemption  and  the 
land  laws  of  the  United  States,  shall  escheat  to  the  Stat«.  The  practice 
of  subletting  lands  is  hereby  declared  illegal." 

SPEECH   OF   MR.  OOWLINQ. 

Mr.  DOWLING.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  first  point  is  I  think,  that  we 
want  a  limited  acauisition  of  the  public  domain.  We  therefore  say  that 
three  hundred  ana  twenty  acres,  and  no  more,  can  be  acquired  by  any 
party  in  this  State,  by  any  individual  or  any  corporation.  In  the  past 
it  will  be  remembered  that  this  State  has  grantea  patents  to  people  for 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  acres  of  land.  Now,  sir,  this  is  a  thing  we 
should  guard  against  in  the  future,  so  that  the  people  may  enjoy  what 
little  land  remains.  It  is  all  gobbled  up.  But  the  people  want  some- 
thing. They  want  the  few  acres  that  remain,  to  be  distributed  in  the 
spirit  and  according  to  right  and  justice.  I  believe  it  is  contrary  to  the 
genius  of  our  Republican  institutions  to  prohibit  a  man  from  purchasing 
as  much  land  as  he  has  got  money  to  pay  for.  This  proposition  don't 
interfere  with  the  purchasing  of  land.  You  can  purchase  as  much  land 
as  you  have  money  to  pay  for,  but  you  can't  buy  from  the  State  any 
more  than  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres. 

Again,  it  will  be  remembered  that  land,  air,  and  w^ater  are  three 
natural  elements,  without  which  it  is  impossible  to  live.  M<an  would 
sink  in  silent  doom,  and  wholly  disappear.  I  do  not  want  to  perpetuate 
land  the  same  as  they  do  in  England,  the  same  as  they  have  it  in  all 
those  countries  that  are  under  the  yoke  of  monopoly  institutions,*  they 
transmit  from  posterity  to  posterity  since  time  fmmemorial.  That  has 
been  tried  in  this  country,  too.  But  it  will  never  sacceed.  Now,  sir,  the 
only  property  that  any  man  can  possess  in  land,  over  six  hundred  and 
forty  acres,  is  the  use  of  it.  A  man  could  not  eat  the  land ;  it  is  no  good 
to  him.  He  has  simply  the  use  of  it,  the  same  as  the  use  of  water,  or 
any  other  element.  He  has  got  the  use  of  as  much  as  he  can  purchase, 
and  so  long  as  he  leaves  it  when  he  dies,  he  will,  according  to  the  prop- 
osition introduced  here,  which  is  in  harmony  with  a  provision  in  the 
State  of  Virginia,  he  will  retain  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of  his  land, 
and  the  balance  will  be  sold,  and  the  proceeds  go  to  the  support  of  the 
children.  In  the  mean  time  the  children  can  buy  it  from  the  State  at 
the  original  price,  and  still  retain  it  during  their  natural  lives. 
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'hich  are  suilablc  for  cu 
n  radi  uUIbt,  luulor  ai 


Thk  secretary  nad . 

"  Hereafter,  lands  belonging  lo  lliis  S 
vation,  eliall  b«  grsnteil  only  to  acUie 
eneeftliiig  three  hundred  and  twentv  i 
conditions  as  ebnil  be  prescribed  bj-  law 

Mr.  WYATT.  Ab  there  sesm^tolK 
my  anieiidmem,  1  will  aucept  the  subst 

The  chairman.    If  there  are  no 


Mei.  white.  Mr.  Cliairman:  I  desire  to  Baj  a  few  words  on 
miestiou,  sir.  I  would  appeal  lo  this  Convention  lo  do  toniethine 
ooks  towards  tho  limiting  of  this  land  Wainess  In  tlie  future- aometl 
that  will  cause  o  reform,  and  enable  the  StaW  to  settle  up.  Thei 
certainlj-  something  very  wrong  at  present,  whiuh  prevenls  the  S 
from  improving  as  it  ought  to.  1  will  mention  a  circnmstjin™  wl 
occurred  in  St.  Louis,  in  the  year  eighteen 
In  that  city,  and  had  occaaioo  to  go  lo  Booi 
Hn  aero  of  land,  with  a  high  fence  around  it  You  ~i 
have  a  ticket  bought.  I  went  in,  and  the  whole  pU, 
nien,  women,  and  eblldren,  going  out  upon  the  aami 
aroun.i  in  astonishment.    They  were  a  line  class  of  | 

'"' '"'  11  &       ""  " 

with  these  neonln. 

they  told 


asking  you  lo  du  soni' 
because  every  day  tl  : 
some  way  to  get  hoiP  - 
the  country— the  g  -,' 
otber  Stales,  whii  y 

I  saw  the  stmu-  > 

every  day  of  f      ,■         5 


out  of  order:  I  am  under  the  im 
■val  of  this  bo<lv.  When  a  man 
nieases  with.  It  does  not  belon; 
t  lo  say  what  he  shall  do  with  It 


As  far  as  the  Slate  is  • 
ich  a  man  may  buy.  I  deu 
g.  The  iilea  of  genllemcn 
■natlerl  That  a  man  may 
',  is  a  starlliiig  propositi' 
gentleman  from  Mon' 
"  -s.Convo"--—    " 


.ion. by  aaying  th»' 
inted,  and  ho  w 
.  but  hereafter 


I  badta 


people. 


imig- 


'here  they  wer 

^ i  found  they  were  geltiiis  v 

-"it  twenly-fivecenlslotwoaollarsandfift-  - 
<y  found  I  came  from  California,  and  they  were  r 
lit  land  here.  1  could  not  say  (o  these  people  tb 
II. j„..„.  J., ,  of  any  &  tlir    .    ;. 


to.     fc 


ild  n'>t 


.  ,1   with  form- 

-. lowed  In  the  foot- 

.    il  .nnd  twenty  acres  is 

-,,!■  in  the  way  of  an  Induce- 

>'io  engage  In  the  4>U9iness  of 

'  the  miiiilry ;  and  such  a  consli- 

he  settlement  of  these  foothills. 

nifficient, 

il  and  twenty  acres  of  agricul- 


13  In  cultivation, 
■r.  Now,  these  ni 
n  get  along  on  t 
es  of  stock  raialn; 


efld,snitablo  for  cultivation? 
You  could  not  find  three 
Ins,  sullabte  for  cultivation. 
o  me,  that  this  matter  is  not 


r      '  ,nd  they  have  pnn. 

>cii  getting  up  here  and  >h. 
.n  shall  not  acquire  all  the  Iniir*.,^^ 
V  humbug.     There  ore  forty  millions  o^>«N,..^ 
...h  can  be  located  bj  these  gentlemen  who  arc  nT»»..._ 
jii  in  this  Convention  about  land  monopoly;  but  tlie  truth  ir:-  -. 
.,:  not  want  to  go  hack  where  the  land  is.     They  want  to  move  in 
ivn,  end  take  up  vacant  land  there.    They  want  improved  property, 
vithout  the  labor  of  improving  il.     They  dnn't  want  (o  go  out   in  the 
ountry  away  from  town,  like  others  have  done.    Y"ou  cannot  |ret  one 
if  these  men  to  go  out  in  tho  country.     They  want  lo  slay  here  within 
sight  of  the  Capitol.     I  can  see  what  they  want  to  do,  and  1  desire  to 
'  :r  my  protest  against  it.    1  think  it  is  all  a  miserable  bumbiig.  nnd 
lUtmge,  to  talk  about  these  things,  and  I  om  only  aEtonishcil  that  * 
this  Convention  has  indulged  these  gentlemen  so  long.    I  am  astonished 
that  my  venerable  friend  from  Los  .Angeles,  and  other  intelligent  gen- 
tlemen here,  will  get  up  here  and  dignify  such  a  thing  bv  seriously  con- 
sidering it.     I  am  going  to  now  move  the  previous  question. 
Mr.  HOWARD,  of  fos  Angeles.     Whatcheekl 
Ma.  AYERS.    What  assurance! 

Ma.  TULLY.  Now,  sir,  in  conclusion,  I  want  it  distinctly  andenitood 
I  would  not  have  anv  ofGce  I  cannot  get.  1  don't  want,  like  tlie  bov 
from  Marin,  to  be  Governor, or  anything  of  that  kind.  In  conclusion,'] 
soy,  I  move  the  previous  question. 
Seconded  by  Messrs.  Larue,  Cross.  Ilucstis,  and  Hitchcock. 
Mr.  WELLIN.  Will  the  Chair  entertain  such  a  motion,  aOer  the 
gentleman  has  spoken  for  ten  minutes,  and  then  moves  the  previoas 

The  chairman.    It  ia  a  proper  motion.    The  question  is:  Shall 


.o  manage. 
IS  adopted,  i 


idny 


imote.     I  ai 


great  hards!  . 
le  this  do  not  understand  what 
is  inserted  in  the  fundamental 
tagonistie  to  the  best  interests  of 
n  who  argue  upon  this  matter 
lol  conver^nt  with  them.  How 
This  amendment  does  not  cover 
he  members  to  investigate  and 

pass  upon  it.  I  am  convinced 
seen,  that  will  strike  where  it  is 
!  ^reat  industrial  interests  of  this 


regard  t 


the  a 


g  to  his  children,  when  he  dies, 
Now,  I  thought  that  matter  was 
been  held  In  all  ages  to  be  In 
a.  man  has  a  right  to  do  as  he 
npposed  to  that  amendment  on 
line  of  the  amendments  which 


Lost- 


a,  4&: 


Mb.  grace.    Mr.  Chairman  :   I  ji 


e  thin. 


Aid  by  n 


le  Maji 


it  being  w 


They  go  around  bunting 


tho  disposition  of  the  working 

County  to  settle.    How,  I  am 

the  workingmen  of  California;  and  i  kno 

ingmen,  or  a  large  portion  of  them,  are  n 

and  they  are  men  who  are  willing  and  a 

they  can  get  work,  they  are  willing  to  t»ke 

for  work,  but  they  cannot  always  find  it. 

Mb.  PROUTY.     1  would  like  to  know  if  yon  know  any  of  them  who 
want  land? 

Mb.  GRACE.  Yes.  sir.  In  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-two,  when  , 
the  Central  Pacilic  Railroad  Company  put  their  bridge  across  the  Sacrfi- 
mento  River.  1  went  up  Uiere  on  tlie  twenty-eighth  day  of  June,  and 
stayed  until  October — eighteen  weeks.  In  the  hottest  weather  a  man 
ever  endured,  when,  in  putting  the  frame  work  across  the  river,  I  would 
absolutely  be  so  healed  as  to  almost  sink  in  my  tracks.  We  worked 
twelve  hours  a  day  In  the  blazing  heat  of  the  sun.  All  those  men  voted 
the  Worklngmen's  ticket.  Well,  !  was  there,  and  I  looked  around  to 
see  what  the  prospect  was  for  getting  some  land.  It  is  a  6ne  valley, 
.itlfii]  land.  Though  it  is  hot  there  it  is  never  dry, and  if  I  had 
~  '  i  would  have  liked  lo  have  got  some  of  it.  But  I  soon 
I  not  get  hold  of  land  without  going  way  off.  It  is  en 
hat  a  working  man  would  only  take  bis  family  there  to 
not  like  my  friend  Wilson  of  Tehama,  with  his  pocket 
full  of  land  scrip.  lie  came  therein  eighleen  hundred  and  forty-nine. 
I  am  in  favor  of  givine  forty-niners  all  a  chance.  He  has  been  here 
longer  than  I  have.  He  is  an  older  man  than  I  am.  I  left  home  before 
I  was  twenty  years  old,  and  turned  my  face  towar-ls  the  West.  I  arrived 
in  the  mines  without  means.    We  had  a.  mining  law  that  a  man  could 


with  beautlfi: 
been  well  fixed 
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Californift  yet  unreserved,  with  all  the  talk  of  scarcity  of  land,  twelve 
hundred  millions  of  acres  of  laud — no,  I  will  have  it  right  in  quantity. 
In  the  United  States  there  are  pineteen  hundred  millions,  of  which 
twelve  hundred  millions  are  unsurveyed.  In  California  one  hundred 
and  twenty  millions,  of  which  eighty  millions  are  unsurveyed.  Of  this 
eighty  millions,  perhaps  it  may  be  said,  that  forty  millions  are  worth- 
less, but  there  may  be  forty  millions  yet  of  uhsurveved  lands  in  the 
State  of  California.  The  State  has  the  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sec- 
tions— will  have  when  surveyed — and  in  all  cases  when  these  sections 
are  taken  up  by  preemption  settlers  before  the  survey  the  State  gets 
indemnii^.  Kow,  by  a  provision  like  this,  the  State  hereafter  will 
limit  the  amount  to  be  taken  up,  or  held  by  one  person.  As  the  law 
now  stands  there  is  no  limit.  My  impression  is  that  the  amendment  is 
nc^  exactly  correct. 

Thk  chairman.    The  gentleman's  ten  minutes  have  expired. 

Mr.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  send  up  an  amendment,  to  be  added 
to  the  section. 

Thb  SECRETARY  read : 

^'  Add  to  the  section :  '  provided,  that  this  section  shall  not  compel  a 
residence  upon  salt  marsh,  tide,  or  swamp  and  overflowed  land.* "     __ 

Mb.  TINNIN.  Mr.  Chairman  :  I  presume  the  author  of  that  amend- 
ment is  not  desirous  of  destroying  human  life.  His  amendment  requires 
a  residence  upon  the  line.  Now,  it  is  evident  that  there  belongs  to  the 
State  salt  marsh,  tide,  and  salt  lands  upon  which  it  is  impossible  for 
human  beings  to  reside :  or,  in  other  words,  if  they  do  reside  there  they 
will  have  to  build  boats  and  be  in  constant  danger  of  losing  their  life. 
If  the  section  is  to  be  adopted  I  desire  this  proviso  in  it. 

SPERCH  OF   MR.   DOWLINO. 

Mr.  bowling.  Mr.  Chairman  :  The  gentleman  from  Trinity  seems 
to  be  very  solicitous  about  the  swamp  lands  of  the  State.  If  he  goes  into 
the  Surveyor-General's  office  and  investigates  the  contents  of  the  docu- 
ments there  he  will  find  out  that  a  great  deal  of  our  swamp  land  is 
situated  on  tho  mountains  and  the  high  lands.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
land  question  is  one  that  agitates  all  honest  men  in  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia. We  have  a  system  of  land  monopoly  in  California  that,  sir, 
under  a  civilized  form  of  government  would  not  be  tolerated.  If  we 
commence  at  the  northern  boundary  of  the  State,  and  go  into  the  valleys 
of  Shasta  and  into  the  valleys  of  Si.skiyou,  we.  will  find  that  landowners 
there  own  grants  as  large  and  larger  than  European  proprietors.  I  heard 
a  gentleman  say  that  he  went  up  in  that  country  in  early  days  and  pre- 
empted tracts  that  were  bounded  on  one  side  by  Goose  Lake,  on  the 
other  by  a  belt  of  mountains,  and  on  another  by  some  parallel  of  lati- 
tude that  I  cannot  remember. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  this  system  of  land  monopoly  is  not  stopped 
in  California,  if  we  do  not  cure  the  evil  now,  it  will  assume  proportions 
at  no  very  distant  dav,  that  probably  would,  and  will  not  only  confiscate 
other  property,  but  bankrupt  the  State.  There  are  two  sides  to  this 
questiop  of  land  monopoly,  and  wo  should  carefully  investigate'  it. 
California  is  Asiatic  in  climate,  it  is  Asiatic  in  soil,  and  it  is  too  much 
Asiatic  in  the  •character  of  its  people.  But,  sir,  we  cannot  very  well 
subject  this  system  of  land  monopoly,  or  eradicate  it,  in  a  day.  This  thing 
will  take  years,  because  there  are  portions  of  the  State  where  a  man 
cannot  hardly  make  a  good  living  for  his  family,  unless  he  has  got  a 
large  tract  of  land.  Take,  for  instance,  lands  in  the  valley  of  the  8&n 
Joaquin, and  down*on  the  plhins  of  llollister  and  the  Salinas,  and  farm- 
ers do  not  raise  more  than  enough  to  resow  the  crop  the  next  spring. 
But,  sir,  we  have  to  cure  this  evil,  no  matter  what  it  costs;  and  by 
coolly  and  calmly  deliberating  on  tho  subject  now,  we  can  arrive  at  a 
conclusion  that  will  solve  this  problem.  If  this  jobbery,  that  has  been 
practiced,  is  permitted  to  continue  for  twenty  years  more,  why  it  will 
bo  impossible  for  a  poor  man  to  get  any  land  at  all  here.  Now,  if  we 
take  a  bird's-eve  view  of  California  in  the  last  twenty-five  years — let  us 
look  at  the  valley  of  the  Sacramento.  Go  on  the  plains  below  here,  and 
we  will  see  that  the  land  that  is  owned  by  a  few  individuals  in  this  district, 
if  properly  utilized,  would  support  three  times  the  population  of  the  State 
of  California.  On?  county  alone  in  the  State,  would  support  the  whole 
population  of  the  Stale  to-day.  While  on  the  contrary,  instead  of  pros- 
perity and  peace  here,  the  farmers  are  almost  bankrupt.  The  land  has 
been  impoverished  by  one  Continual  course  of  crop  for  twenty-five  years, 
and  it  is  as  much  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer  to  try  to  remove  the  can- 
cer, as  it  is  to  the  man  who  cannot  acquire  property  under  any  consider- 
ation. Now,  I  have  heard  it  said  here,  on  several  occasions,  that  men 
are  lazy,  that  men  are  drunkards,  that  men  will  not  work  if  they  get  it. 
Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  two  sides  to  the  proposition.  We  have  to-day, 
in  California,  only  two  periods  of  tho  year,  and  short  ones  at  that,  in 
which  men  can  obtain  employment.  Three  fourths  of  the  year  they  are 
idle,  and  of  course  when  a  maCh  is  idle  he  will  get  discontented.  He 
will  con^ire,  and  will  try  to  overthrow  the  best  government  in  the 
world,  because  he  cannot  help  it.  He  cannot  well  do  anything  when 
he  is  hungry.  Now,  if  we  investigate  this  ca.se  thoroughly,  and 
compare  California  with  other  countries  similary  situated  on  the  map  of 
the  globe,  we  will  find  that  Spain  is  situated  exactly  on  the  same 
parallel  of  latitude  that  California  is.  That  France  is  similarly  situated ; 
BO  is  Italy;  so  is  British  India;  and  so  is  China. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  the  greatness  of  this  coast  depends  on  a  good 
system  of  irrigation.  If  we  had  a  State  system  of  irrigation  the  same 
as  France,  Spain,  Lombardy,  and  all  over  Italy,  we  would  be  placed  on 
a  different  plane.  Then,  sir,  you  could  control  land  monopoly.  Then, 
sir,  you  can  build  your  irrigating  canals,  and  for  the  cost  of  construction 
these  barren  plains  could  be  converted  into  a  pleasure  garden,  and  give 
a  death  blow  upon  land  monopoly.  But  we  have  not  arrived  at  the 
time  in  the  history  of  our  country  when  the  people  are  willing  to  under- 
take such  a  gigantic  enterpri^.  But  we  have  arrived  at  the  period  in 
the  history  of  our  country  when  we  can  inaugurate  a  system  of  gradu- 
ated taxation.    It  is  the  only  way.    It  is  the  only  course  left  open  for 


us  to  pursue  if  we  want  to  break  up  land  monopoly  and  carry  joy  to 
every  honest  heart. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  talk  about  property,  and  property  in  land, 
and  property  in  water.  What  is  property?  Property  is  that  which  the 
law  recognizes.    If  the  law  says  it  is  property  so  it  is. 

Me.  WILSON.  Would  you  discriminate  between  a  man  who  has  a 
good  deal  of  property  and  the  man  who  has  a  little? 

Mr.  bowling.    I  would,  sir.    I  would  raise  it  on  a  graduated  plan. 

Mr.  WILSON.    That  is  virtually  confiscation. 

Mr.  DOWLING.  I  would  not  discriminate  between  one  of  these  old 
pioneers ;  between  those  men  who  have  driven  their  oxen  across  the 
plains  and  settled  in  California  twenty-five  years  ago,  if  they  were  sat- 
isfied to  come  down  to  what  the  law  distinctly  says  belongs  to  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Time  I 

Mr.  LARUE.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
to  the  Convention  the  minority  report  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and 
Homestead  Exemption,  and  recommend  its  indefinite  postponement. 

Mr.  west.     I  nope  before  the  committee  rises  the  vote  will  be  taken. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  motion  is  not  debatable.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Sacramento,  Mr.  Larue. 

The  motion  was  lost. 

SPEECH  OP  ME.  JONES. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Chairman :  I  wish  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  this 
report  of  the  minority  of  the  Committee  on  Land  and  Homestead 
Exemption,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  stated,  but  taken  for  granted  without 
explanation,  that  gentlemen  who  rise  here  to  express  their  views  in  any 
way,  already  coincide  with  the  reasonable  arguments  which  have  been 
produced  here  in  regard  to  the  evils  of  land  monopoly.  We  should  not 
be  required  to  spenaa  few  minutes,  or  to  spend  a  portion  of  a  few  min- 
utes, in  first  convincing  this  Convention  that  we  are  not,  ourselves,  rob- 
bers and  thieves.  Assuming,  then,  that  that  will  be  understood,  I  am 
aivxious  to  say  this,  that  it  appears  to  me  very  manifest  that  many 
gentlemen  upon  this  floor  are  speaking,  not  from  actual  observation  or 
experience  of  the  agricultural,  grazing,  and  grain  raising  facilities  of  this 
State  as  compared  with  other  States  of  the  Union.  They  are  speaking 
from  some  theoretical  knowledge,  of  from  their  experience  of  the  fertil- 
ity and  productiveness  of  the  cultivated  lands  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  the 
State  of  New  York,  of  Illinois,  or  Indiana;  that  there  is  some  analogy 
between  the  cases.  I  undertake  to  say  there  is  none.  I  say  it  fr^ 
observation  and  experience.  I  am  not  a  farmer,  but  I  was  a  farmer's 
boy,  and  have  worked  on  a'farm  long  enough  to  retain  a  memory  of  the 
circumstances  and  facts,  and  be  able  to  say  as  between  the  condition  of 
things  from  which  some  gentlemen  have  addressed  the  Convention,  and 
the  condition  of  things  in  this  State,  there  is  no  analogy  and  no  com- 
parison whatever.  Now,  sir,  I  will  admit  that  a  hundred  acres,  or  one 
hundred  and  sixty  acres,  or  eighty  acres,  make  a  good  farm  in  Indiana, 
if  it  is  good  land,  in  Illinois,  in  New  York — anywhere  almost  where 
they  have  good  soil.  .  That  is  farming  land ;  that  is  agriculti^l  land. 
I  have  always  understood  that  both  in  France  and  Italy,  and  in  every- 
one of  the  countries  that  the  gentleman  spoke  of,  there  is  land  upon 
which  you  can  i||^  anything  adapted  to  the  latitude  and  altitude  of  the 
place.  The  consequence  is,  upon  eighty  acres,  or  even  forty  acres,  of 
such  land,  a  family  with  an  industrious'  man  at  its  head  settles  down 
and  they  can  grow  as  much  grass  as  they  please  upon  a  certain  portion 
of  the  soil ;  they  can  grow  wheat,  oats,  or  rye  upon  another  portion ; 
they  can  grow  potatoes  upon  another  portion ;  and  all  the  vegetables, 
and  all  the  fruits  that  the  latitude  is  adapted  to,  without  a  drop  of  irri- 
gation, except  that  which  falls  from  the  heavens  and  which  very  seldom 
fails  them. 

Compare  that  with  this  State.  Here  we  have  to  deal  with  another 
state  or  things.  Here  we  occupy  a  State  in  which  a  great  area  of  country 
will  not  grow  anything  but  wtieat.  It  will  not  grow  Indian  corn.  Yoii 
cannot  raise  a  turnip  for  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  miles  in  these  great 
valleys  here  unless  you  irrigate  it,  and  there  is  nothing  to  irrigate  it 
with,  unless  you  pump  water  up.  Periodical  droughts  occur  so  often, 
that  the  saying  is  getting  to  be,  that  you  may  get  a  good  crop  one  year,  a 
half  crop  the  next  year,  and  no  crop  at  all  lor  two  years  succeeding.  A 
more  industrious  and  braver  set  of  men  never  inhabited  the  country,  for 
it  takes  as  much  courage  to  undertake  to  feed  a  family  upon  these  plains 
as  it  does  to  face  a  cannon's  mouth.  Then,  you  can  grow  nothing  but 
small  grain  upon  it,  and  all  the  agricultural  experience  of  the  world 
shows  that  land  so  tilled  will  produce  even  small  grains  buWfor  a  limited 
number  of  years.  The  idea  of  limiting  the  tenure  of  land  where  a  man 
has  got  to  raise  his  family  and  educate  his  children  upon  a  few  acres  of 
such  land  as  that  is  preposterous.  You  can  interview  the  farfners  of 
that  country,  from  Sacramento  clear  down  to  Los  Angeles,  and  they  will 
tell  you  the  same  story.  It  is  not  their  fault  that  they  are  embarrassed. 
It  is  not  their  fault  that  mortgages  upon  the  land  are  the  rule,  and  not 
the  exception.  They  have  done  and  are  doing  all  that  can  be  done,  and 
if  they  were  limited  to  these  little  insufficient  tracts  of  land  contem- 
plated here,  it  would  amount  to  confiscation  of  what  they  have  got,  and 
would  turn  them  off  to  some  other  country.  Gentlemen  upon  this  floor 
know  what  I  say  by  experience.  You  can  find  many  tracts  of  two  thou- 
sand acres  that  will  not  support  a  family.  The  land  will  not  generally 
average  three  inches,  and  a  crop  is  the  exception.  It  is  grazing  land, 
and  can  only  be  used  a  limited  portion  of  the  year.  Grazing  land  with 
not  support  a  man  in  such  tracts  as  are  mentioned  here. 

Another  objection  to  the  amendment  and  to  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment:  It  is  proposed  to  allow  the  State  lands -to  be  occupied  in 
tracts  of  three  hundrea  and  twenty  acres  three  yeare  before  purchase. 
The  lands  which  the  State  has  left,  besides  swamp  lands,  will  prove  to 
be  timber  lands  not  fit  for  agricultural  purposes,  and  school  lands  not 
yet  taken.  These  lands  may  be  largely  in  the  mountains,  and  they  are 
insusceptible  of  occupation  for  any  honest  purpose.  A  man  cannot  live 
on  them.    The  best  of  them  have  alread}'  been  taken.    If  any  man 


